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A
DISCOURSE
Concerningthe( :

Merit of Good W orks:

HE Doltrineof the Merit of Good Works:
isjuftly look’t upon by Proteftants as one:
of the Opinions of the prefent Church of
Rome.

. Firff, The Councilof Treat ﬁ‘) does () . 6
anathematize thofe, who deny that a Man juftified by €432
Good Works does truly mierit Eternal Life.  Vega,
who wrote his Books of Juftification, duringthetime
that he was at the Council, doesmaintain, (5)That 3., 4
the Council, by rraely meviting, did underftand merir- fiftific.q. 5
ing de condigmo. Now the difference betwixt-Merit
de congruo and Merit de condigno ufed in the Roman
Church, is this; Merit de congruo fignifies a Good'
Work, which is worthy of Divine Reward, not out
of any obligation from Juftice, but outof a principle
of fitnefs (or comgraity), and from the free Bounty of
God.  Merit ex condigno is a Good Work to which:,
Reward is due from a principle of Juftice as well be-
caufe of the Worth or Dignity of the Work, as be-.
caufeof the worthofthe perfon thathas doneit. -

Az Secondly,




£ 4 Difcourfe concernivig the
Secondly, 1t is:the opinion of the Divines of the
S‘) De 7upif. Church of Rosme, as Bellarmine has determin’si ©,
(DTom’s. Grecory de Valentia maintains it allo for a certain O]

Difp. 8. 4.6, point of Faith, L .
paB.xst " Thirdly, The Inquifition‘did moft evidently declare
it, when it did expunge for heretical, out of feveral
Books of that Church, fuch Propofitions, as did deny
the Merit of Good - Works. The fame thing alfo was
done by Cardinal Quiraga, in his Index Expurgatorius,
which he compofed according to the order of the Coun-

cil of Trem. = . . . .

Fourthly, The fame Spirit did -appear in the Divines
of the Church of Rowe, when they advifed thofe of
their Communion to take heed of the o inion of fuch
ancient Authors asdo oppofé the Merit ofP Good'Works,
Which wasdone at Rome, in Spain, in Frapce, with re-
fpe& 1o fuch Authors as they could not any longer fup-
prefs.  Which matter of Fa& is fo evident, that no-
thing but the height of impuderice can be able to gainfay
ordeny it.

" _Ifit comes once to be fully acknowledg’d, that the
Church of Rome is of this opinion, we may jultly
charge it with one of the proudeft Errours, that it
could ever poffibly be guilty of; and with having re-
nounc’d that grand principle of Chriftianity, which
does look-upon that reward which God does vouchfafe
to Good Works, as the effet not of Commutative
Juttice, which gives fo much for {o much, bue as the
effet of the faithfulnefs of God to fucl, as {hould obey
his Commandments, though their obedience has ng.
thing in it felf able to merit fuch a reward, For {o faith
*Rom 8,18, S. Paul *, The [ufferings of this prefent time are nop
worthy 1o be compar’d with the glory whichfball be revealed
RUNEN

Moreover,

[z:,::;‘v e

/:* Merit of *Good Works!
= eover, we are very fure;- that if the Church of
Ral::r'in this Article of her belief, be: quite of ‘ano-
ther opinionthan S. Pax/ and the whole ftream of Anti.
quity was of; for the eleven firft ages of the Church,
which has- fufficiently been prov’d ; fo neither does it
agre¢ with the moft ‘eminent Dottors of the Latine
Church, which have been fince the eleventhage.” To
prove this, is the. defign of this Difcourfe, thacthere
may be no refugg left for this errour in this matter. v
Ibegin with that exhortation which dnfelme Arch-
bithop of Canterbury (f) requird fhould be given to a f)oper. g
certain Monk when he wasa dying, after this manner: 251
Do you believe tha you cannot be [av’d) but by the death
of Fefus Chrif? "A. 1do believe fo. Do you beartily
thank him foris 2 A.-1do. Bejyou therefore ever thanking
bims for it as bong as jou livey and put yowr whole truft and
confidence in that death alone, and let that be your only
Jafeguard. - And if the Lord will enter into judoment with -
theey fay thus, O Lord, anlefs I hold the death of our
Lord Fefus Chrift betmeen me and thee and thy judgment,
I am not able to plead with thee, If be tells you, that you
have merited damnation, fay wnto himy 1hold the Death
of onr Lord Jefus Chrift betveen me andmy illdeferts ',
and inflead of thofe Merits which [ ought to have, bt alas! .
have not, I offer to theeshe Merit of his moft meritorions
palfion.  Let him fay moreover, 1 hold the death of Jefus
Chrift between me and thine anger ; u}fter which let hims
add, Lito thy l;md:fé‘za anii he {hall die with afTurance,
ie (hall never fee death, o
an(“l\}tgr[?his mannerdid Axfe/me, whodied inthe Year
1109. require that a Monl, thatis, fuchaone, asac-
cording to their opinion, has Merits enough, both:
for himfelf and others, fhould make his Confeffion:
upon, his Death-bed, Concerning which. a&zoal; gt‘




£) Confiff
ok,
cap. 3.

‘A Difcourfe concerning the.’.
his, - one may obferve, Firfl, That this Anfedwe was
Canonized, and hisname is tobe found upon the a21£.
of 4prilinthe Roman Martyrelegy, which fhows that
he was no Teacher of Herefie [asthey call Herefie].
Secondly, That this Exhorvation which he required
fhould be given to perfons that were dying, was
Jook’t upon as fo excellent 2 one all Ewrgpe over,
that chere is fcarce any Book, belonging to the Church.
Affairs, wherein it is not tobe found. Thirdly, That
the Church of Rome it felf did own it, as Cardinal
Hofins does witoefs (g).  Fourshly Thatit was never
charg’d with containing any pernicious Dotrine till
the Popes, and the Inquifitors of the Faith, and the
Council of Trent, caufed thofec Articles, which we
juft now took noticeof, to be blotted out, as contrary
to thebelief of their Church. Fifthy That notwith-
ftanding this condemnation of itby the Iadex Expurga-
sorius, itisfitill rerain’d in Framce, and may be feen in
that edition of the Book Intituled Orde Baptizasds,
which was publifb’d in the year 1614, where the
fame Queftions and Anfwersare now te be feen, which
were formerly condemn’d by Cardinal Quiroga.

One had need to tranfcribe the greatelt part of
St. Bernard’s Works, to produce all thofe places,
whercin that Father has fhown himfelf to be of the
fame opinion wich St. Anféeime. ‘Thus he fpeaks in
his fixty firft Sermon upon the Canticles. In themercy
of the Lord is my Merit ; 1 am richin Merits, [eeingbe
is vich in compaffion. As the mersies of the Lord are
anmberlefs, foare my Merits. If my Confeience does ac-
cufeme of agreat many(ins , mhere fius do abownd, rthere
does grace mwsh more abound.... ... [Ball I fing of myown
vighteoufneffes ? O Lordy Iwill make mentionof thyrighte-
oufuefs anly, which is mime alfo becanfe thos baft made it fo.
He

. Merit of Good Works.'

