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The Reformed Arguments againat the Real Presence of the
Body and Blood of Christ in the ILord's Supper
Examined in the Light of the lnin
¥odern Philosophical System since
Locke

Introdustion.

It has ever bsen the claim of Lutheran theclogians that the
theology of the Reformed seotion of the Christian church was based, not
upon Seripture, but upon a reasonable interpretation of Scripturs. In
other words, to the Reformed theologian the Bible is not the porme nor-
mane, but rather the norma pormata. Reason is his norms pormsng.

This clainm of Intheran theology has never been expressly de-
nied by Reformed theclogians, and, in fact, we find from the earliest
beginnings of Reformed theology, statemsnts which seenm ‘to support that
view. Thus, for instence, in the Gensvan Catechism, written by Calvin,

- the question: "Foterisne rations demonstrare, nihil esse in ea re ab-
surdi?® is enswered: "Same. 51 mihi ooncessum fuerit, nihil Dominum
inptituisse, quod sit a ratione dissentansum”. (Wiemsyer, Oollectio
Confessionum, p.163.)

¥odern Reformed theologians have expressed the same thought
with more clarity and precision. Thus for instance, Charles Hodge in
his Systematioc Theology says: "The Bible never requires us to recelve
as true anything, which the constitution of our nature, given us by Cod
himself, forces us to believe false or imposaible®. (II,390) A soms-
what fuller development of this view is found in the anthoritative
Biblical Repertory and Princeton Review of the year 1845 (vol.XVII,392).
From an artiols, entitled "The Gomn;::l.on betwean Fhilosophy and Reve-

lation" we have culled the following:

"He have said that all natural phenomesna, whether
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physionl or poychological are to be sxplained by
philosophy, and not by the words of Soripture. But
1t is important to observe that thers is a difference
between the physicnl and psyshological truths in the
certainty of which they can be made to bear upen ths
interpretation of Soripture. Thers is generally
more certainty in our knowledgs of phy-lon&l. than
of' psychological truth. For insteance, we know with
absolute certainty, that the earth moves around the
sun, and that the bread end wine in the suchearist
are bread and wine; and of course, Scripture must
bo interpreted accordingly; for God never contra-
dicts in revelation what hs has said in nature; and
it muat be borne in mind, that in all physics all
reaszoning mst esnd ia submission to the senses. For
the illusions of sense can only be corrected by evi-

- dence of the same sort, whers one sense is brought
to tgst:l.l‘y against itself.”

Tho attontive reader will mark that the sentiments sexpressed
in the foregoing quotation geem to be gquestionable from the standpoint
of n concervative Biblical acholar. If the same line of reasoning were
followod out to its bitter conssguence, it would leave us without any
supernatursl facts in religion. But it is by a "happy" inconsistenocy
that the Reformsd theologians, st least those of the conservative school,
have restricted reason as a norm of dootrine to the narrow sphere of
Christology and the Sacraments. It is chiefly here that they have made
use of the argumsnts from possibility and reasonability. It is these"
arguments from reason that wve wish to examine.

Ve have divided our treatise into three sections. In the first
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we shall considsr the crguments from resson which are urgsd by

Beformsd. theologions ll;ﬁll-lt the Renl FPresencs in the Lord's Supper,

and sghow upon whet premises and suppositions thozs argurents ar? haged.
In the sescond ssction wa shall skstch the epistemclogicel investigzations
of modern philosophy sincs lLocks, Peying spacial attention %o those
results whichk have a direct basring upon the prenigss =nd suppositions
which are basic for the Reformed argumsnts.

I. The Reformed Arguments and their Fhilosophical Basis.

In deolineating tho Reformesd objections to the Luthsren doctrins
that Christ's body and blood are really, though sacramsntally and not
locally prosent, in tho bread and wine, it will be well to quote thsir
objsctions, lest any charge of nisroprecentation ba lodged against our
presentntion.

Dr. John lilley, profecsor of Systematio Theology at Drew
Theologionl Sominary {lothodizt Eplscopal) in his Systomntic Theclozy
(I1,58) urges tho following againet the Iuthoran doctrine: 0

' *The hwson maturs agpumed by the Logos in the in-
oarnation remained human, with the attributes of the human,

In itseolf it possessed ths cnpacity for only sush knowledgs,

porrar, and prossnce cs is polll'ble- to the human., FHow, ‘then,

conld 1t _hom omisclent, omnipotent, and omnipresant?

The answer is, through the divins nature, with which it was

united. But if this union answers for such results, elther

it must give 'b;thoﬂnl.h nttributes of the human nature the

plenitude of the infinits, or invest that nature with the
attributes of the infinite. Attributes of kmowledgs, power,
and presence, such ns we here contsmplats, are concrets reali-

-EI.-- of being, not mere notions or names. There ocan be nelther
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knowladge, nor powor, nor presonce without ths appropriats
ettribute of being. The being must answer for the character
of the attribute, and th-.nttﬂhh mst answer for all that
:|. affirmsd of it. Only o mind possessing the power of ab=
solutes knovledge can be omnlsclent. Ommipotence must have
itz ground in a will of absoluts porer. Omnipresence, such
as the Lutheran Christology affirms of the humen naturs of
Christ, ia poasible only with an infinite oxtension of being.
Iience, oither the finito attributes of the humen naturs assumed
by the Logos mist bs 1ifted into the infinitnds of the divins
attributos, or the divine attributes must bs invested in the
hummn neturs, which is intrineiocslly finits, ard which in 1t-
gelf, sven as the Lutheran Christology concedes, must ever
romain £inite." :

"It is at this point that ths dootrine mou'borf
insuperuble difficulties, even absolute impossibilities.
There is no possiblility that the human nature of Christ should
possess the attributes of omiscience, omipotsnce, and omai-
presencs, whick the Iutheran Christology asoribes to 1t. It
is properly regarded as an axiom that the finite has not a
capacity for the infinite - "Elnitum pop capsx infinitl'.
" Tho prinoiple is absolutely trus in applioantion to the points
vhioh e here mke. The finite attributes of the human nature
ocan neither bs enlarged to the infinitude of the divins attri-
butes, nor receive into themselves the plenitude of the divins,
Felther can ths finits nature of wan receive the investwsnt
of these divine attributes. But thers can be no ommiscience
without the attribute of absolute knowingj no ommipotsnce of
of being without a will of absolute power; no omipresence
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of being without en infinits extsasion. Hors are the im-

poesibilities which the Lutheran Christology encountersz in
the aseription of such attributes to the human nature of
; Christ.”

