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YOncerning the Sacrament of the Lords Supper, one of thé two grear
- pofitive Inflitutions of the :‘Chriftian ‘Religion, there are two'tain’
oints of differencs between @/s and the Church of Rome. Owe, about the®
dodrine of Tranfubftantiation 5 inwhich they think, but are fon eertain,
hat they have-the Scripture ‘and the xwords of our'Saviour on their fide -
he other,about the adminiftration of this Sicrameng fo che people in-bdth
inds ; in which weare fure that w2 have the Seripture and our Savioni’s
pﬁitution on our fide; and that fo plainly, that oir Adverfaries themfelves
anotdcny:it.. VI D0 OMMIEND OF YIBHIIM 230 4 13 G1oY D! : ‘

Ofthe firf? of thefe [ thall now teedt, “and éndedvolir to fhew againft
e Church-of Rome, That in.this Sacrament-there-is »g Subflantial change
ade of the Blements of Bread and Wine into the naturaj Body and Bloud of
brift ; that Bady which was bornof the Virgin Blary, an | fiffered upon the
rofs; for fothey explain that hard word Zranfubftantiariey.

Before /I engage: in this Argument; T eaanot but obferve what an unrea-
nable task we are put upon, by the boldeonfidence of ouir Adverfaries, to
fputea matter of Senfe; which is one of'thofe things about which 4ri-
s#le hath long fince pronounc'd-thereodghitts be'ré L e M
It might well -fel:mﬁmng’eihny!:ﬁmfmmﬁ 'Write 2’ bodk; to prove
at an Egg is not an Elephant, and thata Musker-Buller is not a Pife : It
every whitas hard a cafe, to/be par'te maintain by along Difcourfe,
at whatwe fee and handle and tafteto be' Bread is Bread, and rot the
ody of @ Mar; and what we fee apd tafte to'be’ Wine is Wi, and mot®
loud : And if this evidence maphée pals'for fifficient without-any farthér
oof, [ do not fee why dny man, that hath eonfidence: encugh to dofo}
ay notdeny any thing te be what all the World fees it is sor affirm any
ing tobe what 2!l the Word fees it isnot'; and this without all poffibility
being farther confuted. So that the bufinefs of 7 ranfubftantiatron 1s fot
controverfie of Sujptu'm‘againft.?qrirpture,- or Of'Reafoﬁ!‘againﬂ Reafory
it of downright mpudeneeagdinft the pham meaning of geripture , and
| the Senfe apd Reafon of Mankind. .~ V4 - o
At is 2 moft Selfsevident F alfe-hood y and ‘theré'is no Derine or Proyos
ém in the World that is of it felf more evidéntly'true, than 7rav/ubjiant
ation is evidently falfe: i And yet if itwere poffible to betrue , it world
-the moftill natur’d and pernicious truth in the World, becaufe it wou'd -

b . A2, {fuffer 4




' , it 4 Difcourfe agamﬁ lI'Tanfubﬁanuatmrl.

+ fuffer nothing elfe to be true; it islike the Ramag.ggwm,(;bmh,gm
w df*ncetl‘s‘b‘e“th'é”"ﬁa‘thrf(‘nan Church,and will allow no other Societ

of Lhr:ﬁlan&to be.any. Pateobiv: Sﬁ’Yrqq[&}Mzgmu{lﬁh& true at al

it is 4!l ertths €or it cannot be true unles our fenfes and the infes of all mar

kind be deceived-about their proper objedts ; and if this. be trueand certai
then nothing elfe can be fo ; for if: we:be not cermn of what we fee A

can,be cerrain of nothing, ' biis 1S nowwgod s

And yet no&mthﬂandmg allthis) thereis a com m;MF meniin thewa
{0.abaodon’d and-given,up by Ged tethé cfﬁcaoy of:delnfionas in goc
earnelt tobelieve this grofsand palpapleErrours and to ampofe the beli
of it upen the Chriftian World undet :ne lefs ‘penaltics: shan of tempor
death and Etetpal, damoation.; And therefote tonndeceive, if ‘poffibl
thefe deluded Souts, it wi'l be neceffary to examine the retended groun
of{o ialfe 2 Do&trine,andto lay.open the monfirdus abfp urdity, olity11C

And in the handling of.this Argument I}hall proceed i’ this plain m
thod..

I, [ fhall ccmﬁdcr xhp pres%aded greﬁnds and reafons of::hef.hurch
Rome fot this Do&rmc \ bicw bred

11... I fhall produce ous Oéjeéi‘zam' agamﬁmr And i 1ic can fhf;w that th
is no tolerable:ground for ir;- and that there are invincible Obje&tions
gainft it,then every manis gpngnel y.in reafon excufed from behevmg tl
Doétrme but hath great.caufeto’ believethe contrary.; <onil gnol s

Be Fxrﬁ I will confider the pretendedgronndsand reatons of the&{i}hur
of Rome for this Do@rine.Which muft be onc of méfe of thefe frve. Eitl
1{t. The Authority of Scripture, Or-2ly. The perpethal beliefof this E
{rine in the Chriftian; Churchgas an evidenee thatthiey alwaysunderfto
and. interpreted outySaviour’s sWords, 7 4is is.my:Body,in thisfenfe:
2ly. Theauthority of the prefent ‘Churehtqmake and declarenew Artie
of Faith. Or 4ly. The abfolate neceflity iof fuch a change as this inthe !
crament to the. comfort and benefit of thofe who receive this:Sacrame

Or sly:To nmgug.ﬂq the; ipowex ohthe Pricft in being able to vmrkrfo grl
a Mixacle. . . & ety 1o 2tonnud sds 3sds o2 basuin

. 1ft. They ,prctend forthis Doétrme the Authority of Scnpture in th4

words of our.Saviour.. Zhkis s my BedyinNow to thew theinfufficiency
this pretence, [ thall endeavou to make ()ﬂdthefe twothings.

1, That thereis no.neceffity of bnderﬁandmg thoie words oﬁoursSavu

inthefenie of 7, ranﬁ«Zﬂaqtmtjam 8101 : 1503 blvoW ods mi o

- 2, That there is a greatdealof: mnfonm uader[’mﬁd thmnmhermfe

- Firf?, That there is no necefity te underﬁaud thofe words of our Sa

& M _ - C



. A"Difeonrfe againf/t Tranfubftantiation. e
irifithe fenfe of Zranfubffantiation. 1f there be any, itmuft befrom cne o
2fe tworeafons. Either becaufe there are no figurative ‘exprefiions in
ripture, which I think no man everyetfaid : or elf. e,becaifen Sacrament
admits of mo-figures ; which would bevery abfurd for any mantofay, firce
it is of thevery nature ofa Saerament to reprefent-and exhibit fome INVie
fible grace and benefit by anoutward fign and fizure : And efpecially fince
it cannor be deniedy but that in the inflitution: of this very Sacrament our
Saviourufeth figurative expre(lionsand feveral wards'which cannet be fao
ken tri&ly and fiterally.  When he gave the Cup he faid, 7hisCup isthe
new Teftament in'my bloud, which is fhed for you and for many'for the remiffisn
of Sins. \Where firt, the Cup is put for Wixe containedin the Cups ore'fe
t'the words! be literally taken, fo asto {ignifis a fubftantial’change, it is
pot of the Winé butrof the Cup ; and that, not intothe Bloud of Chriff but
mtothe New Teflament or new Covenant in his Bloud. Befides, that his Bloud
isfaid then to'beflied, and his Body to be broken, which was not il his
Paffion,which followed the inflicorion and firfticelebration of this Sacra..
BIEIRVIISDNEOT METI9 ont MiLd s dhold SWledge i by
- Blitthataliere is no neceflity to uriderftand our: Saviour’s words in the
fenfe of Zranfubftantiation, T will take the plain conceflion of a great num-
ber of themoftlearned Writers of the-Church of Rome in this
Controverfic. (a)Bedarmine, (b) Sudrez and (c) Palguez do J(d) de Euch:
ackaowledge Seotus the great Se hoslnian to have faid that this (b) 715, f,;f &
Do&rine cannot be evidently: proved from Scripture : And RQu. 75.5e88: 1.
Bellarmine grants this not to be"improbable; and Suarez and 52-’" 1R
Fafquez acknowledge (d) Durandus to have faid as much. {c) 9\,{’ 75: ort. 2!
Ocbam another famous Schoolman fays exprefly, that the De- e y 3¢
Arinewlich bolds the fubflance of the Bread:and Wine to remain- gd)’;ﬂm] .
after Confecration, is neither repagnant 1o Reafon nor to Scrip- Qu.yims
pure. () Petrus ab Altiaco Cardinalof Cambray fays plainly, {5) “’_’ >4 D
that the Doétrine of the Subftance of Bread and Wine remaining ,61;;:.%1- 2 Qe

ter Confecration, isimore ¢afy and free from-abfurdity, more ra- (£)in ¢ sent:
&q};md "o waysirepughant to the authority of Scripture ; nay - &8

q‘l‘ -

more, that for the other Doétrine | viz. of Tranfubjtantiation, -

there \is mo-evidewce iw Seripture.: (g) Gabriel Biel, anctlier (o)ir co.
preat Schoolmaa and Divine-of their Church, freely declares, 5447
Nat as-2o.any thing expreffed inthe-Canon of the Scriptures, a.. ST
vian may believe shat ithe fubftance of Bread and Wine dots remain aften
Conlecration ; and therefore he refolves the be'ic f of Tranfubftantiation Into
ome other Revelation, befides Scripture, which he fuppofeth the Chulx;d;

