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THE {10LY EUCIIARIST.
[An extract from Thiersch’s Leetures.]

TaE holy Bucharist differs in this from all other Sﬂtrnﬂj{‘,nﬂﬂ,
in the Catholic system, that it is taken (o be nol _ontv i snera-
mient, but it the same time alsn u sacrifice el i this view f reql
propitiation for the sing of (he living aud the dewdd. I m?m]?ix;f
fug the Catholic doctyine wilth our Wi then, it must be (,nn:‘:u -
et uner sueh twofold aspeet, st bs o sserement and afier
wiards ws o seerifive. . ) o

Taking it up now in the first view, we feel here more than
anywhere besiles the need of understanding fuirly, al the mtsel,
what iz 1o be remded as the actual Protestint tlnulrm.«:.‘ L'his
perutines ws veavoidably sy something of the difforonce,
which rent Protesinntism within the Grel ten years of its history
mte two chirehes,

No regand will be hud in the eose. however, 1o whal has hm;n
thoueht mul speken on the stibject of thiscontroveisy 1:_\{' certpin
modern thealuriing, who let us Tnaw more o less plainly Ll\i\t:
they do not pretend to he governed in their jrdmment slm])l_j."l\_y
the Bible, or (o interpret it with i)l:llt;‘.‘ltl';‘: Elli:l!lih‘ilﬂ:t from itsell
anly and not from a Joreign: soucee. Prome such Protesiantism
ne salvadion is to be expected for the eause o which it Lelongs,
and it ean bave no part, remaining what it now 19, in fies chureh
of the futre. "This will know and feel, in-proportion precisely
i its new experience of the eperations and gifls of I]lt}il;l'n'ly
Ghost, that it i called to honor i the soleinnity of the citcharist
aw most sucred amd unfathomable mystery ol Divine love, and
(liat abl which pious chiureh teachers of past times have f“:nn'lliur

magnify it falls short sill of the wouders of gruce it actunlly
¢oniiing. ) -

Tooking al our Protestant theolegy os it now stands, we may

sy that wlready ol those theologinns \Im profess fith in the
read incarnation of the teae God in Christ, dne sihmit {hemselves
1o the deelarations of the Holy Scriptures as lnl:nlllhrlzz m';uilﬁs.ul'
diving wistdon, are inoce and mere ngreed in thiss That :/jh‘lll'-
afi and Oeeolampndivg went oo for, when they found in the
Tord's supper ondy o o umentul meal, and in the llsr.aI(JI] !Lﬁ::
mere practical demonstration of fnll.h before men .[lml..n! .t I'D'.-l.
have crred, and do still err, who aflirm that the believer receives

in the encharist nothing more than what hie has aleo and may

have withett it. The necessity of acknowledging a mystery in ]t[u:
wacrament, hus beconie clear for many later theologinns particular
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:Iy from our Lord’s discourse in the sixth chapter of John ; where
the language is so very strong, that all attempts to resalve it into
8 figurative or simply spiritwalistic sense st e tarned by it
sdinto confugion.  The union with Christ which he there proimi-
ses 10 his fullowers, is just the object itself whicl the cuchariat
“was instituted olterwards to seenre.

We may rid ourselves of Zuingli's view, however, without
falling in - with the harsh judasments that ave again pronounced
nruingt. this reformer in onr own thme from the Lanlierun side.
~We know that he was carried fnto an extrome with his doctrine,
- througl opposition to the Catholis doctring and practice as they
dlren stood. e propnsed o destiny ot onee the basts of all Uit
appeared {0 him an abuse in the sacrifice of the wass md jts

applications, by denying the acival presence of ‘Christ in the

hords supper. Il ervor, and that of his fullowers, stond in

this, that they supposed it possible only in suel way 10 avoil the

alwizes, which notoriously prevailed fn the churelt at that tinse,

This congideraiion does nut serve to concenl the ervor of (e

view in question s but i so axplains it, that while we acknow!-

cedge iton the one side 10 be wrone, we must feel oueselves

hound on the other to exercise o beeoming indulgence towards

the men whe fiest broughe it forward,

Ceelvin struck out omidfle view hetween the Liondeen and
Zaiinglisn, which enabled Dim first to fll i with the Witen-
berg Cancard, and then sgain o unite widthe Zuinelian iner-

