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A  D i f c o u r f e  A g a m f t  X W « t U l ) f t a t t i i â t i ï ( h ^

r tO n c e r a fa g  the S « r < m M c t  the Lords Supper, one o f  the tw o f e w

H  P0'1'"? , ,  Inft,tut‘Qns o i  C1!r‘ ii“ ", R 'l 'g ion, there are w o ’t f  ,in 
° *  o f  difference between V s  and the Church o f  R ,mc. o « ,  about the

J o a n n e  o f  Tranfubftantiation • m which they think, but are rioreertatn
hat they have the Scripture and the words o f  ourSaviour on their fide ’
rhe iW-vr,about the admimftration of this Sacrament ro the people in both
aids ; m which w e are fure that w ;  have the Scripture and our Saviours
nihtution on our ûdt; aad that fo piainly, that our Adverfaries thcmfelves
0 not deny it. r or w r ilx tr .  ; t • .

, ^  /rft  o f  thefel  fhall now treat, aód endeavoúr to ihew againfl: 
^ C h u r c h  o f  Rome, That tnthisSacrament-there-is no fuhflaniial chante 
«de o f the B r e n ts o fB r e a d  and Wine into the natural JSodv and Bloud of 
hnft; that Body which was bornôf the Vtr%»M an , 3flJ differed upon the 
■rofs, for fo they explain that hard word Tranfubjl aviation.

Before I engage in this Argument, I cannot but obierve what an unrea- 
»na le task we are put upon, by the bold confidence of our Adverfarics to 
ifpute a matter of Senfe; which is o n e o fth o fe  things about which Art- 
it le hîth long iince pronounc’d- there oilghtto be no difpuic 
It might well fecmilrangeifaiiy nVtR» ffcou^ Write a book, to prove 

lat an Egg is not an Elephant, and thatá Muskèt-Bullet is not a Pike .- It 
every wlntas hard a cafe, to be put to maintain by a long Difcourfe,1 

lat what we fee and handle and tafte t o  be Bread *  Bread., and not the 
odyof a Man; and what we fee and ta (Ye to be W ine is. W ive, and n o t ' 
loud: And if  this evidence may lidt pafs-for fufficient without any farther 
'oot, I do not fee w h y any man, that hath confidence enough to do fo i  
;ay notdeny any thing to be what all the World fees it is ; c r  affirm a:,y  
iing to be what all the Wordfees it is not j and this without all potôbifitÿ 
‘ being farther confuted. So that the bufinefs of 7 ran/ubj,tantiatien is AW 
controverfie ot Scriptureagatnff Scripture, or o f  Reafon agairiït Reaíor' 
atol downright Impudence againft the plain meaning o f  scripture , and
1 the Senfe and Reafon o f  Mankind.
It is a moilSelftevident Falfe-hood; and there-is no Do&rine or Prone* 

’ ion the World that is o f  it felf more evidently true, than T r d x M ftx ^  
nion is evidently falfe : ; And yet if itwere poflible to be true , it u oirM 
: thernoit ill-natur d and pcrnicious truth in the World, bccaufcit wou'd 
t .__  -- ___  _ -A a  iuilcr



iuffer nothing elfe to be true ; it is like the Roman-Cathohck Church, whie' 
wilt* needs be the whole Chriftian Church, and vvili allow no other Societ 
ofChriftians-to be any part o f  it : So ?ranfuhftantjatÍQn,\i\x. be true at al 
it is all truth ; tor it cannot be true unies our fenfes and thef;nfes ofall mai 
kind be deceived about their proper objeds ;and if  this be true and certaii 
then nothing elfc can be fo ; for if v e  be not. certain o f  what we fee, v  
can be certain o f  nothing. _ A.' ; •*•*<. 3 i

And^et noiwithílandingaílthis,thereis a company o f  men in the wor 
fo abandon’d and given up by God to thé efficacy ofdeluiion as in goc 
earned tobelieve thisgroisand palpap'e Errour, and to impofe the beli 
o f  it upon the Chriftian World under no lefs penalties than of tcmpor 
death and Eternal damnation. And. therefore 10 undeceive, if poflibli 
thefedeluded Souls, it will be neceffary to examine the pretended groum 
offo  íalfea D o ftr in e ja n d to h y o p e n th e  monlkôus abfurdity ofit.

And in the handling o f  this Argument, I Iball proceed in this plain m 
îhod. 1

I,. I dull confider tfyc pretended grounds and reafons o f  the Church 
Rom eior this Do&rine*/ biov/ bn;!  jw h cifilqxs yarlî ói i

IL I iliall produce our Omettions zgzmft. it. And if  I can ihew that the 
is no tolerable ground for ir, and that there are invincible Objeâions 
g a inft it, then every man is not onely in reafon excufed from believing tl 
Dod:rine,but hath great caufe.to believe the contrtryiq ooiifl gnol rhiri vS 

3l„F ir f t ,  I will coniider the pretended grounds and realons o f  the Chui 
of Rome for this Doftrine.Wlnch muft be one of more o f  thefe jfW. Eith 
jft. T h e  Authority o f  Scripture. O r  z ly .  T h e  perpetual belief of  this E 
ftrine in the Chriftian Church, as an evidence that they always underfto 
and interpreted our,; Saviour’? words, Tbit n  my Body, in thisfenfe. < 
j ly .  T h e  authority o f  the prcfcnt ChurehrtQ.make and declare new Artie 
o f  Faith. O r  4,ly. T h e  aipfolute neceflity ofiiieb a change as this in the i 
crament to the comfort and benefit o f  thofe who receive this Sacrame 
O r  f l y T o  magjxifie the poyv.fç of-the Prieft in being able to work fo gn
a. Miracle. ' . v ;  ̂ ^  ?l 0niV,d s,ii o i  .bMuinro

, ift. They pretend for this Do&rine thé Authority o f  Scripture in th< 
words oi our-Saviour. Tbts-jf tny Btt/yirNow  to ihew the iniufHciency 
this pretence, I ihall endeavour to make good thefe two things.

i .  That thereisno neceihty o f  Under ftanding thole words ofour Savic 
in the fenle of Tranfulflantiatíon. o' ■ r-.ib of < : :

z .  1  hat there is a great deal of  reafon Cc underftand them otherwise.
That there is no neceflity t® underftand thofe words o f  our Sa

A  Difcourfe againfr l^anfubftantiation. *



our in the lenfcof Tranfubftantiation. If there be any, it muft be from c nc < f  
thefc two reaions. Either bccaufe there are no figurative cxpreiiions m 
Scripture which Í think no man ever yet faid : or e!fè,becaufea Sacrament 
admits of no figures ; which would be very abfurd for any man to fay, fn ce 
it is of the very nature ofa Sacrament toreprefent and exhibit fome invi- 
iiole grace and benefit by an outward iign and figure .- And efpecially fincü 
K cannot be demed, but that in the infHtution o f  this very Sacrament our 
-avicur uiech figurative expreilions and feveral words which cannctbe ta
ken Rriaiy and literally. When he gave the Cup he faid, This Cup- h t  he 
new Tejtament in my bloud, which is fuedfor you and for many fer the re mi fa n  
of Sifts. Where firft, the Cup is put for Winecontained in the Cup 5 or e'fe 
it the words be literally taken, io as to fignific a fubihntia! change, it is 
not ot thcW me but of  the Cup ; and that, not into the Bloud cfChrilt but 
into the Neto Teflament or new Covenant inhisBloud. Beildcs, that his Bloud 
JS'feid r!Jen to be lhed, and his Body to be broken, which was not till his 
Fa/non, which followed theinftitution and firft celebration o f  this Sacra- 
ment. .. : r s u m  on ih u i  anhkotu B i t e r  .

Bur that there is no neceifity to urrderfland our Saviour’s words in the 
fenfeof Tranfulftantiationy \ will take the plain conceiTion o f  a great num
ber of  the moil learned Writers o f  the Church of Rome in this 
Controverfie. (a) Beílarmine  ̂ (b) Suarez and (c) Vafquez do deEuck 
acknowledge Scjtus the great Schoolman to have faid that this i'J'/' *lJif- 
Doótrine cannot be evidently proved from Scripture: And .§>«. ji.ua*-.'.- 
Bellarmine grants this not to be improbable; and Suarez and W/n3 tar,: 
Vjfqucz acknowledge (d) Durandus to have fiid as much, (c) £ v 77.-'ert. 
Qcham another famous Schoolman fays exprefly, that the Dc- r. » 
firing which holds the fubfiance of the Bread« and Wine to retrain f). .
zfter Ccnfecration, is neither repugnant to Re a]on nor to Scrip- »” »■’ »«
ture. ( t ) Petrus ah Alliaco Cardinal of Cambray fays plainly, (e),n +: •
that the Dctlrme of the Subfiance of Bread and Wine remaining gj
after Ccnjec ration, is more èafy and free from abfurdity, more ra- ( f)i» £ site, 
iienal, and no nays repugnant to the authority of Scripture ; nay \ 6 ert z- 
more, that fcr the ether Doifrine, viz. of Tranfubflantiation, 
there is no evidence hi Scripture, (g )  Gabriel Biel, am ther (*) »» r*™. 
great Schoolman and Divine o f  their Church, freely declares, W' A ^  + "*
(I hat as t<o any thing expreffed in the Canon of the Scriptures, a.. . t i

may believe that the fubjlance of Bread and Wine doth remain after, 
Confecration : and therefore he refolves the belitf of  Tranfubflantiatioxt into 
ifome other Revelation* beádes Scripture, which he fuppoieth the Church

. . . .  A  Difiourfe aqainft Tranfiibflantiatron. ,



ft A  Difcourfe a&aisft Yranfubftantiation.
fb ) in Actin', had about it. Cardinal (h) C a] et art confeiTeth that the Gofpt 

doth no where exprefs that the Bread is changed into the boá 
o f Chrifl ; that we have this front the authority o f the Church 

nay, he goes farther, that there is nothing in the Gcfpel which enforceth an 
man to underfland thefe words ofChrifl, this is my body, in a proper,  an 
fiot a metaphorical fenfe ; hut the Church having underftood them in a prt 

per fenfe they are to he fo explained j Which words in the Roma 
Q Ægid. Co- Editien of Cajetan are expunged by order o f  Pope ( i ) Pius \
l& Y slrt'.T  Cardinal (k)  Contarems, and (I) Melchior Canus one o f  th
».ü : beft and moft judicious Writers that Church ever had, recko
(kj dt sacrum t. fhis D o â r in e  am ongthofe which are not fo  exprefly fou n d , 
(\)Vo:.Thioh£: Scripture. I will add but one more o f  great authority in th 
L r .a .  Church, and a reputed Martyr, (m ) Fijher Bilhop o f  Rochejte 
ûv s r r  w ho ingenioufly confeilèth that in the words o f  the Inftiti 

,o •»: x: tion there is not one word from whence the true prefence o f ti
fie{h and blood of Chrifl in our Mafs can le  proved : So that V 

need not much contend that this Do&rine hath no certain foundation i 
Scripture, when this is io fully and frankly acknowledged by our A dve
faries themfelves, . -

