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* I pleased Goo the Worn 1o unlte the created Flesh which s of Us without
blemish unto Himself: therefore It is adored, with Gon the Woan, isasmack as Ha
Batk deified Tt"— Awew. af, Chrye, ed. Sav,, vi. gha.

“Grant, O Logp, thet in reading Thy Hely Wosd, [ may never prefer my privats
santimants beforn those of the Church in the pusely ancient timas of Chrisianity."—
Biesor WiLeow, Sacrm Privais, p. 134, ed. 1813
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ADVERTISEMENT.

TrEe second of the following Treatises having in a manner
grown oot of the first, it haa seemed well o ]?ublinh the two
in ome volame; which thus contains the matured views of
the Anthor—the most decided expression of his thoughts—
on the subject of the Holy Eucharist,
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¥. O Loen Jesvs Cmmmer, the same yesterday, to-day, and for
ever.

K. Preserve us from being carried about with divers and
strange doctrines.

Almighty, everliving Fairmez, Whoe hast promised unto Thy
faithful people life by Thine Incarnate Sow, even as He liveth by
Thee; Grant unto us all, and espeoially to our Bishops and Pastors,
snd to those whom Thy Providence hath in any wise entrusted
with the treassure of Thy holy doctrine amongst us, Thy good
Berrr, always so to believe and understand, to feel and frmly to
hold, to speak and to think, concerning the Mystery of the Com.
munion of Thy Sox's Body and Blood, as shall be well-pleasing to
These, and profitable to our souls; through the same our Liozn
Jesve Cueier, Who liveth and reigneth with Thee in the umity of
the same Srreir, One God, world without end, . 4men,




PREFACE TO THE SECOND EDITION.

I WISH here to say a few words, by way of explaining why

this little book re-appears with only sych slight changes,
as will be found on comparing the present with the First
Edition.

Besides correcting a few oversights,—mare, however, and
less excusable than I could have wished,—those changes are
mostly confined to that portion of the work which deala with
the intention of the final revisera of the Prayer-bock; on
which point, as far as I have gone hitherto, all additional
researches have tended only to strengthen oor case.

I could mot be without misgivings, when I fonnd that
some of those, whom I am bound on all accounts deeply to

. respect, thomght the treatise imcorrect im reasoning, and
{what indeed I should most exceedingly deprecate) its
conclusions, if not its general spirit, alien to those of the
English Church,

I have therefore re-considered it to the best of my leisure
and ability ; and can only hope that it is not mere self-
deceit which makes me feel unable to plead guilty to either
of these very serious charges.

It has been said that the two first chapters of the Essay
are irrelevant,—that they proceed on an ignoralio elenchi,—
because they do not, it is conceived, of themselvea prove, that
our Lord’s Person is to be adored az present in the Eucha-
rist by a Real Presence of His Body and Blood,—the In-
ward Part of that Sacrament. Waiving the question how far
the negative is correct, the places there alleged will mot,
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I imagine, seem irrelevant, if taken together they constitute
a reasonable presumption in favour of that Presence, and the
worship resulting from it: just as the fact, that everywhere in
the Holy Seriptures we are encouraged to pay all honour and
devotion to our Lord, and nowhere warned against excess in
3o doing, wonld constitute a strong presumption in favour of
His proper Godhead, though there were no express texts to
sssert it; and is a strong resson for interpreting doubtful
texts and ambigoous sayings of the Church in the higher
rather than in the lower sense concerning Him. This is,
indeed, sll that those two first chapters profese®; and if
they do carry us so far, I cannot allow that they are irrcle-
vant to the main argument; which, in this aspect, may be
stated thos:—
If the gemeral presumption from Seripture and from Natu-
ral Piety be in favour of Eucharistical Adoration, then doubt-
- ful passages in Seripture, in Fathers and Liturgies, and in
our own Formularies, shonld be construed in that sense.
Bat soch presumption docs exist, unguestionably, to a very
great amount. Therefore such should be our rule of inter-
pretation.

