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Title: The Supper of Remembrance (DD-31)
Purpose: To motivate hearers to hold fast to the biblical and baptistic teaching concerning the Lord’s Supper.

Introduction
In our studies of biblical doctrines, we have considering the Baptistic distinctives. Already, we have considered 1) the separation of the church and state 2) the autonomy of the local church 3) the rule of elders in the local church 4) regenerate membership in the local church 5) believers only baptism 6) The Supper of Remembrance

SECTION 6: THE SUPPER OF REMEMBRANCE

As we consider this subject, we shall do so under 2 headings: 1) The Significance of the Supper 2) The Proper Observance of the Supper

I.
THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE LORD’S SUPPER

A.
The Roman Catholic View

1.
Transubstantiation, w/c means the changing of the substance.  When the R.C. priest takes the bread and wine and pronounces the blessing, then the substance of the bread and the wine miraculously become the literal body and blood of Christ. Although the wafer does not change in appearance, or taste, yet it has really become the literal physical body and blood of Christ. And in the Mass, the bread and wine which has become the body and blood of Christ is again offered as a sacrifice for the sins both of the dead and the living.
2.
R.C. Catechism: “What is the Holy Mass? The Holy Mass is the sacrifice of the body and blood of Jesus Christ, really present on the altar under the appearance of the bread and wine, and offered to God for the living and the dead.” R.C. Catechism: “Jesus Christ gave us the sacrifice of the Mass to leave to His church a visible sacrifice w/c continues His sacrifice on the cross until the end of time.  The Mass is the same sacrifice as the sacrifice of the cross.  Holy Communion is the receiving of the body and blood of Jesus under the appearance of bread and wine.”  Council of Trent: “The sacrifice (in the Mass) is identical w/ the sacrifice of the Cross, inasmuch as Jesus Christ is both priest and victim.  The only difference lies in the manner of offering; which is bloody upon the cross and bloodless on our altar.” 
3.
Now is this view the biblical view? Of course not. For the bible clearly teaches Christ’s atoning sacrifice for the sins of His people in Calvary, is a once-for-all, all sufficient sacrifice for sins for all time.

a.
Heb. 7:26-28; 9:11-14; 10:10-14 (READ).
b.
So this idea that Christ is again offered as a sacrifice in the mass is utterly unbiblical and goes again the orthodox distinctive of the person and work of Christ.

4.
“But what about Christ’s actual words when He instituted the Lord’s Supper? Did He not Himself say - “Take eat; this is My body”?   

a.
Yes. But Christ’s words should not be taken in a crass literalistic way. Ills: Picture of my wife. This manner of speaking is warranted by Scriptures itself.

· 2Sam 23:15-17 (READ) - This does not mean that David is speaking of the literal blood of these of men. But since the men risk their lives to get the water David craved for, that water in a sense represented the blood of these men.
· 1Cor 10:1-4 (READ) - The OT were shadows of NC realities. The rock was Christ - it represented Christ.

b.
Moreover, it is clear from the context of the institution of the Lord’s Supper that Christ’s words are not to be taken in a crass literalistic way.  
· Mt 26:26-29 (READ) - The wine which the disciples were to drink remained the fruit of the vine. The elements do not change.
· 1Cor 11:23-26 (READ) - The bread remains the bread and the wine remains the wine. The elements do not change.
B.
The Lutheran View

1.
Luther rejected the Mass and transubstantiation. However, he developed a unique theology of the Supper w/c is called as consubstantiation. He believed that although the bread and wine remains the bread and the wine, and yet be believed in the simultaneous coexistence of two substances.  In Luther’s own language, the actual body and blood of Christ exist, ‘ in, with, or under” the elements of the bread and wine.

2.
And what is Luther’s argument for this? The words of the institution of the Lord’s Supper - “This is My body.” So although the bread remains the bread and the wine remains the wine, in a sense that bread also mysteriously becomes the literal body and blood of Christ. 

3.
But is this view biblical?  I believe it is not. Let me give you two reasons why.

a.
The Bible is the word of God in the language of men and therefore, it is perfectly legitimate to speak of what represents something as if it were the one being represented. Ills: Picture of my wife.  David’s language in 2Sam 23:17. So why will Luther insist that when Jesus says “This is My body” that that means that the bread, although remaining bread, also becomes the body of Christ? His R.C. bias.
b.
Besides, to take Luther’s position of consubstantiation is to do violence to the human nature of Christ by making it ubiquitous. The divine presence of Christ is with us but not His human and physical presence. Where now is Christ’s resurrected body? In heaven, not on earth.
C.
The Presbyterian View

1.
The Presbyterian View is the view propounded by Calvin. The two great leaders of the Reformation, Luther and Zwingli, differed in their view of the Lord’s Supper. And Calvin tried to mediate the two positions. And Calvin’s view later became the Presbyterian view and Zwingli’s the Baptist view.

