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: A
DISCOURSE

PENANCE, ¢-
HERE isnothing more common amongft thofe
-~ of the Church of' Rome, than to amplific and fet
“forth the Rigors of Pemance, pradifed in their
.Commiunion, - "Tis from this fuppofal they draw
a great many Prejudices againft the Proteftants,
as if the love ofg Licentioufnefs had made them fhake off a
Yoke fo troublefome and uneafic to the Flefh. We know alfo
how much they efteem themfelves on account of thefe Seve-
ritids, 'asif their Chiurch thetein gave'a certain Mark of her
Zeal and Care for the Salvation of her Children, whom by
thefe Examples fhe trains up to Holinefs. It will be therefore
of -ufé for the informing of thofe who have not attentively
cdnfidered théfe whatters; and-to‘provent the Cheat they en-
deavour to impdfe oh Péoteftints, to hay open as bricfly as may
be, thefe Myfterics, and té make it appoar, that thefe Practices
fo much boafted of, are vaftly remote from the Spirit of Re-
ligion. '
gI-will not here infift upon' that which is. peculiar. to . fome
Orders of Men in that Communion, about the matterof Pe-
hance ; the Janfenifls have fufficiently performde this: in feve-
ral of their Writings. Neither will I'infift' on ‘what Father Le
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A Difcourfe concerning Penance.

Moyne hath maintained in his Manifefto, p. 46. That the Pro:
pohitions of Morality relaxed, which made fo much noife, were
writ by the moft famous Men of the Univerficy of Parist
Nor on what Amadens Guimenius hath made out, that whatis
objeced to the Jefuits in this matter, is not peculiar to them,
and that therefore the Janfenifts could not cenfure the Propos
fitions which the Jefuits defend about Morality, without chal-
lenging the whole Church of Rome, whofe moft famous Di-
vines have defended the fame Opinions long time before and
fince the Reformation. My Defign is not to infift on fome par-
ticular Practice peculiar to fome place, but to fpeak of what
is commonly practifed and vaught by the whole Body of that
Cosnmunion, and received by thewr Divines and €anonitts,
that is, by thofe whom that Church acknowledges for her
Docors and Directors. ,

[ fhall bound my- feIf in this Difcourfe to fpeak chiefly of
Six Articles which concern the Aés of Penance, and which
evidently fhew that the Churcli of Rome hath made of that
Duty a meer Phantafm, which canbeof no ufe to the Salvati-
onof Chriftians. The 1§ refpeds the abolitiun of the Pe-
nance of the Ancients, as to the outward a&sof it. The 24
refpects the Abolition of Penance, as to its Internals. The 34
the Practice of Indulgences. The 4¢4 concerns the Right that
Penitents have to rejec the Penances impofed on them by their
Confeffors. The ¢b refpeéts that Power a Sinner hath to make
Satisfaction by meansof a Third, upon whom he difchargeth
the carc of performing the Penance he does accept of. The 6¢h
concerns the nature of thefe Satisfactions for Sins, to which
all the Romifh Picty may bereduced. .

It can’t be denied, that the Church of old made ufe of great
feverities with regard to Sinners that were guilty of enor-
mous Crimes ; her excluding at firft from her Communion
for ever thofc that were guilty of Idolatry, Adultery, and
Murther, doth evidence that the was minded to infpire Sin-

ners with the greateft Horrorand Averfion for fuch Crimes
as.
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as thefe's and afterwards her admitting Sinners guilty of fuch
Enormities only to reccive her Peace, and the Tokens of her
Comrpumon, at the hour of death, isa fufficient evidence that
by this feverity fhe was minded to keep off thofe that were no-
fufficiently touched with the horror of thefe fins. We know al-
fo what Aufteritics, Punithments and Mortifications fhe pre-
feribed to thofe who were defirous to partake of this Graces
and that without a continued cxcrcife for many years of adts
of Penance, all hope of Reconciliation was taken away from
fuch grofs finners. The finner wasobliged toappear before the

Churchin a mourning Habit,covered with Afhes, and wearin
an Hai;’ Cloth; in this pofture he was ro proflrate himfeﬁ'
at thefeet of the Congregation with tearsand groans,conjuring
them, with their prayers,to entreat the favour of God for him;
afterwards by the carneft application of the Aflembly to the
Bifnop in his behalf, e was admitted to do Penance, he was ob-
liged to humble himfelf under the hand of the Bifhop, to ob-
tain his prayers and blefling during his penitcntialCou;fc ; he
was for a long time according to the nature of his fins, cx-
cluded from the Communion of Believers, and to continue for
fome years in the Condition of the Catechumeni, without affift-
ing at Prayersor the Sacrament, and for fome years more in
the flate of thofe, for whom theBihop implored the Divine
Mercy; and after all, for fome years more deprived of the Sa-
craments, tho admitted to Common Prayer ; yea fometimes
excluded for ever from the participation of the Eucharift except
at the hour of Deathias we find it fer down in theCanons of the
Councils of the 34,4th,5¢h,and 6th. Century,not to fpeak now
of thofc additions that have been fince made to the feverity of
thofe Ancicnt Canons, This Bifcipline as to the greate(t part of
thefe particulars, continued for above a thoufand years in the:
Wefters Church, But what part of all thefe outward ads of