Secondly, I f  there be no neceflity o f  undemanding our Saviour’s won 
in the fenfe of Tranfubftantiation, I am iure there is a great deal o f  reafc 
to underitand them otherwife. Whether w e confider the like expreffioi 
in Scripture ; as where our Saviour fays he is the doorr and the true Vi\ 
(w h ich  the Church of Rime would mightily have triumph’d in, had 
been faid, this is my true body.) And fo likewife where the Church is fa 
to be Chrifts body-^nd the Rock which followed the IJ'raelitcs to be Chrtj 
i  Cor. 10. 4. They drank oj that reek which followed them , and that ro> 
was Chrift: All which and innumerable more like expreifions in Scriptu 
every man underflands in a figurative, and not in a ûriit 'y  litoral and a 
furd fenfe. And it is very well known; that in the Hebrew Langua; 
things are commonly faid tobe.that which they do fignify and reprefer 
and there is not in that Language a more proper and ufual w ay o f  expre 
fing a thing to fignify fo and fo, than to fay that it is fo and fo. Thus J 
feph expounding Pharaoh’s dream to him, </£»„41. 26. Says, the feven go, 
K ite arefeven years, and the feven good ears of corn are feven yearst that 
they fignified or reprefented ieven years o f  plenty ; and io Pharaoh u 
derllood him, and fo would any' man of fenfe underftand the like expn 
fions ; nor do I believe that any fenfible man, who had never heard 
TrAnfulftantiation being grounded upon thefe words o f  our Saviour, th



is m  Body,would upon reading the inftitution o f  the Sacrament in thcGoi- 
pel ever have imagin’d any fuch thing to be meant by our Saviour in thofc 
words ; but would haveunderftood his meaning to have been, this Bread 
Signifies my Body,this Cup fignifies m y Bloodand this which you iee me now 
do,do ye hereafter for a Memorial o f  me, But furely it would never haveen- 
tred into any mans mind to have thought that our Saviotr did literally hold 
himfelf in his hand,and give away himfelf from himfelf with his ow n hands.

O r  whether w e compare thefe words o f  our Saviour with the ancient 
Form o f  the Paflbver ufed by the Jews from Ezra s time, as 
C^O Martyr tells us, r*r« »• ifúít « x nf*t, («)t)ialog. cim
this Fojfover is cur Saviour and our refuge ; net that they be- TryPb-i- 2s7-‘ 
believed the Pafchal Lamb to be fubftantially changed either f 6% PdI'r' 
into God their Saviour who delivered them out o f  the Land 
o f  Egypt, or into the Metftas the Saviour whom they expe&ed, and who 
was lignified by it: But this Lamb which they did eat did repreíént to 
them, and puttfeem in mind o f  that Salvation which God wrought for 
their Fathers.in Egypt, when b y  the (laying o f  a Lamb, and fphnkling 
the blood o f  it upon their doors, their firil-born were palled over and fpa- 
red ; and did likewife forelhew the Salvation o f  the Metftas, the Lamb of 
Cody that was to take away the fins of the World,

And nothing is more common in all Languages than to give the name 
o f  the thing fignified to the iign. As the delivery o f  a Deed or Writing 
under hand and Seal is call’d a conveyance or making over o f  fuch an fi
liate, and it is really fo ; not the delivery o f  mere wax and parchment, but 
the conveyance o f  a real Eftate ; a? truly and really to all efle&s and pur
poses o f  Law, as i f  the very material houfes and Lands themfelves could 
be and were actually delivered into my hands : In like manner the names 
of the things themfelves made over to us in the new Covenant o f  the Gofpcl 
between God and man, are given to the Signs or Seals o f  that Covenant.

By Baptifm Chriftuns arefaid to be made partakers of the Holy GhoJl,Hefr.
6.4. And by the Sacrament o f  the Lord’s Supper we are fa id to Communicate 
or to be made partakers of the Body o f Chrift which was broken, and of his 
Bloud which was ihed for us, that is, o f  the real benefits of  his death and 
paifion, And thus St. /W/fpeaks of this Sacrament, 1 Cor. 10. 16. 7 he 
cup of lleffing which we llefs, is i t  not the communion of the bloud of Chrifll 
the bread which we break, is i t  net the communion of the body of Chrtjl ? Byt 
ftill it is bread, and he ftill calls it io, V. 17. For we being many are one Ire ad 
and one body ; for we art partakers of that one tread. T h e Church of Rome
• might, if  they pleaied, as well argue from hence that all Chriftians are fub-
I  — à . A *  ^  —  —  / >  •  V I

*1 , ADifcourfe againft Tranfubflantiation; 7



i-bantiiiPy fchanged firlt into Bread , and then into the natural \ ody e 
CÎùiü. by their participation of the Sacrament, bccaule they are fáid there 
by to be one bread, and one bods. And the fame Apoftle in the next Chap 
ter,after he had Ipoken o f  the confecration o f  the Llements, frill calls then 
the Bread and the Cup, in three verfes together, As often as ye eat /hi 
Bread, and deink this cup, v. lA . Whojoever jhall eat this bread and dr in, 
this cup of the Lord unworthily, v. a.7. But let a man esamine hitnfelf, and / 

; Let h:r.i eat oj this bread and drink of that exp, v. 28. And our Saviour him 
ie l fu h e n  he hadfaid, this is my bloud of the new TV/^wé’»?, immediate]' 
-sdds, but 1 fay imtayou, I  w'M not henceforth drink of this fruit of the Vim 
un.tïll I  drink it reiv with you in my Father s Kingdom, Matth. 26. 29. Tha 
is, not till after his relurrcdion, which was the firft flep c f  his exaltatioi 
into the Kingdom given him by his Father, when the Scripture tells us h 
did eat and drink with his Difcipies. But that which I obferve from our Sa 
v tour’s words is, thatafter the confecration of the Cup and the deliverin 
of  it to his Difciplesto drink o f  it ; he tells them that he would hencefort 
drink no more of  th t fru ito f  theVine, which he had now drank with therr 
till afrer his Refurrc&ion. From whence it is plain that it was-the fruit c 
the Vine, real wine, with our Saviour drank o f  and communicated to h 
Difciples in th<- Sacrament. •. +*

1 Be fide s, if we confidt r that he celebrated this Sacrament before his Ta: 
fioto, it is impoflîble theie words ihould be underllood lit-erally o f  th 
natural body and bloud of Chrift ; becaufe it w a s i w  Body broken and hi 
■bloud(bed which he gave to his Difciples, which if  weunderiland iiterally ( 
his natural body broken and his bloud ihed,and thefe words,this is my boi 
■which is broken, and this is my bloud which is foed,could not be true, becau 
his Body Was then whole and unbroken, and his bloud not then ihed ; m 

•could it be a propitiatory Sacrifice ( as they affirm this Sacrament to be 
dinlefs they will fay that propitiation was made before Chrift fuffer’d : Ar 
it is like wife impoilible that the Difcipîes ihould underftand thefc words 1 
terally, becaufe they not onely plainly faw that what he gave them w; 
Bread asd Wine, but they fiwlikewife as plainly that it was not his Boc 
which was given, but his Body which gave that which was given ; not h 
body throken and his b loudyW , becaufe they faw him alive at that very tin 
and beheld his body whole and unpierc'd* and therefore they could not u 
derftmd thefe words literally:If they did,can we imagine that the Difciplc 
v\ ho upon a'l other occafions were fo full o f  queftions and obje&ions.ihou 
make no difficulty of  this matter? nor fo muchasask our Saviour, how a  
thi-fe things b«? that they Ihould not cell him, we fee this to be Bread nr

'8 A 'D  '/fcourfe aiainft Tranfubflrantiatioïi.



A  p jfi  our f t  agatnft 'TranfubiUntation.  ̂ £
that to be Wine, and we fee thy Body to be diftiucl from both • we fee thv 
■{Jody not broken, and thy Bfoudnotihed

From all which it muff needs be very evident, to anv man that will* im
p a r t i a l  con fider things, how little rcafon there is to ur.derfbnd thole u ords 
of our Saviour, this is my body, and this is my bloud, in the. fenfe of 7'ranfub- 
flantiation ; nay on the contrary, that there is very great reafon and an e- 
vident necefhty to underftand them otherwife. I proceed to (hew,

2'y. 1 hat this Do&rine is not grounded upon the perpetual heliefe of the 
C hr ijlian Church, \vhic4i the Church o f  Rome vainly pretends as an cvidcncc
that the Church did always underfland and interpret our Saviour’s words 
in this fenfe. - • '  '

T o  manifeft the gronndlefnefs o f  this pretence, I ihall, i . '{hew by plain
teftimony of the Fathers inieveral Ages, that this Doctrine w as not the
beaef of the ancient Chriftian Church. 2. I ihall fhew the time and occafion
of its coming in, and by what degrees it grew up and was eftablifh’d in thc
■Rowan Church, j. I mail anfwer their great pretended Demonflration that
this always was and muft have been the confiant belief o f  the Chriftian 
Church.

i. I fhall/hew by plain Teflimomes o f  the Fathers in ieve'ral Ages, for 
above five hundred years after Chrift, that this Doûrine was not the belief 
of the ancient Chrijiian Church. I deny not but that the Fathers do,and that 
WrV-~ceat reaion>verymuch magrifïc the wcnderfull myikry-aud efficacy 
k u S j?crarr!ent:’and frequently fpeak of a great Supernatural change made 
■by tne cm me benedi&ion ; w hich w?e alfo readily acknowledge. They fay 
.indeed, that the Elements of  Bread and Wine do by the divine b'eiTing be* 
icome to us the Body and Bloud of Chrifl .• But-they likewife fay that the 
names of the things fignificd are given to the figns >, that the Bread and 

me do Itl.l remain in their proper nature and .fubilance, and that they 
are turn d into the fubftance o f  our Bodies ; that the Body o f  Chrift in the 

acrament is not his natural Body, but the fign and figure ot it ; not that 
Body which was crucified, nor that Bloud which was ihed upon the Crofs ; 
and that it is impious to underftand the e<iting of theflcjh 0} the Son of man 
gnd drmhng bis ^ W lite ra l iy  : all which are direftly oppofite to the Do- 
jctrine of Tranjubflantiation end utterly inconfiflcnt with it. I will fde&  but 
llome f e w !  eftimoniesot many w hich I might bring to this purpofe.
I I begin with Juftin Martyr, who lays exprefly, thnt * our 
Woud and Flejk arenourifhed by theconverfion of that food which 
Uve receive in the Euchanft : But that cannot be the natural 16̂ 6, " 
pod y and bloud ofChrtff, for no man will fav that that is con-