"He fpeaks ill more particularly ut the end of his
Pook of Grace and of Free-Will. How, fays he, does
the Apoftle call that Crown, which he fays is laid xp for

bim, a Crown of righteoulnefs? Is it not becanfe one -

may jufly claim, as a due debt, mhatfoever is never
[o freely promifed ? He fays, in effeit, I know whom 1
have belicved ; and I am perfwaded thar he is
able to keep that which I have commitced unto
him. And becanfe be believed him, who had promifed
bim, be does with confidence demand . that which had
been promifed. The promife is of mercy 5 but it onght
to be performed in juftice. The Crown then which
8¢.Paul does waie for, is a Crown of righteoufnefs,
not of his own rvighteoufnefs, bus of God’s. For it is
but jufb, that he fbould pay whas he owes, and he owes
whatfoever he bas promifed;  So then, ’tis the juflice
of God only on which the Apofile does rely..... If any
ome therefore would give owr Merits their due namc,
they are certain [eeds of hope, motives to charity, marks
of a fecres predeftination, prefages of fusnre bappinefs,
the way to & Kingdom, but by mo means the caufe which
does entitle- s 10 4t It is impoffible to blaft this

roud Doltrine of Merits of condignity more effectu-
ally than St. Bermard does in thefe words : The fame
fenfe is repeated in fome others of his Works; as
in his firft Sermon of the Anmunciation, and ip the
fifteenth Sermon on Quis habitat, and efpecially in
his hundred and ninetieth Epiftle againft the Herefies
of Petrus Abelardus, who was one of the firft, af-
ter the Pelagians, who did oppofe this Doltrime of
the Gofpel.

: We may obferve in the mean ‘time, Firff, That =~
-St. Bernard was Canonized by Alexander the IIL in

the Year 116¢, viz. Twelve Years after his Death;
. B Secondly.

Lgh




4 A Defecourfe concerning the
T hat Pope Innocent the 11 does approve of
flel‘i‘;”dgi)i{'llieatof gt. Bernard’s ‘againft Abelardus ,
as may be feen by that Epiftle which he wrote to

- the Archbifhops of Sessand of Rbeims, to their Suf-

fragans, and to St. Bernard himfelf, and which is thp{ﬁne
hundred ninety fourth amongft St. Bermard’s Epiftles.

“Thirdly, That he was the moft learned Man in }us tm(])e.

Fourthly, That he was the Founder ofan clzlmmen& r-

der, which is difperfed throughout all the W? ;Ln

part of the World, and that a great number of h"

bots, Bifhops and Cardinals have come out of his

School. : . 4

t of St. Rbemy————at Rbeims, an

aftfret\:vrz:‘rfdﬁ\‘b g?fhop of C/:m]m, wrote thefe words,
)Tt d&e g lictle before the Year 1170 (B). That the confii-
Paribuss cab e of him who does make confeffion of his greaseft fins
ls' does [rand in need of a havdful of the blood of Fefus
‘Chriff:  in ftead of dipping the tip of his finger in wa-
ter; let him wafb his bands, not in the blood oJ:I 4
finner, but in the death of his Redeemer. Let lnmd ip
his finger in the place where the Nails were. %e ocs
afterward compare the Blood of Jefus Chrift uplog

the Crofs to that of the Lamb which was fprinkle
by the Prieft; and from thence takes eccafion to
exprefs himfelf thus : Dip then thy finger, and /pr;);..
kle it againft the Veil of the Santtuary 5 to the endt;t
the blood of our Lord’s paffion may ferve thee for a key

beaven.
” ';‘Pl:: ftféé”:\!u:{or“g;’s alfo in another Work of

© @)Lt 1 de his (5), We muff every day prefent before God, not

Taburn, Mofe- Merit, which is evil, but the priviledge o ﬁx’c
i our own Merit, Ly
;‘;9{55{‘5{' b nature, and his merey. ‘This is the conftant Doltrine

of thé XIIs; Age. o
Urban

* Merit. of Good Warks.

Urban the IV1h lived about the middle of the XIIIz4-
Age. He is famous for inftituting the Feaft of

the Sacrament

» upon the account of a pretended

Revelation to a certain religious Woman of thp
Country of Liege. There is a Commentary of his

upon the Miferere, where he fhows

, that be does

follow -the fame Do&rine concerning the Merit of
Good Works, which was univerfally received before his
time. Firf, He protefts that he does appeal from Juftice
to Mercy, according to the Exhortationof St. Anfelme.
Secondly, He does confefs that there is nothing in
him able to merit that Glory which he does wait

for (8). Thirdly, He declares that Mercy has no
refpe to our Merits, but only to our Mifery.
Fourthly, He does make ufe of fuch terms asthefé :
I do not beg for my own Merits fike , or Jor thy Juftice
ormy ewn.... or for my Works fake, wherein 1 have
miferably gone aftray, but for thy preat mercy. Non
peto fecundum “meritum meum, vel fecundum jufti-
tiam tuam vel meam.... vel fecundum opera mea,
quibus mifer deviavi, fed fecundum magnam mifes
ricordiam tuam,

Thomas Aquinas who was contemporary with this
Pope fpeaks'thus () ; No Man can make any pretence of
Meris before God, unlefs by Juppofing a Divine difpofi-
tiony by virtue of whicl Man does obtain of God by his
operation , quafi mercedem, in manner of a Salary as
it were, that for which God has given him the power of
working.  This is the Do&rine of the Gofpel. But
fee here the leaven which Thomas adds to it, and
which has {o very much fowred the whole mafs of the
Divinity of the Church of Rome. The fame Thomas
in the Third Arricle of the fame Queftion, with
fome -other Divines in his time, does maintain, That

Ba becaufe

) Qidaigi-
gm’ [b%:ma’onu
fumy paffionis
condigne ad
Jutnram glovi-
am quam €x-
peio,

MY 1y 2.2,
Ex4.A

o Lo




A Difeowrfe concerning the
becaufc of the operation and the grace of the Holy
Spirit_wrought in the faithful, and from whence
Good Works do proceed, their . Good Works do me-
st de condigno, which is fo very weak a foundation,

¢hat one might naturally draw from it a De-

&rine quite contrary to that which Thomas Aquinas
has gathered from ir. Upod which account alone
Vafquez thought himfelf obliged to refute it. The
fme Leaven is to be foun alfo - in St. Bonaven-
taure,in Guliclmus Antiffiodorenfis,and in Guilielmus Parifi-
enfis. But all this could not hinder but that the
Holy Derine fhould ftill be preferved in the
Chairs. and Schools of the Latine Church.