In thisc line of argumsntation against the Lutheran dootrine,
we [ind that Dr. liiley has based his vhole argumsnt orn the two stata-
monts: 1. "Abtributos of Imowledze, powar, and procents « « » Are
gorerato reclitios, not msre notiors or neorias.," Dr, Ililey hors assums
that tho attributeos of Ikmovwledge, power, cnd presencs have =n axistsnce
outazide of the pn:'-eol.v!.n;; nind, Now ths attribute "prosonce” is ogui-
valont to the attributs of extoncion; tho attribute "power® implies
the iden of forsce, t:l.z;n. cause exd affoct) and the attribmts "kEnowledgs”
iz bazed on the idez of understsnding. He assumes that the attribates
of cxtonsion, mobility, and the notions of causs and offect, ond under-

standing can in sonso bo soparated from tho objects in which they

inkars.

Hin -:_euonﬂ statomsnt is: "Tho being mst anewor for the
charnoter of the attribute, and tha attribute must answer for all that
iz effirrmed of it". Fo makss the assortion that attributss condition
baing. Azain he egsumseg that an attribute is an essentinl pu':h of an
object, that the attributes are realities ovtside of itha mind which
perosives them,

Dr. Bobort L. Dabney, profsssor at ths Union Theological
Seminary of Virginia (Proal:yh::inn. South) says in his Systemtic and
Folenic Theology (2.808):

"The Lutheran exegesis . . . doss not outrage the
mnderstanding so much b requiring us to believe that sub-
stance con bs separatsd for all its acoidents; for it pro-
fasges to loave the substance of the brend untouched « « o » :
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But the root of my crgursnts [ogainst tm;mubmuauon]upmy
azainzt 1%, 2nd neod not b3 racapitulated.”
The argumont ogainct transubestantiation, vhich ke oppliss to
tho Lutheron doctrine, ic found in tho sams work {p. 8068) a=i roads
a8 followa:
"AZain, it ic impossible for mattsr to be ubiguitous; but
Christ's body muat b2 so, if this doctrins be trus. inmd 1t ic
waln to atteuwzt an ovasion of these too argumsnts from sense szd
roascen by ploeding a great and mysterous miracle. Sor Cod's
omipotencs dnas not work ths imrossibls apd ths naturnl sontra- -
digtion.”

Dr. Dabmay in hie argument states that it is imnoszsible for matter
to bo ubigulitous. His statsment is based upon tie assumptions. First

he egsuEes for mattor on existence indepsndent of the mind of the
»ercsiving subjoct. Eo also accepts without proof ths cleinm that ubl-
guity, l.c. infinito oxtonoion in e=pace, bas objective renlity, 1s

e guality which existe apart from any perception of that guality.

In an erticle on Transubstantiantion, repriated from the Srinceton
Theolozical Review in a collaction of Thsolomical Essavs, sdited by
Fatrick Fairbairn, (p. 566) we find the following striotures against
the Luthoran doctrins of the Real Fressnce:

"Thy Luthsrons who adopted the ozinion that -H:.ers was no
change of the bread and wino into the body and blood of Christ,
yot maintained thot the real body and blocd of Christ wore
present with these elements and were received by every commmi-
cant whethor in the exercise of faith or not. ind whan urged
in controversy with ths Reformed with the consegusnce that this
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rendered it nacessery that the body of Christ should exist every-
where, thoy ndmittsd the infsrence, and hald the ubiquity of
Carlct's body; ut this was to attributs to a finite and oreantsd
nature one of tho attributes of Deity. Therefors they adontsd
the absurd opinion, that, in conssgusncs of the hypostatiocal
union, divino stiributss wers actually commmnisatad to ths human
nature of Christ. But another stubborn difficulty attended this
hypothesis. It is the property of all bodies to exclude all other
bodios from ths apace which ‘they occupy; hence, if uh!.qu'!.ty b
escribad to Christ's body, 1t will exclude all othsr bodies from
thes univorse. There war no method of obviating -tb:l.- objsction,
but by gsiving e now definition of body; and heors wvms oponed a
fiold for aobstruse gpscul~tion which cboupiesd the learning and
leboure of men of tha first order of intollect; and whan they
hed scmplated thoir thsory, 1t wms imnossible to say what vms
ossentizl to body, or in what respect they who held a bodily
prosonce of Christ differed from thosa who u=intained that hs
was ren.ll;- _'but spiritually rrosent.®

The writer of this article urgzes e new argumsnt, at lesast in
form, if not in substance, whon ho says: "It is the property of all
bodios to exclude all cther bodies from the space thsy ocoupy?s But
when weo reduce the statemsnt to a syllogism, we find in the mjor
premise the axiom that matter is impensetrable, which still remains to
be proved. Before the argument-can have wnlidity, 1t must be showm
that the attribute of impenetrability is nevar and in no oiroum~
stances sowsthing subjective, =momething to which the perceiving
subject has given existence.
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Dr. Charles Eodge, porhaps the zreatest Raformsd theologisn in
America, seyc in his Systsmmtig Theolozy (II, 370):

"Ths propertiss or attributss of a substancd constitute its
esssncs, oo that if' they ba removed and other of a differsnt
nature are added to thom, the substunce itsslf is chanzed. If

you taoke rationality from mind, it csases to bs mind. If you add
rationality to matter, 1t ceasss to be mattsr. If you mnde that
extonded, '.':'hl.uh is hl.n 1toelf incapable of oxtenclon, ths identity

of the thing is lozt.”

4 further claboration of the sams argumsnt is fouvrd in the
samp work (II, 417):

"It io a fatal objection to the doctrine unier considern-
tion thet 1t involves the physical imnossibility that attributes
are separable from ths substances of which they are a n:.:u'estn-_
tion. This ie tho poms kind of irpossibility as action without
corathing acting; or motion without somsthinz moving... If
Chrigzt's bedy iz overyvhsrs pracent, then it is ths substance
of that body, snd not the sssance of Sod that iz émiprasent.

Tho Lutheran doctrine, however, is that the sscontlal attributes
or propartiez of the two naturas ramain unchanged aftsr the hypo-
statical union. Tho properties of ths divine ossence do not be-
couo proparties of the human., Thon the humanity of Christ hss
tho attributes of his divinity without ito essesncs, and yst thess
attributes or propertiss do not inhere in his human substance.”
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If we roducs the first urgument that "the propertiss or atiri-

butee of a subatanoe conztituts ita eseonco”, ws find that 1t will
raod

"l subeianoce is the sum of itp attributes®. The sacond armu-
mant: "ittribuies are inseparahble from tha substancss of which they
ars o menifsgtation® can b2 reduced to the beu-e form: "in attribute
iz an eoscontinl part of o ecubstenco®. Dr. Hodgo himself statss the
agcumption which undeorlion both of thase statemante, vhen he =ova:

PTHe abtbributos...inhere in...ocubstence™.