Penance hath the Church of Rome retained.

1. She hath abolifhed all the rigor, and retains only an empty
fhadow thereof, in the Excommunications denounced at the
. ) be-.
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beginning of Lent, and whercfrom they are again abfolved on
the Thurfday called Zn Caena Domini, .
11.She hath fo order’d the matter by means of AuricularCon-
felion, that nothing now remains of publick Penance for pub-
lick fins; whereas the Church fometimes for private fins fubmit-
ted the finner to publick Penance, Morin. de Penir. L. 5.C. 8.
lil.She has by the fame means fo wholly changed the notion
of Penance, that even a perfon who has committed Murther,
Adultery, orany other of thofe fins fhe terms Mortal, may
foon after the fact beadmitted to the Communion. We know
how the Janfenifts have been treated, upon fufpicion that they
intended to re-cftablifh therigor of the Ancient Canons,by de-
barring thofe from the Eucharift,that were guilty of fuch fins.
That fhe has abolifhed all the outward Rigor of Penance, is
a matter that nceds no proof, as being known to all the world,
Where do we find in this Communion the leaft traces of thofe
feveral Orders of Penitents that of old were fo common in the
Churcl Has fhe retained any of thofe Penitential Canons which
ferved for a rule to correct and chaftife fuch great Sinncrs, tho
we read them at this day at the end of the Decrce of Gratiam
We know that fince the middle of the & 3 Century dlexander &'
Alez hath cxprefly fet down that almoft all Confeflors maintain-
cd, * thatall Penances were arbitrary, 7. e. depended on the will
of the: Prieft, who could impofe more or lefs as he pleafed, and
that without finning, as doing it in virtue of the keys.We know
that Cardinal Awreolus hath obfetved about the ycar rjoo.that
in his time they were no more impofed;and, that the cuftom of
them was abrogated. And the’ we find fonienotable ckatriples
of Severity uatil the end of the 15 Century, for fome very enor-
mous crimes, yet we fec that fince that time,in impofing of Pe-
nance,they only made ufe of Rods,wherewith the Cardinals and
Penitentiaries whipped their Penitents, Morcover P. Thaumayfin
tells us in his Preface to the Decree of Gratian,that in procefs of
time they came t0 that degree of remifnefs, as only to take
‘rods for a fhow, and out of Ceremony ; fo far were all acts of
Penance difufed fince the year ' 500. I kinow
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I know that in fome parts of Spain, we find fome obfcure re-
mains of this ancient Difcipline. Benedidl; fpcaks of fome whe
whipt themfelves in publick, in the Paflion-week , carried

rofles on their fhoulders, and performed other like aéts of Pe-
nance; but forall that. the fid Author acknowledges that the
form of Penance practis'd in the Ancient Church, was no longer

i being, and that the forementiored Spanifh Penances 4 in

which the faces of the Penitents were covered that they might

not be known, werc only atbitrary, depending on the will of
thofe that underwent ehem,

Ifit be true then that the rigor of the Ancient Church was

of great ufe for the humbling of finners ; if it be eruc that thofe
feveritics performed in Publick were very efficacious to infpire
_Bc_hcvers witha religious fear toavoid the like crimes ; lallly,
if it be true that the Ancient Church made ufe of this feverity
asa bank to ftop the Corruption of the Age, anda Bulwark
againft the Calurmnics of 2 Celfus or a Fulian, who accufed her
of a foft indulgence for, and favouring of fin ; the Church of
Rome orlthe contrary has given the reins to finners, and made
way for all licentioufnefs, by abolithing the ancient feverity,and
hath opened the mouths of infidels to renew thofe accufations
Wherewith-the Pagans of old charged the Church, wiz. for ad-
mitting the nloft Criminal to her Communion.