" Baidins de Romais very famous both for his Birth
and Dignities, but efpecially for having undertaken
the Defence of St.Thomas. The fumm “of which
has been critically examined by an eminent Divine
: of Qxfard, in a Boak entituled,” Thoma Repreben(o-

(1) duc.Mive, riums (%), In the mean time he has made no dif-
£ 409 ficuley of deferting St. Thomas in the matter of Me-
(o)l 2. Difj rit. He does exprefsly fay (o), Firff, That there
2 2x. At gt be fome equality between the Merit and its.
¥ Reward, and that it is this equality, which is the

foundation of Juftice ; then he concludes, that where
there is ot fuch an Equality, there canbe no Juftice..
Secondly, He maintains that the faithful are confide-
red in refpect of God, as Servants arc in refpett of
their Mafters, Children of their Parents, and the Wife
of her Husband. He could nat have {poken more.
anprefly of Jultice or of Merit. Thirdly, He
fhows how that our Saviour Jefus Chrift declared

¢his Truth, Lske 17. 1O. where he fays, When ye
fball have dowe ali thofe things that are commanded

‘youy fay. we are anprofisable fenvantsy we have done that
: which

»"- Merit of Good Works.’ o
-which wis ovr duty 20 do. (p) Forafervant cannot do ( ls 9
morethqnhe qught, for whatloever he does, isbut his bff)m,;:h"l‘t
duty. There is not therefore any thing fimply juff , poseft fiperaro

i nor
[imply a Merit between a Mafter and a Servant, but there r 551,’,"

may be fomething like is. This is the opinion of him & picid

whom they commonly call the Prince of Divines. iy

nee fimpliciter mevitum inter Dominim @ Servwm, fed potsft offp aliquid _(,‘m,-’f,m;;::c’_”‘q K

Raymondus de Roshefors Penitentiar of Gregor,
ninth, and the third Generalof the Orjder of t!fle]‘f:?a?
bins compos’d at the fame time a Summary of the
cafes of Repentance, an Abridgment of which may
be found in that place , where .the Author does fot.
down the confeffion of dying perfons, in the fame
‘terms that St. Anfelme had preferibd tothem. There
isno need of repeating them, I fuppofe it was madea.
lietle after Raywondns's Work was publifl’t, becaufe
thereare fo many ancient Manuftriptsof it to be found
inLibrariess

Durindus Bifhop of  Pay, and afterwards Bifhop
of Meanx, does folemnly confute the Dottrine of
St. Thomas Aquinas, about the Meritof Geod Works

And he does it fo notably both by Scripture (g)s.2.pif
and Reafon, that the Divinesof the Chureh of Rome 3o
are fore’d to look upon him asan Antagoniftof their
Thomas Aguinas. Yet. for all that, this Durandss
taught Divinity at Rome, and at Paris they had gene-
rally a great reverence and efteem for him.
. Morcover it is plain, thas this was not his opigion
in particular , bur was the general belief  of moft
people : grft that very year in which Durandus died, .
viz. in the year 1333. Guilielwus de Montrotier pub-
lil’c a Treatife of his for a Dire&ion:. for Curates,
mn




A Difcourfe concerning the
- in which thefe words-do eccur upon the Lord’s Prayer
(N chods (r).: Baut whydo werather [ay thy Kingdom come, than
SANES BUIC fuy, Let us come info thy Kingdom ? I anfiver, that it is
’ t0 [bow usy-that 5o man docs obtain the glory of Paradifé
by bis own Merits, but purely by the grace of Gad, accor-
ding to that of the Apoftle, not by Worksof Righteouf
nefs, which we havedone, but accordingto his mercy
he faved us., It is therefore we fay adveniat, that isto
Jay, Let thy grace come unto usyand not,Les us arive af that ;
becanfe, as was faid, we cannot arrive at it by our own Me-
rits.

Secondly, Nicholasde Lyrahas made notes upon the
whole Bible, and has prefervid that lictle knowledg
of the Holy Scriptures which did remain before the
Reformation. He wrote thefe words at the fame time,
upon the tenth Chapter of St. John. The glory of Heaven
cannot properly be called wages, but a kind of freegift, in
4s much as that only which is paid as & recompence for
[fowne labour, is called wages. And the reafon of this is,
becaufe that an Tnheritance is diftinguift’d .from wages
properly fo called ; juft asa Son, to whom the Inheritance
does belong, ought to be diffinguilli'd from a hireling, to
whom wages is due. Thus the glory of Heaven isgives
tothe faithful, asaninheritanceistoChildren, and has not
therefore the nature of wages. :

1hirdly, Simon deCaffia who died in the year 1348.

(/) Lib. 6. . fpeaks after the fame manner (/) uponthofe words,
a Call the labourers, and give them hirey Jefus Chriff, faith
he, has made nfe of a foft word 5 when bhe faid not ,
-their hire, becaufe no man does merit rewards for his
Good Werks, nor indeed the greate(t wages. Upon which ac-
count it is, that be doesnot add their, but hire only, viz.
shar which ke has from all eternity prepar’d to beflow upon
thofe that Work righteonfucfs. .
The

ST

P

Merit tf Good Wirks, -

"The famous Richard, Archbifhop of Armazh, in hi
Treatife againft the errours of the 5rmm‘m,° ff)eakiﬁg
of the word merces ; does explain himfelf in thefe
terms (). Seeing fome certain fortof recompence onught ® Lib
tobegivento any one, notuponthe account of the condigs 2i. e
nity of his Work, but upon the account of the pram{/§ s
and ]n"_/ﬁ of the jufbice of him who gives it | and who
promisd it only in general 5 let this fort of vecompence be
Liven in any degree whatfoever, one may fbill call it wages
Sor Work. -

Bradwardin Chancellour of Oxford, and afterwards
A!‘chblﬂlofg of Canterbury does attack the Pelagians * '35
with a vaft volume, wherein he overthrows the Do-

&rine of Merit of condignity in feveral places, vi-

- goroufly maintaining thjs Propolition, Ther Merits

ave 7ot the canfe of Eternal veward, (s) as the Do@&ri ;

of the facred Scriptures and of Anti’qgit)y. oftrine S;o)m;:;m
If any one does flill defire a ftronger proof than the #r Iremi..

Teltimony of thefe three perfons does afford, though

becaule wrmnﬁin the fame time, in places far diftant

from one another, and upon a popular fubjed, one.

mighe eafily believe them for what they fay ; I may-

alledg the Univerfity of Paris, where Guy a Profeflour

and a Carmelite , having propounded this Propofition:

againft a Jucobin , Man does merit eternal Life de con-

digno, that is to fay, in fuch & manmer that un-

lefs it were given himy he wonld be injurd, and God

would wrong himfelf, he was forc’t to recant it as

falle, heretical,” and blafphemous. This was done

in the year 1353. by the order of the Chancellour

of the Univerfity , and of feveralother Do&orsof the-

faculty at Paris.’