Dr. i A Holge, fuccsssor to his father, Charles Holge, in the
chair of Zrotanatic Theology at Frinceton Theological Seminary, statas
his objoctions to the Lutherern dcctrine in hie Cutliness of Theolozy
{p. 225) ar followa:

2je rajoct the Luthoran viaw, boonuse,; ... Fourth, it In-
velvez the fallaoy of concelving of propertias as ssparable

fron the substances of which they are active powers, ord thus

iz open %o the zoms eriticlen ac the destring of transubstantia-

L] t'.'.ﬂ!l-

Big sirioturas agninst the dootring of transubstantiation, which
‘ho nlco snpliss %o tho Luthsr.\:l deetrine ars found in the gars work
(p. 285) cnd rood ns follows:
; "But this dootrine [of transubstentiation] contradicta the
prineiple of reasen, l. with respsot to ths neture of Christ's
body, by supposing that although it is material, it may be,

without division, wholly present in heaven, and at many dif-
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ferent places on earth at the sams tims, 2. in mainteining that
the body ond blood of Christ are pressnt in the sasrawmant, vat
without any of ‘their asmsibls gualitios.F

The arguwent that propertiss ore inseparabls frem tho substence
of thioch they nre sotive powsrs is but a restatemont of the farilior
argumont that wtt!.-ﬂu":u aro an eszontiel part _oi‘ & cubstanse, It is
bagsed on tho roro aceumption thot attributss inhore in matter. Fodge's
gsoznd argonmont, thet metter conmot without division bo complstaly
Progont in heawen, anl at mony different placas cn sarth at the soms
time, is bassd on the aesumption that matior hac forn awd extension
in ppese as an ocpenticl part of its bsing. The thixd argument is the
oonvorse of the [irst, in stating that ettributes ors = sine guo pon
of = subctanen, cpd iz agoin begod on the sesuzption that stiributses
heve an oxistence apart from ths pind which jercelves thom.

But Dr. s is Eodze ctetes his assumption in gtill clearsr lun-
guage when he says that rropertiss are the active powers cof ths sub-
-nt-.nee. Ho hore assumes a cousal connestion betwoen substance and
attributo, and this goes much despsr into the fundamental philosophical
dootrins underlying his objection. Es aszsunss a nacessary connsction
bétwosn substancs and attributs. -

Dre. 7illick G, Shedd, profaocsor of Systematic Theology at Tnion
Theologicel Seminary, says in his Dogmatio Theology (II, 568):
*But the glorified body of Christ, though a spiritusl body...
hag form and is extended in spmce .-- “ut ono and ‘the sams form
cannot ococupy two or more spaces at cne and the same moment.”




11
Dr. Shsdd obligingly zives us his asoumptions, while stating his
argumont againct the Luthoran dootrins. FEils statemsnt, that one and
the sexs form onnnot occuny to or more spaces at ono and tho saxe
moment io based on the rosumption that form and oxtension in- space
are attributes of mattor which inhare in tho substance apart from ths
Dsrcelivinz subjoot. :

It will bs well now to cummrize tho various assumptions which
ere basic for tho Raformsd argumsnts. Thoy are baced on tks follow-
iny prosuppositions: : 7 ] =

l. Ths attributes of extml'!.on. mobility, impenatrabllity or

solllity, end form exist apart firom any percelving subject.

2. Tho idea of substance hes n counterpart in reality.

3. Tho idoc of causa is objsctively walid.

To sum up, the validity of the Reforred arsurents against the

Luth=ran position on the Real Prssencs of the Bedy end Bloocd of Chriast

in the Lord's Suppor is centinzont upon the walidity of the attributss

of extension, mobility, impenstrabllity, and form az sxisting inde-
pendently of ony ;aa:-'eu!.v:ln;; egency; and upen the objsctive walidity

of ths ideas of mattor and cause.
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II. lodern Fhilosophical Investigations in Epistemology
and their Resulta.

TUp to the ti<e of Locks (1632-1704) philosophy hod ocnoernsd it-
oolf primarily with tho problem of being (ontology) ard hod hurrisdly
pacsed over tho problea of knovwledze (op!.'@'hmlo;y). vhich after all
ilc bagic for ouy m:etnphyniaa.]: spoculation. It wms Locke who first
oxapeinad tha dovelopmsnt of humen Imowledgs and the forms and prosup=-
positions which 1t bhusz at its dispescl. In trasing ths dovelcpmant
of opictemological investigations we chell cnly teks coganizancs of
cuch phasse ac touck dirpotly the problen with which = aro conserred,
numgly the wvalldity of the varions attributos 2nd of the idens of sub-

stoned and czuzo.

1. Locka
locks bogar his opictemolozical studize by invactigoting the
origia of the iden of substonco. Fo diszcovorsi thet the idon of cub-
stangs 1z in renlity o combinestion of attribntes and propertiss which
we aktributz - %o the object iltzelf. Curioasly smough, however, =@
oongaive the substencs 1tself to be somsthing different from the
gqualities, nomsly that which supports tho_n. e hevs no idea et =2ll
of pure aubshnoa! but only a supnosition of a ;onthins. uwe know not
" what, that bears qualitios.. Ho saye {Essay on Euman Understaniing,
Book II, Cheptor 23, Soction 2.):
"Tho idea then ve have, to which we give the general name
; substance, being nothing but the suzposed, but unime™n support
of thoss gnalitios we find exiating, whick wo imagine cannot
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oxist pipme ro puhatanta, withont sowsthing to support them, we
o2ll tha% sapport gubstuntia; which accordinz to the true im-
port of tho word is, in plain Inglish, standinz under, or up-
bholding,.®

But how about the qualitiss themssives, Iz our iden of attri-
butes velid, Iooks answers the guestion by dividinz attributss inta
primary qualitise, such ns extension, figure, no'bil:l.ty. and sclidity,
whioch "arg uttorly inssparable froam tho body, in what estate soavar
it bo". Cocondary gualitios, ko says, are "such gualities, whigk in
truth are nothing in ths objects themsolwze, but howsrs to preduce
veriong sonsaticoneg in us... as colors, sounds, t-l.atou. ond go forth".
The atiributos of cxztension, form, mrbility, and solidity are, neooz'é-.
ing o looko, in the subsitance, regardlecs of a porceiving mind. Ths
gecondary gualities, howover; do not exist in the substancs, but only

when wo nsroolivs thom.

Locks, then, hasz ostabliched thet substancs is an unkrozn eoms-
thing, which supports partly inhersnt gqualities, partly attributes
which the perceiving mind adds to the comcept.