~estin the Consensus Tignrinus,  Merely to comprebend his
“theory, and to state it faitly, is by no means an ensy task ; while
‘& just eritical estimate of its octual sense may be said to helony
to the very hardest probtems of theology.  When Calvin’s doc-
trine, withoul opposition al least Gom Befuncthon, crept in
among the followers of this st in Wittembery, il Jed thus (o
the nitghty reaction that followed on the side of strict Lutheran-
~ismy e three propositions which beemne the shibboletl of Lu-
theran orthodoxy were @ the “ communication of attribuies real
and not simply verll”—an ¢ el smoduction”—and the
manducation of the ungodly.””  T'he first of these threa pro-
~positions, reluting 1o the doctring of . Christ’s Person, fulls not
now in our way ;3 the second and third define (ie distinetion he-
tween the Lutheran doctrine of the Lord’s supper and the Cal-
“vinistie, “As regards now the proposition Uil unbeliovers ulso
sreceive the Taord’s body, there should be no confessivnal contro-
‘versy about it; for it refers {o a question, that has no right prop-
2y to be presented in the Climistian Chureh, Our Lord did not
“institute his supper for unhelievers, and theiv participation i it
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is an abuarmity, that came not forward in the apostolical oge,
and is therefore not referred 1o at ol in the New Teslamen,
The apostle spesks Indeed of such as partake of the mystery
unwarthily 3 they @ eat and drink judament to themselves,™ b
not discerning € the Lord’s body.”  Dut those mrworthy conts
municanls are there not ungodly, not unbelieving.  They are
heliovers, who luve pot made proper preparation.  These recelve:
actoally the Lord’s body ; and so much therefore the passage of
all eveuls means, that this bady is objectively present independ-
ently of the communicant’s mind, and is received also along,
with the bread independently of the amount greater ot less of
hig fuith and preparation. Qs

But if it be asked now ¢ Is this panticiption by the mouth 7

it is necessoy Lo pied aside (st some: misunderstandings, between
those who answer Yes, and those who answer No. It is snying
100 littfe, when the Reformed theotorians speak of 2 eibus men-
Zis ar wental foad 5 sinee this looks o easily aml onesidedly to
an activity of reflection, and n presence for memory or 4t best
for the tmagination. 'The right cxpression Ias been hitupon-
here by those Lutheran divines, who vequive thet the body of
the Tord shall be owned for u cibus novi hominis, an aliment of
the new nan. Por the biblical conception of the ' new man,
whicte after Gorl is ereated in righteousness and true holiness)”
(not to be confounded with the **inner man,”) is so deep and
comprehensive, that the nourishment of i carries in it o refer
ence of itsell also to the future ploriication of our bodies. Only -
then, and in such form,shall we be new men in thie whole, male
camplete us sons of God and set in the full possession of eiernl
tife. The glorification of ihie body however, or te resurrection
to fife, is nothing else thun a transformation into the likeness of
tho glorious body of Christ. But now the sure pledge of our
slorifieation, aeeording 10 the doctrine of the old ¢liureh which
has its ground algo in the New Testament, is given in the haly
suppur.  Elere we tome upon sonrething, which Calvin sceks
fudeed ta reach, hut does not Tully reachin fact.  An excellent
and (ruly enlighienad theoligian af the present tme has well
remked, that notling is w be wsked of the Reformed churth,
but that she acknowledge in truth the glorification of Clirist's
hody.

11 return however, we must aleo allow, that every doctrine (E}
false which pretends to place the Lord’s body in one categary
with common ohjeels of sense, and so (o fix its presence under
definite and eircamscriptive local dimensions.  The holding of
the 1oystery in this way, will be found in truth to ovesthrow