Iacknowledg that as the feandal that publick finsgave to thofe
that knew of them,was repaired by Aéts of publick Penance,fo
they could not be impofed on fuch whofe fins were unknown,
the Church of old wifcly difpenfing with this humiliation in
thofe whofe fins were not come to publick knowledg. But the
Church ' of Rewre hatlifo entirely taken away this diftinction,
that the moft exccrable finner of her Communion, may
after his being confeft to a Pricft, without giving the publick
any tokens of his Repentance, pafs for a true Penitent. Neither
hath the oppofition made againtt this Novelty, availed any
thing, the Church of Rome having ftopt the mouths of all op-
ponents, by giving her Pricfls the character of Judges in the

8 Tri-
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Tribunal of Confeflion ; and by maintaining, that provided 2
finner fubmit himfelf to their Judgement, he is not obliged to
undergo the Laws of Difcipline, wl31ch the Primitive C wrch
had preferibed to finners, to beaffar’d of the truth and fincerie
" their Repentance. o
v I(\)Ifot but thgt thofc who had any zeal for Religion, took no-
tice that this change made an Inlet forall manncr ofvice,. A
Council held at Lambethin 28 1. tit.de Panit.declares as much
exprefly, ettributing the abolition of Solemn and publick Pe-'
nance to the negligence of fpiritual Directors ; it declares that
this flackning of Penance did nothing elfc but greatly contri-
bute to the excefs and impunity of Crimes, and endeavours
to re-cflablifh the famc; but the Power of Confeflors being alrea-
dy too great, they could by nomcansreform thefe matters.
The mifchicet increafed daily, infomuch that if here and there
any footfteps of feverity were found in fome Confetlors, they
- vep. ONly made ufc thereof to advance the intereft of the Clerg);.
Tafele et Tl Princes of Germany prefented in the year 1510.an h_urllldm
e grievances againft the Gourt of Rome, the 67th of whic flml-
ported, That the Ecclefiaftical Judges andOfficers impofed fuch
fevere Penances upon Laicks, that they had rather buythem
off with money, than perform them ; by which means the La-
Fath.Pant jcks were impoverithed, and the Clergy inriched: But all this
Lib. U Hilt: gemonftrance was vain. It was alfo in vain that Cardinal Caje-
Tid. tanto reftore Indulgences to their former credit, which Indul-

T. 2.Con~
cil §pzi-
man P
337.

e gences he look'd upon only as a remiffion of the Punithments
impofed in Confeffion,advifed Pope 4dr1an th.e 6thto reeﬁz_tbhﬂl
the Penitential Canons; for Cardinal Pucci fruftrated his de-
fign by remonflrating to the Pope that the execution of them

Mem. & was impofiible. Charles the IX. King of France, demanded, in

infiu®. e of his Articles of Reformation prefented to the Council of

Zoneil de 7 rent, that Publick Penance for Publick fins mighe be re-efta-

Trenede blifhed in the Church, Ars, 30. But all the world knows what
u

vy, regard was had to that demand,

"Tis
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"Tis this overthrow of Difcipline that has given rifetothat
feandal, wherewith the Church in former times reproachad
Hercticks : forat thisday we find in that Communion a man
guilty of Adultery at the Tablc of the Lord, as i’ he were pure
and wnocent. Tisat thisday that we fee a 10an that keeps ligs
Concubinesand lives a debaucl’d life,enjor the fune: advantagee
with the chafteft and moft virtuous perfons of the world. Neck
in Lupanari, mane in Altars, filiam Veneris natle tawgenics, jili-
un Virginis mane contralfantes; as Cardinal Vitry cexprelles
himfelfin his Hiftory L:4, 1. Cap. 5. where he deferibes the
fatc of the Weffern Church, giving the moft horrid reprefon-
tation of it imaginable. A Prieft cannot refufe Abfolution to
an Adulterefs, or to a debauched perfon, asoftas they confefs
with regret, and a refolution to change their lives ; thisis the
Doctrine of Navarr. Cap. 3. Num. 0. of his Znchier. A
Pricft may abfolve a debauched perfon, faith Celefine de Sacer.,
Penir,Cap.20. when he doth not continually fin with her that
is in the fame houfe with him ; as for inftance, if he fins only *
twice a month, becaufe he might do the fame with a ftranger.
And this is the opinion alfo of Grafius, Sancius, V. ivaldus,Diana,
and other famobs Cafuifts. And what is the confequence of
this abfolution, buta right to reccive the Euchari(t> All this
is little; we fee a Pricft that keeps his Concubines, and a com-
mon Fornicator,have the priviledge of celcbrating Mafs,that is,
to perform the greateft publick Religious funéion of the Ro-
mifb Church; only becaufe, forfooth, he hath confefled to one
like himfelf, and recicved his abfolution. For whereas the Ca- Toter.
nons of the Ancicnt Church would have fubjected fuch an ong Sum. Con.
toa Penance of many years, no fins at thisday make a Prictt fefs. . x.
irregular, but fuch asarc very cnormous and notorious.  Now AntdeBu-
Fornication in the Church of Rome is not accounted an cnor- ,‘.‘I‘°D‘.?" =
mous vice,and fuch as merits depofition ; and by notorious fins, ox tenore
they mean only  thofe which the guilty perfon hath confelfed de remp,
before his Judge, or that arc clearly prov'd againft him, or for I‘:]“c"(;’deﬁ
which he hath been publickly condemn’d, Zoler. idid That ac ficleri-
which I obferve herc is, that this cuftom is conflant amongft ci depidu,
them
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them 3 that alf the Cafuifts of that Communion agree in this
point, tho indeed nothing be more contrary to the Spirit of the
Primitive Church, and of true Religion ; nothing whercin the
corruption of that Church is more palpable, and nothing con-
foquently whereof fhe ought to be more afhamed, in cafc fhe
were in the leaft fenfible of that refpe and reverence that is
due to the My fteries of Religion.