2. Borksley.

Georzs Berkeley {1685-1753), pious bishop of ths inglican Church
in Ireland, carried furthor the ephhmlogln.l investizations bagzun
by locks, and attacksd espscially twmo py!.at- in the aystem of locke,
bésides giving the impulse to further investigation in this fisld.

Berkeley's first point of attack was Loocke's distinction between
primary qualities, vhich inhere in 'lu!nhnec. independently of per-




14
cnp'b:l.on! and posondary gualitios, which sxist in the nind that per-
celvoc them. DBorkeley argued the%t it 1s impoacible %o separats the
privary qualitics of oxtonsion, form, solidity, and robllity from
the gscondery gualities of color, sound, snd taste. It iz imzozsidls
to have an iden of oxbonaion without at the s;.n-.n tino giving it some
secondary guality of color, sound, or tasts. T moy thsrefore juztly
conclida that if tho cscondary gualities exist only in the mind, thon
also the primary guelitios, which can bo porosived caly in comneotion
with ths sacondary quelitiss, exist only in the mind that psrceives
‘thou.

Tho second featuro of Locke's system which Borkelsy attacized was
Locke's idea of substanco asz o material and unthinking substratum

in which guulitios inhere. Hie arpument ageinet this part of Locke's

ayctom wac o corollery of his proof thaot qualities exist only by per=
coption, und in porceiving cubjscts. It is therefore a contradiction
to plecs ths exictoncs of a guality inm an unpsrceiving thing, such
es this raterial unthinking substratum is said %o be. Es adds an
edditionnl argument against an inforred but matsrial nu'.bstntun for
gualities. Juct oo it is useless to go outside of themind for the
gqualitios thomselves, so it iz also unnecessary to go outside of the
mind for tho causo of those gualitios as psrceived by us.

It 1s in this connection that Bsrkeley also incidéntally in-
vestigated tho walidity of tha idea of causs. EHs says, 1t ia absurd
to make one thing ths couse of another, since all we can percelive
with our senses is a constant succession of one event upon the othsr,

and ‘never the power or agency vhich produses such an effect.
(Principleos of Humsn Enovlsdge, Sscticn 32.)
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Aocording to the systom of Berkoley, gualitles do not oxist
without a perceiving subjeot, and the idea of an unparceiving,
material support or substance, 23 well as the idon of on inhorent
nooossery commection between two eventr im invalid.

3. Hume. .
David Hume (1711-1766), last of tho great Tnglish oritical phil-

ogophers, nooepted the oonclueions of Barkeley with régard to the sb-

Jeotivity of the ideas of mbstance and guality. FEumuo sst for hin-

gelf’ the task of investigatinz tho idea cof onuse, whicl, as we lmve
sesn, Berkeley had alrocady touchod in popsing.

Hume divides 2ll the objects of bnmwn reonsocn or anguiry Into

two kinda, Bolations of Ideas, and lattors of Fect., The former, ho

gays, "are dizcoverabls by the wore oporation of theught, without

depaondonce on -.:lmt.:l. anywhors oxictent in the wnivorso®. /Dguiry,

Seg. IV, Part I. Rand, p. 31k.) .11 reusoning, howovsr, concorning

the latier sscms to b2 founied on the relation of oausz ard offsct.

#By weone of that relation alone® he .eays, "wo can zZo boyond ths evi-
‘op. cit. p. 314) But how dows

The Imovledge of causs

denca of our merory and =ensas.”
arrive at ths kmowlodge of onusc and afloct,
end offoot "arises ontirely from exporiéncy, whan we find that any

particular objects are comstently conjoinsd with sach other”. {op.

oite p. 515) For he says:
¥ object sver discovers, 'by the qualitles which appear

to the genses, sither the ocnuses which produced it, or ths effects
which will arice from it; ror can cur reeson, unacssictsd by ex-

Ferisnce drew any inforencse concerning real existence and matter

of fast”.
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Hot caticfiod with this rocvlt of his Invastigation, Tunme sarriss
on his inquiry e=£ill furthsr and asks the quertion: ""hat iz ths
foundation of all ccnclusionc from oxperionce?®. Ee answors ths
gquestion negatively then he cays {op. oit. 3s3c. IV, Ffart II, 320):
iZven af'tsr wo have expsrisnce of tho operations of cause
and offest, our conclusions from that exparicncse ars nok

foundad on rsasoning, or anv precacs of +hs urdsretondingt.

Sxporinnes glvas us o knowledge of cuuse and offaget for a ner-
czival and pest evont only, tut the mind certainly infsrz that clso
in the future = giniler ohject: will preoducs a sizdlar offast. Bub
the Loesis of this inforongss in not o ghein of raascning, for we would
then be ebhla o produed 1t by introcpesction. Thomes, then, oriceg
thiz idon of = nacogeary connostion batrssn tro events, Iume snye
fop. oit. Soo. TII, Tart II, 3. 332):

"The nind iz earried by hablt, upon Bhe snpearanca of ona
evont, ©o expact 1ts usuvnl ottondant, oand haliasves that it 'rr_l.ll.
exict. Thin connection, thersfors, Which w2 fgel in the mind,
this custouary transition of the lmagination from one cbjsot to
1tz ueunl etiondant, ic the sentirent er ivpression from vhick

we form the ideoa cf power or necsasary connection,.”

Ag g rosult of the investigations of Humo, we arrive at thecon-
clusflon that tho idon ‘of oauce and offect, or cf nscessary con-
neotion is net valid, thatis, in matters of fact or psrceived objects
the law of causzc and effect doos not oparate with absolute csrtainty,
sinco the comnsotion between cause snd effect is e result of a mentel

habit.
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§j. Eant.

Ioesnnel Eant (1725-180%), the greatest of modern philosophers, -
attacked the pro!:alens whick hors concorn us fror an eltogsthar dif-
forant sngle.. Eo hirmolf explains tha 2ifforencs botmmon his sys-
tem and theso of his pradecsssere in the worda:

"The thorie of =1l tme idealists, from the Eloatics dom

to NDichop Borlnley, ic containsd in ths following =t=.tsmaut-

211 Imoulodze aequired threugh tho sensoz end experionce is a

Eero 1llustion, ard the truth exists cnly ia tha ideas furnished

by pure vrlderstending and reazone Tho principls that governs

and deterrines th: whole of ry idealism ig, on the mh-a.r',". that

any Inowledpge of thinzs thet procesis from pure understanding

or roacon ir a kero illuscion, and that truth 1z found in sxpar-

isnce zlome.? (Juotod from Janet and Seaillop' Eisisry of the

Iroblsue of “hilgnophy, I, 11?).