ﬁgy “both. the mystery itself and the glerification of Christ’s
Vo are’ fuily convineed; that Clristian- theology must malke
LY (3 = *
ils mind ta tie unyeserved aclnowledgment ol an objective
mystery in the Christian worship;.  The words-used in the insti-
tation of the'Lord’s supper, taken in-connection with the gener-
ol doctring of the New. "’ostament, are too powerful a estimony
ere 1o be disputed.  Those- who deny it have allowed them-
selves to'be Jed in part into- the sore blunder, of stibstituting for
the Savioutr’s mystical Janguage, in die distribution of he sacra-
ent, sorie other form of speech ; either, ¢ This is the com-
nunion-of the bady of Ghrist,” or, “ Thy faith in the bedy of
Chyist, which was delivered up to death, strengthen thee unto
eternal life.”  This- However should be as fittle tolerated, ns o
chanpe of (he formula of baptism.  Buttlie,proceeding bz;tmys
an uncomfortable shyness in regind to our Lord’s words, and
rests no doulst on sowe appreliension that the uitcrance of them
at 50 sacred a moment, might stil call upt again the idea of'a
real myystery; o ’ » e
~Altogether then we have a right'to bring no -other docirine
“here into view as Protestant, in contrast withl the Catliolie, but
ot of a true real presence of Christ’s bady -and blood in the
gacrauent afthe allar, of a pressnee which depends, not on the
uith first that we bring along-with us, but an: the Redesiner’s
wi instiintion:and promise. :
T the Gathelic ehureh, this-doctrine, founded on the Sorip-
wes and ancient tradition, has grown into the dogma of tran-
eubstantiation ; ‘and what we have 10 do now is: first, to pluce
tsansubstantintion, in isell considered, in comparison with the
I v oo dedeid T s ot dogtin, (hemraden
: torman dognia, the -adoration
‘of the lest nmmely and comununion in one kind.
.- Thedifference between the doctrine of a real presence, with
which the earthly clements retaiu their substance, and the doc-
Arine of transubstuntiation, is not so greal as-is- sonetimes sup-
posed. - L'liat both - cowe very near together, no one has more
“clearly protlaimed tlian Luther; we may say indved; Luther
considered. tlie doctrines to be so related that. dhey mi}ght well
~enongh stand ‘botly together in the ehurch. ’ :
-~ This insight inte the smallness of the difference between the
wo doctrines, may be gaived in two ways.  Firsi, by consider-
ng how gradually and quietly the old christian doctrine passed
over into the idea ol achange of substance 5 and thew, sccondly
Ay comparing this Tast in s finished scholustie form with the
YOL. Iif,—NO. V. 29
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between tho substance and its acei ; whi i '
{Y?Ghnngcd, the last remnin. ?[ﬁht}f]l:l(gjirc‘)\rf]ﬂg\:](f:r;m{‘ﬁ “;hlUl‘
longs 10:.the accidents amd vihat is o IJI‘E;JI ted 2 the subsinnen
of the bread and wine? is & mero sehe ostion e
amswered one way or .'anh‘f:l'l,“l(;:g ‘:r'li]\(\]’l:‘{ (rlsl'llfbiitz!],’sllllll'. l'ﬂi o
Jermade anarticls of fith.” Tn the c}:‘jwl-.\‘n;::?iﬁnﬁ‘ol;' l\*"ll“'lltn'l“mf
be inchiuded among aceidets, particukar Uillllll“(:-l'.]lcﬂll: r]il',u'\];fiu
o fur, that one can seareely see niore how to l”‘:[il]"'lliii.l l]'u-'0
“view in substanee frow the Lutheran, wlieh stands 10 the si l'Ll]E
- propesition, it notwithstanding the veal ])l'c“:t'l;('c hrn'klm']l'? (l‘
wineremain what they are. We fimd i ufﬁm‘ﬁ FI”‘[T(” il}]t
Irenacus always look upou the conscernred Dread :ll;il'{‘;iiral 'I s
gill o corporal food, which for tuprejudiced thinkine ing :If‘lu
certainly thatthe substance of thew s not changred al’ug l]uj
,_mll‘mh_cs set themselves right with all such i'upr&b:;‘n‘t'lli:r 5 l”f
rcnu_tull‘ng us that the virtue bread and wing huve to nca:wil«:!]tﬁ'J r}yl
strenglien the body is to be deekoned also ammuer {hoie ilf‘tilill("llllfl*'-‘l
inwhich view we hnve noright t think of trausubstantistion e
destroying- any such praperty in 1he eleinents, Wln'nlil en::’
comes to this however, trausubstantiation in itsel* conside -‘(i
{without rezard to its consequences) enn no lonrer he llE‘SﬁI;'FlIiS—[
elifor the standpoint of fajil fram the ru:tl‘ﬁvscncv and a p
d{:mimon there niay be in it from the sense of the Seri ;r ":l“f
him-who fiuds this presence in the Seriptures ':li G
lie of 4y sorious s rhe weriptures, will not seem to
of any s account,  This feeling hus been apenly bx-
ressed also once ond amain, in tines follow mrion
= S ' rain, ollowing the Relorniation
v Ddti}ulm as wellns Laitheran divines,  If there is anv ong
among ‘the lust who deserves 1o he numed ps mll!wr?n:'iz} U'L'c
getical ‘maiters, it will be allowed 1o be J. A. Beneol ]"ﬁ[:’
ious scholar declares, in onc of Dis fetters puhiishcf? iy B‘m‘;[u
-l'hn_tllc woulhl“m_uuh sooner undertuke (o prove I_run:uijmil-mli'\}'
sHon from the Seriptures, than that view which ;1clc110\;'lurir:-' o
‘reu}‘ Fresln'eﬂ‘cc of Christ’s hody, e
]c 1 L] " Y ] H - -y : y
et bt Gt o i v
‘ ! great, il the first pretended to say that the lost
igchanged into a corresponding part of the Saviours Iy, o h[
0 the wine also into a part of his blood. That « 1‘}11-[1(:::1:'{'"{
of this sort, bringing down the mystery into the =1':I]ul'rc of ¢ -
utort loeal existence and making il thos a I':Iwnon;vru:-:n af =(L:Ul*n'-
re-actually b hand in the Catholic ehureh may» be -T‘lii]é:'zbf
from the exceptional cases, in which ihe show of llJlL:m.(:‘li'!I llr
Jacmdeu!s 18 reported as actually disappearing at times sol HILJ
nilonf the sacred Dblood o be scen as such in the cup, '%i .
- Cuthidlic church would do well not to require fuitls iu.I:l'lirnc!ég