Ty




b | A Difcourfe agarsft Veanfubftantiation.. 4
(byin dguir’ * had about it. Cardinal (h)- Cajerar contelleth that the Gofpe
ST doth wo awhere exprefs that the Bread. is changediintothe boa
of Chrift 5. that we bave this from the authority of the Charch
pay, he goes farther, that there isnothivg in the Gofpel which enforceth ax
man to-wnderfland thefe wards of Chrift, this is my body, én a proper, an
wot-a metaphorical fenfe s but the Church kaving underftood them ina pr
L i per Jenfeithey are to be fo explained ; Which werds in the Roms
Q)_zfg'ds- co- . Edition of Cajetan are expunged by order of Pope (i) Pius Y
ors gt Cardinal (k) Contarenus, and (1) Melchior Canus one of tk
w1y beft and mof judicious Writers that Church ever had, recke
(k)t desacram b ohic Dorine among thofe which are not fo exprefly found
() Zoc. Thesleg: - Scripture. kL will 2dd but one more of great authority in t}
L 3603, Church, and a reputed Martyr, (m) Fifber Bithop of Rochejte
) oy whe ingenioufly confefleth that. in the words of the Inftit
101w & tion there is not one word from whence the true prefence of )
flelb and blood of Chrift in our Mafs can be proved : So that
need not much contend that this Do&rine hath no certain foundation
Scripture, when this is fo fully and frankly -acknowledged by our Adve
faries themfelves, 51er Al oHes i ik SRR
Secondly, 1f there be no neceffity of underftanding our Saviour’s wor
in the fenfe of Tranfubftantiation, 1 am{ure there.is'a great deal of reafc
to underftand them otherwife: . Whether we confiderithe. like expreffiol
in Scripture ; as where our Saviour fays he is' #he door; and the true Vi
(which the Church of Reme 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;and the Rock which followed the Z/race/ites to be Chri
1 Cor. 10.’ 4. They drank of that. rock which followed them., and tbat ro
was Chrift: All which and innumerable more like expreffions in Scriptu
every man underftands in a figurative, and not-in a ftrictly literal and 2
furd fenfe. And.it isvery well known; thatin. the Hebrew Langua;
things are commenly faid to bethat which they do fignity and reprefer
and thiere is not in that Language a\more proper and u{ial way of expre
fing a thing re.fignify fo and fo, than to fay that it is fo and fo. Thus j
feph expounding Pharaok’s dreamto him, Gen. 41. 26. Says, the feven go
Kise aresfoven years,and the, feven good ears of corn are feven years, that,
they fignified or reprefented: feven: years of pleity; and fo Pharaoh
derftood him, and fo would any: mam of feafe underftand the like.expr
fions 3 nor do I believe that any feafible “man, whohad never heard:
Tranfubftantiarion being groundedupon thefe words of our Savieur, 2



r. A Difeourfe agamft Tranfubftantiation. -
sy .Bdix,wquld:uponzrcading the inftitution of the Sacrament in the Goi.
_ pelever have imagin’d any fuch thing to be meant by our Saviour in thofe
- words; but would have underftood his meaning to have been, 74is Bread
- fignifies my Body,this Cup fignifies my Bloodsand this which you fee me now
do,do ye hereafter for a Memorial of me But furely it would never have €n-
‘II'.,Gd.iﬂto any mans mind to have thought thatour Saviourdid literally hold
himfelf inhis hand,and give away himfelf from himfelf with hisown hands.
Or whether we compare thefe words of our Saviour with the anciens
Form of the Paffover ufed by the Fews from Ezrd’s time, as
,(n) ?‘jﬂ.ﬂ Mﬂ‘]f tells US, ¥ére o0 wigal emedp inay xai & Xaraguid jpuay, (7) Dislog: cum
#his Poffover is our Saviour and our refuge : not that they be- z:,ffhl;?' gk
believed the Pafchal Lamb/'to be fubftantially changed either 6,5,
into Ged their Saviour who delivered them out of the Land
of Egypz, or inte the Meffias the Saviour whom they expeéed, and who
Wwas fignified by.it: But-this Lamb which they did. eat did reprefent to
them,and putshem in mind of that Salvatidny which God wrought for
their Fathers in!Egypr, when by the flaying of a Lamb, and fprinkling
the bleod of it upon their doors, their firft-born werepafled over and fpa-
red ;1 and did likewife forethew the Salvation of the Mefias, the Lamb of
God, that was to take away the fins of the World, |
- And pothing-is more commondn all Languages than to give the name
of the thing fignified tothe fign. As the delivery of a Deed or Writing
under hand and Seal is call'd 2 conveyance or making over of fuch an E-
RRate, and it is really fo ; not the delivery of mere wax and parchment, but
the conveyance of a-real Eftate ; as truly and really to all effe@s and pur-
pofes of Law; as if the very material houfes and Lands themftlves could
be and were adtually delivered into my hands: In like manner the names
of the things themfelves made over to usin the new Covenant of the Gofpel
betweenGod and man, are given to the Signs or Seals of that Covenant.
. By Baptifm Chriftidns arefaid tobe made parzakers of the Foly Ghoft Feb.
6.4.:And by the Sacramentofthe Lord’s Supper we arefaid to sommunicate
or tobe madepartakers of the Body of Chrift which wasbroken, and of his
Bloud which was fhed for us, that is, of the real benefits of his deathand
Paffion.. AndthusSt. Paulfpeaksof this Sacrament, 1 Cor. 10. 168 Zhe
cupof bleffing which we blefs, is-it not the communion of the blond of Chrifi*
2he bread whick we break, is it not the communion z{ the body of Chrifi? But
il it is bread; and he fRill calls it fo, v: 17. For we being many are one bread
and one body ; for we.are partakers of that one bread. The Church of Rome

might, if they pleafed, as well argue from heace thatall Chriftians are fub-
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“g A'Difcourfe againft Tranfubftrantiation. ' ;
{tantiq¥y thanged firtt into Bread ; and then-imro the' natural Tody e
Chrift by sheir participation of the Sacrament;becaufe they ‘ar&fﬁﬁa‘{yheﬂ
by to be one bread, and one body. And the fame'Apoftle if'the mext Chap
ter,after-he had tpoken of the confecration of the Eleménts; ftilleatls tlien
- the Bread and the Cap, in three  verfes together, As often ds ye eat thi
Breadyand drink thiscup, v.2ub. Whofoever ‘fball eat this bread and dfiv
cthisicup of thé Lord wnwort bily, vo27. But let a man examine hmyﬁéﬁ and
s et bim eat of this bread and drink ofthat ¢4p, v.28. And our Saviour him
fcif when he had faid, #his is my bloud of the new T eflament, immediate]
adds, buz 1 fay uate you, Iwill not -henceforth. drink cof> this fruit of the ¥ing
untill Idrink it wew with yowin my Father's Kingdom, Matth. 26: 29.' Tha
15, not tall afeer his refurre@ion, which wasthe firft fiép ¢f his exaltatio
into the Kingdom given himby his Father, when the Scriprure tells us h
dd eat and drink with his Difciples. But that which I ebferve from our S:
viour’s words is, thatafter the confecration of the Cup and «the deliverin
of it to his Difciplesto drink of it ; he tells them that he would hencefort
drink no more of the fruit of the Vine, which he had now drank with!ther
till afrer fus RefurreCtion. From whence it is plain that it wasithe frdit ¢
.the Vine, real wine, with our Saviour.drank of and communicated to h
Difciples in the Sicrament. \ ; 2t o 2w s,
‘Befides, if we confider that he celebrated this Sacrament before his Fa
fion, 1t 1s impofiible thefe words fhould be underflood: lirerally ‘of th
naturai body and bloud of Chift ; becaufe it was-bis Body broken and b
bloud fbea which he gave vo his Difciples, which if we underftand literally ¢
his natural bady broken and his bloud fhed,and thefe-words; /s is my boa
aphich is broken, and'this is ‘my bloud which is jkcd,cou!d not be true, becau
‘his Body was then whole’and uabreken,and his bloud not then thed 3 TIC
-could it be a propitiatory” Sacrifice { asthey afirm this Sacrament to be
anlefs they will fay that propitiation wasmade before Chrift fuffer’d : Ar
-it 1s likewtfe impofiible that the Difciples thould underftand thefe words |
terally, becaufe they not “onely plainly faw thao what he gave them 'w
Bread agd Wine, butthey fawlikewife as plainly thatit was not his Boc
which was given, but his Body which gave that which was givea ; not
bedy roken and hisbloud fhed, becaufe they faw him alive atthat very tin
and behield.his body wholeand unpierc’d; and therefore they could not u
derftand thefe words literally:If they did,can we imagine that the Difciple
who upomall other occafions were fo full of queftions and obje&ions,fhou
make nodifficulty of this matter? nar fo-much asask our Saviour, how c:
thefe things be? that they fhould nottell him, we fee this to be Bread ar
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. .. ADifcourfe againft Tranfubflantation. . .. . ¢
hat to be Winc, and we fee thy Body to be diftinét from both ; we fee thy
Body ot broken, and thy Bloud not thed by b ol
ﬂrom all whielrie muft needs be very: evident, to any man that will im-
partia’ly confider things,how little rca on there is to under{ta nd thofe w ords
©of our Saviour, 7kis is my body, and this is my bloud, in the {enfe of 7ranfub-
antiation ; nay on the coatrary, that there is very great reafoa and an-c-
wident neceflity to underftand them otherwife, | proceed to fhew,
' 2'y. That this Do&trineisnot grounded upon the perpetual beliefe of the
Chriftian€ hurch, which the Church of Rome vainly pretends as an evidence
that the Church did always underftand and 1aterpret our Saviour’s words
in this fenfe. 10 ¢ By \ '
- To manifefltthe groundlelnefs of this pretence, T fhall, 1. fhew by plain
teftimony of the Faflers infeveral Ages, that this Do&rine was not the
belief of the ancient Chriftian Charch. 2. I'fhall thew the time and occafion
of its coming in, and by what degrees it grew up and was eftablifb’d in-the
HKoman Church. 3. I fhall anfwer their great pretended Demonfiration that
this always was and muft have been the conftant belief of the Chriftian
Church. -
1. I fhall fhew by plain Teflimonies. of the Futhers in feveral Ages, for
above five hundred yeats after Chrift, that this Do&rine was not the belief
of the ancient Chriftian Chrarch. 1deny not but that the Farbersdo,and that
vith great reafon, very much magrife the wonderfull myflery and efficacy
Ef this Sacrament,and frequently fpeak of a great Supernatural change made
y the divine benedi@ion ; which we alfo readily acknowledge. They fay
indeed, that the Elements of Bread and Wine do by the divire blefling bes
come to us the Body and Bloud of Chrift - But-they likewife {ay that the
names of the things fignified are given to-the figns sy that the Bread and
Wine do ft!l remain intheir proper nature and fubftance, and that they
are turn'd into the fubftance of ourBodies ; -that the Body of Chrift ia the
dacramentis not his patural Body, but the fign and figure of it ; not that
Body which was crucified, nor that Bloud which was thed upon the Crofs ;
and that it isimpious to underftand the eating of the fic/k of the Son of man
and drinking his blond literally : all which are direCtly oppofite to'the Do-
teine of Tranfubffantiation and utterly inconfiftent withit. I will felect but
ome few Teftimonics of many which [ might bring to this purpofe.
- 1 begid with Fuftin Martyr, who fays exprefly, thot "our ¥ ‘
blond and Fle(h are nourifbed by the converfion of that feod which Effci);,}%g&
e receive in the Fucharift : But that cannot be the narural 1636.
Pody anrd bloud of Chrift; for no man will fav that flaf is con.
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? 3 The Second is Jrenaeus, (Lib. 4.¢c. 340 whofpeaking of this Szeramen
{avs, thdf the bread which is Jrom the eartl receiving the ditine! invocatig

is 16w no_longer cemmon bread, but 'fl-.f@?Eé{I;'ar}/} ( or Sacrament ) confiftir
of two things, the one earthly, the other heavenly. he fays it is no longer con)

