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HENR VIII. and the Ambas- as they desired ; it was drawn by bishop Tun- he gave hie blood separately under the appear. disturbed with nauseating to that degree ths t

sadors of the Protestant Prin- stal. After some length of commendation and ance of wine, saying, ' Do this a oft as ye he catn keep nothing under such a distemOPer
return of ceremory, the king enters upon the shall drink it in remembrance of me;' letting the showing the sacrament upon his desire is

ces, on Communion inu one kluid controversy. He begins with communion in us know, that sometimes the administration a virtual communion. This will help to recol
(Ext.from Colliers' Ecclesiastical History.) ne kind. amight be performed under one kind, and yet, lect the death of hie Redeemer, bring him tO

'That acrament,'sa th e king, notwithstanding, the force and significancy of compunction, and convey theuenefits ofset',
tCOsCLUDED.1 "was commanded to be given the people both received by the people, for otherwise ally receiving.

lu May, the nexit vear, the Protestant under both kinds and never under one, is an therehad been no necessity of pronouncing "We cannot but wonderthat those whoap
Princes sent Francis Burgrat, and two other assertion we are surprised at ; neither can the words, 'Do this,' more than once, neither pear so zealous in maintaining their Christian
learned men, with a public character into we imagine your excellencies are in earnest, would they have been repeated distinctly upon liberty should restrain it in au valuable an i:.
England. The business was to argue with but that vou have only a mind to sound our the bread and cup. We have reason to con- stance ; that they should put us under a0
the English divines, and press the king to a opinion, and try our strength upon the argu- clude, therefore, that our Saviour, at the giv- unnecessary incapacity, and deny us the in-
tarther reformation. They had archbishop ment. And, therefore, notwithstanding what ing of the cup, would not have added, 'Do estimable privilege of our Saviour'sbody and
Cranmer's interest in this affair; at their goin<r you have advanced, we cannot help thinking this as oft as ye shall drink it,' having said blood under several emergencies. Whiat Pi-
on, they, drew up their argum9nts against your persuasion the same with ours; and that the same before of the bread unless he had ous Christian would rather die than be thruwn
communion in oue kind, private masses, and yo believe under the form of bread, the na- alloved the receiving of either of these with- out of so great privilege 1
the celibacy of the clergy. I shall translate tural and living body of Christ is really and out the other. "Beaides, upon these'principles of restraintf
what they offer upon the two first heads and substantially contained, together with the true "Neither can it b denied that the disciples what muet become of the northern nations,
tor the last, refer the reader te my fcrmer part. and real blood ; otherwise we must confess received the body of our Lord upon hie giving and those of Africa within the tropic ? What

After some introductive ceremonv, these that the body is disfürnished of blood, which them the bread, saying, ' This is my body;' must becone of them, I say, where wine i
ambassadors acquaint the king, '-they had would be an impicus affirmation, since this for though the cup was neot given till after not imported, nor even of the growth 0
spent iiear two menthe in conferences .with flesh of our Saviour is net only alive, but pro- some interval, when supper was ended, no their country 1 Are those people tobe barred
the English bishops and others of the eminent ductive of life in others. And thus,under the person, we conceive, is s 0stupid as te think the -acrament, and receive under neitherkind,
clergy: that they had brought the matter tas form of wine, there is net only the natural and the body of Christ was not received by the because they cannot have it under bothO
very promising issue; and that they hoped real blood ot our Saviour, but likewise, toge- disciples under the form of bread till after can we suppose the integrity of our Saviaur'*
his Miijesty, and the Princes of Germany, ther with his blood, the real and natural flesli supper, when the cup was given them; te pre- body, or the entire sacrament, is net convO1'
would come te a perfect understanding in of his body is contained The article cf or- sume this would be extremely absurd, because ed under one kind 1
points of religion." Frorn hence they pro- thodoxbeliefstandingthus,theconsequeice is, it makes the former words of our Saviour "When the people began teoleave offti
eed te treat the Pope very coarsely. I shall that those who communicate in eîther kind (-This is ny body,' pronounced over the primitive usage, and communicate in thebre"a

endeavour te give the reader thîcir reasonîg, communicate in both, as te effect and benefit; bread,) signify nothmig; and that the giving only, is te us uncertain; but it is probable our
and omit mout, of their bard language. because our Saviour's body and blood is en- the bread te the disciples had no supernatural ancestors went upon the authority of ScriP-