" Proceeding to Christian Antiquity, the treatise alleges
certain undeniable facts. 1. Writera of high credit in the
fourth and fifth centuries affirm it fo have been the custom
of the whole Church in their time to worship in the Euchs-
rist the Flesh which Christ took of the Virgin Mary, 2.
They mention it as & primitive univerzal tradition. 8. They
sccount for it by the Incarnation, and by the Real Spiritual
Presence in the SBacrament. 4, The Christian world, during
the whole time of which that worship is affirmed, had with
one voice, both in Church and out of Church, been declaring
its faith in such a Presence as no man could believe withont
adoring®. (This I do not profess to demonstrate, but accept

* Bee the Iast section of chap, Ii. and T hope it will be borne in mind
b At least in heart; for T have all along, that nothing external fa
stated in the ontsst of the argument, pecesarily tmplisd; mothing indeed
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it as demonstrated by Dr. Pusey and others.) So that the
historical statement is just what one might expect from the
dootrinal : and there is nothing in antiquity to contradict
either of them; and very much, as we have seen, both in
Seripture and in man's natural heart, to bespeak our favonrs
able acceptance of them.

It is thought, however, that men may safely dizregard the
historieal evidence to the fact of Eucharistieal Adoration,
{a.) because, ns here exhibited, it is comprised in only four
or fiva passages; or, (S.) becanse these puassages are re-
ferred to by Boman Catholics for the same parpose: and as
to the doctrinal statements of the first five centuries, con-
curring as they do entirely with the historical testimonies,
it is by some replied, (y.) that the Fathers and Liturgies
teach a Virtual Presence but Real Absemce of the Body
and Blood of Christ: by others, not so , (8.) that there
13 indeed full testimony to the Presence, but that the wor-
ship does not follow, seeing that His Body and Blood may
be present apart from His Divine Person. (&) Cases (and
they are very numerous) to which neither of these state-
ments can be made to apply, are presently disposed of with
the remark, That the Ancients were writing rhetorically,
oot theclogically, and would have expressed themselves
otherwise had they been aware of the errors which shonld
one day arise in the Church. On esch of theso solutions
I will say s few words, just to indicate why they do not
appear satisfactory.

(#.) To a public matter of fact, such as the custom of
Adoration, four or five contemporary witnesses, ¢ircum-
stanced as those Fathers were, would be held by most bis-
torians amply sufficient; unless there were strong counter
evidence, or an overpowering degree of intrinsic improba-
new or strange, wor more than plons  Wo need to start back, s if one were
Church people (onleas they have baen  tesching some new thing, instesd of
embarrased by thecries) babitually ouly helping Christians to approve to
practise, thongh it may be with some-  their own judgments what thoy have
thing of ignorance or indielinctoess.  always felt devoutly in their hearts.
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bility in their statements; neither of which ean here be
slleged. All that has been said comes to, * There might
have been more evidence than there is.”

(8.) A moment’s thought will shew that the mere use of
a doctrine or an interpretation by the Roman Catholies ia no
reason why we should reject it; unless we mre prepared to
reject all points in onr eommon Creed, which they prove, as
we do, by Bcripture and Antiguity.

{v.) The question between a Real and Virtual Presence
ean only be decided (as far as it depends on Ancient Con-
gent) by a thorough critical jnduction of passages. For the
groundwork of such a process, and something more, a person
may well avail himself of Dr. Pasey’s work above mentioned ;
and the Liturgies, which do not enter into Dr, Pusey’s plan,
are happily being made accessible through the series in
course of publieation by Mr. Neale. To these and other
like helps the readers of this Essay are referred : the Essay
itself, taking gemerally the doctrine of the Real Presence for
granted, tries to illustrate and enforee from it, and from the
Prayer-book which teaches it, the moral and devotional duty
of Adoration. I have used advisedly the term * Virtual
Presence but Real Absence,” beheving, the two phrases to be
so connected, that they who limit themeelves to the former
do in effect teach the latter, however many of them may
shrink from owning it to themselves; thereby giving a
blessed token that their loving hearts believe more than
their pre-occupied reason discerns in this miracle of merey.
*“They feel that they sre happier than they know.” But
this does not hinder the ill effect of such inadequate
doetrine upon the average sort of those who teach and
hear it.

In order to maintain their view, they are obliged to make
out that those sayings of the Fathers, comparatively very
few, which seem to deny the Real Presence, are the staple
of the whole ancient doctrine. The Eucharistical thoughts
and words of the great theologians, the very Anaphore of