1 lie Second is Irenœus, (  Lib. 4. c. 34. f) who fpeaking o f  this Sacramen 
that tile hr cad which Ys from the .edrtb  receiving the d ivine invciatici

is tióIV no longer ccmmon bread, but the Eucharift (  or Sacrament )  confijtir, 
o f two things, the one earthly, the other he.avenly. he fays it is no longer con! 
mon bread,but a fe r  invocation or confccration ltbecomcs the Sr.cramrnt 
that is,bread iand.fitd^çonriilingortwo things an earthly, apd-a heavenh 

"the"eahrhiy ,rhmg is bread,and the heavenly is the divine ..ipleifingv, Inch bi 
the invocation or c o n fe c t io n  is added to it. And eliewhere he'hath th 
pailVge, ( 'Lib. 5. c. 2. ) ivhei! 'therefore the cup that is rftix i. ( that is, o 
Wine* âfid Wfter )  ami the bread that is broken receives the word cj.Gfd, i 
becomes t he Eulharijl of the ïlou'd and body of Chrifi," of which the fu îjiüm , 
of eut fieJh is increafed and confijls : but if .that which we-receive in. the Sa 
crament do noúriíh out bodies, itmuft be bread and wine, and net the r a 
tural b o d y acd bióudof Chrift. There is another remarkable Ttftimon1 
* Gemment, in ° í  w ^:c .̂ though it be not now extant in thole work
1 Per. c, 3. of his Which remain, yet hath been prefervYl by. * becuntcnius

and it is this ; w hen ( fays lié J t he Greeks had taken fo r e  Ser 
vants, of the Chtiflian Cathecumeni (that is, fuch as had not been admittet 
to the Sacrament ) and afterwards urged them by violente to tell them fim  
ofthefecrets of the C hr ijtians,thefe Servants having nothing tojay that migh, 
gratify thofe who offered violence to them, except twely that they had hum  
from their Mafters that the divine C ommunion was the I loud and ledy 0 
Cirift^they thinking,that it was really bloud and fitfh, dec la d d  as much io thoji 
t t-'at queftioned them. The Greeks taking this as i f  it were really done ly the 
Chrijtians, difcovered it to the others of the Greeks ■ who hereupon put .San- 
üus W B la n d in a  to the torture to make them confefs it. To whom Blandina 
boldly anfwered, How would they endure to do this, who by way of exercift 
( or ajuinence) do not eat that fidh which may lawfully le  eaten ? By which 
k  appears that this which they would have charg’d upon Chriftians, r.s if

r u-  ̂ litera!]y  eaten the ileih and bloud o f  Chrifl in the «Sacrament,was 
.1 la le accuiation which thefe Martyrs denyed,faying they w ere fo far from 
that t.iat they ior their parts did not eat any fidh at all.

 ̂ ^next is Tertullian, who proves againft Marchion the Heretique that 
the body of our Saviour was not a mere phantafm and appearance, but a 
rea; Dcdy, bccuufe the Sacrament is a figure and image ot’his Body ; and
* x . iftherebe an image o f  his body he mu ft have areal bod}, o- 
«*n.r/ í h" ; t  therwiie tllc Sacrament would be an image o f  an image. His 
Ed<t. Rigiir. l’iris words are thefe, * the bread which our Saviour took and diftri-

J'" bated to his Dijciples he mads his one body, faying this is trv
_______  » __ * , 1 1
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,M /’ ' ' i f  " /  ' j *  Ÿ T  « J W * * * » M -  * «  i t t t» M » tt  b n t  h t»  ' i l 'V < " o i h.s h  J i , . * g
ugainft tiic ..-ctftiiKs. w i g • demetijhe cer.tiinry.nf fchfiha u fefitf iH ^ r1 ' 
jument : That li -JVC qudt.o.n our fcnfcs w e  may doubt w h e f t o  ci," B 'eff 
e. SaVKH.1-were not (Jccavcd in w t a ^ t e  h t a r d y ^ d .  ftw-*:;d t o u c l i X
. Lib. de Anirn^p. i . a ,  ) , / : *  * « / . y ( í i y s f c 5 * , / „ w . «

kfjCT, « ;6« -jmtd t e . d W r f W í í m t o i  'h  w * é * ,jt ,t ig - \ir 3i»/tr)i>r>
h r t j j  ; . w « r %  t i S t t f r t e K t e M i d t b ím t y tr » M  H i m a S r U i ' Í f
&« « M ,  So that « feems we are tc trull our fenfes, even in the matter of  
h Sacrament ? andiftnflt U  W ^ l h e  D eátm ^  o i  TM ’ fitlJlsirtm im  is 
X f m b M r . : . -  lo ... . ;.i , . •; 1,1 i ' : T " *  °
l  Comment'np M tttb. i 5 , fpeakin» oCthe®èra'Aïënt fc,.h

7H ipr&yer i as te that o f  it w huhts material, ft it liïn to  the le %  atsd U rah 
ut into their<mghf ^hich^one (Mf ^  Will.isy o f th c f lo d y o f  Chnil  - And 
;fterwards he adds ^ W o f  e x p l t o n , ! i r / í  ,/„  m a U e r ^ M  '
^  /*> ^ f Ár«-erf/3̂ í \táwh\fY<$.tetk i(,at Wvrthii eaZ
, •’ J i  ~ v[ f .  > a*“  fÓ f 'X  h ^ i a y s . ) ^ ^ W 'the Typicaland 
w b M  body. S o r f w y h e  matter _ôt Uread fecnaineth in thë’S acramenr 
ad t us Or/g^ calls the J # *// a rH U jfc if lS W t body o f  ( h/ift - and ’ ir i?'
S R W ji b0^ o f  t l w f t r t i c h  ts'.there'eatenÿ for r t e L d  eaten in
,n ; c; x‘nenJv,s t0 tnJ? obtiwhiclvis material,goeth into theîielly m d is 
1 ° lnt0 draught. This teftimony is fb v e r y ' p f a i f V i r ï t h p t-h-*

■ ordinal Perron is contended tp a lo w  it to Ec O r i^ ^ b u t r e ie d s  his teftiw 
flony becaufe he was accufcd o f  Herefte by iome ofthe Father? and 7avs 
)v - V p  v’'- 3 in thls P1ace. So that with much ado rlusteftimonv
- f ? t0 !a™C bather^  his Homilies upon Leviticus (Cap. rcO
pea is tiius. There is a I/o in the Neiv Te'dament a letter which k'.'Ps him who 
ioth not Spiritually mderfiand thofe things which are,faid ; for if  we take ac- 
ordtng to the Letter that which is Paid, E X C E P T  JE  F  A T  AI T F T P

í f L o n T ^ t  I T *  m s h rk m  ' ^
bu' in Cjrdmal p" " * ' s »-*y. f

iB f. df. ) to Ccuhu,againft thofc w!m 
; . Commuruori in Water oacly without Wine mincled with it • and
l í S Í T 1 5gaint]  ^ 15 thÍS’ flut thsh^ d  of-Chrift w ith which 
& Z *  ! ef i ? ? e d  *>’d  w  cannot jeem t9 be M e  Cup when there is no 
h u e  /« the Cuj) by which the Blo«d of Ç hnjU s r e p e n t e d  ; and afterwards 
f b z
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he lays, that contrary to the Evangelical and Apoflolical DoRrine water was 
in feme places offer’d ( or given )  in the Lord's Cupy which ( fays he ) alont 
(an* i t  exp refs (  or rcprefant )  the bloudof Chrtfl. And laftly he tells, u< 
that by water the people is underftocd, by Wine the bloud ofChriJl is (b?w>, 
(or  reprefcntcd,) hut when in the Cup water is mingle d with Wine the peopU 
is united to Chr/Jl. So that according to this Argument Wine in the Sacra, 
cramental Cup is no otherwife chang’d into the bloud of Cbrift than the Wa 
ter mixed with-it is changcd into the People, which are faid to bz unit et 
to Chriji.

I om u many others, and pafs to -St. Aujlin in thtfóUrth AgTiTxtr Chrifl 
And I the rather infift upon his Teft im on y, becauieof his eminent efteen 
and authority in tht  Latin  Church and he alfo calls the Elements of tin 

Sacrament tht  figure andfign of Chrill* s body and blond. In hi 
kAu Tim 6 ®°°k AdimantiusihQ Maniehee wehavethis exprtsfion
?/^7. Edit. ' * cuf  Lord d'idnçt doubt to fay, this is my Bodyf when he gave th 
flifii .'.S6S. Sign of his body, And in his explication of' the third Pfalm 

fpeakingof y W flfw h o m  out Lord admitted t© his laft firpper 
M which { fays he ) f  he commended and delivered to his Difci 

i  m’ ‘ ptes the figure of his body ; Language which would not be cen 
fur’d for Herefic in the Chiirch of' Rome. Indeed he wcs neve 

accus'doj Here fie > as Cardinal Perron fays Origen was, but he talks as lik 
one asO-rigen himfelf. i And in his Comment on the 98 Pfalm fpeaking o f  th 
ofïence which the Difciplcs took at that faying o f  our Saviour, except y 
eat the flefh of the Son of man and drink his bloud, & c. he brings in our Sa 
viour (peaking thus to them, ( Id. Tim. 9. p. 1 joy. ) ye muft underftandSpi 
ritually what 1  have fa id  unto you j ye are net to eat this bedy which yefee,a>u 
to drink that bloud which (hall be Jhed by thofe\that crucifie me. 1  have com 
mended a certain Sacrament to you, which being Spiritually underjlood wi, 
giveyouiife. What moreoppofite to the Doftrine oïTranfubJlantiation^hx 
that the Difcipies were not to eatthat Body of Chriit which they faw, no 
to drink that bloud which was ihed upon the Crofs,butthat all this was t  
be. underftood fpritually and according to the nature o f  a Sacrament j Fo 

that body he. tells us is not here but in heaven, in his Ccmmcn
ViJiohan uPon tiiefe words, me ye have not always. * H e fpedks (fays he 

‘ ia‘ ' of the prefence of his body ; ye fhall have me according to my pro 
vidence,ciccordingto Majefly and invifiblegrace ; lu t according t 

the fie[h which the Wdrd affumed,according to that which was born of the Vir 
gin Mary, ye fhall not ha-ve me : therefore becaufe he converfedivith his D i 
Jciples four ry days j he is afc ended up into heaven and is not here.