Lutheran doctrine., It is hazardous, to aim-at finding with full -
definitencss in amtiquity, any onc of the modern confessional
views. .Atlempts of this sort lead only too. cusily (o.an unIiis’-.{
torical judgment. A strict historical and philological analysisg
the patisiic doctrine shows rather, that (his docs not. move.s
actly in the track of any of these later systems. It has its oy
pecalinrities, and must be undevstood and expounded frony lieulf,
It is only a very few points out of this rich subject, thal we con.
allow ourselves 1o touch upon here.! i
Flie most learned insleuctive treatises on the question, wheth-
er antiquity favors the Catlolic or the Refenned type of doctring,
are those which came out in ranes wnd the Netherdands during -
the seventeenthy century,  In Jooking biek to these disctissions,
we must say witl Jo A, Elraesti (in his  Antimuatering), tha -
neither of the two parties was able to set untiuity in fufl in-
foreed harmony with their docteine.  The futhers will nel fit
themsclves to the Reformed scheme, and the oldust of them re-
fuse also to go fully with the Catliolic.  Yery distinct doctvinal |
expositions eccur pauticulivnly with these writers, who in the Nes-.
torinn and Futychian controversics have defended the ous per
sont in-two natnres and the two natures in one persow, They
place the mystery of the eucharist in parullel witle (lis domi;
and thig, so as to illustrate the fwegrity of the (wo nuluresin
Clirist, by the conjunction of -the earthly and heavenly elenments
in the =acrament.  ere the heavenly element Tius not yet cotie
to preponderate so completely over the earthily, as in the doctrine.
which aflirms a change of the carthly substanes into the heavs .
enly.  And.yel this-Jast grew very simply, without nny gpning »
and by a sort of natural continuity of thought, ot of the uther,
which also it never wholly supplanted in the church.  Inits
scholastic completion, the “tenel of transubstantiation separules

—_—

1T is affirmed in the later manuals of Dogmatie ITistory, since the time,
of Semler, that the bldest fathers overlonked, in the doetrine uf the Tord s
supper, the inseparable union of the divine Liogos with the humaa nafurg,
and assumed that the Logos enters into @ union with the clements of bread
and wine analegous. with the inearnation, so that no reference was had
whatever to the preseance of the body that suflered, and of the blood that
was shed, for oursing. T pronounce this whnle representation (o be wiee .
false. - It is made up of pire misconceplions, and deserves here no far-
For its fulk refutation, as a deceitful tradition wiich oseribes

oetrine, that wonld destroy the whuole conneetion of the an.
anered o

Iy
ther respect.
o antiguity a d
cient eliristian faith,and that would ananihilate in panicular the most
article of this faith, the mystery of the inearnation, T may refer to my ar
wir]s an the Doctrine of Ireneds with regand o the Eucharist, published in

T udeibach's Journal for Lutheran Theolugy for the yoar 1841, : s
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of this sort; eince.it is amociated with conceplions, tliat conira-

dict her own better doctrine, For this supposes the glorification: -
of Christ’s body, and,u{finms ite preseace only under such exal-

ted i " lnying pagiculur stress.on the thought that the whole
ying p g

Christ, fotus. et tngpger- Christus, is present under ecach of the:
two kinds (Cong, "Lrid. Sess, X111, cap. 3, comp. ibid, canon*

3).2 This dvctrine.is far removed from every Capernaitis. view,
and only in contradiction to it can any one encourage those mira-
cles of the papular bolief, or employ them as proofs for trunsul-

sluntintion.  We only see here ngain however, how the praclice
of this chureh departs from ils theory, and perverts truths.which -

this apprehends in a right way ; and so long as the cuse remaing

thus, it is not to be expecled of couize.that the doctrine of trans

substantiation should find en our side generally that toleration ta
which as a mere theory it is properly entitled,” g

"The deeided stand of the old Protestantism. against this doc-
trine, had regard mainly to the consequences that connect thems

I3 + . . i -
selves with it.  While we go on now to consider these, it will -

be proper to inquire at the same tima Low far they are right,

who tell us that the same consequences, pacticularly the adora-

tiot of the host and the doctring of (e sucrifice of the muss,

llow also from the real presence, This afirmation comes Trom .
two different sides ; first from the rigidly Reforiued, wha just to

avoidhihese consequences reject the realpresence ;. and then from
the Cathiolics, who press on the Lutherans he necessity ol re-
ceiving, along.with (he real presence, the whole doctrine of which

they tuke it to be apart.  Among those who present the miatfer,

under this Ingt view, Bossuet above all deserves to be nawed, an

account especiplly of what he has written on the subjectin his -
History of the Variations of the Protestant Churches. {Coinp. .

the sixth book §§. 20-42.)

According to the Catholic doctrine, the change tales place at

the moment of consecration and in virtue of it. I existg inde.

pendently of the distribution and. participation of the supper;
even after the completion. of the.whole solemnity, the host sill -
remaing the.bady of the Liord. "This conception of a change

subsigting for itself and, fully independent of use, was carried

* Every Capernuitic conception is already shor ont by this, that nccord-
ing to the inviolably settlad expression jt must be believed : in sancussimn
encharistine sneramento continerd vere, realiter ot substantialiter, corpus et
sanguinem wnn cum anima of divinitate Domini nostri Jesu Ghristi, ae pro--
inde tolum Christum,—Sess, X1, can I In every Catholig Gatechism, -

this is taught with the same wards.
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“out by*the theologians of the middle ages with the strictest con-

sequence, which did not shrink even, as is ‘known, from raising

sad in part at least affirming the revoliing question : an ctiam a

_brutis animalibus sumatur corpus Christi

.'The first consequence-of the view which takes the presonce
of Christ to be bound to-the-consecrated host, is the adoration of
the-host, not enly in the moment of conseeration or distribution,
but also_afterwards, when it 4s preserved and exhibited in the
church for worship, or is eorried to a sick person, or is Lorne in
Procession as on the festival of corpus-Chuisti.