‘mon bread,but after invoeation or.confecration it becomis the Sacrament

“that is,bread fan& ficd,confifting 9{ rwo lfﬁifn&ﬁammm -apd.akbieavenly
the'edrthly thing s bread,and the iegvenly iﬁ;tbgld&ﬁinﬁgﬁﬁmng%lmh by
the invocaticn or confecration is.added to, it.. And elfewiiere. he hath th:
pafluge, (CL:2. 5. ¢. 2. Y when therefare. the oup.that ismix’d.( that is, o
‘Wine and Water ) anrd the bread that ‘z'pf_'é’wken_ recerves the word pf,God, i
Betontes t9¢ Eitharift of the blond and body of Chrift, of which the fubjtane
of qur flefh is. increafed and confifts ; but if that which, we receive i the Sa
crameént do nourifh our bodies, it muft be bread and wine, and not thera
tural bodyand bloud of Chrift. “There is another remarkable Teflimon:
;C'm-zmr 5 of l{e;"g;e{:_lc‘,‘Wh':cTL‘thqqgh;it,ube not nowjextant in-thofe worf
s e, 3, - Ofhis which'temain, yet I’?%ﬁ!'b,f?.";P!’f?fﬁﬂ' d by, ¥ Qecamenius
“ - and it is this; when {, fays €.) ?lge‘:Gref&s had taken fome Ser
vants, of the Chriftian Cathecumeni (that is, {uch as had not been admittce
to the Sacrament ) .and afterwards urged them by violence to tell them [om
of the fecrefs'of the € hriftians,thefe Servants having vorhing tolay that migh
gratifythofewho offered violence. to them, except. onely that they had hear.
Srom their Mafters that the divine ¢ ommunion . was the, bloud and Ledy o
Chriftstkey thinking,that it was really bloud and flefbydeclar’ d asmuch to thof,
that quefttoned them, The Greeks taking this as if it were really doue Ly th,
Chriftians, difcovered it tothe a‘rb;e(.r of the Greeks ; who herenpen. put San.
Ctus and Blandina 't the torture to make them confefs it. 7o whom Blandin:
boldly anfiered, How wonld they endure to do this, who by way of exercife
( or abftinence) 4o not éat that fle(h.which may lawfully be eaten > By which
it appears that this which they would have charg’d upon Chriftians, as i
they had literally eaterrthe fleih and bloud of Chriftin the Sacrament,was
a falfe accufation which thefe Martyrs denyed,faying they were {o far from
that that they for their partsdid not eat any flethat all. | |
- The next is Tertallian, who proves againft Marchion the Heretique that
the body of our Saviour was not a mere phantafm and appearance, but a
real bedy, beeanfe the Sacrameat is a figure and image of his Bedy ; -and

if there be an image of his body he muft have areal body, o-
;ﬁd;vf?f ;\,'h‘_rgi?- therwife the Sacrament would be an image of an image. His
Edi¢ Rig.le. pay WOTds are thefe, * the bread whichour Saviour took and difiris

1634 bated to bis Difciples be made Lis one body, [aying this e my

]
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A Difeour(é again/t Tranfubfantistion.
4#,(!]4: 'a‘:.l' 1 .,wl;gf.?ﬁ&’.#réqu}hafy. Bat it cvn.’*c/;nog: {rg‘yf 568# f.fe
.'»n f bi gjq‘ y)__‘j{.){&g(e@‘b,‘l_y/lﬁag\éccsi‘u‘u'rrn\c’_‘:a#}f;fad! ;",dyi. “Afd "u‘mg"
agair jhﬂ% ks wh. deniedudic certaintysof fonfihe CETYER oA
pument : That we quellion our fepfes we may doulbt wilieshap Gy Bl
i Saviour were not, weceived: in-whae he heardss ﬁﬂd*-fanﬁ&P ‘totiched,
Lib. de Animap: 319, e might{faysioe Jbadetcivedin thepice from'
aveny inthe yfmell, Kag it wiat powliich e WAXI I Ed g iy
2l é;,_;g; Saife dfotln e Wbicls baRolSeratsd ih \ridmiem By nii sy
a5 'Heuf o that itfeems we are to truft our fenfes, even in the mattér of"
he Sacgmg,*\apd-j&hﬂi b tileythe Dodtring wﬁ,?mﬁeéﬂ;}r}t’iqﬁwz i
grtainly faller’ s 4icl o 210 Sneaisle Tend coga R yorlssy oy 1
:ff %na%mﬁsf@mmpm Matshs ts, fpeaking ofiché Sacranient hich
his pailage, (Edit. Muetiia), That fopd wbsch IS on T ified BB ] of God
Wi prayery as to.that of it ﬂb;;-b‘xf$ﬂmrr.az'_,:&gar‘.tbf into ¥h2 be ) ayd js caft
Ut inta the drawg)¢, which.none futehy withfa yoof the Body of % hrift. And,
frerwards he adds by wag-of expligdtion, lin 75 #ot the marter of the bread,
10¢ word whigh isfpekensoven itswebiohi] ofiter)i. bira Vg Worthily eat-
tht be Lord ; and.thys W hedays hbadad f};ﬁld M{t&ﬂi‘ihg-ﬂ)fe‘ Typical and’
ymbolical body., So that the matter of-bipead: remaineth in the'Sacramear,
ad this Orsgencalls the Zypical and, Sybetical body-of ‘Chyiftt and jr is’
’.Qtthc‘ natural body of Lb{iﬁ@htch tsotherel eateny fo'r“thc'food €aten in
he Sfxcca,;r_;;n;‘as‘ to thay.of iy which is smaterialdoeeh intothe Belly and is-
aft outinto the draught. This te(timony is- fo very plaininthe Canfe that
gxtus Seneufis fulpects this place 0fOrigén was depraved by the Hereciques.”
ardinal Perronis.contended, to al'ow 150 B¢ Origen’s,but rejeds his reltiv
ny becaufe hewas acculed of Herefterby fome of the Fathers; and fays
¢ talks like a Heretique inothiis place. So thatwith much ado iis teltimony
s yielded tows, The fame' Fazher intis Aomilicsupon Leviticus (Cap. 16")
eaks thus, Zhere is alfo in the New. T, edament.aletier which Fills him why
th not Spiritually underfland thofe things whichare faid ; for if we take ac-
rding to the Letterthat which is faid, EXCEPT 1E BAT MY FLESHT
IND DRINK MIBLOUD, This Letrerdills. And thisalfo is a killing
,’cﬁiino_ny, and net, to be anfwered butin Cardigal Perro#’s way, by
ying, be talks lke-a Heretigugs. v e 3 (1 orgs
| St. Cyprian hali a whole Epiftle (Bip- 63.) toceciliusagaingt thofe who
ve the QQWQTK,QQ-RIEW%W‘WCW without Wine mingled with it ; and
main argument againft themmis this; that 2be bloud of Chriff with which’
: t.;é&ﬂ#??ﬁé’ tlm( gui¢&fq¢¢-¢?mucrj&n tobe inthe C Z;) wf.'_en there is no
ime in the Cup by which the Bloud of Chiraft as'reprefented ;and afier wards -
: B 2
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¥ A-Difcourfe againft Tranfubftanfiation, -
he fays,that contrary to the Evangelical and Apaftolical Dolrine water was
iu fome places otfer’d (orgiven ) 7nthe Lord’s Cup, which (fayshe ) alohe
canwat exprefs ( orreprefent ) the bloud of Chriff.” And laftly Ite ‘tells, us
that sy warer the people is underfiood, Ly Wine the blond Bf Chriffis (bzw)
(or reprefented,) but when in the Cup water is mingled wit] Wine theé peopl
is united to Chrift. So that according rothis Argument Wisein the Sacra
cramental Cupis 00 otherwife chang’d inve the bloud of Chrift than the Wa
rer mixed with.itischanged into the People, which“are faid‘to be unire.
20.CHr e s M nion7e 200 11O I I Vi
I omitmanyothers, and pafs'to St Auflin in the urth Age aftér Chrift
And I the rather infift upon his Teftimony , becaufe of his eminent eftcer
and authority inthe Ziazim Church 51 and he alfo'calls'the Zlements of th
: ' Sacrament thefigure and fign of Chrift’s body and bloud. 1n hi
o 0o Book again{t 4dimantiusthe Manichee wehavethis expresfion
;‘l“&g;_g‘z}fj * oup Lord-didnot doubs to fay, this is'my Body, when be gave th
wal. 1565, - Sign of his body, And, in his ‘explication of the third Plaln
fpeaking of Fadaywhom our'Lord admitted te bis laft firpper
b Enorrant. i it which { fays he') -t e'commended: and delivered to his Dife
o, - plesthe figure of his body'; Lauginage whicli ‘would not be cen
. fur’d for Herefic inthe Church'of* Rome: Tndded he was neve
accus'd of Herefie,as Cardinal Perron fays Origen was, but be talks as ik
one asOrigen himfelf. (Andyin his:Comment on the 98 Pfalm {peaking of th
offence whichthe Difciples took at that faying of our Saviour, excep? ;
eat the flefb of the Son of man and drink his bloud, &e. he bringsin our Sz
viour {peaking thus to them, (Id, Tim. 9. p. r105:) ye muft underfland Spi
ritually what I have [aid unto you 5 ye are not to eat this bedy which ye fee,an
to drink thazblowd which (ball be fhed by thofélthat crucifie me. I have con
mended a certain Sacrament to you, which being Spiritually underflood wi.
give you Life. What mereoppofite to the Do@rine of Tranfubftantiation;tha
that the Difciples were notto eat that Body of Chrift which they faw, no
to drink that bloud' which was thed upon the Crofs,but that all'this was t
be nnderftood fpritually and according to the nature of a -Sacrament 3 Fo
.~ that bodyhetells us is not-here but in heaven, in his Commen
* W% yupon thefe words, me ye have not always. *' He Jpeaks (fays he
TORINEN. . " of the-prefence of his body ; ye fball have me according to my pre
vidence,according to Majefty and invifiblegrace ; but according ¢
tbe fle(b-which the Word iffumed,according to that which was born of the Vi
gin Mary, ye fhallmot have me : therefore becaufe be converfedwith his Di
Jciples fourty days; he is afcended wp into bheaven and is not bere.

e - -y



P . A Difeourfe againft Tranfubflantiation. 13
Jn his23d. Epiftle ; (Id- Tom. 2, p. 93. ) # the Sacraments ( fayshe )
ad not fome - refemblance of thofe things whereof they are Sacraments, they
ould not be Sacraments atall ; but from this refemblance they take fonthe
woff part the names of the things which they repicfent. T l.vercz'are asthe Sacra-
ent of the body of Chrift is in Jome manner or fenfe Chriff's tody, and the Sa-
rament of his bloud 'is the bloud of Chrift ; So the Sacrament of faith (mean-
ng Baptifm ) isfaith. Wpomwhich words of St. Auflin there is

s remarkable G/ofs in their owrr Camon Law ; || the heavenly | De Confeer,
acrament which truly reprefents the flefb of Chrift is calied the it B ol
body of Chrift ; but improperly : whence it is faid, that after a