The diffcorsnce betweon Yant awl the Inglich eritlcal philose-
phers lies in thoir nethed. Tho English cchool anelysed our ideass,
Fsroazts, onl ‘concepts, whilo Eant zoos o ctepy farthor emd la;.ne.lysea
tha fooulty of Imowledge and ita e.ot!.v.".t;' in ar.p'srl.uno. “hon w2 ana-
lyse experisoros or rensibility, wo find thet it is compooed of elemants
from tmo cources, cne from the fasulty of knowledge itself, (which Eant .
64alls forz)® the other from external sensation, {which Eant calle
matter). That which is constant and universal in our sxpsrience is
form, vhile thab wh!.oh changes and wveries is jsttor. Since this fora
glves to esnsction its order and relation, it connot itself b2 sensa-
ticn, but must bo capable of 'bolas condidered 'by 1tealfr, ..z:‘-rb fron
sancation. .hat thon is tha ,:g:g of percasptiong




as

If w2 wich ¥o ieclate tho !'om of ocur pareaption in aur sxpor-
lsnce, ™o Emct cbotracth cll contributions of the understanding, such
as subgtones, fereo, divisibility, end all that ic dus to senesation;
ez polidity, eolor, ond g0 on. Tkot romnins, namsly spaco axzd time
bslonge to the subjeotive constitution of the mind, apart fron which
thags forms canmot ba pr;idl.oa.tgd. of anythins vhatsver. /Transcsndental
JAesthotic, 320. I).

Sp=co, or axtonsion iz, nocormdinzly, not =n empiriocal comcapt,
waich hac bson dorived from extermal experisnoss, 2a Berkeley ard
Fums had taught. Dnnt seys:

iFor I could not be conscions that certain of xy sensa-

ticnz are roletive o smthing outsids of =, that iz, to som=s-

thing in o differont part of space from that in which I mysslf i
an; nor could I bs consoious of them a3 outsids of i beside
one enothor, wore I not at tho sawms tims consocious that they
net only ors differont in contont, but ars in differsnt places.
The congclouoness of spase 1s, tk=refors, nscessarily presupporsd
in external perception. Ilo exrerience of the external relations
of sencible things ocould il.old the idsa of spaca, becauss with-
out the oonsolousness of space thore would be no external exper-
isnoo vhatever.® (Transcendental Aesthetic, S2d. I. Rand, p.383)
What thon is space, Kant answers:

PSpece ic in no ssnss a property of things-in-themsslves,
nor is 1t a relation of things-in-~-themselves tc one another...
Spacs is nothing tut the form of all the phenomsne of cuter :
sense. It 1o the subjective condition without vhich no sxtermal
porception 1p pomsibles asee e, therefore, affirm the smpiricdl
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Xoality of space, oo ropards all possiblas u:h::'nal expsrisnoe;
but wo aloo maintain its Yranscepdontal idgality, or in other
vords, @ held that cpace iz nmothing at all, if its limitation
to posaible exporience iz ignored, axl it is treoatsd 285 o nsecss-
sary condition of things-in-thomselvos.” (Transcsndental iss-
thotic, Ramd, 385).

Juct as Eant had analysed senelbility, expsriencs, and percep-
tion in his Transcendontal losthetic, oo ho now procesds to analyes
tho understanding, or the concopt-moking end juiging faculty of tha
mipd in his Transcondental logic. IHo finds that aftor sbestrasctins
all tho materisl furnished by songibility from a Julgmsnt o.r the undsr-
etanding, we have tuelve forxs of unmdsrstanding, which hey onlle cato-
gorice. Thoy ore o nringiples through which the understond-
ing opeyatoz. Thoy ave: 1. Unity. 2. Flurality. 3. Totolity. :.
he Ro2litry. 5. Kegation. 6. Limitoticn. 7. Inhsrenco and Subsie-
tonoe. 8. Gaugslity and Depondencs. 2. Commumitys 10. Fossibllity-
Irposeibllity. 11. Existense-Ton-sxistense. 12. Teoszsity-Contin-
gonoy. Thore ere whet Hant calls pura énnesgt!.on-. Into thom no
sm%‘hﬂi.ty entsrs. Becouco thess conesptiona are a priorl elerents
of ths undoretending, {Varhmpl:un;abagrﬂfe)_w then alone the under-
standing 1 cbls to order the complex content of psrcoption into

concepts.

But those catezorises are linmited in their application to the peor-
captions, Nant sayss
"But thore is & very zeductive nand dsceptivo tomdencyr to
employ thet pure knowledge of understanding and those principles
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by thomealvas, asnd to npp'ly thon even boyond the limits of ox-
perioncs. Only in expericnce, however, can sny mttcr cr abjaot
be found te which the mure ccncoptione of undersianding ray be
applizd. Thore ie thus a dcngar thet anderstacding, with a
msre chew of ratlonulity, may Eoks o matarial nu=s 'or its surely
formal prinsiplasc, ond pess Juﬂ.gﬂl;tl upon all objsaots without
dictinetion, whother thoy he zivor %o us or nmot, a=dl psrhops
even althoush they camnot ke given tec us nt all. That ~hich is
maraly = couon for the eriticism of underctanding in its empir-
feal uze, ip miouocd, twhon 1t 1= suprosed to be an orzancn that
mey b2 ceployed universally ond without restriction.” {Tronacend-

ontal Logle, Poragrazh b, Ramd, p. 291.)

The rozult of I'mn%'s cxaminaticn of ths epictomological problams
wvhich ‘mueh our fiecld can h eummarized as follows:

Spees {oxtoncion apdl form or figurs) ic a2 forn of parception
which finig o wvalid =pplicaticn only to things ziven to the mind by
zsusition.

Substanoe ic o oatogery of relation {Inharence end Subeistences)
end is ﬂm:_ 2 form of understanding, which has validity only uhen
applisd to things given to the mind by perception or sonsibility.

Cauce is anothor oategory of relation {(Ceusality and Do;;udme)
vhich ic used correctly only when n,ppl:l.a; within ths limite of ex~
porionca. -

Tmpenstrebility {Transcendsntal Aesthetic, Remd, p. 381) is
dus to sensation and has no validity except when determined by the
forms of rerception, space and tide.
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¥obility (sucoossion in cpacs), bBainz a romult of ¢ conbination
of the twe formr of porception, spacs =nd tir:, has wvnliidity only
when appliod to phonomona, aml cannot ba correctly asplied o things-

in ‘thomselves.

5« Horbart.

