r——

s ellected, o be satisied with saying wuh us Cand
assurediy they would be satistied with it) that this
aanner s meomprehiensible and anexplicable: and
vet syeh, as that by a secret and admirable chapge
ot the bread jt becames the body of Jesus Christs
and we must also entreat the Protestonts, to wlmml
that might apprara novelty, 1o make ho soruplein|
<y g, afler the czample of the first veformers, that!
‘tie bread 1s the body of Jesus Christ, and the wine|
tus bloud, because these propositions syere formerly |
« uniyersal thatscarcely can an andient writer be
wund who nas not made use of them.”

Fhie same pious and learned Abbe expresses himn
selfetsewhere in these texms: © Isay. that the budy
of Jesus Christ is presisely and subatantiaily the
same upon the altar, 35 in heaven mul upon the!
rass, but that it is there in o different ann2r. It
was on the cross jn a natural and bloody manner;
1w is in heaven ina visible and glorieus manger;
whereas on the altar it is in an invisible, unbloody
and accessible manuner: butit is ahways the same
wdy. Tacknowledie therefore with the Fathers of
zhie castern aud western churches, the roal change
aperated in the Eucharist, expressed by the words
irausmulation, transelemeniation, transubstantia-
uon; which sigmfics that after the words ot our Sa-
viour have been pronounced, thete is found truly
an the aitar, by virtue of the union with the sensi-
ule species, what was not there before,  mezn the
persen of Jesus Chrst,”

Such is the explanation given by a profaund
:heologan attached to the confession of Augsburgh
who had no intention sfgiving lfence on the sub-
ject of the Fucharist.  He thought, and with great
reason according to what we have brought forward
that the change of the substance accorded with the
wicient principles of Lutueranism laid down at the
duet in the solemn confession ofits delief.  Would
o God that thoge who atthe present day belong to
the sumc communion would regulate their senti-
ments according™to thesame principles with the
.carned and virtuous Molanus!  Wemight then en-!
tertain greater hopes of the unionso much to be
esired by the upright and well disposed of both
parties.

In addition to these favoralle sentiments of the
L.utherans and Calvinists, we have some testimo-:
nies of your own countrymen in our favor. Bish-

Jegus Chrigt, mysteriously  present, g in u Sacra-
nicuttand this by virug 6l the consceration, nind i
no wise by the fhith oftlie peceiver?
Bishop Montagite dedaids thot she change is
produced by the conseération of the elements,  a
support of this asseption, hie ciles passages Gom
St Cynil of Jerysalem, fram the liturgy af” St. Ba-
sil, foom St. Cyprian and St Ambroge: he renders
the expressions erployed Uy these Fathers, by the
words ¢ransmutation and (ransplementation, Still
after hving confessed the change produced by the
cunseeration, affer ssserting thatit was recogitizad
by the prinitivd Chureh, he changus sidesuand con-
cﬁldes by declaring agninst teansibstantiation.®
Samuel Parker, bishop of Oxlord, defends god
provesit, as ollows: “ In the first place thea it is
evident to all men, that are but ordinarily conyer-
santin ecclesiastical learnirg, that the ancient
Fathers, fiom age tu age asserted the realand sub-
stuntiul presence in very high and expressive
terms, ‘Tae Greeks stiled 8}, 4ETABOLE, METAR-
RHUTHEISIS, METASKEUASMOS, METAPOIESIS, ME-
tasTolcyEiosis- And the Latines agreeable with
the Greeks, Conuersion, Zransmulation, Transr
formation, Zransfiguration, ZTranselementation,
and-at length Transudstentiation: By all whictt
they. expressed nothmg more nor less than
the real and sublanticl Fresencein the Eucbarist’
The Bishop of Oxdorc waswell aware that transub-
stantiation not only supposes the real presence but
isactually the foundation of it, since, by virtue of
the words, .the substance of the_body of Jesus
Christ gould nat be found inthe Eucharist, ynless
it had taken the place of l!%c substsaco of the bread.
Thus far proceeded the old ‘Chirch of England,
whichasit wag bonished, so it ‘was restored with
the crown. Butby the reason of the intersat of
twenty years hetween the rebellion and  restitution
there arase a new generationof divines that knew
not Joseph. .., .....In shoyt, oo .en.. 17
they own a real Presence, we seo from the premi
ses how. little the controversio is between that and
Trapsubstantiation,as it s {ruly and ingenuously|
underslood by ull the reformed Clurches. I they
do not, lixcg’ disu'}vn the doctrine bothofthe Churc
of Zngland and the Church Cafholick, and thén if
they own only a figurative Presence (and it is
lain thay owa no other)they stand condemned of
eresie by almostall the Churches in the christian
world : and if this be the thing prétended fo be set
up (asit cerlainly is by the authors and contrivars
of it)by renouncing Zransubstantiation, then the

¢

result and bottom of the law is under this pretence

England.*
ou see, Siv, that if the doctrine of the real pre-

op Forbes acknowledges the possibility of transub-
stantiation jn the [following terms; * There is too
much temerity and danger in the assertion of 1a-
ny¥ Protestants who refuse to Gud the power ofy
‘ransubstantipting bread into the body of Christ.i
flvery one aliows it is true, that what impics con-
'radiction canuot be doue.  Buias no ndividual
acrsonknows with certainty the essence of cach
"hing, and incensequence what does or does not
mply contradiction it is an eviden. tementy forany
me swhomsoever to place bounds to the power of,
God. T approveofthe opinion of the theologians

tl

it* This learned mau thought almostin every thing
with tue Catholic Church, to which, it is said, he
would have united himself,if hisdeath which hap-
pened in 1641, had not prevented him from execu-
ting this resolution. TFour years later, the same
cause unfor{unately upset the same project of xcha-
racter still more celebrated for hislearningand ge-
nius. Grolius, on quilting Paris, confidedto bis
lcarned and wothy friend M. Bignon, that on bisre-
turn from Sweden, where he was gojag to seitle his
affairs, be would givo himsal exclusively up to the
affair of his salvation, andwould unie Ismself tothe
Catholic Church., Ho wasrgfurning and bad al--
ready geached Rostock, whenhewas seized witha

»f Wittemlicrg, who are not afraid to avow that
30 has pawer to change the bread and wine into
‘hie body pud bleod of Jesus Christ.”