Ener,lmr not according tothe truth of the thing but the myflery of the thing:

nifted ; So that the meaning is, it iscalled the body of Chriff,that is, it fig~

wifies the body of Chriff : And if this be St. Aufti»’s meaning,I am fure no
Ervtcﬁgmt canfpeak more plainly againt Zranfabftantiation. And inthe
incient Canon of tlie Mafs before it was chang’d in complyance with this
h‘cw Dodrine,it is exprefly cali’d @ Sacrament a Sigw an Im-ge and a figure
of Chri[f's body. ‘To whiclyl will add that remarkable paffage
of St. A/tin cited by “Graciam,that as we receive the fimilitade  De oot
of bis death in Baptifm, [owe may alfo receive the likenefs of his I}ﬁm £
fefb and bloud' 5 that (o meither may truth be wanting in the
Sacrament, nor Pagans have occafion to ‘make’ us rediculous for drinking the -
bloud of ome that was flain,
* I will mention but one Teftimony more of'this Futher, butfo clear a one
% it isimpoflible any manin his wits that' had believed Zranfubflantiation
could have utter’d. It isin his7reatife de Diftrina Chriftiana; ( Lib. 3.
om. 3. p. §3.) where laying down feveral Rules for the right underfland-
ing of Scripture, he gives this forone. 1f, (fays he ) zbe fpeech be a precept
forbiding fome heinous wickednefs or crime, or commanding us to do good,it is
Wot figurative'; but if it feem to command any heinoufs wickednefs er crime, or
0 forbid that which is profitable and beneficial toothers, it is figurative. For
xample, Except ye eat tbe flefb of the Son of man and drink -his bloud, ye have
wo Life in you : This feems to0 command a heinous wickednefs and crime, theres
re it is a figure ; commandingus to communicate of the paffion of our Lord,
and with delizht and advantage to lay up in our memory that his flefb was crus <
ified and wounded for us. Sothat according to St. Auftin’s beft skill 1n 1n-
erpreting Scripture, the /ireral eating of ‘the fleth of Chrift and drinking
his bloud would have been a great impiety ; and therefore the exprefiion is
o be underftood figaratively ; not as Cardinal Perren who would haveir, .
aly inoppofition to the eating of his flefh and bloud in the grofs appcarancc;
K15 kel
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4 : A Difcowsfe againft Tranfubflantiation. |
ot fleflr and bloud, butto the real cating of his nawural body, and bloud un-
der any appearance whatfoever : For St. Auftin doth not fay, this is a Fis
gurative fpeech wherein we are commanded rea ly to feed upon the patural
body and bloud of Chrift under the fpecies of bread and wine, asthe Cardi.
nal would underftand hum ; for then the {pecch would be literal and not &-
gurative : .But he {ays, that thisisa ﬁgurgt%ye fpeech wherein we are_coms
manded Spiritnally to feed upon the remembragce OFllis PAHON.A e 1t o
To thefe I will add but three or four Tellimonies morein the ,-:w;'!__}b;bw‘;
1ng Ages.. 3 | L lavas Nt & i Axsmemtd
The firlt fhall be of Theodoret, who fpeaking of that Prophecy of: Facol
concerningour Saviour, (Gen. 49. 13.) ke wafbed his garments in Wine ana
his clothsanthe blond of grapes,hath thefe words, ( Dialog, 1.) as we tall 1k
myftical fruit of the Fine ( that is, the Wine in the Sacrament ) gfter confe-
cration the bloud of the Lord, fohe, {viz, Facob ) cadls the ﬂoﬂd of the trut
Fine (viz. of Chriit)) -the bloud of the grape: but the bloud of Chirift is no
hirerally and properly but onely figuratively the bloud of the grape, in the
fame fenfe as heis faid to be the true Vine ; and therefore thie Wine in the
Sacrament after confecration is in like manner notliterally and properly
but figuratively the bloud of Chrift- And he explains thisaftgrwards,faying
that our Savieur changed the namesyand gave fohis Body the nawe-&f the Syms
ol or Signyand tothe Symbolor Sign the name of his, Body3 thus when be hia
.Cd//’t'[ L’Im‘.[t‘:’[ftle I/fﬂe, 1.75’ Caﬂ’d t-/ge S}'M50[0r SZ ”h‘;s éZﬂﬂf(,; fOEllﬂt ln th<
fame fenfethar hocall'd himfelf the Vine, he calf'd the Wine, which is th
Symbolof hisbloud, his bloud.: For, {ays he, he wouid bave thefe who par:
take of the divine\myfleries notito attend tothe nature of the things whick are
Seen, but by thechange, of names to belicve the change which is mads by grace:
for be whocall’d that which by nature is a body wheat and bread, and again
likewife cali’ d him[elf the Fine, he honour'd the Symbols with the name of bis
body and bloud : not changing norure bat adding grace to natyre. Whereyou
fee he fays exprefly, that when he caltd the Syméods or Elements of the Sa
crament, viz. bréad.and Wing his Bodyand blsvd, he madeno change in th
nature of the things, onely added grace. to natur; ghat i, by the Divin
grasaand blefiiog fie railed themto:a Spiriuat and Supernasural virtue an
efficacy. | # . _ |
-'The Second is of the fameTheoderet in his fecond Dislogue between:
‘Catholigya, wnder the name Orthodoxus, and an Heret ique under the nam
of Eranifles ; whomaintainiag, that the Humanity of Chrift waschan ’
1nto the-fubftance of the Diviaity (which was the Herifie of Zutyches ;%
viubrases; cthe matter by this Siiilisude, As, fays he, :2be _&n.émf{{ﬁ
. ¥ 07
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| A Difcourfe againft Trasfubflantiation, 15

ord’s body. and bloud are one thing before the invocation "of the Priefly fut
dfter theinvocation are changed and become another thing'; Sothe boyef

wr Lord.after bis.afcention is changed into the divine fubff nice; > But™what
fays ,(J_a:tgbiiquc'o;rz}:odoxn tothis > why, he ralksjuft like one of Cardinal
Perron’s Hercriques, T}mafdrt, fays he caught in tby own net s éccgufé’ the my-
flical Symbols after confecration do not pys ot ‘of their own'nature; for they
remaincin thedr former fubflance, fizare and appearance and may be feen and
shandicd even gs tefore.oFe does notonely deny the outward figure and ap-
Ppeatance of theSymbolsto be chang’d but the natureand fubftince of them,
even in'the proper and ffriQelt fente ofthe word fubftance ; and itwasne-
ecfliry forode,otherwife he had not given a perfinent anfwer to the {imi-
ditude urg'diagainfthim,” ¢ 0 SALLIRA (vl b

The next isone of their own Popes, Gelaffur, who brings the

{fame Inflance againfk the Eutvechizns * furely, fays he, ¢he Sa- * Biion:
Craments which e receive of the body and'bliud of our Lord are T#r-1um 4.
g, diyine thingfa'that by thew we are wade partakers of a divine .
ndrure, and yer itceaferh not ro ke the Subflaice or watureof bread and Wine ;
1nd certainlythe image and refemblance of Chriff's bodyand blond are celelhyar-
d in the aition of the myflerizs; that'is, inethie Sacrament. To malke this [n-
lance of any forceagaint 1= Latyetansywho held that the body of Chrift
ipon hiis afcenfion ceas'd and washare’d into the fubftance of his Divini-
Y it was neteflary todeny that there was any fubftantial change ‘in the

bl

acrament of the bread and wine inro the body and bloud of Chrift. So
Sa; here 1s an infallible authority; eae of their own Popescxyrefly againft
{@fﬂﬁﬂfvnﬁatio&. | | |

Lhelaft Teflimony Ihall produceis of Facandus an African Bifhop,who
o hived in the 645 Century,  Upon occafion of Jjoftitying an expreilion
'ﬁ,onc who had (aidthatChiri/? alfo received the az/&pz‘iou of Son,

e reafons thus. * Chrif} imucbj%ﬁ'd to receive the Sacrament *Ficund:
adaoption botls irhen be was circuméifed and baptized : Andtie TN L
acrament|vf Adoption may le called adoption, as'the Sacrameny' =ik
( bis body and Lioud, which is in the confecrated bread and cup 15 by us caled
is body and bloud-+ not that the bread, fays he, is properly bis body apd 1he
P bis bloud, but becaufe they contain in them the riyfieries of bis body and
oud o hence alfo our Lord himfelf called the Dlefled bread and cup which bhe
e to lis' Difciples his bady and blowd, Camany' manafter his telieve,
at it was then,"and had ever been, the unverfal and'reccived Do@rine of
e Chriflian Chureh, that the bread and wine inthe. Sacrament are fub- .
atially changed into the proper and natural Lody and bloudo! Chrift 2 -
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A Difcourfe againft Tranfubflantistion, e

By thefe plain Teftimenies which ['have produced, and I might h&u
- brought a great many more to the fame purpofe, it is I think evident be
vond all denial that Zraufubffantiation hath not been he perpetaal belief o

() In Sent.