2.  
And what is this Presbyterian view? Presbyterians’ teach that the Lord’s Supper is more of just a commemorative meal but that you actually partake of Christ “spiritually” by eating the bread and drinking the wine.  James Bannerman: “To Christ Himself present after a spiritual manner in the Sacrament, and giving Himself to the believer, while the believer gives himself to Christ, so as to establish a true fellowship or communion between them....  a spiritual eating and drinking of the flesh and blood of the Son of God, and a spiritual participation, far beyond a mere fellowship in an outward and empty symbol.” 
3.
My main objection to this view is that it is not clear and plain. It is confusing. It tends to confuse the spiritual reality with the symbol which represents that spiritual reality. 

a.
What do we feed our souls with? Christ. He is the One that our souls feed upon. The bread only represents the body of Christ and the wine only represents the blood of Christ. 
b.
But what is the means of feeding our souls with Christ? By believing and trusting in Christ; and not by eating the bread and drinking the wine, which are only symbols that represents the glorious reality. John 6:35: “I am the bread of life; he who comes to Me will never hunger, and he who believes in Me will never thirst.”.  

c.
This is not to say we cannot spiritually feed our souls with Christ in the actually partaking of the Supper. We do if we believing partake of the Lord’s Supper. However, we must never confuse the spiritual reality with the symbol that represents the spiritual reality. To do confuse the two will not rid you of the leaven of sacerdotalism. 
D.
The Baptistic View

1.
And the Baptist view is that the Lord’s Supper is a commemorative meal. However, this commemorative meal is never to be considered as an empty symbol. For in that meal we are to commemorate Christ’s atoning sacrifice, and by faith spiritually feed our souls with Christ as we remember what He has done.

2.
And I want to emphasize this because Presbyterians accused Baptist of viewing the Lord’s Supper as a mere empty symbol. But that’s a misrepresentation of the Baptistic view. The Baptist does not confuse the spiritual reality with the symbols of that spiritual reality, but neither does the Baptist regard the symbols as empty for they do represent the spiritual reality. As believers partake of the Supper, they actually spiritually feed their souls with Christ. But how? Not by means of eating the bread or drinking in the wine (that is just the symbols that represent the spiritual reality) but by means of their act of faith in Christ as they partake of the symbols. 
Trans:
Now that is the significance of the Lord’s Supper. But before closing, I wish to deal also which the issue of...
II.

THE PROPER OBSERVANCE OF THE LORD’S SUPPER
A.
The Lord’s Supper is to be observed in the context of the gathered church.

1.
The Lord’s Supper is not an ordinance given by Christ to the family, the state, or to individuals. It is a church’s ordinance and therefore is to be observed in the context of the gathered church. 
2.
Mat 26:26-30; Acts 2:41-42; Acts 20:7; 1Cor 11:17-21 (READ).
B.
Only members of the church of Christ are to partake of the Lord’s Supper.
1.
And this grows out of the first. The Lord’s Supper is a church’s ordinance, and therefore, only members of the church are to partake of the Lord’s Supper. 


2.
And this is what we find in Acts 2:41-42 (READ). 
C.
Members of the church are to partake of the Lord’s Supper not in an “unworthy manner” - 1Cor 11:27 (READ).
1.
The bread and the wine represent the body and blood of Christ. Therefore, to partake of the Lord’s Supper in an unworthy manner is to be guilty of the body and blood of Christ. It is similar to our nation’s flag. If we trample upon it or burn it, then we profane the name and honor of our nation w/c our flag represents. So also the Lord’s Supper.
2.
And this is serious business; because God will judge those who partake of the Lord’s Supper in an unworthy manner. 1Cor 11:30-32 (READ).
3.
So the question then that we must ask is the question: What does it mean to partake of the Lord’s Supper in an unworthy manner? The context supplies the answer.

a.
1st, it involves failing to examine our attitude towards the Lord’s Supper. Note: 1Cor 11:27-28 (READ). 

· And what are we particularly to examine? Our attitude towards the Lord’s Supper. Are we treating it as an ordinary meal? Or are we treating it as a solemn religious rite Christ instituted for the whole church to observe in order to remember Him? 
· Quote: “Now Paul shows how to guard against unworthy partaking of the Lord's Supper. "To examine [oneself]" is to put oneself to the test as to the attitude of his heart, his outward conduct, and his understanding of the true nature and purpose of the Supper. This is making the Supper a means of spiritual grace. By self-examination the believer guards against eating and drinking to his own judgment through not recognizing the importance of this Supper that commemorates the death of Christ.”
b.
2ndly, it involves failing to fulfill the purpose why Christ instituted the Supper. 
· Why did Christ institute the Lord’s Supper? In order for us to remember Him. Therefore, not to believingly appreciate the holy symbolism and spiritual significance of the Lord’s Supper is to be guilty of partaking of the Supper in an unworthy manner. 
· 1Cor 11:29 (READ).
Conclusion
So I would urge you to hold fast to the biblical teaching of the significance of Lord’s Supper. And also I would urge you to a proper observance of the Lord’s Supper.
