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Moreover, our Saviour knew that the apostles;
would not speak of figure either in their writingsor
in their discourses: that upon the faith ot their
word written and unwritten, the christians would
enter info the sense of the reality: he knew also
that in the course of ages a time would come when
a great number would rise up against this bitherio
universal doctrine: he saw the actusl separation
that this produced or at least strengthened; he
heard the quarrels and disputes which so miserably
divide us: he hoard some bring forward reason and
the scnses agajnst bis words, maintain that the Eu-
charistic bread could be nothing but the figure of
his body, others, establishing themselves upon these
same-words, maintain that it was his true and real
hody: and in spite of this foreknowledge, in spite
of the different interpretations he hears given to his
sxpressions, and ofall the evils derived from them,
he permits that all the sacred writers whom he in-
spires should always speak of hisbedy and never
of the figurcof his body. Can any thing be so
strange and incomprehensible as this conduct of]
our Saviour? Where could be his goodness, his
iustice, and his tenderness for his church? and
would he not have led us himself astray, if these
worps, flesh meat 1ndeed, blood drink indeed, body,
hlood of Jesus Christ, which we read in his Testa-
ment, were only to express error, while the words
sign aund figure, which are read no where, were
alone {o open to us the true sense of the revela-
sion?

1remark another singularity quite as striking in

your teachers. One of the principles they are for
ever bringing forward, and the one or which the
se{ormation has been erected, isthat we cannot be
obliged to believe or practise any thing but what is
contained in the scriptures or clearly deduced there
from. We have just seen that there does not exist
asingle passage in the holy scyiptures, which even
authorizes the figure, far from demonstrating it: it
cannot therefore be deduced from it; much less can
it be read there: for the word figure isno where
read with the Eucharist. St, John, in the dis-
course of the promise, always announces a real
manducation, flesh to be eaten that was meat in-
deed, blood to be drunk that was drink indeed, the
flesh which was to be delivered, the blood which
was {o be shed: the three evangelists relating the
ulilment of the promise, speak of the body that is
delivered, of the bood that is shed, St
Paul repeats the same words, according to
the immediate revelation he had reccived from
our Saviour. The word ﬁgure' is no where
heard: butevery thing reechoes with the words,
body of Jesus Christ, blood of Jesus Christ: it is
fesus Christ whom we receive, hisbody of which
we participate: it is of his body and blood we ren-
tler ourselves guilly by an unworthy participation.
What therefore becomes now of the grand princi-
ple of your reformation? and by what forgetfulness
or rather by what a contradiction do your reform-
218 persist 8o obstinately in rejecting the body and
{he blood. of which the scripture is always speak-
ing, to admit a sign, a figure; which is no where to
he found thercin?

T'hanks to divine Providence, the docirine of
the reality has been preserved and always defended
in the most considerable society of protestantism.
Luther, which itacknowledges as itshead, and from
whom it boasts to derive its name, never shewed to
greater advantage the strength of mind and vehe-
mence of language which he joinedto a turbu-
lent and impetuous temper, than in the defence of
the literal sense against the new sacramentarians,
He could not help paying a-tribute of honor to him-
selfon this score, with a modesty of which youshall
be the judge: ¢ The papists themselves are oblig-
ed to give me the praise of having defended better
than they the doctrine of the literal sense, And I
am certain were they all melted up together, they
would not be able to support it as forcibly as I
do.” Luther was mistaken, aswe shall see in
he fllowing article: it is certain, however, that he
remained constantly attached to the literal sense.
and that the sacramentarians, unable to sotten the
inflexibility of his principles, have ofteu been con-
strained to come nearer to them and to affect his
language in the agrecments they attempted to
make with him at Wittemberg and at Smal-
kald.”

But I will now present you with a confession of
faith that shall exceedingly surprise you: you are
about to hear the Calvinists cxpress themselves as
as forcibly as the Lutheransand the Catholics on

the real presence: and one might take them to be
zealous defenders of it, ifwe kpew nothipg of their
variations. Beza and Farel, were charged by

the reformed Churches of Franee to carry it fo!
Worms, where the states of the copfession of-