But yerbaps the Church of Rowe in abolifhing the External
part of Penance, as it was practis'd in the Ancient Church, has
at Jeafl retained the oflential part of Penance, in preferibing to
their Penitents what is neceilary to trug Converfion.  Thisis
that which is done by the Reformed Churches 5 for tho they
have not inall places cftablificd the fame Rules which took
place in the Primitive Church, asindeed it was no cafy mat-
ter to reduce people to thofe firft Rules, who had been accufto-
med to licentioufnefs under the conduét of the Romifh Miniftry 5
yet they have'omitted nothing that wasneceflary to give their

* Penitents a true averfion from vice. Butalas ! the Church of
ficrae hath wholly overthrown the notion of Penance, when the
teaches that the Sacrament of Penance, being joined with the
fimple attrition of the finner, is fufficient to put himinto a
flate of Grace and truly to reconcile him to God.  We muft a
litele explain this doctrine,that the horridnefs of it may appear,
and tonake it cvident that nothing doth more palpably over-
throw the Spiric of Religion, ‘

Contritionaccording to the Sentiment of the Church of Rasie,
imports a forrow for our having offended God,not only becaufe
le can damn finners, butalfo becaufe he is infinitely worthy of
our obedience and love. Coatritien therctore fuppoieth noton-
Iy the fear of Hell, bue alfo the Love of God, which retakes its
place in the finners Soul, and which leads him again tothe
obedience of o good a God, whom he hath been fo unhappy
to oflend. Artrition on the contrary,according to their opinion,
doth not import any, thing of the Love of God in the finncr,
but only a fear of Ticll, which makes him condemn his fin 5 it
is the fruit only of'a flavifh fear, arifing from the profpect of the

: Punifh-
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Punifhments defigned for finners.  Thi: being fo, Idcfire the
Reader to judge, whether the Churchof Zeme have not taken
away the cffential part of Repentance, “nreceiving for ong of
her maxims, That Arsrition in conjunibicn with the Sacrament
is fufficient to re-enftate man in the grace and favour of God,
And what tho fhe exhorts finners to Coatrition is it not evident
that the grcatefl part of finners finding great trouble in doing
that which they declare fufficient, will find much morc difti-
culty to do what their Confeflors judge not to be neeeflary,
tho without doubt it be the better and furer way.

To fet this dangerous overthrow of Repentanceina clear
light, it will be fufficient to do two things; The firftis to prove
that Attrition imports no more, than what we have declared
juftnow to be the opinion of the Church of Reme ; the other is,
Thai this A¢¢ritien,with the Sacrament of Penance,is {ufficicnt
to put & manin a flatc of Grace. If we prove both thefe points,
it will be as clear asthe day, that man may be reftored to fa-
vour with God, without any aé& of the Love of God; which is
a Doétrine as far cftranged and remote from the nature of truc
Repentance, asany thing the fpirit of man is capable to cen-
ceive.

