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it appears from thec account given by Sieur
Bartlielcîsy of the writings of Paschasiustlat the
doctrine of transubstantiation ivas not ut fliat titne
universally admditted ini Uhe church. Pasciîasius
muOst have written citiier to instruet tiiose v~lio
were ignorant of this doctrine, or te convince
those wlîo denicd il. In cither caseit is clear tliere
must have bcen persins whlo dia not cntertain. the
saresenitimneiiîts with Paschiasitis. It is of no con-
sequence %vliat wvas Uie cause of this différencec;
whctlîer ignorance or conviction. Mie fiiet ro-
mains thic saine; nanicly, tlîat Uie churcli was ijot
universially or the sanie opinion.

If conviction Nvas tie cause of the differezîce,
eni, this consequence is vcry lai-n, tlîat there

*ere pereons %vlîo were convincedl tîat the rcal
resece was not founded on the scripturcs,nar on
ilheauthority of the fathers. Ana if t)iis w%,as tîe

e cause of thc diIl'crcîîce iL follows fardiier, Uîat

e nuniiber Of persons wvho deuuicd tie real pire-
n ce, miust ]lave bcui very cousiderable ; aor-

pieuprson lihe aci.u ooi iî L

been both learned and pions, %vould îcvec have
'spelît so great a part or ii lice in refutiîg lhe-n.
Nor coula lie even have acquired so inuclà hoiuer
und reputation, for opposiiig a fewv scattecd iiidi-
viduals.

Blut if ignorance ivas thie cauEe of tiis difîcr-
encc, thonz, it clcarly fvuows tliat mîultituudes werc,
in that age, ignorant of une of the capital articles
of thc Catholic fuith. Tuie Christian church liad
now subsistea more thani scvcn litndred ycars.
For thircc hundrcd 3 cars, the Christiant religion liad
becu univeri5aily cîiibraccil by ail the liatione, i
Gauil, Britain and Gcruiany. Yet muiiltitudes rc-
îîaied all tixat time, ignioranît of vliat the Catho-
lics ciitecin the inost imlportant article of faith.
Are we thent to suppose thiat the Bkliolps and Prcs-
bytcrs cf thioseugeswcrc uo dcficicit iii tiieirdIti-
ty, us Nvilolly to nllcct the instruction or their
flock -in this fuiidamt;d i.tpoilît? Or is iL fotrmuch
more reasonable to suppose cither ilhat the bitàliops,
hi notyct adopted this doctrilie, or if they lind
Udol)tcd it, tlîat thcy (lia net etbein, at a titbqrt UC
any impo)rtance'? This we must eitlîcr admit, or
supploser-tiat theyliz-td ncgl;ctud ttu.xr duty foritmarc
titan tlîrce huîiidred years.
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