Augsburgh were assembled.  Itis there taid,  that

*These agreements, in which sincerity had less
to do than poliey,, could not be of long duration,
and Luther again commenced with increased fury
his old abusive attacks upon them,
them in his Skort Confession of Faith “as fools,
hlasphemers, a worthless tribe, damned wretches,
for whom it was not lawful to pray.” He there
protested that “he wquld have no communication
with them cither by letter, by words, or by works,
it they did not ackowledge ‘that the Eucharistic
bread was the true natural body of our Lord.——
Itis as indifferent to me ( said he again), whether
I am praised or blamed by the fanatic Zuinglians
orother such people, asit is tobe praised or blam-
med by the Turk, the Pope ar by all the devils;
for beng near unto death, Iam desirous of carrying
this glory and this testimony to the tribunal of Jesus
Chnst, that Thave with my whole heart condemned
Carlostadtius, Zuinglius, Bcolampadius, and other
fanatical enemies of the sacrament, together with
all their disciples who arc at Zurich: and every
day in our discourses do we condemn their heres
full of blasphemies and impostures.” Upon this
the Swiss warmly retorted.  They issued out a-
gainst hima manifesto, in which they told lum in

plain terms, ‘‘that he wasnothing but an old foal; !
that men must be as mad as himself to endure his|

angry effusions; that he dishonoured his old age:
that he rendered himself contemptible by his vio-
lent conduet: and that he ought to be ashamed to
fill his books with so much abusive language and
so many devils.,”” Indeed Luther had taken care to

nt the devil within and swithout, above and below

cfore and behind the Zuinglians, by inventing new
plirases to penetrate them with demons, and repeat-
ing this odious word till men were filled twith hor-
ror, as Bossuct observes on this passage.
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in the Lord’s Supper are received not only the
benefits of Jesus Christ, but hissubstance even anu
his own flesh: that the body of the Son of God s
not proposed to use in it in figurc only and by sig-
nification svmbolically as a memorial of Jesus
Christ absent, but that he is truly and really made
presentiwith the symbols, which are not simple
signs. And if we add (said they,) that the man-
ner in_which this body is given 1o us is symbc::
cal and sacramental, it is not that it is merely figu-
rative, but because, under the species of visible
{things, God offers ue, gives us, and makes presert
|for us, together with the symbols, that which is
|there sigmfied to us. This we say, in order 3!:::?
it may appear that we retain in rhe Lord’s Sup-
per the presence of the true body and blood of
Jesus Christ, and thatif there romnain any dis-
pute, it will no longer refer to any thing but the
mauner.”  Let people hold to this declaration and
disputes would casily be terminated. But wh:
should I thus accumulate foreign authorities, while L
can slicw the same doctrines to havebeen supported
in your country, by the most distinguished men-
bets of your Church, particularl{ in the reigns ot
Elizabeth. James, and Charles1. 1 You and 1,’*
said Bishop Ridley, inthe reign of Edward IV. to
the catholics, ‘‘agree in this, that inthe sacrament
is the very true and natural body and blood of Jesue
Christ, eventhat which was bornof the Yirgm
Mary, which ascended into heaven, which sits on
the right hand of God the Father, &c. we only di!
fer in the way and manner of being there.”

Hooker, in his Fcclesiastical Polity, says tha:
they, who in his time, held ditferent opinions  re-
specting the sacrament* were still foundto aceord
in one: for “They grant (says he), that these Loly
il iysteries recetved in due manncer, do instrumentally
both make us partakersof the grace of that body
and blood, which were given for the life of the
world: and besides also impart unto us,cved ine
true and real, though mystical manner, the very
person of our Lord himself,whole perfect,& entire.?

‘“ We belieye, no less than dyou, in a true and
real presence,”’ said James 1. and Bisbop Andrews.

'The same was eaid by Casaubon in his letier
written by order of the Kings to the Cardinal du
eron,

We will now hear Bisbop Montague on this sub-
ject. The eontents of Chapter XXX. of his ap

calare as follows. *A real presence maintainec
y us.  The difference betwixtus, and the Popist:
writers is only about the Modus, the manner of
Christ’s presencein the Blessed Bacrament. A
grecment likely to be made, but for the facticus
and unquiet spirits on both sides. Beati Pacifici.”
In the body of the chapteris the following passage.
“Concerning this point I'said, and say so still, that
if men whre disposed, asthey ought, unto fpeace,
there need be no difference.  And Iadded a reason,
which I repeat again here; the disngreement is onl
in Demodo presentie (the inanner of the presence,
The thing 18 yielded to on cither side, that there is
in the holy Eucharist a rcal presence.

Another of your Bishops exclaims: “God forbic:
we should deny, that the flesh and blood of Chris:,
are truly present, and truly received of the faithiui
at the Lord’s table. Itis the doctrine that 1w
teach others, and comfort ourselves withall.”

“In the explication of this question and the man
ner of the real presence it is much insisted upon.
that it be inquircd, whether, when we say that w¢
believe Christ’s body to be really in the sacrament,
we mean that body, that flesh that was born of the
Virgin Mary, that was crucified, dead and buricd.
I answer that I know none else that he Lathor had -
there is but one body of Christ natural & glorified: by
lie that says that body is glorified which was cruci-
fied, says it is the same bod;‘, but not aller the
same manner : and so it is in the Sacrament : wy,
catand drink the body and blood of Christ that wie
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