Now we nced not confult fome fingular Cafuilt, to prove
that the definition of Attrition, fuch aswe have fet it down, is
the common opinion of the Remifb Church. Since firft fhe di-
ftinguithed between Attrition and Contrition, this has been the
Common notion among(t her Divines ; for they look upon in-
fufed Charity, as an cftect of the Sacrament of Penance,whofc
effence they fay confiftsin thefe words of the Pricft, when he
faith to the Penitent, 1 abfolue thee ;5 for fo Fa, dmolet declares
himfelf in his Abridgment of Divinity in French, Boek 9. Ch.3.
7+ 639 ; and the famous Mendicant Peter St. Jofeph {pcaks to
the fame purpofe in his Idea of Divinity concerning the Sacra-
ment, /ib. 3. c.2. The Canonifls themfclves are of the fame opi-

nion. Abbot Fagnani the greatelt Canonift of his time, declares e e,

in his Work apon the Decrctals,dedicated to Pope Alexander Cap“_cum
ventllet o
97

the VII. that the Prictt of the Greek Churcli ought conditional-
Iia g

In2p !
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ly tobe re-ordained , for that the greateft partof them being
ordained only with the impofition of hands,Charity perfuades

us to reordain them conditionally,becaufe of the danger of fouls,
clpecially in the cafe of the Sacrament of Penance, which
would be of no avail to thofe who arg Attrite, fhould they be
alifolved by onc that wants the Characer of Pricfthood; which

he proves by the 4, and 7, Chap. of the 1 4. Seflion of the Coun-

cil of Zrenr. ‘The Cafuifts make no doubt of the point, Thisis

the Doctrine of Zfchobar in his famous Synopfis of Moral Divi-

nity, of the 3725, Edition, Traft. 7. Cap. 4. as alfo of the famous
Benedict Rhemy Noydens in his Practice of Curates, the 14¢h.
Edition, Printed at Madrid with all manner of Approbations in

1674. Trad. 5. Cap. 5. N.-5. 'The fame Dodrine we find in

the Catechifims for the Children of that Communion ; the
Chriftian Inftrution, or Catechifin printed in 1665. at Paris,

and ordered to be alone taught throughout that Diocefs,declares

it fclfthus,p. 65. leflon the 6. concerning Contrition.Que/f.W¥ hat

is imperfelt Contrition > Anf. It is a forrow for having offended

God, becanfe of his Fustice, which is not fufficient for the Pardon

of our Sins, if it be not joined with Confeffion. That which is
confidcrable in this point is, that with one accord they give us

{’:'J':z & arcafon,which according to their Hypothefisis decifivein this
e matter, viz, If Charity were found in the finner, he would al-
Theolog. ready be ina flate of Grace 3 but the finner isnot in a ftate of
o 302, Grace before he has received the Sacrament, therefore Artrition
T s animperfect flate,which leaves fomething for the Sacrament
to do ; and on this account differs from Contrition, which re-
enflates a man in Grace, as being accompanied with Charity.

And in cafe we fhonld not be convinced with the force of this

reafon, they endeavour the fame by two other much more ir-
refiftible Argumenis; the tirlt whereof is, becaufe the point

hath' been thus determined by the Councilof Trent, Sefs. 1.4

Theo.  Capq.asmay be feenin  {aclot and a St Jofeph, at the places
Moral.  before cited The adis.thi they give to the words of the Prictt,
;‘:“‘“-c"z' I abfilve thee, a fente. that neceffarily imports this notion ;
war i abfolve thee, faith Ffcobar, that is to [ay ,' 1 confer the G;/"z{c;’
' . T WaNCH
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which is Expulfive of fin. See the fenfe of this form of words
in P. a St.Jofeph in The[: Wniverf. Theolog, de Panit. p. 110, 7
confer upon thee the Sanclifying Grace , which of it Self fo-
gives fius.

The ad Article which imports that Atrition is fuflicient,
being joined with the Sacrament of Penance, is altogether
conformable to the Notions of the Council of Trent, from Sell 14,
whence the Roman Divines draw theiy Definition, In cfle, <V
we are to obferve three chings here, which clearly decide the
Point : Thefirft is, That fince the Council of Zrenr, we find
few Divines that defend the Ancient Opinion of the neceflity
of Contrition, the contrary Opinion having gained fo much
ground as well Speculatively as Practically , that nothing is
more generally believed and taught, Bewedii in his Summa de
Peccat.lib, 5. c. 1. p. 842. makes the difference between Repen-
tance confidered asa Virtue, and asa Sacrament, wix, That all
thofe of old that died before the Afcenfion of Chrift, without
perfect Contrition, are loft; the cafe not being fo with us, who
may be faved by Attrition alone, by means of the Sacrament
of Penance, which confers Grace and Remiffion of Sins, ex
epere operato, which the Virtue of Penance cannot do. The
2d is, Thatit is focertain a thing with them, that Artrition
is fufficient, that the Directors are content and fatisficd, in cafe
their Penitents have but felt the motion of Attrition at the Per.a
time when they made refleion on their finsin order to con- Jofeph 1. -
fefs them, tho they feel no fuch motion whilft they are confcf: (‘I‘“ﬁr heol,
fing. The 3dis, Thata Father of the Oratory having decla- 1,;,‘,',;',},,‘
red in his remarks upon a Treatife of St. duguflin, that Re- (ol 5.
pentance cannot be true, intire, nor affured, if it want the
conditions of true Contrition, and that without it the Gracc
of the Sacrament of Penance cannot be obtained, the Divi-
nity Faculty of Paris condemned the faid Propofition as con-
rrary to the Peace and Quict of Souls, and «to the confirmed
Practice of the Church, capable to diminifh the efficacy of
the Sacrament of Penance, rafh and crroncous. ‘This Decree
wasmade the 1/ of July 1638, Whence it fufficiently :lppc:ltrs,