. L After .
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A Difconrfe- concerning the

Afier this recantation, we may fee many eminent

‘Divines following the -opinion of St. Aufelwe and
St. Besmard. One Facobus de Huute ille Profeflour at
Paris, whofe opinion Marfiliss ab Ingen docs take notice’

of. Murfilins ab Ingen does formally maintain that
our Works whether confider’d in themfelves, or as
the fruit of the grace of God working with us,’ can-
not merit ex condigno, which he proves all along

‘by ‘Scripture: and he does determine ‘on the con-

trary, that whatfoever is called Merit, does depend.
-upen tlic acceptance of God through the Meric
of lefus Chrift, Gerardus. de Zutphen, who died
four years before Marfilius, wasplainly of the fame

-opinion.

Towards the end of that z;ge, Raymondas Tordamus

- Abbot of Celles in Berry was of this opinion. They

publifi?d his Books under the name of Idiots, but Fa-

. .ther Raynawd has made it a}l:spcar that they were this

Raymondus’s.  Thus hefpeaks: (x) Tribulation, fays
he, docsnot fuit well with & paft crime which thow doft
pavidon, nor with the prefent grace of confolation which
thow doff give, nor with the future glory which show doft
freely promife. 'Thefe words did difpleafe the Cenfors
of the Bibliothees Patrum, who therefore put a Cauté
lgendurs at the margin. They were fomuch afraid ,
left they fhould ~whollty attribute the praife of our
Salvation to the mercy of God.

The Doftrige of St. Anfelme, was not forgotten in
the X V24, Age, which furnifhes us with a great many
eminent, witnefles who did oppofe. the Meric of con-
digpity. .

Petrus de Alliaco Bithop of Cambray ,- and after-
wards a Cardinal, does maintain that Merits are but
improperly call’d the caufe of Recompence.
: ' Gerfon

< Merit af:;Go'ad Works.".

- Gerfon Chancellour of the “‘Univerfity of Paris; a
Perfon admir'dall Exrepe over in the time of the Coun-
cit of Confance , ddes, in his Treatile of the Art of
Dying, put thefe words in the Mouth of a dying Be-
liever, O Lord, I implore thy pardon, not for any value
of my own Meritsy butby the virtue and efficacy-of thy moft
Holy Paffion, by thewhich thou wert willing to redeem wie,
even me that was miferable, and didft vouchfafe. to pur-
chafe Péradife for me by the price of thy Bleod. ~ The fame
Gerfonwhen he made his Will, concluded it with this
verfe, :

Spes meata Jefus €5, gratiay non Operds

Sohannes Waldenfis, whofe works were examin’d at
Rome and apprev’d of by Pope Marsin the Vb, does
at the fame. time exprefs himfelf in as precife a man-
ner. When he faw a great party of Thomas Agquinas’s
opinion concerning Merit of Condignity, he exprefles
himfelf thus, I zake bim for 4 moft Holy Divine, for 4
moft faithful Catholick and moft agreeing with the Holy
Scriptures, who does fimply renounce axy Juch Merit, and
oes avow with the moderation of the Apoftle and the
Scriptures, that no Man does [fimply merit the Kingdom of
Heavew, but by the grace of Gody or by the willof him
who beftows it. . He proves ‘his opinion by the Sacred
Scripture , b}r the Fathers, by the Canon of the
Mafs which {peaking .of the Saints do import thus
much , into whofe company we prey thee to admit us ,
wot regarding our Merit, but granting us Pardon. And
in another place, he fays, To the end that we, who do
not truft in the quality of Merits, m4y merit not thy
judgment but thy mercy.

(o : I confef

-l
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4 Difeourfe concerning .the

I confefs that Waldenfis as learneda Man as he was,
does take thofe words of the: Mafs , non eftimator
‘Meériti, [ed dowator Venie, in a’wrong fenfe. Itis
certain by the expofitions of the ages before walden-
fis, that theword Meritsm does notin this place figaify
Good Works, but Sins; the fenfe is, »or regarding our
fins, but granting s pardon for them. Some of thofe
‘Divines have notwithﬁanding followd the errour
of Waldenfis ; but if it be a fault, the great appro.
bation which they have for the Works of Waldenfis
has aathoriz’d it: ~ And it is very probable, tharif fo
learned a Man as waldenfis could thus make ufe of
this place of the Mafs, there were a great many Di-
vines in his time , who underftood it in the fame
fenfe as he did, ‘more regarding the found of the
terms, than their true fignification. Howcver it
was, {ée what he adds, God, faith he, according s0
this article, has wo regard to our Merit, either of con-
gruity or of condignity, but to bis own grace, will, and
mercy. It is thevefore wery imjurvious 1o our Saviour,
4924 bim who crowns us (6 freely, to difpute o much abour
Merits, withous fpeaking of his Grace.

Pan! Bifhop of Burgos, one of the moft knowing
Prelates of histime in the Holy Scriptures, did fo
exa&ly follow the fame opinion, that Cardinal Be/
Iarmire thonght himfelf oblig’d tojoyn him with T4o-
mas waldenfis, as one of thofé that did moﬂﬂronily,
oppole Thomss Agwinas’s opinions concersing this
matter.

Bie/, who was the firft that taught in the Univer-
fity of Tubing, towards the end of the XVzb. Age,
does cxplain the Merit of Condigniry in fuch a man-
ner, as does quite overthrow .the fame opinions of

Thomas , veferring all to God’s acceptance, pofitively
denying

Merit of Good Works. iy

denying the goodnefs of an altion to be the ground

of God’s rewardingit, but only his promife, which
isthe opinion of the Ancientsandof Proteftants.