Tharndike alfows of the chaoge, and tells us in
i terms that < the clements are really changed

sickness which deprived him of life, the Church of
a Valuable conquest, and tho world of a memorable
example. The fact is positively - asserted by 3.
Arguuld, who-had it fram M. Bignon himself-~
Weknpiv that Father Petau, upon_ hearieg of his
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to bring a new Jeresie by law into the Church of ‘
i

from ord'u;lmiy bread-nud wine, into the body of itsQislh:gﬁis!_xg@pérnglqs,u You -h;n'o seen thep

among the Lutherans, wholn genepalarenew Lo
coineits dechired encmics smireoyver, (whnf ipdege
you yoursclf inyst bcq'c_on,vincdotgc\'cn at (he, jee
sent day, the persons mast,;aftached to he - confes
sion of Augsburg aud ﬁo_thei;‘ﬁ;qt. fefqrmer’ may
still, withiout injury 1o their principles, gnler cuig,
pletely into {be.catlivlic dogtring"of the Buchasist,
after She cx&;‘ngle‘ of the piolis andyJearped’ Tuny
vcrign, the Abbe of Lokkum. You bave Ledrd
the Luthernns froveivith us ta the Colyinists that a
was imppssible lo admit (ha figuralive sense, and
nol hold'tothe lileral  s¢hise,, and the Calvinists
Jjomning us ajteryirrds, in jixd'yi_xig]ike us to the Lu
therans that (g Jiteral sense oiight o lessmegessa
rily to conduct tiem to the changs of the substar.-
ce. ‘Thus you have seen them aliemately ranged
under the catholic standard, vicloriously atjacking
one anothes with the armsihey” barfowed frem us
and the Chureh frivmphing intyens irum the blows
uﬁd the defeat§ they mutually inflicted -upon cach
other, o o
? . S . o %

Xwill hero spare you the detail of the gramicati .2l
cavils invented by the Calvinists {o anthorize the
surative sense against the - change of substance.
koow what bickering they bave iorrowegd from the
rules of prsmmar which hiave bpen. .as: inggrrectly
forged as applicd by them to each ofthe yorde ths
is mybody. ¥huowalso that they ave noz worth the
trouhle of-bejng refuted, afler having been so'com
pletely refuted by. M. Nicole, with that depth, cor
regtuess and clearness which disiingujsh that greac
controveslist. ‘They cosily varish when braught is
confact with the examples, of whicli the holy scn’s-
turo furpishes vs with.the idea & {besubject, Could
not Idoscs hueve said : 2hisvod. is.a serpent, -thas
woler is blood? Could pot Jesus Chujst, at the
morriage feast at Cava, bive equally said: Xhis
waler isawine? and when mising totife Lazdris or
the anl~ sou of the widow of Navm, ks Jecad per
son 18 tiving 7 Would not all these propesitions
have been true fo tke letler in spife of the pretended
rules of grammar? and wonld "the reformed ever
succeed in demoustrating to us fleir incorreciness
by sayirg *hotif itis a rod,it is'not really nserpent-
if it is water, it is not really blood or wine? if they
arc dead they arenot in veality living?  Why per-
sist obstinately in not sceirg, and not acknowledg
ing that in the mouth of Gud, or by kLis-ordor thése
propositions operate what they declare 2 -The Al-
mighty commands, and nawre iostanily obeys:—-
Jesus Christ commands, and’ the prave givesback
its prey, and deathrelesses its victim: ~Hespeaks.
and the waler has changed its substance into thot ot
gigc, and {he bread’its subsfance inlo that- of bis

ody.

But ifinstead of the bread which we perceive, 1t

i

sence has fovndin your country agrcat number ofiiis {he substance of the bedy that we must believe,
defenders, thatof transubstantiatioa bas alse hadjlour scuses will bave deceived us, you will say, and

iheirtestimony, onwvhich reposes. the -cerfainty.c&

*From all appearance he would have returned to {:be facts in the Gospel, will then be shaken, - N&

Sir, our senses do nof deceive us bere, for thiey de .
not proncunce sentence, they simply reports dnd,
their report is true in the Fucharist. -~ They fell us
that they there find the taste, the -colour.ibe -ap-
pearance ofbread, all which is therg ineffect. .
!xsthc mind which, froz the repoit of .he senses,

jedges and pronounces: at tho sight of the gpecics
1t would paturally and with reason- .«conclude, that
the substance of bread is:also..tberes i1 on this paz-
ticular accasion, it bed not, been avmonished t¢
check its natusal propensity and to reform jts judg:
ment.  Afier the -instructions of Jesus Christ, th8
apostles must have judged, and.all of us aftey them
not from.what. they.savw, Lut from what theybad
heard. ‘Thisis ihe exception, it is the only one~-
Excoptin this dnslance, and whenever there is no.
reagon-froin disfanco er malady for mis{fusting ous
senses, sve ought coofidently fo rely upon them,
remembering fhat our Saviour hos  bimself appeal-

death, celebrated mass for the repose of bis soul,* lled (o them in tesimony of kS resurrection.  **Sce
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