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Prom CoUier's Ecclesiastical history.

aINvR VIII. and the Ambassau
dors ef tie Protestant Princes,
oua CouaniIon In;oßae kind.

In May, the next year, the Protestant princ-
ec sent Francis Burgrat, and two other learn.
ed nen, with a public character into England.
The business was to argue with the divines,
and prese the king to a farther reformation.
They had archbishop Cranmor' interest in

this affair.; at their going off, they drew up

their arguments against communion in one
kud, Private masses, and the celibacy of the
.lergy. I shall translate what they offer upon
lthe two first beads, and for the lest, refer the
reader to my former'part.

After some introductive ceremony, these
ambassadors acquaint the king, 'they had spent
bear two montls ir conferences with the Eng-
lish bishops and others of the eminent clergy:
that they had brought the inatter to a very
promising issue ; arnd that they hoped his ma-
jesty, and the princes of Germany, would come
te a perfect understanding in points of relhgi-
oo. Frei nhence they proceed to treat the
pope very coarsely. I shall endeavour to give
4he reader their reasoning, and omit most of
their hard languag-e.

Their argument againet communion in one
kind, stands tbus: they 11take It for granted, hie
highness whil not deny that the doctrine and
commande of our Saviour are to be preferred
te ail human constitvtions, traditions, and ce-
remonies whatsoever. For ourSaviour is the
life and the truth ; heis infallible in whatever
he pronounces. But all human decisions, es-
peciailly in matter of faith and religious vor-
ship, are liable to mistake. Now it is certaina
th at u .Savipur instituted the holy eucharist
under both kinda. This js evident, from his
S!ag, rink ye all of this.' And for this we
bave a 4tyher proof from St. Paul: Let a man
exarmine hinself,' says the Apostle, 'and su et
uin eat of that breed and drink of that cup.p
(Cor.xi. 28). Now both these places direct
the practice of the whole Church, nut the cler.
gy only. For t .aesert, that our Savinur spoke
these words only to the apostles. and therefore
the dommunicating under hoth kinds can bind
no fartherthan the hierarçhy ; to assert thuis,
is an inçonsequen.t way of arguing; for from
hence it will foliow, that the laity are not to
receive so much se under one kind.: for neither
do we read in any ther places, our Savioui
commended that only hi body shlould be given
to t laity; or that both the bread and th
copie uld be i eserved as a privilege to the
sacerdotal order. From ihence we must neteg
sarily interi that our Savio.ur's comnmand for
recevmng the h9ly eu0harist, equally conçerni
the laity and clergy without any abatement
gr else that the laity are aliogether to be re
fused the sacrament of our Lord's bodv, since
we do not find any institution of the sactramen
for the laity in anypart ofthe gospele,excepting
at our Saviour's a'ste upper. To afdirmn, tha
hali cominunion wagsettled b)y the Church up
on:several weighty considerations, is not t
talk puch to the point ; for the question is her
copeerning our, Saviur's institution, whicl
every Christian must grant, ought. to overrul
aIl ecclesiastical authority,- For the Ciurc
does nut presume upon the liberty of niakm
au indifferent thming of Qur saviour's command

and as ror the plea of difference in degree
dignmity o? priesthood, fear o! spitlinig the ci'
.nd sucbhlike ; these preternces can never hav

toree enowgh to overbear or set aside a divin
uititoiion. Fur it is confessed even inthe can
inia law, that ilo custom can prescribe agam
thme laws o! G4îd, Besidea, the advantage i

enstom les on the otiher side: for the receivin
ondera bothi kinda,hbas not ouily the warrant'

i ece t buLt the, authoîrit of th~

Church to support it. Tlhus St. Jerome telle their Master's conmmand, and changing hi@ body and blood of Christ were separatell0

us, the priests dminister the holy euchariet, institution. tuined under the form of bread, and h
and distribute Christ's blood to the people "Furtier.- From our gaviour's@ instruction in the same integrity and extent ofnoto'Ml
thus pope Gelasius doclares against giving the For this solemnity, recited by St. Paul, we find der the form ofwine; neither would the P
body and blood of our Lord, that is, keeping the two kinds separately and independeni [y ti bave spoken diîjunctively of the specie
back part ofit, and calls it a great sacrilege. mentioned. The Apostle's words which lie re- bread if it was never to have been rece

"From hence they go oh to allege the prac- ceived frofl our Saviour are these: 'The but in conjunction with the cup: neither,
tice of the Greek Cburch: that this part of Lord Jesus, in the saine night iin which he the other side, would he have spokenOf