Pope Adrisn the fixth, Cardinal Csjetan, and Conms

rard Koelin, can eafily inform us, what was taught

in cheir time, that is to fay, inthe firlt chirty years of

the fixteenth Age. ) '

p See what Adrian had writtenin 4. Semtentiarum be-

ore he was Pope (y). Owr*Mersts, faith he, ar¢like

a fiaff of reed, fv/le;{«))n if a Man lean 5 it breaksy and gu)tﬁ?:’r:s:;;l.‘
pierceth the hand of him that leaneth thereon. He, imi. Mt
tating Ifaiab herein, does compare the righteoufnefles

of Man, to a piece of menftruous cloth. Our se-
vionr, writes he, then fpeaks rightly, when ke fays,
When we have done all thofé things that are com-
manded you, fay, weare unprofitable fervants. This
Do&orbeing afterward made Pope in the year 1422,
caufed his Works to beprinted at Rome, which was
“done without any contradiftion, neither did he ever
retrattany thing of this Dottrine,

Cardinal Cajeran is famous for’ his conferences with

Luther. But as he inhis latter days did apply Nimfelf

to ftudy and comment upon the Holy Scriptures, fee

how he expreffeth himfelf uponthe fixth chapter, verfe

the twenty third of the Epiffle to the Romans, fol-
lowing herein the conceptions of St. duftin: 8t. Paul

- does not fay that eternal life is the wages of rl_gb.‘eauJ-

nefs, but the gift of Gody to the end that we may under-
fland, that we da not merit eternal life by onr Merits,
but by the free gift of God. This is his opinion at
laft. For I'know that though this famous Thom;
had before pufht things fo far, as to maintain, thag -
the Good Works of the righteous do merit eternal
life ex condigno, yet there was never any divine covenant
C: made
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rhade thereupon, AS Bellaimin does confef ubi fupra
cap. 16. ) .

%onrard Koelin, commenting upon the Swmm of
St. Thomas does refle& upon St. Thomas’s opinion, that
Good Works receive quafi mercedem, that is, as it
were a reward, upon the account of the promife of
God made to Good Works, and fays that he expreft
himfelf thus, becaufe properly [peaking , Man - does not
receive a reward, becaufe there is nothing juff or due in
this vetribution, and he maintains that in this refpe&t
it cannos properly be called areward z. .

Erafmusis fo exprefs in this matter in .many places,
that he was cenfurd for it; and was put inthe Index
Expurgatorins.

Didecus Stella a famous Cordelier, and Confefor to
Cardinal Granville has paft through the Index Expur-

gatorius of Quinoga, for having taught upon St. Luke;

that we do'not merit bleflednefs ex condigno. ,
Soffeus Clitfovens an eminent Dottor of Paris and
aRegular of Charsres does make all the fame refleti-
ons upon thofe wordsof the Mafs, nor aftimator Meriti,
fed donater Venisy againft the Merit of Good Works,
which waldenfis had done before him.  Which fhows
that our Reformers have only followed the fenfe which
the moft eminent Divines of the Church of Rome
had put upon thofe worls. This is in his. Elucid.
Ecclefiaft. p. 156. where he fays that which Lusher
treating upon the fame Subjeft could not have

faid more. . .
" Fobannes Fernsaneminent Cordelier, and Preacher
at Mayence has followed the fame opinion, as may
be feen in his pieces printed at Paris, with the privi-
ledg and approbation of the Sorfomne, in the year
1560. It istrue, that following the. flile of the In-
quifition,

Merit “of Good-Works.
quifition, they have fince expunged thofe places out
of his Works., And probably g'this is tlf:: reafon,
v}ghy there is anothet: Editien of - them Printed at
ome.

Clandins Efpenfaus,the famous Bifhop of Euresx,who
was prefent as a- Do&or at the” Council of Trenr
does defend Er“‘:/mm’s opinion in his Comment up‘él;
the Second Epiftle to Timothy and fourth Chapter, as
conformable to the fentiments of St. A/, decla’ring
with that ancient Dottor, that the Crows of Righte-
oufnefs is focalled, becaufe it is juft that God {hould
ﬁ_ll'am: that which he has in his mercy promifed, al-
t ouEh the thing be not due. ’

There is a Work of Abbot Lonss Blafius, who dyed
in the Year 1566, Printed in the Bibliotheca Patrum
under the name of Abbot .Ducriamus, It is called’

Speculum Monachorum, . where he fpeaks in feveral

places after fach a manner, as fhows that he was
of an opinion direétly vo;;poﬁte to Merits of Condig-
nity. ‘Thus he fpeaks of the faithful; They do noz,
fays he, coufidently place the hope of their '.Sa/'v,u'lw;
in. the numbery or-in the' Merib of the Good works.
,éb;,;, ,hbe,l d;, Ifut imﬁthe libersy of the Children of

od which they have obtained by the Blood :
Chrift (a). 7 ko Jefks

Age, till" the Council of 7rems, about.the belief
of aerit of Condignity. To draw any great adwan-
tage from it, I judge it is neceffary to add here

fome Conliderations , which we may. very naturally .

make upon .it,

v ot . .. . - Tb@

"This is, the Hiftory of what paffed.from the X1Irh ‘6 F-3o8.
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The :Firft Confederation.
~§HE firft Confideration, which one might make
“uwpon “it, i8, That the Church of Rome has
not been exempted from changes in the moft
important matters. of Religion. That thercfore
it tells us, with fuch an Emphalis, of its immuta-
bility, is a meer illufion. In vain 'do they
maineain; That :anImage of Plaifter Work, which.
they have formerly "gilt *over, is of pure Mafly-
Goid,  ifince :it 1s fufficient to undeceive the
Woild, that by the breaking off only one Finger of
it, it is evident that it is nothing but Plaifter Work
gilt over. There are none but ignorant perfons
that.can be abufed by it. And cerminly never was
any .thing more eafic to be conceived than the
-change which we fpeak of. Ever fince fo great a
Man as Thomas Aguimas and fome others did pro-
duce this new opinion, thoughthey could not make
it be received afmgether, yet they have infenfibly
drawn in fome Orders to-adhere to thisopinion, and
to admire their learning. The Summ of St. Thomas
has infenfibly .been owned by the Popith Divines,
and they look’t upon it as the Sacred Texr, fome
Ages ago. At laft it has in fome meafure pre-
vailed over Lombard, whofe Work had ferved as a
Text to an infinite number of Divines from the
XIlth to this prefent Age. An eminent inftance of
what I fay is to be feen in the Order of Cordeliers.
All the World knows that Joannes Scotus was the
firft that chought of the immaculate conception lc:f
the

| 'Mrit of Giod Wirks:

the Bleffed Virgin. Neverthelefs, the credit of this
great Man, and the pertinacious adhefion of the Di-
vines of his Club, has almoft fubverted the Roman
School upon this Queftion. - The Facobins, who per-
fitt in the ancient opinion, have had much ado to
defend themfelves againft the torrent, and the Council
of Trent durlt not decide a Queftion clearer than
the day, for fear of makinga Schifm among the Di.
vines of her Communion ; the opinion of Foawnes
Scotwus having been determined as an Article of Faith
at the Council of B4fi/, which fhows that within the
fpace of an hundredand twenty three Years, which
paft from the Death of Foannes Scotus o this Coun-

cil, the greateft part of the Divines had embraced

this Novelty ; and the Sordonse which looks upon

this Council as a General one, does make her Do-

&ors fivear, That they will defend this belief even

to the lofs of their Blood. Thus did error, ina

litele time, make this great progrefs in che bofome of

the Rowan Communion. And yet after all this, they

are continually buzzing in our Ears the immutabi-

lity of that Church in matters of Faith.