+(c) de Euchar,

(e) De Heref,
18,

the Chriftian Charch. Auad this likewife is acknowledged by ma

ny great and learnec men of the Roman Church. (a)) Scotus ac

boaDifi e knowledgeth, that this Do&rine was not always thought ne
s . ceffary to be believed, but that the neceflity.of believing it wa
confequent to that Declaration efthe Church -made in th

®)in e Council of Lateran under Pope Znnocent the 111, And(b) Dx«
1 ;,:f’f 15, randus freely difcovershis inclination 20 bave delieved the con

trary, if tke Church had not by that determination obliged me
to belicve it, (c) Zonjtal Bifhop of Darham alfo yields, that e

(1.2.146:  fore the Lateran Council-men were at ltberty as to the manner o
A1 B~ Chriff’s prefence inthe Sacrament.  And (d) Erafmus,wholiv
fl’nﬂd“ic;’" cd and died in the communion. of the Roman Church and tha
craneeriam  'Whom no manwas better.read in the ancient Fatbers, doth con
,5730::‘“0;:”- o tels that itwaslate Lefore the Church defined T raxfubflantiation
4 5.';3 \os.  unknown to the Ancients both name and thing. And (e} Alphon

Jus a Cajtro fays plainly that.concerning the Tranfubfiantiation
the bread into the body of Chriff, there is Jeldom any mention ;
the ancient Wrirers. And who canimagin that thefe learne

men would have granted.the ancient Church and Fathers to have been
much Strangers to this Do&rine, had they thoughtit to have been the per
petual belief of the Church? I thall now in the |

- Second place,give an account of the particular time axdoccafton of the com
g in of this Doctring,and by what flepsand degrees it grew up and was ac
vanced inte an, Arzicle of Faith in the Romifh Charch. The Doérine ¢

the corporal prefence of Chrift was firft ftarted upon occafion of the Difput
-about thesbe Worfhip of Images, in oppofition whereto the Synod of Conflas
tinople about the year DCCL did argue thus, That our Lord having le
us no other image of him/e!f but the Sacrameat, in which the fubflance
tread is the image. of his body, we ought to make no other image of ot
Lord. ' In anfwer to this Argument the fecond Courcil of Nice in the yez
PCCLXXXVII did declare, that the Sacrament after Confecration 5 m
tihe image and antitype of Chrift’s body. and bloud, but is properly his bod
and bloud. So that the corporal-body of Chrift inthe Sacrament wasfir
brought intofupport the flupidworfbip of Images : And indeed it could ne

- ver have come in upona more propr occafion,norhave Leen applied to’
fiiter purpofe, |



A A Dife . -
. And here ] cannot buttake notice how well this agrees
With * BeZarmine’'s Oblervation,that none of the Ancientswho * De Echa-
,;xéfo‘ré“éf“ﬂek:ﬁi o+ bath put this errour ( viz. of denying "FhEC Y
8 ¢ ranfubffantiation) in his Catalogue ;. war did any of the an-
‘cients difpute againfl tbis errour for the firfl 600 years. Which is very
\true,becaufethere could be rio occafion then to difpute againft.thofe who
denied Zranfubflantiation ; fince. as I have thewn, this Doctrine was 0ot
Jn being,unlefsamong(t the Zutychian Heretiques for the firft
1600 years and more but - Bel/larmine goes on and tells us, T%id.
_that the firf? who call'd in gueflion the truth of the body.of the o
“Lord in the Euchariff were the [CONOMACH (the oppofers of images)
after theyear DCC in the Council of Conftant inople;for.thefe (aid therewas
one image offC brift iuftituted by Chrift himfelf, viz. the bread & wine in the
Luchariftwhich reprefents the body & bloud of £ brift. Wherefore from tha:
ine the Greek[¥riters often admonifb us that the Eucharift is nor the Jigure
or imagé'of-the body of the Lord,but his true body,as appears from the V11.Sy«
nod which agrees moft €xaétly with theaccouat which I have given of the
firlt rife of this Do&trine,which began with the corporal preferce of Chrift
in the Sacrament. and afterwards proceeded to Zran/ubffantiaticn;.
And as this was the firft occafion of introducing.this Doffrixe among

the Greeks, fo in the Latin or Roman Church Pafchafus Radbertus firlt
a Monkand afeerards” 4280t of € orbey, was the firlt broacher of it in
e DR CXVIL. " g T, i

_ And for this, befides the FEvidence of Hiftory; wehave the ackmows
ledgment of 1wo Very Eminene Perfops inthe Church: of Rome, Beliar-
?Jine and Sirmondus ', who do in effe& confels that this Pafchafiis

vasthe firlt vvho wrote to purpofe upon this Argument. .
chl[armine in thele words, 7his duthor was the firft who "’?8 Scriptors
hath ferioufly and copionflywriten concerning the truthofChriff's ° B Jcon
ééd){ﬂ(’h Floud 1n the Eucharift: And .Sirmendus in thele + I wita Paf-

L

belofir q}?pﬂii{ie}l r‘b?: ga\z;zm}e Jenfe of the Catholique Church, chalii """
that he opened z‘{:‘é wqy"to\rbe re[t who afterwards in great numbers.wrate
uponrhe fame argument : But though Sirmandss is pleafed to faythathe
oncly firft explain’d the fenfe of the Catholique Church in this point,yet

"t-S‘VCf-]’(‘ELEin'rf?dnt ﬂle"f{t':'c;(')_l‘ldsldffthat Age which are leit,to us, that
.ﬂf.S’Wél;S"? | Wff;n'Ie‘ fﬂ\itfthis ‘Dodtrine was broached''in the Latin
hugeh s'and It thet witﬁg:{éa',t‘ oppofitionin that Age,as I fhall have oc-
ﬁDf‘lhqrE?l?tFtto fhg:’w‘.?_or. RaZaél{f_ Maurus Arch- Bifbop Ofﬁaﬂ-.!e;?rf; n}l)jo;L.lt
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18 A Difconrfe_agamfr Tranfubftantiation. e A
-~ hehad deliver'd this Do@rine, hath his remarkal le paflige
i 2pif. #d concerning the novelty of it ; || Some, fays-he,of late,not hav-
gy T ing a right opinion concérning the Sacrament ?’ the body ana
é 33 . : R - .
bloud of awr Lord, have faid that this is the body'and bloud of
our Lord whichwas bern of the Virgin Mary,and in which our Lord Juffer-
ed upon the Crofs and rofe from the dead' which-errour, 1ays he, we have
oppos d with all our might. Fromwhence it was plain, by the Teftimo-
ny ofone of the greateft and moft Jearned Bifhops of that Age, and of
cminent reputation for Picty,that what is now the very Doctrine of the
Chu chof Rome concerning the Sacrament, was then efteem’d an Errou
broach’d’by’ fome particular Perfons, but was far from being the gene.
rally receiv’d Do@rine ofthat Age. Can any one think it pofiible, tha
fo.eminent a Perfon in the Church both for piety and learning, coul
have condemn’d this Do&rine asan Errour anda Novelty, had in teer
the general Do@rine of the-Chriftian ‘Church, not onely inthat but ir
all former Ages ; and no cenfure paf:s’d upon him{or that which is now
the great burning Article.in the'Churéh'of Rome, and elleemed by then
one of the greateftand moft pernicious Herefies 2
Afrerwards inthe year MLIX, when Berengarius in France and Ger
many, had rais’d a freth oppofition againft this Docriney he was comr
peli’d torecant it by Pope Nichelas and the Council at Rome
'G“ﬁa“-dd_‘ in thefe words, * that the bread and winewhich are Jet upo
}?{;’f " the Altar, after the confecration are not onely the Sacramen
Lanfranc. de — put the true body and bloud of our Lord Fefus Chrift; and ar
'gﬁgf:”fj Jenfibly, not onely in the Sacrament but in truth, handled an,
Guitmund:  broken by the hands of the Prieft, and groand or brufed by th,
de Sacram.1. 1. teeth of the faithfull. But it feems the Pope and his Counc
i o were not then skilfull enough toexprefs themfelves rightl
in this matter ; for the G/ofs upon the Canan Law fays cx
youp.oe Prefly, +that unlefs we underfland thefe -words of BERE A
eer. deconfee - GARITS (that isin truth ofthe Pope and his Council) in
.- ‘:;:‘gg‘:ér Jouud Jenfe, we [hall fall into- a greater Here e -than that
regarius, . BERENGAR.US ; for we do not make parts of the body,
Chrif.. The meaning ofwhich Glofs I cannot;imagine, ur
lefsit be this, that the Body of Chrift, though it be intruth 2roken, yet |
is not Lroken into parts ( for we donot make parts of the bady of C brift,;
but into wholes: Now this new way of breaking a Bedy, not into pari
“but into wheles (which in good earneft isthe Do&@rire of the Church C
‘Reme ) thevgh to themtlarafe ableto believe 77 ranfubflantiation it r'na;

L
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for any thing T know appear to be found fen e, yet to us that cannet Les
ieve [0, 1t appears to be folid non fenfe,
About XX years after,in the year MLXXIX Pope Gregory the VIt .,
egan to be fenfeble of this abfurdity ;and therefore in another
Councilat Rome made Berengarins to recant in another Form, *Waldnf.
12, * that the bread and wine which are placed upon the AL T™ 5
tar are fubflantially changed intothe true and proper and quickn-
rng fle/b and bloud of our Lord Jefus Chrift, and after comfecration are the
true body of Chrifty which was boru of the Virgin, and which being offered
for the Salvation of the World did hang wpon the Crofi and fits on the right
hand of the Fatber.

So that from the firft ftarting of this Do&rine in the fecond Council of
Nice in the year DCCL XXXV, till the Cowncil under Pope Gregory the
VIIth in the year MLXXIXit was almoft three hundred years that this
Doctrine was contefted, and before this mifhapen Monfler of Tranfubftan-
dation could be lick'dinto that Ferm in-which it 4s now fettled and efta-
lifh’d in the Church of Reme. Here then js a plain account of the firft
ife of this Doctrine,and of the feveral fteps whereby it was advanced by
he Church of Rome into.an Articleof Faith. 1 come mowin the

Zbird place, to anfwer the great. pretended Demonflration of the int-
offibility that this Declrine, j 1t bad-been new, Thould ever have come in,
n any Age, and been received in the Church ; and conlequently it muft of
eceffity bave been the perpetual belief of the Church in all Ages: -For ifit
ad not always been the Do&rine of the Church, whenever it had at-
empted fr(t tocome in,there would have been agreat ftir and busfle a-
outit, and the whole Chriftian World would have rofe up in oppofiti-
A toit. “But we can fhew no fuch time when firft it came in, and when
ny fuch oppofition-was made to it, and therefore it was alwaysthe Do-

rine of ;the Church. This. Demonftration Monfieur Arnauld, a very
roed Man in France, pretends to be unanfwerable : whether it be fo
r not, I fhall briefly examine. . And
Firft, we doaflign.a punétual and very likely time of the fir(t rite of
is DoQtrine, dabout the begining of the »inzh Age ; thoughit-did not
ke root nor was fully fetled and eftablifh’d till towards tke end of thic
eventh. And this awas themoft likely time of all other, from the be-
noing of Chriftiapity, for fo grofs an Errour toappear ; ‘it-being, by
e confelfion and confent of their own Hifforians, the moft-dark and
imal time that ever happened to the Chriftian Chirch, both tor Jgno=
wceyand Swperfition, and Vice. It camein together with /dolatry, and