_ These consequences. Protestantism avoids, by referring the
Saviour’s promise, on which rests the beliel of his presence,
only to the dispensation snd reception of the sacrament. For
only for this end, andno other, was-the ordinance instituled..

. This Protestant doctrine then is commenly so fixed, as to ad-
- mit the renl presence only in the:moment of purticipation, We

find it 8o taken precisely by {hose Lutheran theologians of the
present time, who on this ground Iny down the rule that the
chriglinn should kneel in the moment of taking the comntunion,
but in this mement alone. :

We find nearly the same view already among the Walden-
siens.  "T'he proposition among athers is ascribed to them : uod
conversio—this they still held—non fiat i manu sacerdotis sed

~inore stmentis.  In the Calvinistic theory it follows of ilself of
‘wourse, that thepresence which it acknowledges is linked to the
« moment of participation, with which tlie subjective nscent of the

eommunicanto-heaven and his spiritual .union with Chirigt are
taken to coincide. -But this limitalion is not so of course on the
Lutherar standpoint. It js thus definitely ultered by Melanc-

- thon only; never, to my knowledge, by Tuther. Ii does not
fiLby any means-the connection of the -strict Lutheran view.
. "Phis'proceeds, and as I helieve correctly, on the iden that the
 real presence has place in consequence of the administration of

the sacrament in conformily with its institution. "The one es-
sential part of this administration is taken to be the consecration.
Through this the promise of Christ, given once for all, nssumes
its special application to the clements in hand. The consecro-
tion “takes place with the words of our Lord : % T'his is—not,
This shall be—my body.” Nothing is more natural, when we

- get out with these premises, than to assitme thatnow the conse-

cralion at once also, according to the sound of the words, goes

“into effect, and is not a mere pre-intimation of whatis to become

true afterwards in the moment of distribution, | 7'hialnst restric-
tion, to my mind at least, appears exceedingly arbitrary. - If we
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agsume that the .promise and the consecralion are the efficient
caunse of the realily of the sacrament, and so far as T can see
Luther daes assume s, thers is no reason al band for digjein-

ing the effect in time from (he canse, and transposing it to a later

moment.  Lanther retained for some time the elevalipn in con--
neclion with the act of blessing.  But what nteaning could this
have for the people, if notto remind them thal in virtue of the
consecration Clurisl wus already present ? ‘ '
T will mot rest here in o mere historieal ohservation. Tt is my-
own conviction, it we shoouldipt away, in the celebraion of
the mystery, 1this arhitrary restristion of i1, to the moment of dis-
ribution.  When sny of the wine iz earclessly spili, or when af
the close of the solenmity what i Teft of the consecrnted ele-
menls-is allowed 1o go 1o eommon . use, it gives the Cmbholies
Beavy and @ stems o me jost offenge. It was nod periitied to
turpy any pact that was left of the paschal Innd, at the clase of
the festival, to conumon use; what remained must be burnt with
fire during the sanie holy night, We also are bound—not to’
worahip what is thus [efi—Dhut siill te preserve it from every sort
of doseerntion, '
According to Tatheran and Anglican rite, the christion_kncels
when he receivesihe sacrament. "Phe Latheran doctrine allows,

that ths stenifics an aderation af the present Christ,  Againel

the proposition of the Catholie ehurel (hat Christ is 16 be wor-
shipped i e cucharist, T woukd nob know what to ohjeet if it
had merely this miganfing, that in (he solemuity of the cueliaist
we should pray to hint s there present. And to restrict this
worghip to° the moment of the distribution of the saerament, re-
pressing it in the interval between the conseeration nnd the dis-

wibiion, is semethine to my judrmentand to my feeling whol-

Iy without reason. 'he wdoration at the moment of consecra-
tion is o observance of the ancient chareh, as we may leam
from Chirysostom. o this observance 1 find nothing to-ohjec!.

In taking the ground that the Protestant gerviee, might amd
shonld approach tie ancfend nsage, I may seem to have maode'n
very dmipuitant concession o Catholicism.  With o much the

greater force apparently nay it urge upon us ils other consequen-”

CeE,

But from ihis very standpoint, these may and must be rather

refused and disowned.  In the ficst place, Protestontizm hos the
holy seriptures and ehristian antiguity on iis side, when il stnods
to the prineiple that'our Lord instituted lis sacrament for the
uze of the solermnity of which he gave ithe example, not that
part of it should be withdrawn from its proper destination, and

1851.] The Holy Eucharist. 455

kept for worship whether in the church or in public procession.
When the churely notwithstanding makes such use of the host,
itis a liberty not sancetioned by antiquity. .. True, this was not
Protestant here cither in s practice.  Theancient chureh knew

. mothing of a communion for the sick as.we now have it, when

ihe minister at the bed of the dying,and in the family circle per-
hapd, goes through a [ull celebration of the supper, The an-
cient usage was raihier, ns is known, that from e bread conse-
crated at the public celebration in the chureh a portion was car-
vied also Dy the deacous to the sick.  Nay, it might be-shown
that even as carly ns the third contury, the practice prevailed of
preserving algo a part of (the conzecrated bread, 1o be used by ‘the
dying in cases of subsequent need.  But such preservation.is
still always for the purpose, not of adoration, hut of actunl nse.