Their arguisent againt communion in e tirely in each. And te support this doctrine efficacy tili they had ail drank of the eup after ture in the change of this custom,-uponkind. stands thus: they "take it for granted, of concomitancy, we are. not unprovided with supper. Now this would be, a wicked senti. authority of Scripture, I say, which mentiO"'
his highness will net deny that the doctrine authority and instances from the New Testa- ment because it throws bothwhat our Saviour the communion sometimes given under one
and command fe t cor S'avour are to be pre - ment. Thus our blessed Saviouradministered said and did out of' al force and signification. kind by our Saviour and his Apostles. BeiUg
ferred to ail human constitutions, traditions the sacrarment in one kind te the disciples go. Lastly, St. Paul himselt, after :he had made a supported by such infallible precedents, it*
andeeremonies whatsoevêr. For our Saviour ing te Emmaus. Fer it is written, 'As he joint mention of both kind, concludes with a our opinionCbristians of former ages declineC
iî the life and the truth; héeis infallible in sat at mneat with them. he took bread ad disjunctive inference upon the whole, saying, the receiving the cup, for fear the preciOld
whateverhe pronounced. But all human de- blessed it, and brake, and gave lo them; ad 'Whosoever shall eat this bread, &c., or shaH blood of our Savioumr might be spilt. Neither
cwsions especially in utters of 4aith and r their eyes were openedandnd .they kue him, drink this cup of the Lord unworthily,' &c., .can we hbelieve odr Lord, who has promi6s
gios *oi;ship, are liable to mistake. Now it by the breaking of bread.' ,(Luke xxiv. 30.) which text is thus translated hy rasmqs; to- bb \vith his Church te the end of the worldt
i certain thiat our Saviour institqtedthe oly This place the ancients, St.. Çhrvsostom, St. 'Itaque quisquis ederit paîidm hône, au-dé would' have withdrawn hie direction'for' 0

euSharist tndemoth kinds. Thîs is evident, Austin, and Theophylact,interpret as referrmug. calice biberit indigne, reus erit corporis et 'many. ages, and suffered itto.faIl intesogreat
fonl hie syings," Diin'k ye.anl o1 this.' And te the holy eucharist, and yet here is net the sanguinis Dommi.' :.. -an errer; and yet, this muet ha,ve beep tM
for this we Lave a farther proof fromSt. Paul-east mention of giving the wine. Thus our "From these words ,of the Apostie it ap- case, 'if there had been a plain precept for.
Let a man examine himself,' says the Apde. Saviour gave the same liberty te his Church. pears plainly that whooever ecýedefes this every one to receive always undertothRind'

