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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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- thon only; never, to my knowledge, by Tuther. Ii does not
" fit by 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-
cration at once also, according to the sound of the words, goes
nto effect, and is not a mere pre-intimation of whalis to become
true afterwards in the moment of distribution, | 7'hialnst restric-
tion, to my mind at least, appears exceedingly arbiteary. - If we

AdIGNULY UL LD T OULUGES UL LG CTOLBSLANL URrckes.  {Uomp,
the sixth book §§. 20-42.)

According to the Catholic doctrine, the change tales place at
the moment of consecration and in virtue of it. L exists 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 inviclably seitled expression it must be betieved : in saneussimo
encharistine sneramento continerd vere, realiter ot substantialiter, corpus et
sanguinem wnn cum anima of divinitate Domini nostri Jesu Christi, ag pro-
inde tolum Christum,—Sess, X1, can I In every Catholig Gatechism, -
this is taught with the same wards. 5


