It it be contended: now however, that it follows of itself that

the Jtest should e hooored with worship also in the interval of

its preservadion, Unest deny it Where religious transactions
are in guestion in regand 1o which the conacionce needs to he
well grounded,; we ore hound to ‘exercise the grealest caution fo-
wardhs onrselves and fownrds ihe forms that oller hemselves for
our duvotion, und 1o kkeep closely to the bounds that are preserib-
ed 1o ns by the patiern set before us in the seriplures and cecle-
sinslical antigoity.  We ean not, and dae not, allow to the
ghureh, the rvight of intreducing rew modes of . worship, how-
ever plansible the conclusions on which they are made to rest.

The churely, in ease even slic might indulge individuals in any

stch’ forin of worship, sheuld never make it a law for oll nor
rvise 1 fnto o test of orthedoxy, S
White we oppuse here the requisitions of the Catholicchureh;
it does nol follow tiat we minst chatacterise the adoration-of the
host, in or out of the inass, as idolatry. We know how com-

*mounly this has been done mneng Protestants,  Yiven the Heid-
elbery Catecldsin dous uot hesitale, (o stigmatize the entire’ moss

as “an accursed idolaury” Dot if T may speak out openly
what T think iu this matter, T st eonfess that T would wish to
have no part in such invectives. I cannot rid myself of the im-

- pression; which was made upon me some tine since by, the word

of onc-of our great pocts: * Woe to it who calls o religious
service idolatry, the object of which is Ghrist”—at least in the
wiad of thie worshipper, One who has ever at all brought
heme to himsell that the Catholic is convineed of the Redeem-

- er’s aetital presence in what he thos honors, must shrink cerfain-

ly fromn representations that identily such worship with heathen-
ism.  Just ag litde may its parallel be found in that ess repre-
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.+ As a second conseguence proceeding {rom the doctrine of tran-
“gubstantintion, we turn our atlention now.to the communion
- under one foind and the doctrineg of concamitance. Vhose two
_points are thus related.  The communion df -the laity, and of
non-ollicinting priesis, under one kind, gaided prevalence i the

western church first as.a cuslom or usage.  Alflterwards {he scho-
lastic theelogy soughit lo justify this usage, as well as all other
“parts of the existing systein. This wasdone by the.preposition,
that the whole Christ is present -under each of the two kinds,
that the presence of his body eannot be thought of without that
of his blood and wice verse. "The uvse is aanatter of discipline.
This theory is a mntter of docirine, and was raised into a dog-
ma by the council of Thent. The uvse may be changed again
by the chureh ; the-dogma however, by which itis justified, has
en itrevocably pronounced.
‘/Isolaled cases of a communien under the species of bread
lone, are to be found in-antiquity.  Here ‘belongs-the custom,
alrendy noticed, of conveying o the sick n portion of the con-
georated bread.®  Of a communication of the cup going along
with such instances, no trace that Tknow of is on record, - Siill
hese accostons are 1o be regarded -only as cases of necessity.
Yhen the cup is withdrawn lere and there in the Oriental
chiurches, it is also by such uecessary -exception, nnd not ns rule
and Jaw.  Only in the Western church has the withdrawal been
riised to any such charaeter, and this oo at a time when the op-
position to trausubsiantialion, as urged by Ratramn and Beren-

rjus, was no-longer heard. Tt goes to show the vast-distance
which had -come to hold in the view of the middle nges, between

o lnity and the priest witen officinting at the altar. ‘But siill
his thought is by no meana suflicient, 1o explain the rise of the
sage: 14 grew -mainly,.no doubt, out of an extreme fear of
rofaning the sacred blood. The danger of profanation, by
pilling, was much greater in handing the cup, than in the case

the host.  Maohler refers ihe withdrawal of the cup also to a
ertnin diffidence whidh the laity felt about using what was so