Ii
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Tn his 23d. Epiftle ,• (  Id. Tom. z, p. 95. )  i f  the Sacraments (_ fays he ) 
had not feme refemhlar.ee of tbofe things whereof they are Sacraments, they 
vo:tld not le  Sacraments at all j tut from this refemblance they take for, 4.bt 
'oil part the naves of the things which (hey repiejent. therefore as the Sacra

ment ofthrbody of Chrijl is injome manner or Jfenfe Chri/ís body, avcl the Sa
crament of his lloud is the bloud of Chrijl ;So the Sacrament of faith  (mean
ing Baptifm ) is faith. Upon which words of'St- Auftin there is 
this remarkableGlofs in their owrr Canon Law ; || the heavenly \\ De confier] 
Sacrament which truly reprefents theflejh oj C hnjl is called the H,ceP'
body of Chrijl ; hut improperly : whence it is faid,that after a 
wanner,but not acccrAingtothe truth of the thing but the try fiery of the thing 
Çgyrtfieà ; So that the meaning is, it is called the body of Chriji, that is, it Jrg- 
»ftfies the body of Chrifl : And if  this be St. Auftin s meaning, I am litre no 
Proteftantcanipcak more plainly againfl: Tranjubftantiaticn. And in the 
indent Cancn o f  the Mafs before it \* as chang’d in comply ance with t Ik s  
new Do£trinc,it is exprefly call’d a Sacrament,a Sign an Im ge and a figure 
if  Chrift’s body. T o  which-I will add that remarkable paiTage 
of St. Aitflin cited by * Graciait,that as we receive the Jimihtude * 
oj his death in Baptifm, fo we may alfo receive the like nefs of his xjirwn.
Hefh and blcud ; that fo- neither may truth be wanting in the
Sacrament, nor Pagans havt occafon to make' us rediculous for drinking the-
bloud of one that was (lain,
I I will mention but one Teftimony more of'this Fjî/y/*, butfo clear a one 
is itisimpofiible any man in his wits that had believed Tranjubjlantiation 
could have utter’d. It is in his Treatije de Diflrina Chrijbiana; (  Lib. 3. 
\Tom. 7>.p. 53.)  where laying down feveral Rules for the right undemand
ing of Scripture, he gives this for one. If, (fays h e )  thejpeech be a precept 
‘orbidingjome heinous wickednefs or crime, or commanding us to do good,it is 
tot figurative ; but i f  it feem to command any heinoufs wickednejs or crime, or 
to forbid that which is profitable andbeneficial toothers, it is figurative- hor 
example,Except ye eat the fief} o( the Son of man and drink his bloud, ye have 
no life in you : This feems to command a heinous wickedriefs and crime, thereu 
fore it is a figure ; commandingus to communicate o f the pajfion o f our Lord, 
mdwith àelight and advantage to lay up in our memory that hisflefh was cru* 
rified and wounded for us. So that according to St. Auflin s btft skill in in- 
terpretingScripture, thcliteral eating of the fleih of Chrift and- drinking

Itiisbloud would have been a great impiety ; and therefore the expreflion is 
:o be underflood figuratively ; not as Cardinal Perren who would have ir, 
jnely in oppofition to the eating ofhis fîelh and bloud in the grofs appcaranca
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ot fldh and blouJ, but to the real eating oi his natural body and bloud un- 
der any appearance whatfoever : For i>t- doth not fay, this is a Fi
gurative ipeech wherein we are commanded rea ly to feed upon the natural 
body and bloud c f  Chrift under the Jpecies. o f  bread and wine, asthe Cardi. 
r.al would underftand hum ; for then the ipeech would be literal and not fi
gurative : But he fays, that this is a figurative ipeech wherein we are com- 
manded Spiritually to feed upon the remembrance" of  bis Paflion.

T o  thefe I will add but three or four Teflimonies more in the*»'* follow
ing Ages.. •> ,

The fir ft ilia’lb e o f  Theoàorçt, who fpeaking o f  that prophecy o f  Jaccl 
concerning our Saviour, (Gen. 49, 1 j . )  he wajhed bis garments in Wine and 
his cloths m the bloud of grapes, hath thefe words, (Dialog. 1.) as we. tall the 
myfticalfruit of the Vine ( that is, the Wine in the Sacrament )  after confe- 
c rat ion the bloud o f the Lord, Jo he, {viz. Jacob )  calls the lloud of the trut 
Vine (viz. of  Chrilt ) the lloud of the grape : Lut the bloud o f  Chrift is noi 
literally and properly but onely figuratively the bloud o f  tht} grape, in the 
fame fenfe as he is laid to be the true Vine • and therefore the Wine in the 
Sacrament after coniecration is in like manner not literally and properly 
but figuratively the b!oud o f  Chrift- And he explains this afterwards,faying, 
tr.at our Saviour changed the names, and gave to his Body,t\e name i f  the Sym
bol or Sign,and to the Symbol or Sign the name ofhn/Bcdy ; thus when he haïï 
call'd himfelf the Vine, he call’d  the Symbol or Sign his fo that in the
fame fenfe that he- cali’d himfelf the Vine, he cajPd t he Wine, which is the 
Symbol o f  his bloud, his bloud .- For, lays he, he would have thofe who par- 
take of the divine* myfieries not to attend to the nature c f the things which arc 

Jeen, but by the change o f names to believe the change which is made, by grace ; 
for he who call'd that which by nature is a body wheat a»d bread, and again 
tikewife caU d himfelf the Vine, he honour'd the Symbols with the name of his 
body and bloud; not changing nature bid addinggrace to nature. Where you 
fee he fays exprefly, .that w hen he call’d the Symbols c f  TJeip.en.ts o f  the Sa
crament, viz. bread and Wine his Body and !>loi dy he made no change in the 
nature ot the things, one'y added grace to nature, that is, by the Divine 
graceand blcifing.hc railed them to a Spiritual and Supernatural virtue anc 
efficacy.

Í he Second is o f  fhe famcTheodcret in kis fécond Dialogue beuyçen 2 
Catholique, under the name Orthçdoxus, 2nd an lieretirjue under the name 
o f lEraniJles ', who maintaining; that the Humanity o f 'Q ir if t  was changé 
into the iubftance oi the Divinity (which was the Herifie o f  Eutychts ) hq 
iiuifraiesrhe ajatter by this Similitude, As, fays he, the Sjn  bols oftht
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Lord s body and bloud are one thing before the invocation of the Prie fï, lu t  
after the invocation a>e changed and become another thing ; So the bo,-'y c f  
our Lord >fter his.afcention is . changed into the divinefubjf.ince. Bitt’ vi Hat 
fa) s C atho ique Orthodox us to this í  why, he talks juft life; one o f  Cardinal 
Perron's Hertnqyi/s, Thou <7/7, fays he caught in thy own net : btcaufe themy- 
fiical Symbols ajter confecration do not pajs out of their own nature ; for they 
remain in t!.\iy. former jubjlance, figure and appearance anà may be feen and 
handled evçfi us before:. He does notoneîy deny the outward figure and ap- 
pea(ance ot t ht Symbols to be chang’d but the naturcand fubihnceof them, 
even in the proper and ffritfeft fenieoftbe word fubftance ; and itwasne- 
ctil ry fo todc, otherwife he had not given a pertinent anfwer to the fimi- 
Jitude u^'diagaihft him.

he next is one oi their own Popes,Gelafius, vvhobrings the 
fame Inftance again ft the Eutvchians * iurely^ fays he, the Sa- * BiH.tb: 
craments which we receive e fth s body a n ib lm d o j oar Lord  are Patr-7m:4-’ 
a divide thingfo that by them we are made partakers c f  a divine 
nature, and yet it ceafeth net to be the Sub fiance or nature o f bread and IVme ■ 
in d certainly the image andtefcmblance o fC hnfi's  body and bloud are célébrât- 
. w the ait ion of the m yflenfs, that is, in the Sacrament. T o  make this In- 
tance of any forceagainft the Eutyohians, who held that the body o f  Chrift 

jpon his aicenfion ceas’d and \vr. s' chang’d ir.to the fubftance of his Divini- 
y, it was neceilafy to deny that there was any fubftantia! change in the 
«crament oi the bread and wine into the body and bloud c f  Chrift. So 
hat here is an infallible authority, eneoi their own Popesexj refly againft 
r anjubflantiation.

i he laft re'limony Iihali producers of Eacuvdus an African Biifr’op.wiio
V -13 lived in the 6 th. Century,

>ne ujio  had faid thatc h r ili„  __

f . . - tyafedm ...................  ............... I............ m
r adoption both when he iv*s drcum ifed and baptized : And t ie  *; ‘ f * '
ai rament cf Adoption may le  called adoption, as the Sacrament ' '
C. J>.s ,° y bloud, which is in the confecrated bread andcvpyis by us called 
is bodyandoloud: not that the bread, fays he, is properly his body and the 
y> his bloud, but becaufe they contain in them the my0 erics c f  his''body and 
-cud , hence aljo our Lord him je If called the bleffed bread and cup which he 
n e to his Difciples his bod) and bh ud. Can any man after his believe, 
lat ’[ t^cn> anc' had ever been, the un.verfal and received Doclrine of 
e C hriUian Church,that the bread and wine in the. Sacrament are fub- 
iiitu,;} changed into the proper and natural body and bloud oi Chrift .a

■d Difcourfe aqainft Traifubftiintiatîon. i y



By theft plain Teilimonics which I have produced, and I might havi 
brought a great many more to the famepurpole, it is I think evident be 
ÿ'C'ndail denial that Tranfubflantiation hath not been the perpetual beliefc 

the Chriflian Church. And this likewjfe is acknowledged by ma 
( aj iH Sent. ny great and learned men of the Roman Church, (a J Scot us\c
V  j. knovvledgeth, that this D odrine was not always thought ne

. celTary to be believed, but that the neceilky o f  believing it wa 
confequcnt to that Declaration of the Church made°in th« 
Council o f  Later an under Pope Innocent the III. And (b) Du 
randus freely difcovershis indention to have believed the con 
trary, i f  the Church had not by that determination obliged me> 
to believe it , ( c )  Tonjlal Biihop o f  Durham alfo yields, that be 
fore the Later an Council men were at liberty as tv the manner o 
Chrifi s prsfenc e in the Sac rament. And (̂ d) Rrafmus, w holiv  
ed and died in the communion o f  the Roman Church and thai 
w hom  no man was better i ead in the ancient Fathers, doth con 
fefs that it was late before the Church defined Tranjubflantiation 
unknown to the Ancients both name and thing. And (e) A  Ip hen 
fus a Caflro fays plainly,thai concerning the Tranfubftantiation t 
the bread into the body of C h rifith ere  is feldom any mention i, 
the ancient Writers. And who can.imagin thtt thefe learne< 

.men would have granted the ancient Church and Fathers to have been ii 
much Strangers to this Dodtrine, had they thought it to have been the per 
.petual belief o f  the Church I I iliall now in the

Second place,give an account o i t  he particular time andoccafionofthecon 
ingin of-this Doctrine, and by what ilcps and degrees it grew up and was ad 
vanccd into a Article  o f  Faith in the Rcmifh Church. T h e  D oârin e  c 
the corporal prefence of Chrijl was firil ilarted upon occafion of the Difput 
about the J be Worfhipof Images, in oppofition whereto the SynodoïCcn/la*
11 nop le about the year D C C L  did argue thus, That our Lord havin^ le; 
us no other image o f  himielf but the Sacrament, in which thefubflancet 
bread is the image of his body, vveought to make no other imageofou 
Lord. In anfwer to this Argument the fécond Cour, cil o f Nice in the yea 
D C C L X X X Y I I  did declare, that the Sacrament after Coniecration is m 
t<he image and antitype o f  Chrift’s body and blond, but is properly his bod 
and b.oud. So that the corporal body of Chrifi in the Sacrament wasfir! 
brought in tofupport the flitpidworfhip of Images : And indeed it could ne
vcr have come in upon a more proper occafion,ncr have been applied to 
fi ter purpofe.
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And iîere Icannot but take notice how well this agrees 

with * Be/larmine’s Obfervation,that none of the Ancients who *DeEucla- 
wrote of Herefies , hath put this errour ( viz. o f  denying *•
Tranfubflantiation ) in his Catalogue ; nor did any of the an
cients difpute againfl this errour for the firjl 600years. VVhich is very 
true,becaufetherc could benooccafionthen to d i lu te  againfl thofe who 
denied Tranfubflantiation ; fince. as I have (hewn, this Doilrine was not 
in being,unlefs amongfl the Eutychian Hcretiques for the firfl 
600 years and more but -|; Bellarmine goes on and telis us, t«W. 
that t he firfl who call d in qtiejlion the truth c f the body of the 
Lord in the Eue bar id were the ICONOM ACILI (the oppofcrs of images) 
After the year D C C  in the Council o f Confiant inople f̂or thefefaid there wa> 
one image o f Chrijl inflituted by Cbrijl himfelf viz the bread &  wine in the 
Eucbarijt,which reprefents the body &  bloud of Chrift-. Wherefore from that 
tirre the GreekWriters often admonifb us that tbeEucharift is not the figure 
or image of‘the body of the Lord J u t his true body,as appearsfrom the\\\. Sy
nod which agrees moil exactly with the account which I have given of the 
firfl rife of this Do£lrine,which began with the corporal preJenceofCbrtfl 
in the Sacrament ar.d afterwards proceeded to Travfubllantiaticn;.