that
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that fome Divines favouring the Dorine of St Aufin, for
ctadeavouring to oppofe themfelves to the Torrent that threat-
ned to overthrow the Ancient Opinion, have been moft folem-
by condemned by that Facalty.
" 1 acknowledg there have always been fome Divines, who tho
they teach thavfimple Attrition is fufficient with the Sacra-
ment, yet cndeavour to fwceten that Opinion, which in all
appearance was not very pleafing to them; thefe by Astrition
underftand an imperfeét Gontrition, which fuppofeth fome
degree of the Love of God,  But at the fame time it is true,
1. That thefe very Divines acknowledg Charity to be the
fruit of Abfolution, and believe that this imperfect Contrition
would not be fufficient without the Sacrament, to reflore a
finner to the ftate of Grace, This they exprefs in conformity
to the Council of Zrent, which doth confider thefe motions
only as difpofitions to that Grace, which is conferred in the
Sacrament ; and Grace and Charity according to them differ
only in Notion. 2. It istrue that the oppofite Opinion, which
holds that Atrition imports nothing of the Love of God,
but only a forrow produced by the fear of Hell, doth general-
ly obtain among(t thofe of the Reman Communion. Itis hard
to conceive how a belief fo contrary to the Notion of Repen-
tance could cver enter into the feat of Confeffion, and yet
moft furcit is, that it both is, and bears fway there,

Some Authors of the Roman Church ingenuoufly acknow-
fedg. that the Opinion which fuppofeth that Contrition is not
neeellary to a Penitent, but that Attrition becomes Contrition
by mecans of the Sacrament, is of no long ftanding, Soto in 4.
ditt. 18.q. 3. Are. 2. Yeait feems as if Melchior Canus, Bifhop
of the Canaries, who aflifted at the Councit of 7renr, wasthe
firll that broached this Docrine, That Attrition joined with
the Sacrament of Penance fufliceth, diff. 13. de Panit. Art. 7.
N.5,& 6. But withalfays, that the fureft way is to exert an
act of Contrition, when danger of death obliges a finner to
contefs, In the meaa time let us confider how far this Doctrine
pleafed the Divines of Rome ; many of the moft famous of

them
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them have highly maintained this Opinion of Melchior Canes,
and pofitively deny that a finner is obliged to produce any Act
of Contrition, or of the Love of God, in order to be recon-
ciled swich him, provided he makes ufe of Confeffion. Theie

Doétors maintain, fays the famous . Morinus, that the Power 2
l

. . . . h
only of loving Ged, produced by the Sacrament in the Souls

of theungodly, whoare firuck with the terror of Fell, doth
juftifie them, and reconeile them to God ; and furthermore,
that it is not ncedful to love Ged fometimes, or fo much as
once during ones lile, or to conceive the leaft Sorvow for ha-
ving fo grievoufly oftended him; yea thoa finner thould have
hated God to his lafl breath.  Lafily, that the Faculty of loving
God, produced by the Sacrament, is far more excellent than
the very a& of Love and Contrition it {cif,

It is hard to concceive there fhould be any Arguments tode-
fend fo prodigious an Opinion ; but thefe Authors are not at all
tofeck for them, and thofe very folid too, if we will belicve
them: They maintain that the Excellence and Prerogative of
the Sacraments of the Gofpel, above thofe of the old Law,
appears chicfly in this, that the Sacraments of the Gofpel
have delivered Chriftians from the heavy yoke of Contrition,
and the Love of God. They pronounce with a Mafterlike
Authority, That when Jefus Chrift eftablifhed the neceflity
of Confeflion, he took away the neceflity of the Love of
God, being appealed by the Habit of Loving God, fox fear of
over-charging the ungodly, and thoie that hate God, with too
heavy aBurden. Thefe are the Reafons alledged by Z7enriquez
lib. 4. Sum. c. 6. n. 5. the fame is alfo the Doétrine of Pafquex
i part.q. 86, art. 2. dub. 6. OF Becanus cap. 2.5, de Punit. q.
7. #. 3. OF Laymanuus in his Moral Divinity, . 5. 1r.6. c.2.
Of Lopezinhis Zuftru. Confcienticz, cap. 12. 4. 3. OFf Pefin-
tius in his Additions to St. Zhomas, gueft. 5. difp. .. Of Putea-
#usin 3. p.g. 90. 1 part. dub. wltim, Of the famous Nicholas
Hamlbert, Proteflor of the Laculty of Paris, difp. 1. de Panit,
art.xro o 6. & difp. 13, art. 6,3 7. and many others cfpe-
cially ot the Modern Deoctors,