hensibleformof idolatry, which Jeroboam introiluced into Isracl
wwhen he coused molten calves to be sbt up at Dan aod Bethel,
that Jehovah the -God of Israel might be worshipped through
them as images or symbols.  Neither is the warship which was
afterwarils rendered io the brazen serpent, (Nehushtan,) once
erected by Moses in the wildlerness as a sign of salvation, io be
drawn hiere into comparison. 1 know but one analogy that we
way fairky bring from the ‘Old Testament, Only in the place .
whieh the Lord should choose lorhis nune to dwell there, were
snerifices 1o be offered. So it was commanded in the Mosaie
law.- Nevertheless the Israclites transgressed this restriction Jaid
upon them by Ged, nearly ot all thnes down to the first destruc- -
tion of Jerusalem, ond sacrificed not only in Jeruanlem or Shi-:;
loh, but also on the high -places.  And this Sorauel also did;
who notwithstanding was a judge and prophet of the Lord.
Although oo e abzerved not (he prescribed rule, he was not at
ance visited with condemnation, but stood under Divine indul-
gence.  So is it alse here.  The worel”, ~f the host, as it hes’
place in the Catholic church, transgresses the vight bounds. - No
one wha ig better informed should take past-in #.. Noone
ghould he fovced toit.  SUll, those who have not-such betier
Inowledge, and suppose themselves (o be honoring Christ in this
way, are 1o-be regarded as under Divine indulgence.
in the known contraversy, how far o Protestant also may par-
ticipale in the kaceling before the sanctissinm of the ‘Catholis:
church, Lwa cases, in my opinion, shonld le distingnished. It
is a general clhristian principle, that the reality and efficacy of a’
sacrament does not depend -on (ke personal worthiness of the
administrator ; -nccording to Proteatant, view lie cannot eyes by
a false intention vitiale the reality of the transaction. Hence:
then (ke solemnily of Ute mass must be acknowledged as a tjue’
celebration of the Lord’s supper, nnd the presence of Christin’
it firmly held.” If this be 0, & Protestant who sces no ground.
for restraining this presence 1o the raoment of distribution, iy,
jeel himsell spontancously moved 4o kneel along with the rest
at the time of consecration ; he may not consider il vight to give
offence on thispoint to those with whom he worships, But
what might prevent him from such compliance, and go rom at-
tendance on the mass altlogcther, would he tlie faet, hat accord-
ing to n very widely extended conventional vicw, kneeling o
the mass fs (nleen as.a sign of goiog over o the Roman church
or of agreement with its whole system of faith. Tt is quite an-
ather matter however, where Protestants are required to kneel
aleo when the host is carried in procession or hatne (o the sick,

When in the case of the tholy supper thus, what had place nriginnlly
mly'as a neeessity for the sicl came to be in the western cliure the reign-
g cusiom, namely communion under one kind, the faet forms n remarka-
e histarical parallel with the course of things in regard to the rite of ‘bap-
tism. - Anciently baptism was administered by aspersion only 1o the sick
{baptismus elinicornm, ) but afterwards this became'in the west the veizning
ole. 'The oriental (Greelr} church an the other hand has retained, a5 the
manign jn both kinds. g0 alse the form of baptism by imiersioz,
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hich view it
must be thonght of-as o voluntary mensure on the part of the
people themselves, father than as inposed upon them by priestly
pride. 'This is the mest favorable derivaiion of (he usame for
the Cutholic church, and altogether it s not historically itn[;'ohn-
ble. But when it is brought forward in the way of apology, it
should be remembered thial sich diflidenes with regard 1o using
the means of grace which Ghirist has provided for al] b(:lib\'cl:.;'
is in itsell fulse and wrong., Tiis the same sort of diflidence,

sacred, in view of ‘thelr own unworlhiness; in wl

that Jed any in the ancient chureh to put ofl their baptism as -

long us possible, the sume sort of diflidence that hindersihie pious
Gatholic from admitting tlie witness of adoption which the Holy
Ghost works in the consciousness of believersy it is ‘the same
I]l!lTlIIll;Y that teads hini to tim to the saints for help, vdier than
to the Saviour himgell.  The fecling of wworthiness is in iteelf
good s Dut in all these coses it is misled, aed lacks the Mumine.
tion thatl s shed abroad in the heart by ull confidence in the
+ 2 £ "

Saviour’s rrice. :

Comnnnrion wnder one kind, the source of the great Hussite:
commiotions afier the decree of Constanee, was an evil wlicl it

was conlilently trusted wounld find its remiedy o the council -

ieli atTrent,. On this point, above all, the Protestants withed
to hiwve a hearing in the budy. The councid fofl in with 't
wish,  Tothe thitteenth session (11eh Qe 1531, after all he!
side, lind been setiled in redation to the cucharist as o sacrament,
the decision of four articles; of which thresreferved to the with-
holding of the cup, was deferred (1 the aivil of tie Protest.
ant delegales, for whom adso a safe comluet was ordered.*  In
the fificenth session (25th Jan. 15532), and =till Luer, after nn al-
most ten years’ interruption of the couneil, on thie 4th of March
1562, the safe conduct was renewed,  Finally in the twenty
first session (10t July 1562, the four articles were decided ful=
ty in the sense of (he Catholis tadition, the (st Ghree thus
against the Protestons, | Quly these Lo questions were sill left:
“Whether the reasans whicli led to the withdrawal of the cup con-
tinue so of forco, that the use of itiay on no ground be allowed

