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was tryinz to get them together in order that they mipght stand sgainst the efforts of

the Romanists to destroy theme. They webt, and after soveral days discussion, they found

there wors sixteen statements they rude and on fifteen-cnd-a-half they agreed exsetly,

but on the sixteenth, which dealt with the Iord's Supper, Luther and Zwingli could not

get tegother on hali‘ of that statoment bscsuse Luther denied the RHomsnist idea that
W e s d“"‘""’. changol the hread and wine to the body and blood of

Christ. Put nevertheless he ssid, "This is my body. Tids is my bloed,” and Zwingli

is wrong when he says 1t merely represents it. Luther said, "You rave not our spirit.”

Ho roefused to shake hands with Zwingli, and when Twingli was killed in battle five

vears later, luther said "It served him right for his wickedness." That was not

Celvin's attitude - not at all, Cplvin said, "luther is right, It is tho body of

Christ; it 13 the blood of Christ, but" he said, "it iz spiritually the body and

hlood of Christ.” It is dynamically the body and Blood of Christ; it is not physicale

lye Iauther said, "We sotually chew with the teeth the aetusl body of Christ when a:z o\

take communion.” /nd yet it is not changed - it is still bread and still wine. k‘;il(w / i

saild T have nover met anybody whe was not 2 Lutheran who oould understand what the

ondl whether even
X o Lutherans bel ia?re, /fwt. they mean by this 42 gometimes I wondorxik/ihe Luthermsmﬁ&-(
Wy oA Uaet Calvin
A _‘Jv'-'“ understand | But kmixiimx made e statemont half-way between what Zwingli said end
o N !

ﬁu ‘f~v-\‘a , hat Luthﬂr geid on this point dhxokmnisia

; vy ’ I: - » "
N 9}' \;?aint which should divide the church of Ged, nd mzhﬁr' when hermard, first
heard Calvin's statement ~ he szid, if thay teusht~thie way in the beginning, all

w#n He did not feel it was mfxddm a

the arguments micht have been avoided. Calvin stood for main line Christianity.
?QI‘he sase thing is true of &ptism. We stand for infant baptism. Ve are not 2lone
in that. That is not any peculfarly Prestytericn attitude. The Fpiscopal Church
has always stood for infant baptism, the Methodist Chureh has stood for it, the
Congregational Church stood for it, the Praslyterian Church has stood for it. We
bolieve that the Zerinture teachas thet the ehildren of beliswvers heve a very special
rrivilege. Ve heliave that Ood has promised us that if we do our part, we read the

Seripture with our children, we pray with them, we try to lead them to the knowledso
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of Chriat - that 4¢ we do ocur part to the bhost of cur shility, Cod will 4in His ovm timo
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