T he Second Confrderation.

HE fecond Confideration, which ferves to com-
prehend the means whereby this change was
affeCted, has refpe& to the Inquifition, ‘which the Ja-
cobins of the Cabal of St. Themas Aquinas were pollefled
of fromthe Year oze thoufand two hurdred fifty eight.

- One may fee by a writing of the Univerfity of Paris;

that they lay’d the preateft %:ound of the Pope’s

approbation of Thomas Aquinas his DoCtrine upon his
Canonizing’

To-
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Canonizing-him. .But 'we -know - after-what “man-
ner they have : proceeded againft the other Orders
themfelves, when they-have dared to oppofe the
fentiments of this new Saint. How fince the Inqui-
fition has come within their hands, they-have made
ule of it .to the beflt advantage againft fuch as had the
courage to oppofe the defigns and definitions of the
Popes. They have not forgotten. alfo to make ufe
of it to fupport-the interefts of their Order, as far
as they wereable, in exterminating all fuch as fhou!d
dare to contend with them in matter of Religion.
‘They know well cnough thatbefore the Tribunal of the
Inquifition was ere@ted, no opinion could gain ground
fo quickly. When perfwafion only is made ufé of
without outward force, it is a difficule thing for any
new opinion to make any quick progrefs. There is
contradicting , writing, difputing, this hinders the
progrefs of error ; but fince force and violence were
mixe with it, Men hold their peace, and keep their
opinion to themfelves ; there is necd of a great deal
of courage, and a great deal of confideration publick-
ly to maintain an opinion againft him that is fur-
aifhe with power to deftroy you, and who makes his
will the only rule and meafure of his proceedings.
This is the chara@er of the Inquifition, as may be
feen in the Inquifitors Dire€tory publifht at Romse,
towards the end of the laft Age. The People -and
knowing perfons did not think themfelves often obli-
ed to go-and contend withthe Divines, whom they

Merit of Good Warks.

The Third Confideration.

HE third Confideration which onc mighe

make upon. the means whefeby this change

was afefted, ‘has refpe€t to Confeflion, by means

of which the Monks did infenfibly alter that belief

which prevailed aforetime. The care which the

Monks took to poffefs themftlves of the ConfCiences

of Men, by rendering themfelves Mafters and Judges

of their hearts in the Tribunal of Penance; that

great power which they had ever fince the XIIlb

Age in diretting Mens Confciences, maugre all the

oppofition of their own ordinary Paftors, has given
them occafion to inftil into People the fame lenti-
ments concerning Works meriting de Condigno. And
indeed if one does carefully examine the matter, it
will appear, Firff, That it is juft from that time,
that the Monks have fer {o ftrange a value upon
their Works, as if by that means they werein a
much greater degree of perfe@ion, than other Chri-
ftians are.  Secondly, It appears, That it is from that
time, that they have ereted Fraternities, by giving

their Votaries Letters of Aflociation for all the Me- -

rits of their Convents. As the foundation of thefe
Fraternities- was a_ltogether new , fois it in vainto
fearch for any fuch Letters in Antiquity, as thole

which we feein thelelaft Ages. Waldenfis (b) does (5) Tom. e
recite the form of thele Affociations for the Order of Serameata-
Carmelites, to which he didbelong: We gramt you ooy v *
which refpe& the Nature of Good Works, though the perpetual " participation of whatfoever the Mercy of
they faw them oppofed by thofé new” Difciples.of 74o- our Saviowr -does vouchfafe to effect. by our Brethren:
mas Agquinas. '  The ' D M. de

ookt ul(:on as Novators ; as long as they faw that
the Orthodox opinions do alwaysenjoy the prayers of
the Church, as we very clearly fee that thofedid,

ﬂP. p3-
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an Matth, p
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M. de St. Amour does recite in his Journal , p. 41, -

the form of Affociation which they had in the Or-
der of the.Aaga{im by a Grace of the General of
that Order 'in the year 1653, We may eafily -per-
ceive how the laft'is much -larger than the former

It would be a very filly thi[fllg to imagine that there
were any fuch forms of Afociation in the time of
St. Hilary, who faid fo exprefly upon the Parable of
the wife Virgins, which refufed ro give of their
oyl to the foolith ones, () That noman can be affifted
by the Works and Merits of another. The recei-
ving of errors repugnant to Antiquity is an effe&t
of the corruption of . Divinity in thefe laft Ages.
And. the drawing of fuch -pernicious cenféquences
from them, for to fubjet the people unto them by
pretending to aflociate them with themfelves , “is a

effect of a Monkifh Spirit.

The Fourth Cbnﬁderdtz’on.

A Fourth Confideration will evidently demonttrate
the novelty of this proud Dotrine of Merit of Con-
dignity. °Tis. true, the Popes have turn’d thofe
words of Jefus Chrift to St. Peter, Whatfoever tha

“fbalt loofe on Earth, fhall be loos’d in Heaven, into all

fenfes. . Gregory the " feventh found therein a right
of frecing Subje&s from the Oath of Allegiance.
Tnnocent the Third found therein a right of granting
a kind of general Pardon to all fuch as would go
to defend the Holy Land againft the Infidels, com-
manding the Angels to receive them at the hour of

their deaths, and to carry them into Heaven with-
out

o M of Good Works.-

‘out ever pafling through Pusgatory. Butever fince the
conceit of the Condignity of Works has gained in the
World, they have.thereupon invented, that the Saints
having dong a great many Works of Supererogation,
they might make a great advantage of them, if they
fhould make a Fond of them, and the Popes who know
how to manage them well, have found out a very good
fecret, how rorender Indulgences more plaulible, by
giving. them fo plaufible a foundation. It .is, cer-
tain, if any thing in the ‘World can be fo, that In-
dulgences are nothing elfe but a relaxation of thofe
punifhments, which the Canons did. prefcribe to
thofe who ought to undergo a publick Penance. The
moft knowing of the  Roman- School agreeto it. It
is certain, that inthe firft Ages of the Church, this
Indulgence was granted at the prayer of thofe who
wereready to {uffer Martyrdom - But fince_the con-
ceit of the Merit of Condignity has prevail’d, itis
no more as. i was; it is now-an impntation of the
Satisfations and Merits of fuch as ‘have fuffer’d more
than they deferv’d ; and who have done more Good
Works, than they were oblig’d to do. .The Pope has
gathered together this furplufage of Sarisfactions
and of Merits, he keeps the key of them , he opens
them in the years of Fubilee, he opens them at his
pleafure, and gives of them what, how much, and
to whom he pleafes. Corrio has obferv'd .in his
Hiftory of the ailanefé, that Bomifue the ¢ighth
fent an Iadulgence to Milain, of o uncertain an

23

import, that it was granted, (4) neither to the conc (4) e comri-
trite, nor to thofé that were confefled. In the year tisncconfufs.