John Frisderich Horbart (1776-1341) was 2 discipls of Fant vho
devoloped the Iaantinn notions on the rcalistic side aond did much to
gton the tido of iAbsolute Idealiom which swopt throuzh rhilosophical -”
circles after Uent's doath as 2 rogult of the influsnes of Schalling,
Pogel, nndl Fiohts. Az o reslict, ors would axpest him to devalop
& dectrins of substancs and atiributes which would £it in with the
shiloenghical bacsic of the Reformsd argumente. But not ec.

e bogins, 1ike 211 eritical philosophers, with ax examination
of ths phensmona which we jmmedistslw parcoive in ths form of prop-
ortios, wvhich at first sight see:n to inhars in substancs. But sub-
gtance iz nob the nltimato ossence, but it is in turn compoged of
certeir olorentsz, which Esrbart czlls Boals {Reals). That @e oall
matter in ordinary speoch, i.e. an extonded substance in vhich
guelities inhors, doscc rot exist in Herbartian philocophy. Natter
is en immatsrial and uncxtended something, uhich roceives ths primery
qualitisc of extension, m‘lgi.l!.ty. end space occupctiorn from ths rela-
tion which the elsmental fsals hold toward one anothsr. Space, tims,
end motion are the expression in abatract of thess relations. ‘All-
gewvoins Fetaphysik, Faragraph 328, Terke, Vol. IV, 381.f.)




6. Schopsnhauer.

Arthur Schoponhauor {1788-1860), contlnued the spistorological
investigations nlongz the linecs 1laid down by Kant. He did much to
sinplify and olarify Funt's systen and made further discoveries in
thir field. Eip chief marit lics in hig reduction of the multiplis-
ity of Hont's forme of knowledzo (time and spoce as forms of percep-
tion and the tmalve categorles as forms of unierstaniing) to a wnity

in %the prineijles of sufficicnt reason.

This prineciple may bs stated in ths words: "Hothing exists with-

out its recson for bsiag® - "Hikil ost gino rations cur mﬂgg sit,
guma non sit". This principlo liee g priori in our conscioumnsse.
It oxpresces in itc wost gzoneral form ths relations botween ths ideas
whiok ;o to make up the werld. .is thece releticns fall intc four dif-
forent classes, o alse the principle of sufficient reason has a four-
fold form. Cnly tuo of those forms ore of walue to us in cur pracent
study, =nd those we shuell row takeo up geriatim,

The first form in vwhich the principle of sufficilsnt reason apnears
is the law of csusality, or the principle of sufficient reason of be-
coming. Thio form of the prizciple is applicoble to theideas of per-
ception, which ars rsforable to scme sonsation of ocur budiss, and rh;.h
ars capeble of being perceived undsr ths forms of cpace ond tima.

But these two forms have no meaning when kept distinet, for it is only
by mesans of a union of the tro through the law of ceusality that co-
exintence, and conssguently, permanence of objects is pozsible.
Yatter, then, being the possibility of co-existonce and of pormanencs,
1s the union of spnoc and tiwe; matter is causality, and rothing more.
The existence of mettor is thersfore entirely relative, 2ccording to
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a rolation which is velid only within its linits, et .L'l tha cese of
space and tize. /lco such unnltorable characteristics of matter as
spunos=-cccuration, irvanstrabllity, coxtansion, infinite divigibility, °
persistence, robilliy aro dopondsnt uzon ths derivation ef the ozsen-
tinl nature of matier from the foirm: of Imozlodge of vhich we ars
2 prioyi conscicus ond therofore wvalid cnly withia thess limits.
{Torll og 7111 ond Idon, Zsotica 4 Fourfold Boct of tha Srincipls
of Mufficient Nezson, Scotion 21.) The law of ssucality also, being
conditiorod by the understanding, con only ba applied to chanz=s which
take zluso in tho phenommmel world. Zekopanhausr soys soncerninz the
wisnzs of “ho law of cou=ality /Fourfcld Root, Scoticn 24):

Zan bageht sinsn solchen misuse of ths luwr of causclity ,
gn of% man dac Gosetz dor Eau;lalit'.\at enfl ottme inders=, als auf
Yorgondsepanuan, in der uns oupirisch zozobensn, ratorisllen
Jelt smnvendet, z.9. auf dis Inturkrasfts, vermooge =olcker solchas
Taracnderangen uabarhorut erst moeglich zind; odor auf dl= *atsris,
e dor als wergshn; oder auf dos "feltganze, 2la 'mlchem dazu eln
abeolut objertiviz, nicht durch unrern Intollekt badingtesa Dassin
baizelogh waxlon muzg; auch noch sonet aunf pancharlel “'eiss. Ich
voimroico hier auf dag in der "Ualt alg "ills vn? Yerstollung®
Bond 2, Inps k, é- k2 £z. (S.J\nﬂ..II. k6, fg.) dernshar Gaéagta.
Der Ursprmmyg colchee XMisgbrauche ict cllerel, tolla, dass ma
den Begriff dor Urpsache, wie unznchlige sndere in rdeor !!ni:a.phys!.!:
und oral, viel gu woit fasst; tells, dcss man vergisst, dess
dee Gegsetz dor Eausalitast zwer eine Voraussatzung iszt, die wir
nit auf dio Telt bringen, und welche die .nschauung dor Dinge
angeer e wmoaglich macht, dess wir jedeoch o‘b;n dsshalb nicht
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barochtigt sind, oinon s2lchsn, ~us deor %rri.phtuég usesrs
Srionnitnissvermssgens catzpringopdon Grundsatz cuch aussardon
und unsbhagngzi- won Lotztorem als 4io fusr gich bastoksnis ewige

Crinung dor olt und alles Sxlgtirandar Zoltend zu =aghon,”

5o gooond Fora of tho principlo of sufficiont rssson applics teo
thone idean which ora outeide of poresption, 1.0. gonoral .o;or.ee:r!'.s.-
In thic fora it iz tho principle of tha puffisisnt roasscn of 'meowing,
l.e. it ozpreocsos the grouwd of a .11.1-.‘.5!:1:::1:; m principle of tho =mf-
fioient rosgon of Ikrnowing in molotion %o Judgmsnts iz faurfold, i.0.
the zreun?e, upor vhich the truth of a judgment deponda, are of four
kirde., 2L Judgeent which hac as 11:;_ ground anaothar juligrant i3 2
Jozicel truthj that whioh haz ite ground in consze parception 1=z a
patericl truth; thet which has its ground in the ferms of pure =snsi-
bility (spoee, tims, and czusality) and of the undoretanding {the
prineiple of snfficiont roascm, eto.) as conditions of all possible
oporicnce 1z a gmthotien] o oriord judgesnt. Finally, ths feur
lawn of thought (1. A subjoot 1s egual to the sum of its predicatss.
2. i subjeot comnot o2t one tirs kheve a given predicats affirmed ond
denied of i1t. 9. Cf tm contradictory opprosed predicates ono mnst
belong to every subject. 4. Truth is the relation of a Juigmsnt to
corething outside it, as .ltl sufficient ground.) moy be the ground
of a Jjudgment, in vhioch ocase it rossessos ratelozical truth. Thase
four classes of Juizmsnts, baing all phages of the principle of the
sufficient reason of knowing, possess validity only with regard to
the pheromsnel world of idea.
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Just go, the wholo principle of sufficiont reazon 1s applicable