Christend.m, as they have maintained the li- wos betrayed, took bread ; and when he had cup in terme of separation if it had never i
berties against the encroachments of the court given thanks he brake it, and said, Take, eat, lawful to receive it without the bread. P

of Rome, so they have always communicated this is my body which is broken fer you: this why should he disjoin those things whlichw "

the laity under both kinds. do in rememberance of me.' Here we see never to be parted i Now the least OO
[It is signed by Francis Durgrat and our blessed Saviour, in the words 'do tlis,' of inspiration has its weight. and evèry W

George Boyneburg, ambassadors, and Mycon- apeaks separately, and by itself, ot his body ought to be regarded. For thes we are cr*
ius, a pârish priest.] under the appearance of bread, before he pro- manded by the prophet, 1'Incline your est tD

The king gave the ambassadors an answer ceeds toany mention of the cup. Afterwards, the words of my mouth.' And in Deuter
de they desired ; it was drawn by biehonp Tuns- the Apostles informa us, that after ' the sane my it is said, 'These words whichI coma
tal. After some length of commendation & re- manner also he took the cup when he had thee this day shall be in thine heart;'s0

turn of ceremony, the king ent;ers upon the supped, saying, This cup is the New Testa- elsewhere in the same book we read,
controversy. He begins witli communion inn ment in my blood : this do ye, as oft as ye shalt not add thereto or dinish therefbo"
one kind. shall drink it in rimenbrance it me.' Here "!Wc grant no command of our

«That this sacrament," says theî king, we are to observe the boluteness ofthe com- can be overrulled by any human constito
"was commanded under ho h kinds, and never mand is altered; for it is not said without li- for men can have no authority to reverse
under one, is an assertion we are surprised at; mitation, as it was in the breaking of the bread, Diviae establishment. We are likenwwm

neither can we imagine your excellencies are T his do in reme mbrance of me ; but there etaded that no custom ougt tor
in earnest, but that you have oîly a mind to is a clause of latitude added, that is.,Dothis ihe Word of God, or be pleadeddin der
sound our opinion, and try our strength upon as oft as ye shall drink it in remembrance of ofour Saviour's institution.
the argument. And, therefore, notw thstand- Me.' By which we are to uniderstand, that we > Btîtthen we affirm our Savicur bas
ing what you bave advanced, we cannot help are under no necessity of alwavyareceiving the at lib.rty to receive hin three wayo 1
thnkinig your persuasion the same with ours, clip; but that as often as we are communica- poral, and the fourth in a epiritual rnMè
and that you believe under the forn of bread; ted with the blood of our Saviour in the form that is. firet, in both kinds ; secondly,
the natural and living body of Christ is really of wino; we are bound to ' do this in' remem- the form or breid only;: thirdy, under î
and subitantially contained, together w'ith the brInce ofhim.' and fourthly, in affection ad de

true and real blood ; otherwise we mnust con. Farther. Our blessed Saviour when sp- 'ly when, by the disadvantage of circ -
fess that the body is disfurnished of blood. per was over, at which he had given them his we can receive no o'herwise.
which would be an impious affirmation, siuice body Under the form of bread, and after -4As ta the tiret way it isour opin
this flesh of our Saviour is not onlyo live, but this le gave his blood separately under if any of the faithful, out of ardency of

productive of life in others. And thus, under the appearance ofwine, saying, Do this as oft on, shall earnestly desire to recciyet
the form of wine, there is, not only the natural as ye shll drink iL in remembrance of me ; kinds provided there i n impedinen
and real blood of our Saviour, but likewise, to- lettig us know that sometimes the adminis- nes or distemper, the communion may

gether with his blood, the read and natural tration mglht be performed under one kind, and en him under both kinds; providedfartb4'
flesh and body is contained. Thme artic!e f yet, notwithstanding. the force and significan- neither the person receiving nor th

orthodox belief standing thus, the conseqence cy of both received by the people ; for other- does this in contenpt of ibVdiscipline
is, that those who communicate in either kind Wisethere had been no necessity of pronoun- Chuarch and the eustomn of 1he counim

communicate in both, as to affect and benefit. cing the words 'Do this' more than ones, 4As to the second and third mand,

because our Saviour's body and blood is entire- neither would they have been repeated dis- ceiving, our opinioni iis: thatin,cast

ly in each. And to support thiJ. doctrine of tinctly upon the bread ard cup. We have lies under disadt antage of nature or

concomitancy, we are not unprovided with au- reason to conclude, therefore, that our Saviour, -for instance, if lie has .the paley, or-e
thority and instances from the ne.w Testament, et the giving of the cup, would not have ad- pathy against eating bread or drinkiog,