1300. the twenty firlt day of Famwary when the In.
dulgence was givenout at Rome, to which place the
Lomsbards could_not come, becaufe of continual Wars,

D2 Pope
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Pope Bonifuce at the-Interceflion: of Vifcount Jobn
Galeafius , granted it to Milain in the fame form as
he had given it £0 Rome, viz. That every one under
the Dominion of that Viftount, although he was
neither Contrite nor Confeffed, fhould be abfolved
from any {in :- on Condition that he remain ten days
together in that €ity, and vifit five Churches every
day ..... and offer the firft time two parts of the
Money that he might expendsin his Journcy to Romse,
two parts of which are to be beftowed towards the
building of a Church, and the third part to the Pope.
Thefz ate the words of Corvio. Theodericus of Nicm
Bifhop of Verd, relatéth almoft the fame thing of
“Urban the Sixth: this Pope not content with the great
Offerings which were made in the Churches of Rome
by the Germans, Fungarians, Poles, Bobemiansy Englifb,
and by thofe that were of the Kingdoms and Pro-
vincesunder his Obedience he fent out his Queftors
into feveral Kingdems to fell his Indu!gence for that
Money which it might coft the People in their Jour-
ney to Rome; and thus he amafled together a large
heap of wealth, becaufc they abfolved from all fins
confeffed, even-without Penance.- This is a marvelons
effec, but 1o marvelous that any one may beaffured,
that whofoever they were that have ever been the
greatelt perfons, and moft knowing in Antiquity ,
not to fpeak at prefent of the Apoftles, did pever
difcover any thing of it by all the effort of their me-
ditation and fudy. This truth was acknowledged
by dntonins, Sylvefter, Prieras, and by Fifber Bifhop of
Rochefler inthe laft Age.

The

. Merit of. Good Wrks.

The sztb Confrderation.

THE.F‘M‘ Confideration does refpe& notonly thar
1 divifion whichis among the Schoolmen about
this matter, ( which is no very rare thing, no more
than their oppofition to the fentiments of the [')ureﬁ anti-
quity is, ) but that contradition alfo wherein one ma

lee the Writers of the Churchof Rome, are with then'?:
felvesabout it. Can any one imagine amore ridicu-
lous contradition than that of St. 74omas Aguinas and
of his followers? They confefs, That Man has nothing

in himfelf whereby he-can merit, That there is need of

an effeftual Grace for the converfion ofany Man
’tlps;Grace isgivenfreely. It follows frorril hence T::ci
tis the Doctrine of St. duffén, That Man being indebted
to God for this Grace which does pufh him forward to
good Works, and which does move him to every good
a&ion, he can nevermeritthercby: In the mean time;,
notwithftanding this-principle which they lay do‘wn:

" they ceafe not to maintain, ‘That the faithful do merit,

properly {peaking. Behold alfo another

contradi€tion about the fame matter. TE:ypﬂg?r?tl:i:
that Man can make no pretencc to the glory of Heaven
without the promife which God- has - given him. of
it:; They are forc’d to confes moreover upon this’
fpundatlon, That thereis no prorortion between Good.
l\;\{grlfslanq the ((3}10{{ o:: l:-leaven. From thefe two

rinciples it neceffarily follows, That i

P tg y hat if God does
of grace; and becaule he has promifed ir. Never-
thelefs after their agreement in thefetwo ;.Jrincieglzgv
they ceale not to- oppofe the conlequences of- tlle'ni:-

by .

e glory of Heaven to the faithful, %tis purely’

25
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by maintaining that Good Works have properly the
pature of true Merits. This is what the Council
of Trewt has determined in authorizing chat ridicu-
lous contradiftion which the Thomifts are guilty
of. -

The Sixth Co;gﬁdemtion. '

W7Hat[bever corruption the Thomiffs have in-
troduced in Divinity, by their belief con-
cerning the Merit of Good Works, it is eafy to un-
derftand, that they have not been fo far able to fub-
vert the reigning conceptions of the Lasine Church; bue
thatthere is ftill remaining within the bofom of it a.
great many perfons which do retain the pureft opi
nions. ’Tisa truth which is eafily knewn, becaufe
a great many famous Doftors and mioft eminent per-
fons in that Communion do always vigoroufly op-
E’tOIé this novelty, and do maintain the antient Do-

rine. 1 am even perfwaded that it is almoft im-
poffible, but that the greateft part of the people muft
continue in the Ancient opinions, if they have had
but the leaft knowledge of the Gofpel: efpecially
when they come toattend to the prayers which were
in publick ufé, and co that confeflion which they
caufed to be made to dying perfons. In effeét
whatfoever great thoughts one might grant them
of thofe new Saints whofe works have contributed

_moft to the treafire of Indulgences, there is need
. of buta very little common fénfe to underftand

that che greateft Saints dying with thofe protefta-
tions which they caufed them to make at the very
poine of death, {then efpecially obliged to fpeak

fincerely

Mrit of Good Works."

fincerely in fo principal and fo important a circum-
flance of time, ) were. either perfett hypocrites;
orin fine, that they merited by this lying confeflion;
which are {o many palpable and " grofs abfurdities,
that it is not at all neceffary to confute them. We
muft confef then that thefe Difputes of the Thomiffs
have been retained for fome time in the Chairs of the
Colleges, and agitated by the Divines only’, and
that the people had then no part in them. Secondly
that fince they are gone out from the Univerfities,
and have entred into the Chairs and Seats of the Con-
feffors, they have there been contradi@ed by divers
excellent perfons ; which ferves to defend the anci-
ent Doftrine, and to fhow plainly the noveley of
the other. Thirdly, that when they had very near
prevail’d in the Latine Church, it has always pre-
ferved in its publick fervice, fentiments oppofite to

that which might pafs for the common fentiment of .

the Divines of its School. It is here, that we may
fafely apply the remark of St. gmbrofe, That often-
times the ears of the people are more chafte than

the lips of the Paftors; and that which he fays at-

another time, That the people may retain the Ortho-

doxy, even then when they are led by Paftors which .

are engagedin Errour. .

 The Seventh Conﬁderation.'