And as this was the firil occaficn o f  introducing this Doftrine among 
the Greeks, fo in the Latin or Roman Church Pafchafius Radbertus ftril 
a Monk and afterwards Abbot o f  Corbey, was the firfl broacher c f  it in
the year D C C C X V I l l .  .

And tor this, befides the Evidence of  Hiflory, we have the acknow* 
ledgment o f two very Eminent Perlons in the Church of Rome, Be,liar- 
mine and Sirmondus , who do in effèd: confefs çhat this Pafchajins 
w as  the firft w h o  wrote to purpofe upon this Argument.
''Bellarmine in thefe words, This Author was the fitjlw h o  * De scriptor, 
hatbferiouflyandcopioufty writen concerning the truthofC hriff s Eu 
body an.1 bloud in tbe Eucbarijt : And ■[ Sirmondns in thé je ^ /« v,ta Paf- 
be/ofir f t  explained the genuine Jenfe o f tbe Catholique Cburch, clufii. 
that be opened the way to tbe reft who afterwards in great numbers wrote 
upon the fame argument : But though Sinnondus is p'eafed to fay that he 
oncly firflexplain’d thefenfe ofthe Catholique Cliurchin this point,yet 
it is very plain from the RcçoiVs of that Age which are left to us, that 
this was the firfl time'that this Do&rine was "broachcd in thz I-atm  
Cfutfch ; and it met with great oppofitionin that Age,ns I fiiall haveoc- 
cafion hereafter to fhew7.For Rabauus TaurusArch- Billiopot fllentz about 
the year D C C C X L V I I  reciting the very words of Pofcbafas v herein
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he had deliver'd this Do&rine, hath his remarkal le paffjge

II Efiji.si concerning the novelty o f  it ; l| Some, fays h t,o f late,not hav- 
>Hn a r,& }t opinion concerning the Sacratoent of the body and

bloud of our Lord, have fa id  that this is the body and, bloud cj 
our Lord which was l«rn of the Virgin Maryland in which our Lordfujfer- 
ed upon theCrofs and rofe from the dead ; which erreur, lays he, we have 
oppos’ d  with all our might. From w hence it was plain, by the Teftimo
ny o f  one of the greateft and molt karned Biihops o f  that Age, andoi 
eminent reputation for Piety,that what is now the very Doftrinc o f  the 
Chu chot Rome concerning the Sacrament, was then elteem’dan Erroui 
broach’d by fome particular Perfons, but was far irom being the gene
rally receiv’d Doftrine o f  that Age. Can any one think it poiTible, thaï 
fo eminent a Perfon in the Church both for piety and learning, coulc 
have condemn’d this Dottrine as an Errour and a ATov.elty, had in beer 
the general D odrine  o f  the-.Chriilian Church, not onely in that but ir 
all former Ages ; and no cenfure pafs’d upon him for that which is now 
the great burning Article  in the Church o f  Rome, andefteemed by then- 
one o f  the greateftand moil pernicious Herefies.'1

Afterwards in the year M L IX , when Berengarius in France and Ger
many, had rais’d  ̂a freih oppofition againit this D od rin e ,  he was com.

peh’d to recant it by Pope Nicholas and the Council at Rome 
in thefe words> * that the bread and wine which arefet upoi 

fiiía. z. the Altar, after the confecration are not onely the Sacrament
Lanfranc. ds but the true body and bloud of our Lordjefus Chrifl ; and at

' f enf1̂ y-> »ot oneíy Î» the Sacrament but in truth, handled am
Guitmund: broken by the hands of the Priefl, and ground or brufed by th,
ai U teet  ̂ t^e But it feems the Pope and his Couna
trfm’i. u : 19 v  ere net then skilfull enough toexprefs themfelves rightl;

in this matter • for the Clofs upon the Canon Law fays ex 
t  Ghfs.Dt'- f  that un le is we under ft  and thefe words of B E  R Eb
“ It Í/r í"  G A  ( that is in truth of the Pope and his Council ) in

E&Btr f ou*d !enf e* ur .frailfall into a greater H ere'e than that < 
Ttiigarius. < B E R E N G A R .Z /S  ; for tve do not make parts of the body t

Chrift. 1 he meaning ofwhich Glofs I cannot imagine, ur 
lefsit be this, that t h e M  o f Chrifl, though it be in truth broken, yet i 
is not broken into parts ( for we do not make parts of the body of Chrifl, 
but into wholes : N^w this new way o f  breaking a Body, not \n\.o part 
but into wholes (w h ich  in good earneft is die Doftrineofthe Church c 
R rme ) though to themti atareabicto bcYiGveTranfubftantiationit ma

. '■* ‘ ‘ > — —  fo



f>̂ r an> thing I know appear to be foundJenfe, j et to us that cannot L(* 
hevc fo, it appears to be fo lid  non fenje,

About X X  years after,in the year M L X X f X  Pope Gregory the V l h ^  
L egan to be lentfcle of this abfurdity;and therefore in another 
CokHcr/atRometnzde Berenganus to recant in another Form,
Viz, * that the bread and wine which are placed upon the Al- T‘m t c n 
tjr arejubflantially changed into the true and proper Jhdquickn- 
irgflefband bloud of our Lord Je fus Chrijl, and after confecration are the 
true body *f Chrijl, which was born of the Virgin, and which being offered 
'or the Salvation of the World did hang upon thtCrofs W fits on th ern b t  
ban it of the Father. &

So that from the firfi flatting of  this Dodlrine in the fécond Council o f  
''I/rfin the year D C C L X X X V f l ,  till the Council under Pope G rezory the 
v ilth- in the year M L X X IX .it  was almoft three hundred years that this 
Dóílrine wascontefled, and before this miihapen Monjler of Tranfubjlan- 
■iation could be lick'd into that Form in which it is now fettled and efla- 
lli/h’d in the Church o f  Rorre. Here then is a plain account ô f  the firft 
ife of this Doftrinc,and o f  the feveral ileps whereby it was advanced by 
he Church o {Rome into an Article of Faith. I come rrowin the

Third  place, to anfwer the great pretended Demonflration of the itr- 
'ojfibility that this Dcilrine, i f  it had been new, fhould ever have come in, 
n any Age, and been received in the Church ; and confequently it  mttflof 
'tceffity have been the perpetual belief of the Church in all A g e s For ifit 
jad not always been the Do&rine of  the Church, whenever it had at- 
cmpted firil to come in,there would have been agreat Air and busfic a- 
>out it, and the whole Chriftian World would have rofe up in oppofiti- 
<n to it. But x»e can (hew no fuch time when firil it came in, and when 
ny fuch oppofition was made to it, and therefore it was always the Do- 
trine of the Church. Xhis, Demonjlration Monfieur Amauld, a very 
yarned Man in France, pretends to be unanfwcrabJe : whether it be fo 
r nor, I iliall briefly examine. And

F n fl, we doaffign a punctual and very likely time o f  the firft rife of 
us Doûrine, about the begining o f  the ninth Age ; though it did not 
ike root nor was fully fetled and eilabliih’d till towards the end of the 
eventh. And this was the moil likely time of all other, from the be- 
inning of Chriilianity, for fo grofs an Errour to appear ; it bèing^by 
e confclfion and confent of their own Hiflorians, the moil dark and 
Imal time that ever happened to the Chriílian Chùrch, both for Igno- 
'nee, and Super flit ion, and Vice. It c im ein  together with Idolatry, and

C  z  w as
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A  Difcourfe aça'tnft Tranfubílantiatíon. 
was ma'tle ufc ofto  iupport it A  fit prop and companion for ^ A n « .  -
( ia d  w h it  m e ,  might not the Enemy have/™» m fc .d irk  an I . g 

; when fo confidcrable a part of the <-hr,fl.an V , i  d . a  a,1,0 a 
fl-cBin pwfôunJ Ignorance and S u p e r f t m o n  ? A n d  this agrees vc y 

v.,. t\,c account whichour Saviear himfelf gives in the I aral Ar td 
Tarts c f &  M n » '.n g  op of Erreurs and Corruptions in the ffcMol 

i i c h m i h  ! f  W t f i ’ .J- Î 4 - )  < * » *  th tm n flé ft t^  fncm ydidhi,  
w b r k in tliV Niai.?, fo that when they « e re  awake they wor.dred «  
and whence the tarts came ; but being fore they were there a • - 
th e v  were  not fo v v n  at firft, they conluded the Everr.y had done it.