tile, ' and se let him eat of that bread and For Christi whoigave instructions at his last bread unworthily, is guilty of th -body and I "The practice of the Greek Çhjrch i th
drink of that cup.' (Cor. xi. 28.) Now both supper for commuuion in both kindg has left blood of our Lord; or whoisoever shal drin> matter is net clear te us. However, it is cet
these places direct the practice of the wnole us his precedent for communicating under one; this cup unworthily, is likewise guiltyof the' tain thoseChistians are almost slaves te trie
Church, net the clerg ' only. For te fssert, but no man was ever se bold as te charge our' body and blood of our Lord- which crime Turk, & under several restraints as te theih
that our Saviour spo e these words only te Saviour with iuconýssteacy between precept could never be charged upon the communicant reigion; for they are neither allowed te pread
the poetes, and therefore the commnunidating and example. unless the body and blood of Christ were se- publicly. te have belle 'in their churches .
ituder both kinds can bind nô farther than the "Thus,after the descent of the Holy Ghost, parately contained under the form of Obrdad. carry the-cros, nor go in public processi0'
hiierarchy; te assert this, s an inonsequent and the conversion of three thousand people, and likewise in the same integrity and extent "Latly, it ought to beparticularly ob9ed
way of arguing, for from hence it will fo'bow, atSt. Peter's seimon, it is aid, ,'They con- of nature under the form of.wine; neither ed, that through ahl Christendo, upon
that the laity are net te receive so much as tinued stedfastly in the Apostle's doctrine and would the Apostle have epoken disjunctively Friday, both the priest and the people CO00 '
under eue kind; for neither do we read in any fellowship, and in breaking of bread, and in of the species of bread if it was nevee te have municate only in the bread and net in the
other places, our Saviour comminded that prayers.' (Acte ii. 42.) This text the an. been received but lu conjunction with the eup; wine. The reason is because onthat day the
only hie body should be given te the haity; or cients likewise understand of administering neither on the other qide, would ho. have death of Christ is more eminentiv representÇd:
that both the bread and the cup should be re- the holy sacrament ; but neither is here any spoken of the cup in ternsof separation if on that day hie precious blocd was shed for
served as a urivilege te the sacerdotal order. thing said of the cup. Now if communion it had never been lawful te receive it without our salvation, and separated from hie bodi'
From hence *we muet necessarily infer, that under one kind is warranted both by our Sa- the bread. For why should he disjoa those To represent the memory of this with more
our Saviour's command for receiving the holy viour's and the Apostles' example, we are not things which were never to be parted N6w force and advantage, it is the customn ofth
eucharist, equally concerns the laity and cler- to charge this usuage with contradiction te the least portion of inspiration has its weilht, whole congregation, both priest and peopleto
gy without any abatement; or else that the the Gospel; for the Apostles, who were led and every word ought to be regarded. or receive under one kind: which usage'WO
laity are altogether teobe refused the sacrament into ail truth by the Holy Spirit, vould never thus we are commanded by the prophet, In. never have been brought upon the univere"
oif our Lord's body, since we do net find any have commuumcated the people only in the cline your ear te the worde of my mouth.'-.i Church unless Christ had been entirely col"a nstitution of the sacrament for the laity in bread if our Saviour's command had obliged And in Deuteronomy it is said, 'These words tained uder ene kind andithe giving the c
îny part of the gospels, excepting at our Sa. them te administer under both kinds; for such which I command thee this day shall be in munion to the hity in that manner had bee
viour's last supper. To affirm, that half com. a Iatitude would have looked like forgetfuliess thin heart;' and elsewhere in the saine book believed lawful.
union was settled by the Church uipon seve- of their Master's conmand, and changing his we read, 'Thou shalt net add thereunto or