E know that the Council of Tress hascondem-.
ned the Merit of Congruity, thatisto fay, the

opinion of a great many Schoolmen, who maintain that
Works done before Grace, do merit. Grace, if not ab-

folutely, .
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ely , yet at leaft by a kind of agreeablenefs, to
ﬁ’!%:lif:hyG’oa eannouefu?‘; it. ‘But to fay the truth,
one may very well wonder, why Merit of Congru-
ity has been ‘more unfortunate than that of Condig-
nity 5 atleaftif we look upon them as coming from-the
Schoolmen. There have beenas many at lealt, who

.have defended the Merit of Congruity, as that-of Con-

dignity. Almoft all the School of Srorus defended Me-
rits of Congruity, that School of Scorus which was
fo.confidered at the Council of Tresr, .that if the
Immaculate Conception which the Seoriffs defended
was qot eftablithed there into an Arricle of Faith,

for fear of feeming to give a deference to the Au-

‘thority of the Council of Bafi/, which the Court
-;f zraz,e looke upon as a Cabal or unlawful ‘Affem-
bly, at leaft they left it in its poffeffion by a par-
ticular Article; and there was fome appearance as if
Merits of Congruity might have the fame approba-
' Een could have l;ira(;vn this condemna}:

jon upon them? It is mo hard matter to guels

:vhat .if was. -On the one fide, they had a mind to
preferve the power of conferring grace to the Sacra.
ment of Penance, and to other Sacraments ; and
they -know that this is a priviledge that does-return
wholly to them that minifter the Sacraments, on

whom grace does by this means depend. On the -

other fide, they found mo advantage in this opinion,
‘not to ﬁa)’l thazl it did vifibly oppole the Doftrine of
St. duffin, and of the Councils and the Popes that
had approved of it. But it was otherwife with the
Dorine of Merit of Condignity. Fizff, They
could not renounce it without juftifying the Refor-
mation which Zuber had commenced, by overthrow-
ing the foundation of Indulgences, which is the Merit

of

. Merit of Good Works,,
of Condignity. Secondly, The Popes and the Monlks
would vilibly. lofe their Credit The Pope would
lofe his entire Revenue of Indulgences. The Monks
wouyld lofe all the fruit of their Severities. For to
fpeak what I think, the confidence which they
repofe in the Merits of ‘the Ancient Saints is
fmall enough ; and I am perfivaded that for one
Vifionary who fhall put a;?y confidedce in the Merits
of the Fathers of the Defare of Thebais, who lived
in the Vb Age, one may find a hundred thoufand
which think of nothing but the Merits of che Fa-
thers of the neighbouring Convent, which may fufe
ficiently be feen by the Frasernities and by che Let-
ters, of which there are a great many forms among

" the Religious. This wasitwhich forced the Fathers

of the Council to anathematize three forts of perfons,
viz. Thofe that deny, that Good Works do cruly
merit the augmentation of Grace; thofe that deny,
that they do truly merit eternal Glory ; and thofe
that deny, that they do meric the polfe(fion of eter-
nal Life. ~ For the fecond Article does clearly exprefs
the Merit of Condignity , which the Lutherans deny
as ftrongly as they do the laft Article, which does
in truth depend on it, but of whicf; the Council
makes a branch by it felf, becaufe it would confider
the dignity of the Work and the Works them-
felves, before that it would confider that which they
obtain of God (e).
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Merit of Good Warks..

, : that bbe p;:;gbt freml;r u} 4tcep;aél};n ;/ky fight , théyare
. g ] S ‘ worthy that for their fake thow ouldft give it eternal

The E’gbtb Conﬁ deration. . Life, which e purchafed at [o grearnﬁri:e.’ He dé-
' ‘ ' fires that God would not look upen him in himfelf,
_but in the face of Jelus Chrift. Iam not worthy,
atthe Council of Trens upon this matter, Tde. . fays he, that thou [bouwldff behold me with the Eyes of

fire the Reader toconfider that there always hasbeen . thy Majeffy , but as it is moft worthy thas for the fake
a great many Chriftians within the Communion of - ' of his Death and Paffion , thou [bouldft not only look
the Church of Rome, who have only apparently fol- wupon me ; but crown me alfo. ’Tis therefore thar I
Jowed the Decrees of that Council 5 an who after. " come unto thee, moff dear Father, and that without any -

all have followed the Dottrines of the Gofpel and v Merits, but thofe inftimable ones of thy Son Fefus -
N : "Chrift my Lord and my Redeemer. 1 bring thee the Merit -

3 ' 4 Difcourfe concerning’ the .

UT, infine, whatfoever determination was-made

of Antiquity. I fay morcover, that they have ftrong- .
ly oppofed them, and that it wasout of pure_necel- of that Death, wherein alone I place all my hope and
‘%Ity that they revokcd them at the hour of Death. ' my m”ﬁdem;e 5 that is my rigbteo;;ﬁgﬁ', my ﬁﬂ;fa{fwﬂ’ .
So true is it that Confcience cannot always be fe- my redemption and my propstiation. The Death of my
duced by the errors of the underftanding ; ’tis true Lord is my Merit. And after that having recited *
alfo, that when Men are approaching before the the words of St.Bersard in his fixty firft Sermon up-
Throne of God’s Juftice, it is difficule for them to on the Canticles, which I have cited before, he adds,-.
preferve that Spirit of Pride which is in the Roman - fpeaking of the Blood of Jefus Chrift, Regard that
School. One can hardly produce a more lively proof price; for that price fake declare me worthy to be placed
of the truth of this Refle€tion than the inftance of among the Sheepat thy right Hand. See-here whatthe -
Cardinal Hofius, who prefided at the Council of Conicience fays, when it beholdsits Sinsand its Good
Tvent under Pius the 1Vzh,  Thefe are fome of the : Works ; and it will never fpeak otherwife, elpe-
expreffions of his lat Will: 1 approach the Throne cially at the hour of Death, whereit {catters away
its illufions ; except the Church of Rome does blot

of thy Grase O Father o Mercies andof all confolation,
fo the end that I may obtain mercy and_find grase in thy out of her Books the Queftions whichare made to -

fight.  Whenfocver i [ball pleafe thee to demand back dying perfons , becaufe they contain a clear andex-
again that which thou baf} committed to miey into thy g prefs. abjuration of the D o@rine of - Merits - of

bands I refign my Spirit which if theufbouldeft look upon Condignity.  And though the Indexes made by the -
as it is in it felfy I confifs it is avt worthy to appear in - orders of the Council of Trént have attempted to
.the prefence of thy Majefty , for it is full of all kind rafe them out, yet they have hitherto never been

of pollutions s but - if thou haft refpec to the B,l_aod of - able to do it in the Roman Communion. . And if -
1by Som, wherein it has been wafbed and purify’d, and the Priefts who ought to make ufe'of them about

10 thofe birter Torments which he fiffered for our [ins dying perfons, do. fupprefs them, to accommodate
; thar themfelves. .
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themfelves to the defigns of the Council , and of
the Index Expsrgatorius, fuch at lealt as do fic ac-
knowledge the Tribunal of the Inquifition, do retain
this cruthi , as thar which does afford all the comfo-
lation to dymg perfons that they can have.