Secondly, I have fliewn likewise that there was confide 
made to this E rrcu rzt its fil'd coming in. T  le g cj| Í1. 
grofs Superilition ot that Age rendred the
a"iet and fecuie and difpofed them to receive any tiling that came unde 
?  príteíce o i  myfleiy  in' Religion and ofgreater , e v i n c e ^ o t 
to the Saoráment, and that Icemed any way to countenance

7 l* « f > ,  for which at that time they were zealoufly c o n  o n d Bu 
riotwitïiilandingthe fecurity and paffive temper of the I?e p e , . t h e ^  
moil eminent for piety and learning in that finie ma , g  • 
aaainII it. I have already named /f.i^»«j Arch-Bi iop o .~  
impos'd it as anErrour lately.fprung up
l i o n  fame few pcrfons. T o  whom I may sad H enlatdut hilltop 
íix e r r e r s  in France,to. S eem  Erigena, and Ratramas commomy know 
by die name cf Bertram, who at the fame time were imployed b, tl
Empereur Charles the Bald  to oppofethis 6ro.w l"S  * " ° £ >  m d  »  
learneáv a^ainft it. And thefe were the eminent men for earning
“ a me. And becaufe Monfieur ^ M »Ww.ll notbcfatisfied un e s tg
were feme dir and buftle about it, Bertram in his Trefac to Im Bo
tells us, that they mho according!*the,rlèverai ofimons
ly c h i  t i t  n,)fiery c f  Chrift’ s hod,  and Hoad were drV.ded l y * '  Im

SC‘'Thirdly, Though for a more clear and fatisfaBory anjwer to .his pr 
tented D tm }nftra tion  I have te e n  contendedto u n t ie A  is 
could without all thefe pains have cut it. Forfuppo 1 . { /rn n  t]
fi'ently come in and Withoutoppofition, fothat we co j‘Pn^rr0
particular time and cccaiion of its firft Rife ; y < M  * Y * c " V r° 
the Records of former Ages, for above D. years togetl* » 
not the ancient belief o f  the Church ; and plain a o,  ̂ t

afterwards received in the Roman Church>thoug ^
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low  and when it came in, yet it wou!d be the w i !defland moil extrava
gant thing in the world to fet up a pretended Demonftration o f  Reaafon 
igainft plain Experience and matter of faft, T his  is juft Z en o s  Deo. 
nonilrat on o f  the impeflibility o f  motion againft Diogenes walking be- 
orehis Eyes For this is to undertake to prove that impoiiible to have 
•een, which moil certainly was. Juflthns the Servants in the Parable 
niglit have demonilrated that the tares were ip/^a^becaufe they were 
ure none but good feed was fown at firit, and no man could give any 
ccount o f  the pun&ual time when any tares were fown, or by whom  ; 
nd if an Enemy had come to do it, he mud: needs have met with grq it  
efiHanceandoppofition ; but no fuch rcfiftance was made,and thereforè t 
here .could be no tares in the field, but that which they call’d tares was 
ertainlygiW  wheat. At the fame rate a man might demonflrate that 
ur King, his Majcfly p f great Britain, is not return’d into England, nor 
:iloi’d to his Crow n ; becaufe there being fo great and 'pow erfu llan  
rmy pcifcii’d of his Lands,and therefore obliged by intereit to keep him 
jt, it was impeflible He ihould ever come in without a great deal o f  
^hting and bloud-flied : but there was no fuch thing, therefore he is 
at return’ and refloi’d to his C row n . And by the like"kind of  Demon- 
ration one might prove that the Turk did not invade Chriflendomhft. 
;ar, and befiege Vienna-, bccaufc if  he had, the m oil  Chri/lian King, 
ho had the greatefl A rm y in Chrifiendom in a readinefs, would certain- 
haveemploycd it againil him-, but Monfieur Arnauld  certainly knows, 

d fuch thing was done > And therefore according to his w a y  o f  De- 
lonflration, the matter o f faft, fo commonly reported and believed, 
mccrning the Turks Invafion of Chriflendom and befiegmg Vienna lait 
iar,wasa perfecf miftake. But a man may demonflrate till his head and 
:art ake, before he lhall ever be able to prove that which certainly is,
• was, never to have been. For o f  a 1 forts o f  impofiibles nothing is 
ore evidently lo , than to make that w hich hath been not to 
ive been. All the reaion in the world is too weak to cope w ith 

toj^ih and obif mate a difficulty. And Í have often wonder’d how  a 
an of Monfieur Arnauld's great w it  and ftarp Judgment could prevail 
ith himfelf to engage in io bad and baffled a Caufe; or could think to 
:lcnd it with fo wooden a Dagger as Ins Demonftration o f  Rectfon againft ' 
rtain Experience and matter o f  Fail : A  thing, i f  it bepoffible of equal
jfurdity w ith  what he pretends to dcmonftrate> Tranfuljlantiation it 

I procecd to the *

Third
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Third  pretended ground of tins D o û r in e o f  Tranfubjlantiatic» ; and 

.that is, The Infallible Authority of the prefen t Church to make and declare 
new Articles of Faith. And this in truth is the ground into which the 
moil o f  the learned men o f  their Church did heretofore, and many do 
ilill refolve their belief of this Do&rine: And, as I have already ihewn, 
do plainly fay that they fee no fufficient reafon, either from Scripture 
or Tradition, for the belief of  it : And that they ihould have believed the 
contrary had not the determination of the Church obliged them other- 
U’ife,

But i f  this Do&rine be obtruded upon the world merely by vertue of 
the Authority of the Roman Qiurch, and the Declaration o f  the Council 
under Pope Gyrgwythe.YIIth. or o f  the Lateran Council under Innocent 
the III. then it is a plain Innovation in the Chriftian Dcd:rine,and a new 
Article o f  Faith impos’d upon theChriflian World. And ifany Church 
hath this power,the Chriftian Faith may be enlarged and changed as of. 
ten as men pleafe ; and that which is no part o f  our Saviour’s Doôrine, 
nay, any thing though never io abfurdand unreafonable, may become 
an Article o f  Faith obliging all Chriflians to the belief of  ir? wlienevet 
the Church o f  Rome ihall think fit to ilamp her Authority upon it : w in d  
would make Chriftianity a moíl uncertain and endlefs thing.

T h e  Fourth pretendsd ground o f  this Do&rine is, the ncceffuy of fuel 
a change as this in the Sacrament to the comfort and benefit cf thofe whi 
received it. But there is, no colour tor this, i f  the thing be rightly con 
fider’d : Becaufe the comfort and benefit o f  the Sacrament depends upor 
the ble/ïîng annexed to the Inilitution. And as Water in Baptifm 
without anyfubilaniial change in that Element,may by the Divine b!e£ 
fing accompanying the Inilitution be efFe&ual to the waihing away q 
$in, and Spiritual Regeneration ; So there can no reason in the work 
fce given w h y  the Elements of Bread  and Wine in the Lord's Suppe, 
.may nor,by the fame Divine bleffingaccompanyingthis Inilitution,mak< 
the worthy receivers partakers of all the Spiritual comfort and bencfi 
defigned to us thereby,without any fubilantial change made in thofe E 
4e,nentsTfncc our Lord hath told usvthat verily the fiefh profiteth nothing 
\So that if we cou'd do fo odd and ftrange a thing as to eat tire verj 
Sutural flcih aad drink the bloud of our Lord,l do not fee.of what great 
"er advantage it would be to us than w h a t  vve may have by partaking 
4: of the Sym&bls of his body and bloud as he hath appointed in remem 
'■France of him. Fôrïhe Spiritual e/ficacy of  the Sacrament doth not de 

pend upon the natjre oi the thing rçcsived,foppGÎing vve receive w h a
ôui
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our Lord appointed and receive it with a right preparation and 
iltion of mind, but upon the fupernatural bleiilng that gees along wjtlî

appointed,3 S “  t0 ^  CndS f° r w h i c h «

T h e  Fifth and Iafl: preteflded ground o f  this D o& rin e  is t< rrra m h
the power o f the P n efl in being able to work Co great a Miracle. And this

i i great pride and pomp is often urg’d by them as a transcendent in- 
flance o f  the Divine wtfedom,to find out fo admirable a w a y  toraife the 
power and r c v e r e n c e o f  the Prieft;  that he ihould t e  able every day

K i l  35 5 ? ’  ,by rePeatinS a few words to w o r k  fo miracu-
lOTe moft abfurdlyandblaphemoufly to

But this is to pretend to a power above that o f  Gcdftimfelf; for hedid 
i .o ’- n° r c*™not make himielf, nor do m y  thing that implies a contra-

W  For m m lt  'VldCndy d0CS ‘n rhelr PretendinS to
■hoav r I  /  °  !at tch a!reac]y i s ,  and to make that vow which

b7 b e S i t  i l l " ' 17 VaÍn * & “ * ' *  l f  “  could be done> butim pof- [Die Dtcaule it implies a contradi&ion.

■ ro u p h th v  f h í p  ^ T ran fu lftan tia tion  if  it w ere  poflible and actually 
S w n L S L i  J â ’ ’T ?  yet Le M i r a c l e "  For there are tw o  
nd that this ir^ e,r^ at a fupernatural effeft w ro u g h t ,  -
fleft be wrought- * t -1 u*lt  t0 ^ ^ llt: though a fupernatural 
'urpofes of a Mir ! 1 11 t 6-00* ev*d c n t to  fenfe it  is to  all the ends and 
3 o f  a n v t h ^  aV f -IC^ r e n 0 t  ’• and can b e n o  te i t im onyor
3 Rive r e f t f m o n v r ^  5  ds in nced o f  another Miracle
i Scrinture «nr ’ 1 ai? to  w as w rough t .  And neither
ray th ine call’d 9 ivr p r? ,ne Authors,j j ó r  in com m on u feo f  fpeech* is
. Mirai le beincr n^tK'3 ir 'Ul  "  under r^e n°t*ce o f  our fenfes :
reat end and ApC, C ut aJ uPer” <*t*ral effe ft evident to fen/e, the

F » o f  and c o n ^ i o ’n to

ould be Tranfuhflantiation, i f  it Were true,
latit w o id d iw  Kp c f twould indeed be veryfupentatural, but for a'*i 
thing fenfible nth * f f l . or O r a c le  : For a Sign or Miracle is always 

‘ r p f c t e S ’ inhT Vlh C0U]d be nQSi6 n - N o w  thatfuch a change 
tere fhou'd h Z ™  ^ antlatton ftould really be w ro u g h t , .a n d  yet 
ir n o t t o r e n t ? ?  ^  aJ? aPPcarapee of  it,is a thing very  wonderful,
ie Sacrament rn °n ° Ur í-en!-eS Perce}v.e no change,the Bread and Wins in

a 1 0UI"fenfcsremainingjuft as they w e r e  before: And
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that a thing lhould remain to all appearance juft as it was, hath nothing 
at all of wonder in it we wonder indeed w h e n  w e  fee a firanp_,e thinç 

irdbne, but no man w onders w h e n  he fees nothing done. So that Tran 
fubftewtidtionrf they will reeds have it a Miracle,is fuch a Miracic as an] 

, man may work that hath but the confidence to face men down that h 
works it and the fortune to Jpe believed : And though çhe Church of Rem 
may magnify their Prieils upon account of  this Miracle, w hich they fa 
they can work every day and every hour, yet I cannot underrtand tli 

*íeafon o f  it ; for when this great work (as they call it )  is done, ther 
is nothing more appears tp be done than i f  there were np Miracle : Nov 
fuch a Miracle as to all appearance is no Miracle I fee no reafon why 
Proteftant Miniiler, a's well as a Popifh Prieft,may not w o r  k as often ; 
he pleafes ; or if  he can but have the patience to let it alone,it w i l l  w o r  
it ielf. For furely nothing in the w o rld  is eafier than to let a thing bes 
it is, and by fpeaking a few words over it to make it juft what it w í  
before. Every man, every day, may work ten thoufand fuch Miratie 

.,And thus I have difpatch’d the Firft part o f  my Difcourfe,which \v: 
to confiderthe pretended grounds and Reafons o f  the Church o{ Ron 
for this D oârine, and to ihew the weaknefs and infuiîiciency cf íi..en

I  come in the • .. , ; . . . .  . . ,
II. S E C O N D  place, to produce o\ix OljeRions againlt it. Which w

be o f  fo much the greater force, becaufe I have already lhewn this D
itrine to be deftitute o f  all Divine warrant and authority,and of any
ther fort o f  Ground fufHcient in rcafon to juftifie it. So that I do n
now  ob jea  againit a Do&rine which hath a fair probability of Divii

-Revelationon its fide,for that would w e ig h  doyvn all objections vvhi*
did not plainly overthrow  the probaility and credit o f  its Divine Rev
lation : But I objed: againft a Doctrine by the rricre w i l l  and Tyram
o f  men impos’d upon the belief o f  Chriftians, w ithout any evidence
Scripture, and againil all the evidence of  Reafon and Senfe.,

1 he Objections I M i l  reduce to thefe two Heads. Firft ; the infini
icandal of  this Dodrine to the Chriftian Religion. And Secondly, t!
monftrous and infupportable abfurdity o f  it.