: ' Ca. ‘Was
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was made ufe of to fuppore it : A fit prop and companion for it- And it
_ Gocdwhag rares might not the Enemy have fews in {o darkand longa
Night'; when fo corfiderable a part of the Chriftian ‘World was lul’d a
flecp in profound Tgnorance and ' Superftition » And thisagrees very
wall with hé account whichour Saviexr himfelf givesin the Paratle o
\he Zares, of the fpringing up of Errours 2nd Corruptions in the ficldo
the Church, —~ (Matth. 13. 24.) While the men [lept the Enemy did hi
work in the Night, fo that when they were awake they wondred how
and whence the rares came ; but being {ure they were there, and thai
they were not fovvn at firft, they conluded the Enemy had done it.
 Secondly, 1 have fhewn likewife that there was confiderable oppofitio:
thade to this Errourat its firtt coming in..  The general Ignorance anx
arofs Superflition of that Age rendred the generallity of peopie mor
quict: and fecure,and difpofed them toreceive any thing that came unce
a pretence.of myflery in Religion and of greater reverence and devotio:
to the Sacrament, and that {eemed any way to countenance the worfhi

of Zmazes, for which at that time they were zealoufly concern’d. Bu
notwithanding the fecurity and paffive temper of the Peop'e, the me
moft eminent for piety and learning in that Time made great refiftanc
againft it. Ihave already named Rabanus Arch-Bifhop .ot Mentz: wh
bppos'd it as an Errout lately fprung up andwhich had then'gained. b
woon fome few perfons. Towhom I may add Heribatdus Bifhop ¢
Auxerrers in France,lo. Scotis Erigena,and Ratramas commonly know
Ly the name of Bertram, Who at the fame time were imployed by
Empcrour Charles the Bald to oppofe this growing Errour, anidwro
icarnedly againttit. And thefe were the emincnt men’ for learning:
thattime. And beeaufe Monfieur Arnauld will not be fatisfied unlefsthe
were fome ftir and buftle about it, Bertram in his Preface to liis Boc
tells us, that they who according to their [everal opinions falked differen
ly chout the myfiery of Chrift’s body and blowd were divided Ly%o [m
Schifm.; . IR 8 NIME rad Andl I
Thirdly, Though for a more dlear and-fatisfatory ‘anfwer to this pr
tented Demon(tration have been contended to untie this knot, yet
could without all thefe painshave cut it. Forfuppofe thiis Docrinch
{i'ently come in and withoutop ofition, fothat we could not affign t.
particular time and occafion of its fct Rife; yet if it be evident fro
the Records of former Ages, for above D. years together, that this w
not the ancient belief of the Church ; and plain alfo, that this Doéri
was afterwasds received-in the Roman Church,though we could not t

{]
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ow and when it camein, yetit wou'd be the wi'deft and mo& extrava-
>ant thing inthe world to fetup a pretended Dcmqnf}r@tioﬁ of B:aifon' 3
gainft plain Experience and rmatter of fat, This is juft Zeno's Des,
nonflraton-of the impefibility of motion againft Diogenes walking be-
orehis Eyes For this is to undertake to provethat impofiibleto have
een; which moft certainly was.  Juftthus the Servantsia the Parable
night have demonfirated that the' zares were wheat, becaufe_«rthcjwere
ure none but good feed was fownar firft, and no man could give any
ccount of the pun@ual time when any zares werefown, or by whom ;
nd ifan Enemy had come todo it, he maft needs have met with great
efiltance atd oppofition ; butno fuch refiftance was made,and therefore
here could be no. #ares in the fie/d, but that whichithey cali’d zares whas
ertainly good whear. At the fame rate a man might demonftrate that
ir King, his Majefly of great Britain, isnot return’d into England, nor
{tor’d to his Crow n ; becaufe there beingfo greatand fpowerfull an
vmy pofles’d ofhis Lasds,and therefore obliged by intereft to keep him
it, it was, impeffible He fhould ever come in'without a great deal of
shting and bloud-fhed:: buethere wes no fuch thing, therefore he is
ereturn’ and reflor’d to his Crown. Andby the like kind of Demon- :
ration one might prove thavthe Zurt'did not invade €hriffendomlaft
ar, and befiege Vienna ; becaufer if he'had, the moft Chriffian King, .
ho had the greateft Army in €hriffendom in a readinefs, would certain-
haveemployed it againft himybut Menfieur Arnauld certainly knows,

> fuch thing was done + And therefore according to his way of De-
on{tration, the marter of fudly¥o commonly reposted and believed, -
ncsrning the Zarks Invafion of Chriflendom andlefieging Vienna laft
arywas a perfedt miftake. Butaman may demonfirate ull his head and
art ake, before he fhall ever be ableto prove that which certainly is,

- was, mever to have been. For ofalforts of impofiibles nothing is.
ore. .evidently fo., than to.make thiat which hath been not to
we been.. All the reafon in-the world is too weak to cope with
(tough and ebftinateadifficulty. » And I have often wonder’d how a
anof Monfieur drnautd’s great witand tharp Judgment could prevail
ith himfeifro engage in {o bad and baffled a Caufe; or could think to
lend it with,fouveoden a Dagger as his Dembnftration of Redafon againft
rtain Experienceand matter of 'Falt : A thing, ifit be poffible of equal *
furdity with what he preteads to demonftrate, Zranfubffantiation it
£, I proceed to the ' |
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- Third pretended ground of this Do&rine of Tranfubfiantiation ; and
. that 18 The Infallible Authority of the prefent Charch to make and declare
new Articles of Faith.  And this in-truth is the ground into which the
. moft of the learned men of their Church did heretofore, and many do
ftill refolve their belief of this Doctrine: ‘And, as T have already fhewn,
. do plainly fay that they fee no {uflicient reafon, euther from Scriprure
or Tradition,for the belief of it :-And that they thould have believed the
. .contrary had not the determination of the Church obliged them other-

- wife, ')

But if this Do&rime be obtruded upon the world -merely by vertue of
the Authority of the Roman Church, and the Declaration of the Council
under Pape Gregory the VIIth. or of the Lateran Council under Innocent

- the I1L then it isa plain Innovation in the Chriftian Deétrine,and a new
Article of Faith impos’d upon the Chriftian World. And ifany Church
‘hath this power,the Chriftian Faith may beenlarged and changed as of:

- ten as men Ppleafe ; and that which is no part of our Saviour’s Do&rine,

~.nay, any thing though. never {o abfurd and unreafonable, -may tecome

an Article of Faith obliging all Chriftians to thebelief of it, wheneve:
~the Church of Rome fhallthipk fitto ftampher Authority uponit : whicl
~would make Chriftianity 2 moft uncertain and endlefs thing.

The Fourth pretended ground of this Do&rine is, the weceffity of ficl
.achange as this in the Sacrament to the comfort and ‘benefit of thofe wh
_received it. But-there is, no colour tor this, if the thing be rightly con

fider'd ! Becaufe the comfort and benefit of the Sacramentdepends upoi
the blefling annexed to the Inflitution. And as.Water in Baptifn
without any fubftanual ehange in that Element,may by the Divine b!eir'
fing accompanying the Inftitution be efleGual to the wathing awayg
Sin, and Spiritual Regeneration ; So there can no reafonin the worls
ke given why the ‘Elements of Bread and Wine in the Lord’s Suppe
.may not,by the fame Divine bleflingaccompanying this Inftitution,mak:
the worthy receivers partakers of all the Spirltual comfort and benefi
defigned to us thereby,without any fub{tantial change made in-thofe E
Je ments,fince our Lord hath told us,that.verily the flefb profiteth nothing
.So that if we cou'd do fo odd and ftrange a thing as to eat the ver;
Fatura) flefh and drink the bloud of our Lord,! do not fee of what great
“er advantage it would be to usthan vvhat vve may have'by partaking

“of the SymbYbvls of his body and bloud as he ‘hath appointed in remen

“&rance of him. ~For'the Spiritual efficacy of the Sacrament doth not de

¢ “pend upon the natire’of the thing recsived,fuppofing vve receive vvha
Y _ ~Ou
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our Lord appointedand receive it with a right preparation and difpo-
{ition of mind, but upon the fupernatural blefling that goes along with
it, and makes it effeGtual to ' thofe Spiritual ‘ends for which it

Vas
appointed, . | " i v :
The Fifth and laft pretended ground of this Do@rine is to-magnify

the power of the Priefl in being able ro work fo great a Miracle. And this
with great prideand pomp is often urg’d by them as'a tranfeendent in.- -
flance cof the Divine wiledomto find out fo admirable a way toraife the
power and reverence of the Prieft; thathe fhould'te able every day, -
ind asoften as he pleafes, by repeating a few words'to ‘work fo miracy-
ous »a change, and ( as they love moft abfordly and blaphemoufly to -
peak) to make God bimfelf,’ | ._ |

But this is to pretend to a power above that of Ged himfelf, for hedid
Jot, nor cannot make himfelf, nor do any thing that implies a contra-=-
h&ion, as Tranfubflantiation, evidently does in their pretending vo make -
od.  ¥or to make that 'which already is, and to make that now which -
hoays was, isnot onely vain and trifling if it-could be done, bur impof-
ble becaufe it implies a contradi&tion. 5

And whatifafter al] 7; ranfubftantiation if it were poffible and actually
'rought by the Prieft, wou'd yet Le -no Miracle » For there are two
hings neceflary to a Miracle,that there bé’a fu pernatural effe® wrought, -
nd thatthis effet be evident to fenfa: So thit though afupernatural
ffect be wrought, yet ifit be not evidentto fenfeit is toall the ends and
urpofes of a Miracle as if it were not ; and can be no teftimony or
oof of any thing, becanfe it felf flarids in‘need of anéther Miracle
> give tefltimonyto it and_roipt,éize‘r’h@(‘éit was wrought. And neither
VSeripture, mor ‘in profane Authors, nor in common ufe of fpeech, is
1y thing call’d a Miracle but whar falls under the notice of our fenfes: -
 Miracle being nothing elfe but 4 Jupernatural effeét-evident to fenfe, the
reat end and defign whereof is to be a fenfible proof and convicion to
sof fomething that'we do no fee, - — ,

And for want of-fhis..(}ci;adition, Tmnﬁ:éﬂamiaﬁbn, if it were true, -
ould be no Miracle. It would indecd be very fapernatural, but for a't
latit would not be 2 .55 nor Miracle: For a Sign or Miracle is always’
thing fenfible,othervvi it could be noSign. Novv that{uch a change
15 precended’in’ Zranfubfantiarion thould really be vvrought, andyet
Iere ﬂwu?d"lirrti()ﬁ n.and appearance of it, s a thing very-vvonderful, -
't not to. fenfe ; for gur fenfes perceive no change, the Bread and Wing in
¢ Sacrament to all our fenfs remainingjuft as they vvere: before: And
air .
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that a thing fhould remain to.all appearance juftas it was, hath nothing
ata!l of wonder in it we vvonder,indeed vvhen vve fee aflrange thing

““done, but no man vvonders vvhen he fees nothing done. * So that Zran
fubftantiation,if they will needshave ita Miracle,is fuch a Miracle as an!