Tdon't
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1 don’t think it needful to fhew how oppofite the Gofpel is
to this Opinion of the Modcrn Doctors, nor how contrary
the fame is to the Judgment of Antiquity. There are fome Ex-
rors fo abfurd, that the ferious refuting of them, gives themg
kind of Authority. Thereis no Chriﬂ‘iane whofe Soul and No-
tions are not corrupted by the conduét o fuch Doctors, that
can_confider this Doctrine otherwife then ungodly, and the
Society which defends or tolerates it, 25 » Society extremely
corrupt. We thall neceflartly pafs this Judg nent, if we confider
the folly of that Principle on which they +:.1d this prodigious
overthrow of Repentance, We may foppole them fallen into
this horrible Opiiion, by following the notior.s of the modern
Schoolmen, and the Council of 7reat, concerning the naturc
and form of Abfolution. They fet down two things which ve-
ry matarally lead thereto 5 the one is, that Abfolution which
they take to'be the Eiitntiality of the Sacrament of Penance,
Confeflion and Satisfaction according to them being only the
integral parts of it, is apact of a Judg who pronouncetli and
pardoncth the Penitent, which they gather from the form of
words ufed in Confeflion, A2folve te. 'The other is, ‘That the
Sacraments of the Golpel conferring Grace ex opere operato,
the infufion of Grace is the infallible effe of Abfolution ;
whence they very naturally conclude, That neither habitual,
nor actual Charity is required before the Sacrament, which
otherwife would be ufelefs,

My intent is not to fearch to the bottom of thefe two ab-
furd Propofitions; it thall fuffice.ne to evidence to the Reader
how far the Church of Rome, who furnitheth her new Doctors
with fuch Principles, the confequences of which makea Chri-
ftians heart to tremble, is departed from that Do&rine of the
Gofpel, Primitive Antiquity, and cven from the greateft part
of her own Schoolmen. ~ Notwithftanding, the Church of
flmze at this day teaches, that by virtue of thofe words, 7o
wiemfiever you forgive their fins, they fhall be forgiven 3 the
Pricfts arc cftablifhed Judges in the Tribunal of Penance ; yea
fuch Judges by virtue of their Character, that Withou»xtbtf!lflr

Abfolu-
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Abfolution in re, aut inwoto, it isimpoffible to obtain remiffion
of fin ; yet we maintain on the contraty, that the Primitive
Church never drew any fuch inference from thofe words of
our Saviour, no more than we draw that Authority from them
for the Minifters of our Communion. I will not build any
thing upon what Scorus acknowledges, who pretends that pub-
lick Penance, fuch as was ufed in the Primitive Church, was
not the Sacramental Penance, whercin he is followed by An-
gelus de Clavafio,and Gabriel Biel, Nor do I take notice that
the Roman Penitential, decreed by Halitgarins in the 9¢h Cen-
tury, and publithed by P. Morinus, declares in fo many words,
That in the abfence of a Bifhop or Pricft, a Deacon may re-
conciie a Penitent ; which fhews that the Abfolution hath no-
thing common with that of the Church of Rome at this day,
which cannot be given, but by him who hath the Charaéter
of a Pricftor Bithop, However, it follows from hence, Either
that this Authority of abfolving Penitents,was not then own’d,
becaufe no other Penance was ever practifed by the whole
Church, befides the Publick Penance, as the moft Learncd of
the Roman Communion do acknowledg ; or that this Autho-
ity of abfolving finners, was only confidered asanact, whofe
only cffect was to cvidence, That the Penitent cntred again in-
to the Communion of the Church, whence he had been cX-
cluded,

