
ON TUîf D)OCTR.INE OP TRLANSUBSTANTIATION.

intendecî fur tic instruction or elailtIren, nor for the
conversion of 1>agans, nor %vith a '%iewv to coiîvincc
lierc'tics. Tite plain pîîrport of tOient is, to instruct
el iristiamis iii a. (toc trimlie with w~hii thiey wcre notsuf-
licictitly -tcutuiiiteil,or to diîrect tlicir. attenitioni to n
ciihject of %vliichi thiey vre nuL seibible of thîe il-
portanlce.

1in vhatcver liglît, tlîeîî, wc c<nsider titis matter,
it is inideiîiable Ohiat multitudes iii the tinte of Pas-
chiasitis cithier froîn,ignorance or conîvictioni were a-
verse to ]lis sentiments. T'ie filet is, ns clcarly
appears front hus wvritings, as vell als Uie liistory of
tiat 8ge, tliat înnny of vlm, learnied %vere convinccd
of the falschiood of luis doctrine ; auu Mxarly oftlie
vulgar fiaul licarul îotliingc or, nt lcast, very little of
Uic stilijt'ct. 'lo suppose the contrary, is ridicu-
lots. wVhît slholild %wc thlik of the ]iait vhio
%vould uluvote lus tinie anul talents ta prove thîe dtoc-
trine ofthe real presence to the Roman Cntholies
of Uthe prescrit <lay ? Vhiat shlîoîld %wc thîink, if lie
fartdier complained tlîatniany %vcrc sloiv of buflief
anti dulicuîlt to be persuiadeti ? Andi if lie boabtceti
also) Unit mnny otliers lind bcee led by huai to au
linowlcdgc, or the truith ? W~ould not ail thec
world assure Iiiinî tliat lus labors ivcre of no use
tîmat ]lus coniplaiiîts and liAs honstii wcre Luthi
witliout foiudat;ioi ? Tite t:sLdîteice uf tiebe 1% rit-
inge, amid thie repuitation %% lLi(.h thicy procuireti tu
ticirautlior, prove beyoîui ail cuitroiersy thiat
the sentimnits wlii tlîcy contaiiied, liait inanv op-
posers. Othierwisc, whîatpuirposc coti dtlîey have
serveti Wiat service couiltieîyliavedonc to
thec clitircli ? No man can ncqu ire reputation by
teachîing %vhiat evcry body lknoivs. Nor wvuhl anly
one c eapplaudeti for provingr %vliat every body be-
lieves.

It is clear from thue words of Pascliasitos, tliat
Frudegarde liait entertaincti doulits on tlais soL-
ject. Titis hic coulti not have donc, if the cliurcli
liat been as unanimous as tlîey are representet in
the belief ofit. Ilence alio iL appears thiat, it wvas
uîot thon decemeil impious to doubit of tiis doc-
trine.

flinemaralso says thîc were persons, %vlio from
a love ofnovelty anti a desire to acquire a vain re-
putation, denieti the real presencb. Thiese mnust
]lave been persons of some lcarning. For the
common people are neitlier fond ofnovelty, nor
desirous of gainingr reputation by singularity.

Ilinemar attributes thîe denial of the real pre-
seude, to a love of novelty wbili liat seized saine
persons. Tie trat is, thiat before tlîis perioll,
Donc liati expressed tlîemsclves deternîinately on
cither sidle. Clirirctiane, turing the prccedling ages,

Il"a contcnted tliellselves ivitli lsing the words of
ecrîptule oit tijis siîbjcct, witliont ninutely inquir-
ing liow they w~ere to be undcrstood. No sooiîer
hadl they hcguii to giveratîge to tiîcirinizaginatioti:,
tlîan diflerent opinîions 'vere startcd. Eacli party
accuzed the oCher of innovation ; andi NNitit somit,
dcg.rc of justice. For cadi Made use of lait-
guagc tiat liat ncvcr bcen uscd bcfore. Ail that
can be said thcreforc ont tlis part of the subject is,
tliat the innovation wvhiclî cxplaincd the words of
our Sai iour as dcîiotingrliis real prescuce in thie sa-
cramictt,c,iietobe tlicprcvailiiig sentiment. It %vas
favoureti Iiy most of the clcrgy,and by many princ-
cs andi great men. Front thi caui.c, andi from titi
fondlies %% lirli ignorant people nliways discover
for thiings inarvcllous anti cxtraordinary, the opin-
ion of the reai prebence at last tr;tuînplied over the
ollcr.

WVe Mîay next inquire wlicthcr it bc possible tliat
the doctrine of the real proescccouldeveritavecpt
initt the church, il' it lbail nov bcen reciveti from the
begiiming?

The Sieur Bartliceny lins dletcrmincèl thls <pics-
tioli in; the niegative, andi by a train of rcasonîng
froîn the niature of the tliiing, lie professes to hle
proveti it impossible for simcli a doctrine ever to bc
adulet to the faatlî of the chutrcli if it baad not, been
believeti front thte begîiinjg by the first followcrs
of our Lord.

Indeeti, according to thîe supposition witicli lie
mralics respecting- tie state of the clitarcli duringr
the ciglit, nifltl, tcntlî, and ceventli centuries,
sucli a thtinc, is impossible. For lie supposes the
stite of thec clitircli to liave bcn the saine, during
tiiese centuries tlîat it now is, and tlint it lias beii
since Uie reformation. Ile supposes,for c'xaniplc,
tliat sucli as adinitteti thec real presence, , egardull
tliose pcrsons v.io denicti itas licretics. HIe sipposc3
farthcr that thîe former worsliipped tliclîost as atpre-
sent, and were conscqucntly considercdl by tIhe lat-
ter as idolaters. lIat tiiose suppositions tfen
just, it is clear that tile rnost violunt disputationst
must ]lave followcd. Even in the dark-ncss of tie
tcntli century, mucli discussion andi wrangling
nmust ]lave tah-en place, andi numerous records of
tlicse disputes must ]lave remaîncti to tlue prescrnt
day. Tite non-existence of any accounit of sucli
violent disputes is a proof tliat tliey nover eXistcd.
Tliere wec debates indced,of a certain kind,as we
lcarn from tic lvritings of Pascliasius and otliers of
the saine sentîiments, as; %vll as from those of
Joannes Scotuis andi othier opposers of tie
doctrine of the real presence. B3ut tliese wec
neitlier s0 violent, nor soi lasting as tliose wvhiici),îi
later times hiave bcu agîtatccl bctwccn the. chturch