. man may work thathath but. the confidence to face men down that h
works ¢ and the forcunc to be believed ; And thouigh the Church of R
may magnify,their Pric(§ upon account of this Miracle, which they.fa

.. they can workevery day and every hour, yet. hcannot underftand th
"fealonof it ; for when this great work(as they call.it ) is done, ther
‘is nothing more appears to be.dong than if there were np Miracle : Noy
fuch a Miracle as toall appearance,is no Miracle I fe¢ no_ reafon why

Proteftant Miniter, as well as a Popifh Prieft,may not.vvork asoften,s

he pleafes ; -or if he can buthave the patience tolet it alone,it vvillvvor

it felf. For furely nothing inthe worldiseafierthan to let a thing be:

it_is, and by fpeaking 2 few words over.it to.make it juft what. it; w:

‘before. Every man, every day, may work ten thoufand fuch Miracle

. And thus | havedifpatch’d the Firft part of my Difcourfe,which w;
¢0 confider the pretended grounds and Reafons of the Church. of Ror
for this Do&rine, and.to thew the weaknefs and infufficiency of then
I come in.the Al o 8 157 baowr J12i19. oy d difguo
1. SECOND place, toppradyce our, Objedtians againtt it, Which w
be of fo much the greatet:toree, béqéufét[.ﬁa\}'c already thewn:this: D
.&@rine to be deftitute of all Divine warrant and,authority,and of any
ther fort of Ground . fufficient in reafon to juftifie it.. | So.that Ido n
now obje& againit a Doétring which, hath a fair probability of Rivi
Reyelation on its fide,for th‘at:‘\yoyda.}@ﬁ;lgh dovvn all objetions vvhi
did not plainly overthrovy the probatlity and credit ofits Divine Rey
lation : But I objetagainft @ Doctrine by the merevyill and Tyran
of men impos’d upon-the belief of Chriftians, vvithout.any;cvidence
Sctigture, and againft 3l the evidence of Reafor and Senfe,| - 13,
The Obje@ions I {hall reduce to thefe swo Beads. Firfl;| the infin
fcandal of this Do&rine to the ChriftianReligion.: , And Secondlyy t
monftrous and infupportable abfurdity of it M én :
Firlt, 7he infinite [candal of this, Dollrine to the Chriftian Religi
~_And that upon thefe foer accounts, 1. Of the ftupidity of this Doctris
2. The real barbaroufnefs of this Sacrameng and right of our  Religi
upon fuppofitionof the truth of this Dodtrine, 3. Ofthe crgeland blc
dy confequences of it. 4. Of the danger of Idolpteys-vvhich theyarec
-tain'y guilty of, if this Doctring be not YEQE= o} 1do. Lis 01 10 b2 o
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1. ‘Upon moumofrktﬂnpie{iggj this Do&rine. 1 remember thar
?y/&,ﬂ who wasa man of very good fenfe,inftanceth in thp comnceit of
ating Godas'the extremity of maduefs, &-fo ftupid an ap-" LT
rehenfion ashe thoughtno man was ever guilty of. *#//es - * DeNar. © 5
¢ call, fays he, the fruitsof the earth Ceresyand wine Bac- 2" S
bus, we ufle but the commen lauguage ; but do you think any |
tan [0 wad aitosbelivethat whickhhe eats to be God? Itfeems he could:
ot believe that fo.extravagant aifolly had everoentred ing the mind
f man. /T isa very fevere faying of dverroesthe Arabiin Philofo-
her ( who lived after this Doctrine was-enitertained among Chrifl-
vs) and ought to make the Church of Reme blufh, if the
in 3 N bave travelld, fays Weyovérithe world, and have: *Dionyt
und divers Se&ks ybut fo fortifli aSe& or Law I neverfound, . g;“:f;;"'j ,
 is the Sect of the Chriftians jlecaufewith their ownteeth ~° ~
ey devesr their. God whom they worfbiped. It was grear ftupidity in
ople off Hrael 10 fay, Come ket us make us Gods 3 but it was civilly
id of them, Letus make us Gods that may go beforeus, incomparifon
the Church of Rome, who fay, Lét as make a Ged that we may ear
7. Sothat'upon the whole matter I.cannot but wonder that they
ould chufe thus to expofeFaith to thecontempt of all that are endu-
with Reafon:' And to fpeak the plain truth, the Chriftian Religion
as never 40 horribly expofedte the{corn of Atheifts and Infidels,as
hath Eeen by this moft abfurd:and fenfelefs Dollrine. ' Butthus it
as foretold that tbe Maw of Sin'thou!d come with power and Signs
d Lying Miracles, and with all deceiveablens(s of unarighteoufne/s
2. Thefl. 2.0vo. ) with all the: Legerdemain-and fugiing tricks of falfe-
od and impofture ; amongft which thusof Frarfabfanriation which
ey call a Miracle, and we a Cheat, 1s one of the chief: Andin all
obability thofe common jxgling words of hecus pocks, are nothing
fe but a corruption of heceff corpus, by wayof rediculous imitation
‘the Priefisof the Churcly of Rome intheir rrick ot Frawlubfantiatie
. Iata fuch contempt by this foclifh Doérine and prerended Mi-
cle of thewrs havethey brought the moft facred and venerable My-
ry of our Religton. .
2. It is very feandalous bkewife wpon :account of the real barba-
Eﬁfgf: of: this Sierament and Rite of our Religion, upon fulppofiiom
[ the truch of this Delteine. © Lutterallyta eas 2he flefh of the Son of
aw and to drink ks blowd St Auftin,as § have fhewed before,declares
: D | 0
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to bea great Impiety. And theimpiety and barberoufnets of the thing
is not in truth extennated, but onely the appearance of it, by its being

~doneunder the Species of Bread and Wine : For the thing they acknow

ledge is” really done, and they believe that they verily.eat and drinl
the datural fleth and bloud of Chrift. ‘And what can any man d
more unworthily towards his Friend? How can he poflibly ufe hin
more barbaroufly, than to feaftupon his living flethand bloud » It
one of the greateft wonders ia the world, that 1t fhould ever enterir
to the mindsof men to put upen our Saviour’s words, o eafily capabl
of 2 more convenient fenfe-and fo neceffarily requiring it, 2 meanin,
fo plainly contrary to Reafon, andfenfe, and even to Humanity it felf
Had the ancient Chriftians owned any fuch Docrine, we thould hav
heard of it fromthe Adverfariesof our Religion'in every page of thei
Writings ; and they. would have defired no greater advantage again
the Chriftians than: te have been able'to hitthem in the teeth wit
their fealting upon the the natural flefh and bloud of their Lord,an
their God, and their beft Friend. What end'efs triumphs would the
have made upon'thisSubje& ? And with that confidence would the
have fet the cruelty ufed by Chritians intheir Sacrament, againft the
God  Sarurn s eating his own Children, and all the cruelr and bloud
Rites of their Idolatry ? But that no fuch thing was thenobje&ted b
the Heathens to the Chriftians, isto a wifeman inftead of 2 thoufan
Demonftrations that no fuch Do&rine was then believed.

3. It is fcandalous alfo upon account of the cruel and blondy cenf
guences of thisDo&trine; fo contrary to the plain Laws of Chriftian
ty, andto one great endand defign of this Sacrament, which is o1
nite Chriftians-inthe moft perfect love and charity to one another
Whereasthis Doétrine hath been the occafion ofthe moft barbaret
and bloodyTragediesthat ever were acted in the World. For this hat
been in the Church of Rome the great burning Article ; and as abfur
and unreafopable as it is, more Chriftians: have been murther’d fc
thedenial ot it than perhaps for all the other Articles of their Relig
on-  And I think it may:generally. pafs for a true obfervation that a
Sects are commonly moft hot and furious for thofe things for whic
shere is lealt Reafon ; for what men want of Reafon for their opin
ons, they ufuaily {upply afid-make up in Rage. And it was no mor
than needed to ufe this feverity upon this occafion; for nothing by
the:crucl: fear of death could in probability have driven fo great

pal
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b‘y ofmankind into the acl &#ﬂﬂdéﬁgfmt fo?l;,*?ﬁﬁ?P{o“ﬂbg,e; and
ACLS ,Iﬁ 9P~y shnt rwg 2id diw 15t CAWE Lk

ét? ¢ ."ﬂ?‘f. Sﬂfgﬂgf;--',}$ﬁ°ub=¢ ﬁ'}mdfwdg:cateih{é‘séf'@!mkiﬂéﬁ' :
-%’o can imagin thou dift ever intend that men: thould kill dnerano-
&ér‘f'o‘r"n_’ot being able to believe contraryto their fenfess. for being
v Liog to tun,that thou thould(t make one of the moft Ligirig nd
arbarous things that can be, imagin'd a (main Dty agg {riacipa
diftery of thy Religion ; for not flattering the pride and pre{umpti-
n of the Prieft who fays hecam make God, and for not.complying
vith the folly and ftupidity of the People who believe that they can
?4..:‘ on account Qf:ﬁ; danger of Zdolatry ; which they are cer-
unly guilty of if this Dogrine be not true, and fuch z change asthey
retend be not made in the Sacrament ; for ifitbe not,then they wor-
';jy a eraft'ture inftead of the Creator God blefled for ever, But fuch
change I have fhewn to be impofiible; or if it could be, yet they can
ever be certainthat it is, qnd confequently are always in danger of
iolatry : :\\pd,‘thq_t they can never be certain that fuch a change is
ade, 1s evident ; becaufe, aggi)'id%h}‘; to‘.fh_'é exprefs determination of
ie Council’ Qf{' Zl{t’%;)that de (; nds. gpbn thé mind and i#}é)}i‘!foﬂ of the
rie/t, which cannot certainly be ,lgn().w’r}bui by Revelation, which is
ot pretended in this, cafe. f'5'r'1d'.if; they be miftaken about this ch ange,
irough theknavery or crofnefs of the Prieft who will not make God
ut when he thioks fit,they moft notthipk to excufe themfelves from
lolatry becaufe they intended to worfhip Godand nota Credture ;
T fo the Perfrans mightbe excus’d from Idolatry in wordhipping the
un,becaufe 'th‘eY,iﬂfﬁﬁd‘tO_,.Wérﬂﬁp‘ God and nota Creature ; and fo
deed we may excufe 3l the Idolatry that ever was in the world
hich is nothing elfe but a miftake of the Deity, and upon that r_nif:
ke a worfhiping of fomething as God which isnot God. . ;
1. Befides the infinite fcandal of this Dectrine upan the accounts
have mentioned, zhe monfrous abfurdities of it make it infupporta.
e to any Religion, T amvery well affur'd of the grounds of Reli-
onin gencral, and of the Chriftian Religion in particular ; and yet
';annot fee that the foundations of any revealed Religionare flrong
oughto bear the weight of fo many and fo great abfurditiesas this
octrine of Zranfubftantiation would load 3t withall. And to make
lis evident, Ifhall not infitt upon thofe grofs contradittions, of the