only within the limite of all posgible exporiencas. Sghopsnhauer says
(orld na "1ll and Ides, Ssction 7, Pe lﬂ;. Haldane end Famp):
2Ths principle of sufficlent rsccon ie not, az all schol-
actio :_Jhl..'l.o_ophy maintains, a veritep gsterma, thet is to say,
it dose wolt poscess en unconditioned walidity before, outside
ofy, and zbove ths world. It is relative ard conditionei, and
velid only In the sphore of phonomenn, ond thusc it moy apnear
az ths nscoscary nexus of spacs and timo, or a2s the law of cauc-
elity, or nc the lar of the ground of mowlodze. The inner
natura of ths world, the thing-in-itcolf can nawsr ho found by
the zuldancs of thiz prineiple, for 2ll that it leads te will bs
found o bz dogendent and rolative ond raroly phisnomonal, not
the thing-in-itgelf."

Te swararize Schopsnhausr's dootrins then:

Hatter or substence is mere acticn within ths lisita of time and
epaos, i.3. the phenomonal world.

Canzs, tnierstood in the ssnscof the prineiple of cufficlent
roczon of baocming ic an a priori onnltruo-t:lon of the mind, which hes
velidity only within the linits of =1l possibls experionco.

Impsnotrability is an unaolterable characteristic of matter, of
whiockh we or: as much censcious 2 oricrl as of substance and mattar
itself.

Yobility, boing sucoession of iz in spece, is valid only in
the world of idea.

Laws of Thought {Identity, Contradiction, Excluded Iiddls, qni .
ths Frinciple of Sufficient Rsason) have walidity only in ths werld
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of phenom~na =il undor no circumstancss with regard to cnythiry cpt-
oido of 1%,

7. Later Philosophy.

To oot dewrn in dotall tho thaoriss of «ll the later philosophers
oings Schopanheusr until now weuld bs a nosdless repotition of alrasdy
foarilinr erncepte of gubstoncs, spaca, tins, motion, etc. There ors
p2inly tio trendz of thonght in philomophy sines thot' tire. Zithar
it ic Idealictie, due to the influenca of sl {Sweon, Bradlay,
Bosanguet, Noyes, ZsTagsart, Nowlson, Ecaking, Sringla-Tattizon) or
Qonlistic {3arbrand Auesell, Zorry, Eolt, Spanlding). 'Ehe- idselictis
vier holle maulaly to tho notion of smbstanco with which we bzscams

fanilinr in eur sbuly of Berkoley and FRumej whils the realistic vioew :
Iwlds that ths gonocs data ef zotual porcoption ore the only trus facte,

and tho "thing® iz ths ontire solass of its appoarancs, ircluling nob
only thwoss eppoarancors the® are actunlly sanse data, but ths gansi-
billn, or pozeibla ssnge data, uhich ropressnt ths anpaarancas thet
would erice woro o csrtaln kind of cbserver in = certain ralatien to
the objcet. Thic latior wiew ie not eo very different from Mt of
Horbart and caz ba considorod =t the game tims with his in relating

thom to ths Reoformed arpguronts.
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ITI. Conclusions.

Wo hawve now cksiched Tmth tho Z'.ur;rmhr.;unnnt egainst ths

Rsnl Proconcdo of the body and bleod of Chrizt in the lord's Suppar
axd ths wore recsnt epistemcleoziozl i:-.va::tl.so.t.".o;m and their results.
Tao ationtive roander will now ba in o positicn to feorm his ovm con-
clucionns en the basic of ths matsrial offared. But it might 'ha wall
to forminbe and summrize thaeo concluslons into o definits for:.
In doiny so, wo rchall congider cach basic philosophiecal eoncaption
seperatoly cnd apply te 1t ths results of tha philosorhicelinveszti-

Sationn,.

l. Lttributes.

Tho philesophical basic of tho Reformed arpumant from tha nature
of attributes may porhaps be bHrot stoted in tho form giwven to this
boeir by Dr. Charles Modgs, uho zays: “ittributas inhere ia gubsztance".
The attributes of extonnicon, nd'bﬂ.:l.ty. imengtrability, and form are,
aocording to thie vior outside of o thinkins ond parcelving embjs=ct.

But ac wo have coch, Borkeloy and Hums showed that also those
go-cnlled primary qualities and n.ttri'hu:i:.u of ratter, such as exten-
gsion, mobility, impenotrsbility, and form exist only by reason of
thoir being porcsived. Tholr gssge is in vergipi, to express it in
the words of Berkeloy; thelr bolng liee in bsing perceived. Thsy
tharefors possesc no objsctive reality, a view sha::ad by practically
2ll modern ideslists from Eogel to Royce. £nd ths rasultz of thein-
vestigatione of Innt and Schopanhausr strongthen t:.ig visv. They
have ghown that space and tine, and therefore aleo the attributes of
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extoncion, imponetrability, forz {space-occupation), and mobility
(suscegsion of tiro in cpace) are only the negossary conditions of
all poscibleo shsnomsna. Accerding to ths view of Eeorbart, thage
attributes ore relatione batmoen tha various Bgals, but he by ne

‘meons donisoo the ponaibility of their existencs withont thess rsla-
P
" tions. e see then, that the first arzument of the Roformsd ig baesd

upon a philosophical cencsption which has leong bosn abandoned, and

vhick has nover again basan rovived eincs the days of Barkeley.

e Watter or substence.

The phileosophical Tasis for the argumont of the Reformed from
the naturs of substunsco may aganin Bs put in the worde of Dr. Charles
llodzos "The attributosz of a substance constituts its esssnce”, or in
othor words, cubstance is an unthinking, material substratum in =hich

gualitiass !.-nhare.