* These four articles were as foliows: 1. An necessariam sit ad salutem,
ot diviso jure praceepium, vt singnli Christi-fileles sub awraque specie ip

sum venerabile sacramentn aceipiant. (On this it was sleeady decided -
at Censtanee, that {1 is not veyrived to receive in both kinds) 2. Nom mis

nus snmid qui sub altern quam qel-sub utragoe commanieat. 3, An erra<
verit saneta mater eeelesiy, faicos el non celebranies sacerdoles sul panis
tantnn specie communicandw. 4. An parvuli etiam communicandt sint.
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to any 77 and secondly : * If in any case there were reasons to
allow the cuap to a nalien or kingdom, whether any, and if so
what, particular conditions should go. along with the grant?”
The -determination of hoth these poinis was reserved by the
couticil for a Inter oceasion. - There was stifl lope thus, that the
wish of the Fmperor, Perdinand L, would -be regoardel, and o
main difficudty in the way of ehurch union be removed. Bul these
expectations aleo were disnppoinied, when ilhe bedy resolved, at
the-clozeof its twenty seeond session (L7th Bept. 1662), to leave
both questions. unsettled, and o refer the whole matter. o the
Pope* deerevit (8. Synodus) intesriim negotinm il sanetissi-
mum -deminum postrame esse referenduin,—iqui pro sua singu-
lari pritdentia id -efficiat, quotd wtile reipublicae. Uhristianae, ct
solutare petentihug usim calivis fore judicaverit,  To such mel-
anchaly conelision eune ihe whols transaction, wlich had been
regarded with so wneh expeetation.” ,

The ceaneil pronouneed in anadhema on any one who should
gay,; (it the ehureh was net moved by just groumds and rensony
10 estublisl communion only under the species of bread for the
Inity 2l non-ofiiciating priests. . Dot what these weighty and
good grovsl: were, was not said. And the fael s, thatif any-
(hing is nnt o be juitified, it is the pemicious decree of Con-
slafice. o

e eharel Dag elinnered the institution of Christ, and vindi-

cated (his changn by tlicories that belung o e sehouls, nid that
can lay the grommd for no article of faith.  Tu the spliere of
gennine chiureh faith and ife, questions like that conecming the

~goneomitanee ot not o e ronght, forward, Tt is enough

here 1o know, how Glirist ihstitured his supper,

. We enn adlow indeed, niy wermust do zo adter Tpther’s ex-
ample, that the Catlolic adzo receives irne eucharist,  Te finds
himeell, o Tone as Bis chureln fogbids him the cup, fn noside of
necessity, similar (o0 Hat of the dying in the ancient chureh.
For that whiclh men withhold fron: him, the Lord himself, can

EThis Deerefum super pelitione qw erssanis enlicis §s purposely not placed
alang will the deetringl decrees of the nweenty seenml session, bt after the
derrreivm dr reformativne, e jmtimate that the object of it helongs to the sphere
af diseipline.

U he Bmperor, who well know that any permission yet o he.obtained
from the Pope wonbl not have the favorabla effeet, that was tu be expected
{from a decision of the Conncil, said 1o some prelates who were present
when he receiveld information of this deeree : * Geatlemen, 1 have done all
that I conld to save my people; mow fool to itin your tuen, you who have.
mast ot stake fn the matter’—Comps Suepi, Hist, dw Cune. de Tiente,
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gsecure fo him a compensation. DBut this does not say, that the
church, entrusted with-the dispensation of the Divine mysteries,
has the right to put her members insuch necessity. Rather thg
law, as itstill stands, is the heaviest apd mest just stone of -
offence. “Fhis precisely isthe abuse, which as expericnce teach-
es brings the purpose of Jeaving the Catholic church with mnany .
to full ripeness, and in truth no other evil in it can well be said =
to-furnish so-fair occasion for, this step. ER

So far as I know, the bishops have power in single cases, -
where the transition of -a Catlelic to Protestantism may he pre-- - -
venied by this and by no other means, to aliow an indjvidual - -
the usc of the cup. In the oase of the Maronites and of the
United Gireeks, Rome allows regulardy commanion in both.. -
kinds, as well na -the mawinge-of priests. . The Pope hos au--
thority unquestionably (o pxtend both allowances o other nations
also, nay to the entire Roman communion. Ilis wot having.
done so since the council of Trent, cannot cut off every hope::
that-n better time may still come. Mohler himself expresses
hopes thit look this way. It isnot indeed christinn, but a8 merd
now are it is siill natural and easy to be explained, that favots
are refused lo enemics which would be granted to friends. If.
the Protestants could only assuime a more peaceable atlitude to-
wards the Catholic chureh, the desire of the best men on'the -
first side might possibly make an impression on the-best men of -
the other side, which could not be made by the most urgent de- -
mands of (he sixteenth and seventeenth centuries.. With the
present temper of the parties, and the tumultuary conduct of -
thase Catholics who seek the restoration of the cup, there is but. ©
small prospect indeed of such.a result s only when the relationg
of the waorld are brought to such a form, that all Christians may. ;-
sec where they have their true [fiends and proper allies,will (here .-
be'room to look for an adjustment also of this difficulty.  Till-
then we must persist, an our side, in a calm but still earnest and <~
firm protest against the withdrawal-of the cup. |

‘ Translated by J. 'W. N.







