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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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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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