Firft, Tke infinite fcandal of this DoElrine to the Chrifiian Religit 
And that upon thefe four accounts, i. O f  the ftupidity of  this Doctrii
2.. T h e real barbaroufnefs of this Sacrament and right o f  our Rc'igi 
upon îuppofition of the truth of this Do&rine. 3 -O f the cryeland bio 
dy confluences of it. 4. O f  the danger of Idol^tr^f w h ich  they are c< 
tainly guilty of, if  this Dc&rine be not true. f i;‘ ' '•
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i.  Upon account o f thejlupidity r f  th is Dottrinc. 1 remember that 

Tul/y, w ho was a man o f  very good fcnfe,inftanceth in tiic conccit o f  
at mg ( W a s  the extremity ofmadnefs, &  fo ftupid an ap- 
irehenfion as he thought no man was ever guilty of. 'W hen  * De m*-. j  * 
>e call, fays li€, the fru its  of the earth Ce re sen d  wine Bac- Dcmm l' Í* 
b*s, tue ufe lu t the comme» language ', hut do you think any 
tanfo mad as to believe that which he eats to beG odl it  fee ms he could 
lot believe that fo extravagant a fo l ly  had ever entred inti) the mind 
if man. it  is a very fevere faying of Averroes the Arabian  Philofo- 
'her ( w ho lived after this Doétrine was entertained among Chrifli- 
vs ) and ought to make the Church of Rome blufh, i f  ihe 
an ,* * I  have traveled , fays he, over the nor Id, and have *Dion)f. 
und divers  Se£ls\butfo fottifh  <7.Se£t or Law 1 never found, ••
r is the Sed: of theChr\j\ia.nS ibecaufe with their own teeth  
'ey devour their God whom they worfhiped. I t  was great ilupidity in 
Dople o f  Ifrael to fay, Come let us make us Gods ; but it was civilly 
id o f  them, L e t us make usGods th a t may go before us, incomparifon 
the Church of Rome, w h o  fay ,  L e t us make a God th a t we may eat 

'1*. So that upon the whole matter I cannot but wonder that they 
ou'd chufe thus to expofe Faith to the contempt o f  all that are endu- 
! withReafon. A n d  to fpeak the plain truth, the Chriftian Religion 
as never fo horribly expofedto thefcorn oî Atheiftsand Infidels,as 
hath been b y  this m oil abfurd and fenfelefs D o& rine. But thus it 
as foretold that the Man of Sin  ihould come w ith  power and Signs 
\d Lying Miracles, and w ith  a ll dectiveablenojs o f tuirighteoufnejs-, 
t. T h e í í  2. io . )  w ith  all the Legerdemain indjugling  tricks o f  falie- 
)od andimpofture ; amongft w hich thïsciTranjitèJlantiatio»,w hich  
ey  call a Miracle, and w e  a Cheat, is one o f  the chief: And in ail 
•obability thofe common jugling words oi hecuspocus, are nothing 
fe but a corruption of  htcefl corpus, by w a y  o f  ridiculous imitation 
the Pr iefis o f  the Church o f  Retre in their trick of Jranfubftantiati- 

, Into fuch contempt b y  this fbolifh D o d x in e  and pretended Mi- 
cle of  theirs have they brought the moil; iacred and venerable My* 
:ry o f  our Religion.
tl. It is very fcandalous likewife upon account o f  the real barb*- 

uinefs of this Sacramcnt and Rite o f  our Religion, upon fiifppofiioir 
F the truth o f  this Do&rine. Litterally to eat the fiefh of the Son of 
an and to drink his bland,St. Aujti*,zs l l u v e  ihewed before,declares

D  to
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to be a great Impiety ; And the impiety and barberoufncls c f  the thing 
is not in truth extenuated, but onely the appearance o f  it, by its bein  ̂
done under the Species çf Bread and iVine : For the tiling they acknow 
ledge is really done, and they believe that they verily eat and drinl 
th e  natural fleih and bloud o f  Chrift. And what can any man d( 
more unworthily towards his Friend? H ow  can he poflibly ufe hin 
more barbarouily, than to feaft upon his living fleih and bloud ? It i 
one of the greateft wonders in the world, that it ihould ever enter in 
to the minds of men to put upon our Saviour’s words,fo eafily capabl 
of  a more convenient fenfe and fo  neceflàriiy requiring it, a meaninj 
io  plainly contrary to Reafonr and fenfe, and even to Humanity it fell 
Had the ancient Chriftians owned any iiich Dod;rine, we fhould h iv  
heard o f  itfromth&Advcrfaries of our Religion in every pageofthei 
Writings ; and they would have defiredno greater advantage againl 
the Chriftians than to have been able to hit them in the teeth w'iti 
i heir feafting upon the the natural fleih and bloud of their Lord,an 
theirGod, and their beft Friend. What end'efs triumphs would the 
have made upon thisSubjeû ? And with that confidence would the 
have fet the cruelty ufed by Chriftians in their Sacrament, againft the: 
God Saturn s eating his own Children, and all the cruel and bloud 
Rites o f  their Idolatry ? But that no fuch thing was thenobjeiled b 
lb s  Heathens to the Chriftians, is to a wife man infteadofa thoufan 
Demonftrations that no fuch Dodtrine was then believed.

I, It is fcandalous alfo upon account o f  the cruel and bloudy ccn/t 
quences o fthisD o& rine ,* fo contrary to the plain Laws o f  Chriftian. 
ty ,  and to one great end and defign o f  this Sacrament, which is to i 
nite Chriftians in the moil perfeft love and charity to one another 
Whereas this D oârine  hath been the occafion ofthe moft barbaroi 
and bloodyTragedies that ever were a&rd in the World. For this hat 
been in the Church of Rome the great burningArticle j and as abfur 
and unreafonable as it is, more Chriftians have been murther’d fo 
the denial ot it than perhaps for all the other Articles of their Religi 
on- And I think.it may generally pafs for a true obfervation that a 
Sedfs are commonly moft hot and furious for thofe things for whic 
there is leaft Reafon ; for what men want of  Reafon for their opin 
ons, they ufualiy fupply andmake up in Rage. And it was nomor 
than needed to ufe this feverity upon this occafion,* for nothing bi 
the criel fear of  death could in probabi’ity have driven fo great

par
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part o f  mankind into the aclm owledgem entofipainrcafonable and
lenfeleis aDo&rine. •... ... . « ' '

O hlejjed Saviour ! thou bed Friend and greateft Ibvcr 6 f  mankind •
who can imagin thou dift ever intend-that men Æould'kïll one ano-
[her for not being able to believe contrary to theirfenfes; ÍQr being
imviiling to think,that thou ihouldft make one o f  the m oil í w S á  and
barbarous things that can be imagin’d a main D uty  and principal
Cillery o f  thy Rehg.on ; for not flattering'the pride and' préfumpti-
»n o f  the Prieft w h o  fays he can make God, and for n o t  com plying
nth the fo lly  andilupidity o f  the People w ho. believe that they can 
at him? • • J ■

4. Upon account o f  tlie danger o f Idolatry ; w h ich  they are cer- 
nnJy B^ilty o f  i f  this D o& rin e be not true, and fuch a change as they 
retend be not made in the Sacrament ; for if it be not,then they wor- 
up a Creature inftead o f  the Creator God bleiTed for even But fuch 
change I have ihew n to be im poflible ; or i f  it .could be, yet they can 

e\ er be, certain that it is, çnd confequently are alw ays in danger o f  
iolatry : And that they can, never be .certain that fuch a change is 
lade, is evident ; becaufe, according to th e  exp refs determination o f  
le Council o t  7rent, that depepds Upon tM m ind. and intention of the
'  * which cannot certainly be k n o w n b u tjb yR eveiatio n ,  which is
ot pretended m this cafe. And Ï f  tïièy be miiiaken about this change, 
irough the knavery or croffnefs o f  the Prieft w h o  will  not make God 
ut when he thinks fit,they muft not think to exeufe themfelvçs from 
°  they  inrended to worihip God and nota  Creature 1

>r the be excus’d from Idolatry in worshipping.the
«r,becaufe they intend to worihip God and not a Creature ;  and fo
1 ee w e m ay excufe all the Idolatry that ever was in the world.
'hich is nothing elfe but a m if la k e o f  the D eity ,  and upon that n ú í  

n  3 r  1x ? llpHlg  as God whjoh is not God.
h w p  m r n t i  1 ^  I ^  ^iis Dox5trine* upon the accounts
have mentioned, thewondrous a lfu rd itks  o f  it make it infupporta-
e to any Religion I am very well atfur’d o f  the grounds o f  Rcli- 

3 rJ : n o ' ĥe Chrinian R d ig io n  in particular ; and yet

3 h rn h r î l  rh ï  r r ns ° f  any revcakd Religion are f lron ç  
lodlfinp n f  T  Qf  L e ig h t0 ff0  many  andf °  great ablurditiesas this 
l i fp J iX n r  \ T ^ hf i aAt. iâ n  would load it withall. And to m ake 

> a no* upon thofe grofs contradictions, o f  the
D  2 fame
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íame Body being in fo many feveral places at once ; o f our Saviour 
giving aw ay hjm felf w ith his ow n hands to every ptie of his D 
icip’es, and yet ftill keeping himfelf to him felf ; and a ’tnoufand mo 
of the like nature : but to fhcw theabfurdity o f this Do&rine I fh- 

-.üwïly ask thefe few Queftion?. ,  '*■ j«
;• i,*Whetiierany pianhave,or ever had greater evidence o f  the truth 
‘ any Divine. Rêteiat ion than every man hath o f  theïalftood ó f  Tr<j 
Júíftatniatiw  ? Infidelity were hardly poflible tonrôn, If aJl men h; 
the fame evidence for the ChnftianKfettgion which they have again

