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The Hazard of Being Saved in the Church of Rome

)  The -Hd{&}d of being Soved Serm)a

4+ The Dotirine.of Tranfubffantiation. A hard word, but T would to God
that were the worft of it ;" the zhing is much more difficult. I have taken
fome pains to confider other Religions that have been in the world, and I
mutt freely declare, that I never yet in any of them met wich any Article
or Propofition, impofed upon the belief of men, half fo unreafonable and
hard to be belicved asthisis : And yet this in the Romifb Church is efteemed
one of the moft principal Articles of the Chriftian Faith ; tha therc is no
more certain foundation for it in Scripture, than for our Saviour’s being fub-
ftantially changed intoall thofé things which are faid of him, as that he isa
7ock, a wine, adoor, and a hundred other things. :

But this is notall. This Do&rine hath not only #0 cdrtain Foundation in
Scripture, butI havea far heavier charge againft it, namely, that it under-
mines the very foundation of Chriftianity it felf. And {urely nothing oughe
tobe admitted to be a part of the Chriffian Dottrine which deftroys the rea-
fon of our belief of the whole. And that this Do@rine does fo, will appear
evidently, if we confider what wasthe main argument which the Apottles
ufed to convince the worldof the sruth of Chriftianity; and that was this,
That our bleffed Saviour, the Author of this Doirize, wrought fuch and [uch mi-
racles, and particularly that he rofe again from the dead.  And this they proved
becaufe they were eye-witneffes of " his miracles, and had feen him and con.
verfed with him after he was rifen from the dead. But what if their feafes
did deceive them in this matter? then it cannot be denied but that the main
proof of Chriftianity falls to the ground. :

Well! We will now fuppofe (as the Church of Rome does) Tranfubs
Jfeantiation to have been one principal part of the Chriftian Do®rine which
the Apoftles preached. But if.this Dorine be true, then all mens {cnfes
are deceived in a plain fenfible mateer, wherein ’tis as hard for them to be de-
ceived as in any thing inthe world : For two things can hardly be imagin’d
more different, than a litrle bis of wafer and the whole body of a man.

So that the Apoftles perfuading men to believe this Doctrine perfuaded
them not to truft their fenfes, and yet the argument which they ufed to per-
fuade them to this was built upon the dire&t contrary principle, that mess
[fenfes are to be truffed. For if they be not, then notwithftanding all the evi-
dence the Apofties offer’d for the refurre@ion of our Saviour, he might not
be rifen, and {o the faith of Chriftians wasvain. Sothat they reprefent the
Apoftles as.abfurd as is poffible, sz, going about to perfuade men out of
their fenfey'by virtue of an argument, the whole ftrength whereof depends
upon the certainty of fenfe.

And now the matter is brought to a fair iffue; If the teftimony of fenfe
be to be relied upon, then Tranfubfantiation is falfe; If itbe not, then no
man is fure that Chriftianity is true. Forthe uemoftaffurance that the Apo-
ftles had of the truth of Chriftianity was the teftimony of their own fenfes
concerning our Saviour’s Miracles, and this teftimony every man hath
againtt Tranfubffantiation. From whence it plainly follows, that no man
(no not cthe Apoftles themfelves ) had more reafon to believe Chriftianity
to be true, than every man hath to believe Tranfubftantiation to be falfe.
And we who did not fec our Saviour’s Miracles (as the Apoftles did ) and
have only a credible relation of them, but do fee the Sacrament, have lefs
cvidence of the truth of Chriftianity than of the fallbood of Tranfwbftantiation.

:But cannot God impofé upon the fenfes of men, and reprefent things to
them otherwife than they are? Yes, undoubtedly. Andif he hath revealed
that he doth this, are we not to believe him? Moft certainly. Butthen we
ought to be affured that he hath made fuch 2 Revelation ; which Affurance
noman can have, the certainty of fenfe being taken away. T fhall
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11 prefs the bufinefs a little farcher. Suppofing the Seriprare to be a
Dizzigzallfwlation, and that thefe words ( This is my Body ) if they be in
Scripture, muft nece(farily be taken in the ftrict and literal fer}{é 5 Lasknow;
what greater evidence any man has that thefe vc{ords ( This is my Body) are
in the Bible, thanevery man has that the Bread is not chang’d in the Sacra-
ment? Nay no man has fo much; for we have only th_e evidence ef one
fenfe that thefe words are in the Bible, but that the Bread is not chang d we
have the concurring teftimony of feveral of our fenfes. In a word, if this
be once admitted that the Senfes of all men are deceived in one of the moft
plain fenfible matters that can be, there is no certain means left either to con-
vey or prove a Divine Revelation to men; nor is there any way to confute
the grofleft impoftures in the world : Forif the clca}' cvidence of all mens
{enfes be not {ufficient for this purpofe, let any man, if he can, find a better

vincing argument. .
ani.mlozsiﬁoirrlx&ancc%ut ;gn one Doirine more ; And that fhall be, their Do-
Grine of depofing Kings in café of Herely, and abfolving their Sub;g&g
trom their Allegiance tothem. And this is not a mere Jpeculative doctrine,
but hath been put in praétice many a time by the Bifhops of Rome, as evng
one knows that is vers’d in Hiftory. For the troubles and confufions whic
were occafion’d by this very thing make upa good part of the Hiftory of fe-
ve;aé(;:%e;; body expe&ts that I fhould take the pains to thew that this was
not the Do&rineof our Saviour and his Apoftles, nor of thg an!twe Chl:l-
ttians. The Papifts are many of them {o far from pretending this, }_hat in
fome times and places, when it is not {eafonable and for their purpofe, W'i‘
have much a-do to perfuade them that ever it was their Dotrine. l}u: hl
Tranfubffantiation be their Do&trine, thisis ; for they came both out ol ;dc
fame Forge, I'mean the Council of Lateran under Pope Innocent the Third.
Andif ( asthey tellus) Tranfubffantiation was then eftablifh’d fo was hss.
And indeed one would think they were Twins and brought forth at the
fame time, they are {0 like one another, both of them fo monitroufly un-

-ealﬁl)j]albcl;mc now in the fecond place to confider fome Praéfices of the
Church of Rome, which I am afraid will prove as bad as her Do#rines.
inftance in thefe five.
! ﬂrlfm'}‘r;leir celebrating of their Divine fervice in an unknown tongue. Axl:d
that not only contrary to the prattice of the Primitive Church, andto t tz
great end and defign of Religious Worlhip, which is the edification g»
thofe who are concerned init, (and itishard to imagine how men ca{l& J
edified by what they do not underftand ) but likewife in dirett contradf: i-
onto St. Paut, who hath nolefs than a whole Chapter whercin he con utej
this praétice as fully, and condemns it as plainly as any thing is .condemnl::.
in the whole Bible. And they that can have the face to maintain that this
prattice was not condemned by St. Pau/, or that it was allowed and ufed in
thefirt Ages of Chriftianity, need not be afhamed to fet up for the defence
dox in the World. . :
o :n Xl‘%::réo:xmunion in one kind. And that notwithftanding that evgn gy
their own acknowledgment our Saviour inftituted it inboth kinds, and the
Primitive Church adminiftred it in both kinds. This I muft acknow}
ledge is o addition to Chriftianity but 4 [acrilegions taking awsy of
an effential part of the Sacrament. ~For the Cup is as effential a partho
theinftitutionasthe Bread; and they might as well, and by the fame autho-

i X d both as well as either. .
rity, take away theone as the other, an ! bo 2. Theic
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