It wes this philocophicel doctrins of substance that aroussd
Borkoloy to an investigation, in which he ehowed that such e subatance
is Imzozaible, since a qunlity could inhsre only in a perosiving sub-

‘Jaot,and thet it was totally unnccessary to go cutside of the mind
for ths czuseof guerlities porcsived by us. Eant showed his funia-

mental agreoxent with thisz view by mkind Inhorenco and Subsistance
(upon which the concept substence is based) a category of relatien,
vhich, es an g priori clemsnt of ths understanding, has walidity
only within the limits of all possiblo experience. Schororh=usr :
aleo makos tha concopt of. subotance valid only within ths limits of

eikborioncd vhen he makes tho existenos of matisr dependent upon the
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formes of mencibility (opnos, tims, wnd ths la=’ of eausality). The
arguesnt of ths Naformsd is Lased uron o philosophiocel dootrine of
subotence which either denies to tho idsa of substamce =11 validity
{Berkeloy, Haus, and all zcdern Idoalists), or at loast limits it o
ths world ef phenomwna {Zant, Schopenhauer), or defines it in such a
way that the Reformsd argument loses its foroe (Eerbart, wodern
t’.’au—!!?e.lists). ?';'.mu.in the u.rmm:':-'.: in quacstion ths eubetance of
Chrint's btody is wdritiodly outside of, and bsrond the world of phe=

nemsna, any aid overy ianforonce dromm from the nature of substancs

o ompiricul voality is lnwelid,

3. fianze.

. ap w2 bhuwo pointod out in ths ecoasideration of tha ctatsmmnt of
re fs e Hodge thad atbributse are active powsrs of a subztanse,
thoro iz etlll o rors furdamsntal phllolo:,rhleﬂ: bagls for ths Reformed
arpumente than thoes previeasly considered. I:b is theidsa of cousma,
of nocegoary onnwt:l.ox;. end the principls of sufficisnt roasen in
genernl. Lt tho basic of svory Roformzed ergnment against the Real
“rezonco we find the prineipls of cufficiant recsun .i.n gora fore= or
othor. The most conmon form i3 that stated by Dr, A. 4. Hedss In
the worda: "Froperties ~re not saparable frem tho substancessf which
tieyr nre active povsrs®". Hore = ctusal relation or nacessary-conrsg-.

tien is assured Brtwemen substanca and attribute.

But 2lrsady Barzeléy hod pointed out that the sausal ccmmection
hed bsing cnly by being perceived. Eurmp went furthor. Es rhored
that a necespary comection between objocts has no absoluts cortainty,
sinos it is bassd on a mental hablt. ZXant made cavse onsof theo :

— e ——————— i ——
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trolve cutogorion of tho understending which can cnly be uzed eorrastly
within rossibls oxporienss. th?;:nn!:mor agikoad by liritins= the uge
of the leaw of govenlityw te the swpirically ziven, roterizl world.
Tho argwemt of the Raforved, Hhan, frew *he abasnse of the,szo-called
eff2ot {viniblo prosonse with all guelitisc of the 2od¥) to the oh- .
sanoa of the co-sallel causc {zubstancs of the body of Chrict) is
busod upen en cotiguabed philosophical view of canssy and sffact o=

an otoranl verity, which is apnplicobls in Doth timo anf stornity.

Bnt the opictoxological investigationz In rogard to cause have
still anoiber Doaring an tho hasis of ths Roformsd arpwront. The
faverites exprazeions of tha Zoformed ':.'hc!n troating tha Luthoran Jdeoa-
Lrine of tho Renl Frosones arae: "Contradietion”, "oheurdF, 'eantr.'n:-
dlets the wrinciple of rongen”, anld szo ons Thoy zlory in haviag tha
lare of %hought {Controdictien, I:‘.en't:lt;r. Zoivded Iliddle, ond ths
Trineiple of Tuffiecient Roaron) in their faver, and we can afford to
admit thie cleive But 22 wo have [ointsd out in cur trsatmont of
Sghopunhonor, szpscially in 121:. section eono.mln; ths principle of
sufficient’ reason of !:m::vi.ng. ﬁssa laws of thought care vaolid only
within the limits of the phemomenal world, and again thoir argmment
falls %o the ground, for ths subject of their argumsnt ie sdmittedly
not in the world, but above and suteide of it.

e hiva seen thet ths ph:l.:l.onoph;lon:l. baglis of ﬁhe Reformed erzu-
montz against the Real Fresence of the body and bloed of Christ In
the Lord's Suppsr, from ths rost superficial, that basod uron the
nature of attributes, to the most fundamintal, that based ths lawe
of . thought, is not in conformity =ith the boet philosophical thought
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of tho tuo precoding conturizs. ‘hat conslusions do we drar from
thot fact?

e do not msan to cleim on the hesis of our concluslons thet the
Real Pragence of the Tody and blood of Christ csn be positibely con-
ceived or uwlerstccd by any finite huran mind vhioh is bourd by reas=cn
of its Innate constitution to the forms of its m-.lerstan-ﬂng and thse
lavs of ito owm thought. But we do claim cn the 'ba.s.l.s of our_invas-
tigntion that this faot doss not ronder the Real Frossnce of the body
arl bloed of Christ in the I.n_rd'n Supper impoessible, or sxcluds the
poraibility of the Real Presencs of Christ'z bedy and blood in a dif-
for:nt modo thur the phenomenal, and that is all the Luthora=n dcotrine

tsaghas.

In conclusion we wich to quoto from a translation of J. F.
Flott's {Tucbingon) trsatise Ds Deltate Qhristl, which appeared with
such high recovmendation in the Raformed Bepertory ond Erings-
fon Roview. (V. 160.f.) Ths argunentation herein brought to basr on
the deotrins of tho Doliy of chl.'.'l.si;. can with eql.m.'l. foree ba opplied
to the Lutheran doctrine of the Real Frosonse of thobody and blosd
of Christ in ths Lord's Suppor. The guotation resds as follows:

%ind we froely cdrit thet nsither the comnexion, nor the
difference batwosn the porsomns in ths Godhead ‘can ba concsiwd
of, pocitively; in othor worde, they can ba kmomn na!.ﬂ;mr by in-

; tultion, ror by analogy. But we deny that it follows from these
promisss, that our dcotrins of the relation betwssn tho Fathor
and Son, resting ns 1%t doem upon such high authority is irra-
tional or absurd. To set dowm as false or absurd, vhatover we
cen forn no definits conseption of (Sso Ulrich's Institut. Loge
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ot I'otuphyz. pe 02.£F) iz ap if o man born blind should denocunmco
as lmpospibls or fulse the decoription of o zaintirg, corsly be=-
caur~ ho could form umo izaxs in hisc omm rind of ths shjsek. Tu

douy ths posolbility cf relations except these which oxict cmong

exborrel objosts of such oo may bo infarred frem thonm, =vinsag
but = slight aogueintanes with zkilesophy, ond e lamontabls iz-
nerangs or want of »scolloction, with rogpoet to tho.nml; of
huuan understanding. Tho truth ia, thet frorm cur partinl 'mowl-
od3o which ws haws, owven of things subjsct to tha cognizenca of
our internul anl extorncl sonsog, we have ne rizht te ecorcluds
that the only relaticarn of which thoy ars capabls are such a.;.

izt botucen cxtorzal objoots.”

FINIS.
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