Tded, 'Do this as oft as ye shall drink it,' hav- so that he cannot convenientiy receiVr
eramn on t helemsed Sviuur dmisipres goi ting said the same before of!the bread unless lie both kinds,-in this case, ilhe9cramnent in orme kind to. the disciplesé going he*
E&smaus. For It s written 'As he at at meat had -allowed the receiving of either of these comuuon, it ought to beg

with theni, he took bread and blessed it, and without the other. "As to the fourthi: if a man's stO
i"lN fither can iL hoeidthtte rý4cpe

r brake and gave to them ; and theireyes were "eidther can of denied that the disciples disturbed witih nauseatinrg to that
opened, and hey knew hin b te reaking received the body of urLord upon hie givmng he cou keep iotlihin. tinder sucha d a
of bread.' (Luke xxiv. 30.) This place, the them the bread, seyig,' Tla ismy body;' for the showing the sacrament upon his y

e ancients, te. Chrysostom, St. Austin, and taough tho cup was nmt given till after some e virtual comuoiun. 'This wil helP
em heophylact, ioterpret as referrimg to the hoy interval, when supper was ended, no person, reco!leet the death Mrf his Redeemer, b

eucharist, and yet hereis not the least enti we conceive, is s stupd as to thm he bo . conpunction. and convey thebe
oucgivingsthewine.'husou aviour, byad- of Christ was not received by the disciples actuaily receving,r giving tlie wiue. 'Il us our Saviour, b>' d.,at1yreing
Sministering in une kind, seems to have left under the form of bread till aflter supper, when ,We caint but wmder, tha

,he same liherty to hie spouse the Church. the cup was given them ; to suppose tis thoso who aopea.r go sea!ous in a

' For Christ, who gave instructioni at his last would be extremely absurd, because it makes their Christian liberty should.restrai

e supper for comm ion in ot kinds, a l the former word of our viur (This ryvaluable an instance ;, that theyshO
t ubody,' prononnced *ver the bread,) aignify under an unnecessary incapacity., ani

g but no man was ever suobld as t cargde our noting and that the giv1g the bread tothe hie inestimable privilege of oprSaVîo
dSavior ciples had no supernatural efficacy till they and blood under several emergenfies

- , •e bad all drnk of he cup n fter u'pper. ßuv pious Christian would not rfhert di
S¶thiwolbe a wiked sentiment, heçaC her Li -rkedt imfilent,beça thrown out of so great a privle

i,,T iualerfli driio1 G j1sj Iiravi fih u .q cur.munira»;AorAA; n e -. -- r M h-
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acntand the practice of the primitive 1

, ,- -U uaI I ur %aviour saliU azU ,ir t , aut Beides, ,tpon, these princip 
and the conversion ofh three thousand peuple, of ail force aud signification. Lastly. St. B et upon these nith
at St. Peter's sermon, i' i said, They ci Paul msel, afer he hid made a joint nenti- and those of re withi the t F
tinued stedfastly in the AIpostle's doctrine nd i on o tboth kinds, concludes with a disjunctive mwet bec.ome of them, I say. Wl
fellowship, and. in break ing of bread and in inference mpon the whol-, say ing,' W homo- not imported, nor the growth ofth
prayers.'' (Acts ii. 42 ) This text the an- ever shai eat this bread, &c., or shall drink Are thems peorleto be barred:thr

cients likewise u ndersta nid of admi isterinrg tind e p o the Lord u w rt iy,'& c: wh i th recei ve ndr both a O a
the holy sacrament ; but neither is3here any text is tius translated by Erasmus, 'Itaque tire saciament, i not orvee
thing said of the. cuIi. Now if comnmunioi quisquis ederit panem hunc, aut de calice bi. kind?
under one kind is warranted bth y o r Sa- berit indigne, reus erit orpoi» et sanguinis "Wben the people began tas

viour's and the A poestles' example, we are not )ominir' primitive usage, and corn.miui
to charge this usage wilh contradiction to the " From these words o! the A postle it ap. oa jete o 'j mnrtc m; but oi

Gospel ; for the A postles, who were led into pearsplainlv,thaLtwhosoeverreceivesthiebread aure in the chane o thst
al truth by the Holy, Spirt, would never have unwortuily, is guilty o! he body and biod o! the authontyof Script ir. I
communicated the people only in the bread if our Lord ; orwhosoever s'alil drink this cup tioe knd cbour ioneint
our Saviour'a conmmand had obliged them to unworthily, is likewise niity of the body. and Being mpporte by och ihlib
adaminister under both kindi; for such a lati- blo.d of Our Lord ; wh ich crine could never iri is ou opinion Christian or
tude would have looked like forgetfulness of be charged mupon the' communicant unless the dechlind the reciving the 'P'r