D2 fame
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' farre Body Belng i fo'mafy feveral places at once §-of "’2:%;‘*;’*’
giving away humfelf wigh his own hands toever g& fhis D
{ciples, and gefﬁiﬁ kecping himfelf'to himfelf ; and a%thoufand mo
“of ;h’e like nature :"bd’i’ft‘o ﬂrcwfhcabfurdity’éﬁt,his;‘;fnogﬁm I fh
only ask thefe few Queltions. <" © il
2 1¥Whe~gr}§rf any "%Hﬁ’ve:gi ever had greater eﬁ1&¢h@:€ofghgth¥};
|58y Divitie Revelation thian evéry ad hith of thefalfhood of 77¢
Jidfimriakion t Infidelity were Bardly pofiivle’to men, if alf men
the fameeviderce forthe Chriftian Religion Which'they haye agair
‘Traivﬂ(bﬂbﬁ?idﬁbﬂﬁhdﬂé{thé\ditafand;irrcﬁﬁibl’e“eﬁd%ntép fent
H that can ofice b brought o.contradidt ar deny hisfenfes, {54t
énd tf cértalrty 5 for Whit'can'a mian'be terfain of it he b ot Ce
Yain of what he fees'?”In {Ome’ circumitances oar ferfes may dece
us, Butm) Faculty dectives usfo 11gﬂe£nd13fcldom ¢ And ﬁ\{&eﬁ 6
fenfes do decelye us, even char gfrout is ot o be corrected, witho
the help of out f‘cﬁ"eﬁ:* REAY | i ppwip e e os
2. Snppofing/this Do@fine fiad Been' defiveredin Seripture id ¢
very fame words that it is décreed in’the Couneil of 77enr, by wt
clearer evidence or, fironger Argument could any man prove tor
thac fuch Wwords werein che Bible fhan' Tcan prove to him that bre
and wine after confeeration are bread'abd wing ftitt3 He conld}
appeal to my eyes 16 prove fadh words to be'in’the Bible, and wi
the fame reafon'and Juftice mighe T appeal to feveral of ks fenfes
- prove tohim thar thi¢ breadand wine after confecration arebread ai

I )
pOTRE LR -

3. Whetlier ftfbve‘ir‘qsiignaﬁié o' imaginé tarGod thoyld make th
a part of the Chriftiaff Religion which fhake3'the main external‘e
dence and confifmation’of the Whole > I mean the Miracles whic
were wronght by our ‘Saviour andliis Apoft'esthe aflurance where
did at fir(t deperd Upon'the’ cetrainey of fenfe. For if the fenfes
thofe who fiy they” faw them were deceived then there might be r
Miracles wronght ; and ‘confequently it may juftly be doubted wheth
that kind of confirmation which God hath given to the Chriflian R
ligion wauld be ftrong enowgh to prove. it, fuppofing Zran/ulfanti
#ion to be'a 'partof it: Becaufe every man hath as great evidence th:
Tronfubfantiation is falfe, as hehath that the Chriftian Religion
true.” Suppofe then Tranfubflantiation to be part of the Chriltial
Do&rine, it muft have the fame confirmation with thewhole, an
th

-
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that isMiracles :But ot all %oﬂ\'_ines in the world it is peculiarly inca-
tblcqueigg‘prond by a Miracle. For if a Miracle were wroughe
ifor the proof of i, the very fame affurance which any man hath'ef
 the truth of the Miracle he hath of the falfchood ofthe Doé&rine,thac
s, the clearevidence of his Senfes. For that there isa Miracle wronghte
‘80 prove that ivhar'he fees in the Satrament is not bread but the body of
JChrift, there is oncly “the evidence of fenfe; and there is the very

Hame evidence to’ ‘prove that what ' hefres in the Sacrament is not

2thebody of Chrift ‘bur bread. - So thar here would arife 2 new Con-

wroverfie; whether a man fhould rather believe his Senfes giving tefli-

vmiony againft the Do&rine of Tranfubfiantiation, ot bearing witnefs

wtoraMirac'e wrought to confirm that Do&rine ; there being the ve-

:dz;ﬁme,éﬁdence againft the cruth'of the DoQrine,which thereis for
the'truth of the Miracle: And then the Argument for, Zranfulbflanti-

ation and the Objetion againtt it would juftbalance one another;and

confequently Franfulfiantrarionis not to” be proved by a Miracle, bes

-caufextiat wotild be, 7o prove'ty a man by fome thing that be fees, that

bedeth'siof fee what be fees. And ifthere were no other evidence that

Tranfubflantiation isno partaf the Chriftian Doctrine, this would be

fufficient, thet what “proves the one doth' ‘as much overthrow the

other 5 and"that Mirdcles- which are cérrainly the beft and higheft

exteradl’ proof of ° Chriftianicy are the worft proofin ‘the world

of 'Tannfubfantiation , unlefs a man can renotnce his fénfes at the

fame time that' herelies’ upon ‘them. For a man cannot believe 2

Miraclewithout relyingupon fenfe, nor 7Zranfubffantiation, without

Fenourcing it: *So that’never were any two things fo il coupled to-

getlier as'the Doctrine ‘of ghﬁﬂi&ﬂity ancathat ot Zranfubfiantiation,

‘becaufethiey draw feveral ways,and are ready to ftrangle one another;

becaufe the main‘evidénce of the Chriftian Doctrine, whichis Mira-

clesyis refolved intotheeértainty of fenfe, but this eivdence is.clear
and point.blank dgaial'Tranfubfantiation. e

| ‘And Laftly, T'would ask what we are to think of the Argument

'which our Saviour ufed to convince his Difciples after his Refurrecti-

on that his Body ‘Was really rifen, and that they were not deluded by

a Ghoft or Apparition ;3ls it a neceflary and conclufive Argument or

mot 2 'Aud be [aid unto them,why are ye troubled ? and why do thoughts

arife in your hearts > Behold my bands and my feet, that itis I my [elf ;

jor a Spirit bath not fiefb and bones,as ye fee me have. (Luke 24.38,3 1(3)')
\ ut
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But now if we fuppofe with the Churchof Rome the Do&rine of Zras-
Jubftantiation to be true, and that he haq inftructed his Difciples in it
juft before hisdeath,ftrange thoughts might juttly have rifen in their
hearts, and they might have faid tohim ;.Lord, it isbut a few days
ago fince though didft teach us notto believe our fenfes, but direltly
contrary to what we,faw, viz. that the bread which thou.gaveft us
in the Sacrament,though we faw it.and handled it and tafted it to be
bread, yet .was not bread, but thine-own natural, body 5 and now
thouappealeft toour fenfes to prove that this.is thy body which we
-now fee. 1f feeing and handling be an unqueftionab'e evidence that
things are what.they appear toour fenfes,then we were deceived bes
fore in the Sacrament ; and if they be not, then we are not fure now
that this is thy body which we now fee and handle, but it may be
perhaps bread under the appearanee of flefh and bones, juft as inthe
‘Sacrament, that which we faw and -handled and tafted to be bread
‘was thy flefh and bones under the form and appearance of bread.N ow
upon this fuppofition,it would have been a hard matter to have quic-
ted the thoughts of the Difciples : For if the Argument which our
Saviour ufed did certainly proveto them that what they faw and
handled was his body, his very natural flefh and bones, hecaufe they
faw and handled them, (which it were impious to deny.). if would
as ftrongly prove that what they faw and received before. in the:Sa-
-crament was not .the natural body and bloud of €438, butreal bread
and wine: And confequently, that according to our Saviour’s argi-
g after his Refurreion they had no. reafon to believe 7; ranfubfi an-
tiation before. For that very Arpument by which our Saviour-proves
the reality of his body after his Refurredtion doth  as ftrongly prove
the realty of bread and wine after Confecration. . But our Saviour's
Argument was moft infallib'y good and true, and therefore the Do-
&trine of 7rinfubfiantiation is undoubtedly $aMe 1 i haviols 9

Upon the whole matter I fhall onelyfay this, that fome other
Points between us and the Church of Reme are managed vvith fome
kind of witand fubtility, but this of 7. ranfubflantiation is caried out
by mere dint of impudence and facing down of Mankind.

And of this the more difcerning perfons of that Church are of latﬁ:"1
grown fo fen(ible that they would now be glad to be rid ofthis od ious.
and rediculous Do&rine. But the Council of 77ext hath faften’d it
totheir Religion, and made it a neceffary and eflential Point of their

‘Belief;
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elief, and they cannot now part with it if they wou'd ;it is like g
jill-ftone hung about the neck of Popery which will fink it at the laft.
“And though fome of their greateft Wits, as Cardinal Perron, and®
late Monfieur Arnaud , bave undertaken the defence of itin great
olumes ; yet it isan abfurdity of that monfirous and mafly weigh:,
atno humane authority or wit are able to fupport it ; [t will make
c very Pillars of St. Perer’s crack, and requires more Volumes to
akeir goed than would fill the Fatican.
And now I would apply my felfto the poor deluded People of thae
hurch. if they'were either permitted by their Prieflts, or durft ven-
re without their leave to look into their Religionand to examine
e Do@rines ofit. Comfider, and [bew your felves men. Do not fuf-
your felvesany longer to be led blindfold, and by animplicit Faith
your Priefts, into the be'ief of non-fenfe and contradiion.
link itenoughand too muchtolet them rook you of your money for
etended Pardons and counterfeit Reliques, but let not the Authori-
ofany Prieft or Church perfuade you out of your Senfes. Creduli-
is certainly a fault as well as Infidelity : and he who faid,blefled are
ey that have not [een and yer have believed, hath no-where faid,
fled are they that have feen and yet have not believed, much lefs
led are they that believe diretly contrary to what they fee
To concludethis Difcourfe. By what hath been faid upon this Ar-
ment it will appear, with how hittle truth and reafon, and regard
the intercft of our common Chriflianity, itis o often faid by our
verfaries, that there are as good arguments for the belicf of 7raxn-
flantiation as of the Do&trine of the Zrinity : When they them-
res do acknowledge with us that the Do@rine of the Zrinity is
unded upon the Scriptures, and that according to the interpreta-
uof them by the confent of the ancient Fathers: but their Do&rine
Tranfubftantiation | have plainly thewn to have no fuch ground,
I that thisis aknowledged by very many learned men of their own
urch. And this do&ring ef theirs being firft plainly proved by us
be deftitute of all Divine Warrant and Authority, our Objections a-
nft it from ‘the manifold contradi®ionsof it to Reafonand Senfe
fo many Demonftrations of the falfehood of it. Againft all which
y have nothing to put inthe oppofite Scal but the Infallibility of
ir Church, for which there is even lefs colour of proof from Scrip-
e than for Tranfubflantiation it felf. But fo {ond are they of their
T oW i)’

5
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own Tnnavations and Erroars, that rather than the Dictates
Church, how groundles and abfurd foever, fhm@i call’
on; racher than not have their will of us inimpofing Up
pleafe, they will overthrow any Article of the Chr
{hake the very foundations of our commonReligions
that the Church of Rame'is not the! true Mother, dinc
-well contented that Chriftianity wdbm rayed "ratl Lie
~Point in queftionfhould"be dg‘cideﬁ:qggtﬂ-ﬁéﬂ" s hoag s odes
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