• Traïfuhj\mi(ûttfi, thatMs; tfr&cltar and irrefiftibte evidence,of feni 
He that can once be brought to.contradift or deny his fenfes, i£ itt d 
end o f ’ce-rtairrty ; f o r  what can'a man be certain of  if he b e  riot ce 
tain o i > h t t t h e  fees ?l;ïfl fomecircumftances ourlèrifes may deceit 
us,butjno Faculty d e c e i t s  us &  l ittfeandio feldom : And when 0' 
fenfes do deceive us, even t h a t t o t e  çorrefted widto
the help o f b a r  feÿfës?1 l l .y > 5 ’ ^  : }âj l  D j  ,  1--,

z. Suppofingthis DoiVrine had been deliveredirt Scripture in tl
very fame words tfhat i t J is ̂ decreed; in the Council o f T re n t,  by w t
clearer evidence1 or.iWonger Argument could  any man prove to r
that fuch words were \p dit?Bible fhaji l  ean prove t o  him that bre
and w ine after confe^ration are breádand wine .ftill ? H e t'otildb
appeal to m y eyes to  prove fuch w ords to  b e  in the Bible, and w i
the fame reafon anil juftice rtïight I appeal to  feveral o f  his fenfes
prove to him that the breadand wine alter confecration arebread ai
vd’n e í f3l. ’i  u . j j  ' r • '1

3. Whether ft bereafonabie to imagine' fhát -God fhoyld make th 
a part of the Chriftiarf R'etigion which .fluked the main external ev 
denceand confirmation'of the é t io le?  I mean the Miracles whit 
were wrought our Saviour and his Apoft'esjthe afiurance where 
did at fir ft dtpeiM'ripoii the; certainty' of fenfe. For i f  the fenfes < 
thofe who f ly  they faw them were deceived then there might be r 
Miracles wrought ; and confecjuentfy it may juïlly be doubted wheth 
that kind o f  confirmation which God hath given to the Chriílian R 
ligion would be fir on g enough to prove it, fuppofing Traufuljlantl 
tion to be a part of it: Becaufe every man hath as great evidence th: 
T ran fuh fia y it;a tio n  is falfe, as he hath that the Chriftian R. elision 
true. Suppofe then TrattfubflaHtiation to be part of the Chriftiai
Doótrine, it muft have the fame confirmation with thcwhole, an

thi
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thatisMiracles .-But oi all Doftrines in the world it is peculiarly inca- 

pab leo f  being proved by a Miracle. For i f  a Miracle were w rought 
for the proof o f  it, the very fame ailurance w hich any man hath et' 
the truth of the Miracle he hath o f  the falfehood o f  the Do&rine,that 
is, the clear evidence o f  his Senfes. For that there is a Miracle wrought 
to prove that what ht fees in the Sat rament is not bread but the body o f
Chrift, there is onely the evidence o f  fenfe •, and there is the very  
fame evidence to prove that what he fres in the Sacrament is not 

. the-body o f Chr'tft lu t  bread. So that here would arife a new C on
troverse, whether a man ihould rather believe his Senfcs g iv ing tefli- 

1 mony againft the D oitrine o f  Tranfulftantisttiery or bearing witnefs 
to'U Mirac'e w rought to confirm that Do& rine ; there being the ve
ry fame evidence againft the truth o f  the Do&rine, which there is for 
the truth o f  the Miracle : And then the Argum ent for Tranfubflanti- 
ation aadt'he Objection againft i t  would juft balance one another,-and 
confequently' Tranfvbftavtzationh not to be proved b y  a M ii acie, beo 
•caiife-that would be, to proveto a man by fonte thing that he fees, that 
he doth not fee what he fets. And i f  there were no other evidence that 
Tranfub/iantiation is no part o f  theChriftian Doctrine, this would be 
fufiicient, that what proves the one doth as much overthrow  the 
other ; and that Miracles -w hich are certainly the bed and higheft 
externál proof o f  Chrift ianity are the w orft  p ro o f  in the w orld 
o f  Tannfubftawtiation, unlefs a m a n  can renounce hisfenfes at the 
•fame time that he relies upon them. F or a man cannot believe a 

■Miracle without relying upon fenfe, nor Tranfubftantiation w ithout 
renouncing it. S9 that never w ere any tw o  things fo ill coupled to
gether as the Doctrine o f  Chriftianity and that oi Tranfuhfiantiatlon, 
becaufe-they drawfeveral ways,andare ready to ftrangle one another; 

•becâufe the main evidence o f  the Chriftian Doctrine, Which is Mira
cles, is refolved into the certainty o f  fenfe, but this eivdence is-clear 
and point.biank againft Tranfubftantiation.

4 And Laftly, I would ask what we are to think o f  the A rgum ent 
which our Saviour ufed to convince his Difciples after his Refurrecti- 
on that his B ody was really rifen, and that they wjere not deluded by 
a  Ghoft or Apparition ;1Is it a neceiTary and conclufive A rgum ent or 
not ? A nd h efa id  unto them,why are y e  troubled ? and why do thoughts 
arife in your hearts ? Behold my hands and my feet, that it  is 1  my {e if  ; 
/or a Spirit hath not ftefh and bones ̂ sye fee me have. (L u k e  24.38, $9-)

But
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but now if wc fuppofe with the Churchof Rome the Do&rine o f  Tran- 

fubjiantiation to be true, and that he had inftru&ed his Difcipies in it 
juft before his death,ftrangc thoughts might juftly haverifen in their 
hearts, and they might have/aid tohim ; Lord, it is but a few days 
ago fin ce though didft teach us not to believe our fenfes, but direftly 
contrary to w h a tw e .fa w ,  ™'z..lhat the bread which thou gaveft us 
in the Sacrament.,though we iaw i t  and handled it and tailed it to be 
bread, yet was not bread, but thin&own natural body ; and now 
thouappealefttoour fenfes to prove that this is thy body which we 
now fee. I f  feeing and handling be an unqueftionab'e evidence that 
tilings are.whar. they appear to our fenfes,then we were deceived be
fore in the Sacrament ; and if  they be not, then we are not fure now 
that this is thy body which wc now fee and handle, but it may be 
perhaps bread under the appearanec o f  fleih and bones, juft as in the 
Sacrament, that which we faw and handled and tafted to be bread 
was thy flefh and bones under the form and appcarance o f  bread.N ow 
upon this fuppofition,it would have been a hard matter to have quie
ted the thoughts o f  the Difcipies : For i f  the Àrgumeut which our 
Saviour ufed did certainly prove to them that what they faw and 
handled was his body, his very natural ileih and bones, becauie they 
faw and handled them, (  which it were impious to dçny )  it would 
as ftrongly prove that what they faw and received before in the Sa- 

-crament was not the natural body and bloud o f  Chrifl, but real bread 
and wine : And confequently, that according to our Saviour’s arou- 
ingaiter his Refurreûion they had no reafon to bzWtve'Trdnfulftan- 
tiation before. For that very Argument by which our Saviour proves 
the reality o f  his body after Jiis Refurreátion doth as ftrongly prove 
the realty of bread and wine after Confccration. But our Saviour’s 
Argument was moil infallib'y good and true, and therefore the Do- 
flrinc o f  Trïnfuliiantiatïon is undoubtedly falfe.

XJpon the whole matter I fhall onely fay this, that fome other
I ojnts between us and the Church o f  Rome are managed w i t h  fome 
kind o f  wit and fubtility, but this of lratiful(lavtiation is caried out 
.by mere dint o f  impudence and facing dou n o f  Mankind.

And o f  this 'he moredifcerning perfons o f  that Church are of  late 
.grown fo fen fib! c that they would now be glad to be rid ofthis odious 
and redtculous Doftrine. But the Council o f  Tre>.t hath faftcn’d it 
to theif Religion, and made it a neceifary and eilential Point o f  their

Belief,
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élief, and they cannot n ow  part with it i f  they would j it  is like a 
Jill-ftone hung about the neck o f  Popery which will fink it at the laft. 

And though fome o f  their greatefl: Wits, as Cardinal Perron, and* 
P late Monfieur A rn a u d , have undertaken the defence o f  it in ‘Teat 
olumes ; yet it is an abfurdity o f  that monflrous and mafly weight, 
tatno humane authority or wit are able to fupport it ,• It will make 
ic very Pillars o f  St. Peter’s craok, and requires more Volumes to 
akeit gocd  than would fill the Vatican,
And now I would apply my felf to the poor deluded People o f  that 

hurch. if they were either permitted by their Prierts, or durfl ven- 
re without their leave to look into their Religion and to examine 
e Dodtrines of it. Consider, and Jheiv your Jelves men. D o  not fuf- 
•your felves any longer to be led blindfold, and by an implicit Faith 

your Priefts, into the be'icf o f  non-ienfe and contradiction, 
link it enough and too much to let them rook you of  your money for 
etended Pardons and counterfeit Reliques, but let not the Authori-  
ofany Frieit or Church perfuadeyou out o f  your Senfcs. Creduli- 
is certainly a fault as well as Infidelity: and he w h o  faid.bleiTcd are 
ey that have not fee» and y e t have believed, hath no-where faid, 
’f e d  are they that havefeen and y e t  have not believed, much lefs 
ITed are they that believe direftly contrary to what they fee*
T o  conclude this Difcourfe. B y  w hat hath been faid upon this A r
ment it will appear, w ith  h o w  little truth and reafon, and regard 
the intercft o f  our common Chrifiianity, it is fo often faid by our 
Iverfarics, that there are as good arguments for the belief o f  Tran- 
(lantiation as o f  the Do& rine o f  the Trinity : When they them
e s  do acknowledge with us that the D oftrine  o f  the Trinity is 
ninded upon the Scriptures, and that according to the interpréta-, 
u o f  them by the confent o f  the ancient Fathers : but their D o d r in c  
Tranfulftantiation I have plainly ihewn to have no fuch ground,

i that this is aknowledgcd by very many learned men oi their ow n 
urch. And this dodhritie o f  theirs being firfl plainly proved by us 
be deflitute oi all Divine Warrant and Authority, our Objedtions a- 
nftitfrom  the manifold contradi&ions o f  it to Reafon and Sen fe 
fo many Demonftrations o f  the falfehood of it. Againil  all which 

y  have nothing to put in the oppofite Seal but the Infallibility o f  
ir Church, ior which there is even lefs colour o f  proof from Scrip- 
e than lor T ranfnbflantiation it felf. But fo fond are they of their

o\\ n-"'
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own innovations and Erreurs,that rather than the I^ ^ a t e s o l  their 
Church, h ow  groundles and abfurd foever, fhould be call d ^ uc, 11'  
on; rather than not have their will ©i us in im pofingupon us what they 
pleafe, they will overthrow any Article ot the Chnftian Faith, and 
ihake the very foundations of our common Religion, A c ear ev ldtnce 
that the Church of R m e  is not the true Mother, fmce foeejjT be lo 
well contented that Ghriftianitjr ihôuld be deftrdyed rather than the
Point in queílixjníhould be decided againft her.
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