ral weighty considerations, is not te talk much institution. d10 imish therefrom.
*o the point: for the question is here concern- "Farther, from our Saviouir's instruction "We grant no command of our Saviour's THE RITISH CRITICforJuly hasrEaC
met, our Saviour's inistitution, which, everv for this solemnity, recited by St. Paul, we find can be overruled by any human constitution, ed us. lu its notices et'ooks it obserfes
Christian must grant, ought te overrule al the two kinds separately and independently for men can have no authority te reverse a s
ecclesiastical authoritv. For the Church does mentioned. The Apostle's words which lie I1Divine establishment. We are likewise per- Mr. De Bary bas publishied £uThoughIt,nrot presume upon the liberty of making an received froni our Saviour are these : 'The suaded that no custom ought te prevail against nCe
indifferent thing of our Saviour's commandî : Lord Jesus, in the samne night in which he was the Word of God, or be pleaded in derogation uipo certain leading points of diffre
and as for the plea of difference in degree, betrayed, took bread ; and when ho had given of our Saviour's institution. bet'ween the Catholic nnd A nglican Churc
dignity of priesthood, fear of spillinig the cup thianks he brake it, and said, Take, eat, this 'But then we affirm our Saviourhas left us es," in which he professes the maxim, thataud such like; these pretences can never have is rny body which is broken for you : this do at liberty te receive him three ways in a corpo- o v t lforce enough te overbear or set aside a divine in remembrance of me.' Here we see our ral, sud the fourth in a spiritual manner; that j s ee sae to stud theoog 'l
institution. For it is confessed even in the blessed Saviour, in the word3 'do this,' speaks is, frst, in both kinds; secondly, under the part save te intellect,' an4 stigmatizes the
canon law. that no custom can prescribe separately, and by itself,.of his body underthe form ofbread onlv ; thirdly, underthat ofwine; practice of' referring te conscience as oura gainst the laws of God. Besides, the ad- appearance of bread, before lie proceeds te and fourthly, in affection and desire only when, . thevantage of custom lies on the other side ! for any mention of the cup. Afterwards, the by the disadvantage of circuinstances, we ca .pincipal guide insuch matters, uner
the receiving under both kinds, lias net only A postle informe us, that after 'the same man- receive no otherwise. title of 'appealing to te sensorim.' am
the warrant of our Saviour's precept, but the ner also he took the cup when he hîad supped, "As te the first way it is our opinion, that if i i ir ti ndanthoritryof the ancients, and the practice of sayinug,This cup is the New Testament in my any of the fithfui.out of ardencyofdevotion, pe-ing msetmerely to e xterna a
rhe primitive Church to support it. Thue St. blood: this do ye, as oft as ye shall drink it in shal earnestly desire te receive in both kiuds; torical gronds, he enfonces with
Jerome tells us, the prieste administer tie remembrance otfie.' Here we are to observe provide thera is no impedimnent of weakness eatrnestness the claiinof ihie Pope, and th
haly çucharist, and distribute Christ's blood to the absoluteness of the coimand is altered. or distemperthe communion may be given himn e othe people ; thus pope Golasius delares against for it ls net said without limitation, ns it wa' under both kindse; provided, tarther. that nel. tyicmen nal ebr
gimg the body sud bloed et' our Lard, that is, in the breaking et' the bread, ' This do in ther the person receiving non the priet does chuîrch immirediately ta joi, in conni), 1Reeopmg back part et' it, sud calle it a great remembrance et' me ;' but there le a clause et' this lu contempt ef the discipline eof the church Iwith him." Thmis gentleman, ouîr .dtsacrilege- latitude ndded, that ls, ' De this s oft as ye sud the custom et' the country. Kiircluî isrcnyeîbau PFrom hence they go ou to allege the prac- shall drink it in remembrance of me.' By " As te the second sud third manner cf ne- ilreoechseenyebactiee of the Greek Obuereb; that this part cf which we are ta uinderstand. thait we are under ceiving, our opinion le thise: that' in case a Caiholic f 'ith, having for. s considera
Christendem, as. theyv have :maimtained the ne necessity et' alwasys receiving the cup ; bot man lies under disadvantage bf nature or ác. timuim contrbmuted i, thé Brühierties against eneroachrments of' the cort that as often s we are communiicated with cident,-for instance, if hie bas t q palsy,.or ~ ~ ;biaip 1'ee~ îof' Roee se they havaaweys communicated the blood of ouîr Saviour lu the form et' wine, an antipathy against eating breadord driîingj aPsytepbcao. ertsa
to the laity onde1 botih kinds. we are bound te • de this in rememnbrance et'f wine, se thîat h.i cennot eq¿teeiently 'oeeive lborate~ article mn thîe Critic o the[gWQ

[ft is signed by asncis Burgrat and George him.' . untder both kinds,-.-in thisoase if he IAC de ires •he a~ e'D. pp, ia dBoyn'eburg, ambaféad'ors, sud 3yconius, as Parther. Oiir bleed Saviour, when sup- the commiunion, it ought t» be givp punder 'ngs er: co endcase noDr Pµspy ul¶
parush prtest. ' . per was over, ut which he had given themn hi t e. rter otnd renoinyTue kin( tvih6inlbissadors an ansi'er hjody under the form of bread, sud after this "As te the fourth iif * tfWistâma h girregIlar; but utterly imoid6 ied