But I will take notice of three or fourThings,which evidence
beyond exception, tho we fhould grant that the Publick Pe-
nance of the Ancients was a Sacramental Penance, That they
had quite another notion of the Abfolution given to Penitents,
than the Church of Rome at prefent hath. The 12 Thing I
obferve is, That the Church for fome time did exclude from
the right of Publick Penance, thofc that were fallen into Ido-
latry, Murther or Adultery ; this is a truth taken notice of by
Sirmondus, Morinus, and divers other Learned men of the
Roman Communion, Whereupon ’tis very obvious to make
thefe Two Refle@ions; The firft is, That the Church which
was but newly come from undeé* the Difcipline of the f}ﬁo-

es
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flles themfelves, did not believe that the Abfolution given to
thefe that were admitted to Penance, was a Judicial A&, with-
out which it was impoflible that the Sinners Guilt fhould be
pardoned ; for had fhe been of the Opinion which the Church
of Reme now maintains, noCruelty could have been greater
than to refufe Penance to a Penitent, becaufe without it, it is
impoffible for him to obtain Abfolution, which they fuppofe
of abfolute ncceflity to the Pardon of his fins, The 24 Re-
flection we are to make on this rigor of the Ancients is, That
their Church could never believe that this Abfolution had the
virtue of conferring Grace, ex opere operato, as the Roman
School terms it, becaufe it would be as greata Cruelty asthe
former, to deny a finner that ardently defires it, the only
means of obtaining Grace, which depends upon the ufe of
the Sacrament.

The 24 Thing I obferve is nolefs decifive, if we compare
the Practiccof Antiquity for many Ages together, with the
general Practife of the Roman Church, which'is diametrically
oppofite toit. The Behaviour of the Primitive Church to fin-
ners was this ; the admitted them to Publick Penance for the
firft time; but if they chanced to relapfe into the fame or like
Crimes, for which they had done Penance, {he did not admit
them again. Some Authors of the Romar Communion, have
thought they could difentangle themfelves from this Difficulty,
by faying that the Church only admitted themto particular
Penance; but Learned men of their Communion have fo
fully evidenced the falfenefs of this Pretenfion, that this fub-
terfuge will fearce be made ufe of. On the contrary, let us take
aview of the frequent repetition of Penances in the Roman
Communion ; of the reiterated Exhortations to have recourfe
continually tothis Sacrament, where Remiflion of Sin and
Grace is to be found ; and we fhall eafily perccive that the
Primitive Church, whofe pra@ife was fo different from that
of the Church of Rome, was asmuch eftranged from her opi-
mnions on the two Points wehave juft now confidercd.

A 3d Thing 1 obferve, asvery proper to make this matter

appear
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appear asclear as the day, is, That the whole C i
the 12 firft Centuries, conftantly believed theg’lll'l\rvc(zl'l(‘lllllignsg
1. That Contrition and Charity werc abfolutely ncceffar ?n
order to Reconciliation with God. 2. That the Abfolutio?: of
the finner was granted to him at the moment of his Contriti-
on; the Abfolution he reccived of the Prieft, not cffecting the
pardon of fin, but only procuring an entrance into the Church
from whence he was baniflied for the offence he had given,
It wou]d.bc ancafic matter for me to prove the firft of'gthefe.
Truths, if Abbot Doilean in a Book of his, printed at Lonvais
entituled, Contrition neceffary, had not done it fufficiently to
my hand ; whercin he hath followed the opinion of m};n
Ancient Divines, who do own, that Attrition was never ac}j
knowledged fufficient, joined with the Sacrament, till about
the year 1220, about which time this Diftin¢tion b’egan‘ta be
taught amongft the Latins, The 24 Propofition is no lefs cer-
tain, during the firft 12 Centurics. To quit my felf of the
trouble of alledging a great crowd of Authors and Authori-
ties, which would take meup too much time, I fhall only take
notice, that after the explication St. Ferome hath given o)fl' that
famous Paflage, Fr dabo’ 1ibi Claves Regni Caolorum; where he
fets down fora Maxim, That with God oy jéuten;ia Sacerdo-
tum, fed reorum Vita gueritur. And that the Priefts under the
New Teftament have no further right than the Priefts of old
had who examined the Lepers ; and there is fearce an Author
amongift the Ancients that does not foliow the fame Notion ;
and they have done the fame alfo abouy the Refarrection of
Lazarus, whom Jefus Chrift raifed from the Dead and after-
wards ordered his Apoftles to unbind him, whic,h onl im-
ports the declaration of the Pardon of Sing , and attri)!,)utcs
nottiing to Abfolution of what the Church of Rome afcribies
to it. "Thisis the Notion Gregory 57 gives usof it in his 2644
Femily upon the Gofpels. ¢, Eloy of Noyon. Hom. 1 1. in Evang.
Pafchafius Radbert.1. 8. on the 16th of St Matthew. Haymo B%-.
thop of £alberftat, Femil. in Fefl. St. Petri & S1, P:m/t"y Chri-
fianas Drathmarus on the 16th of St, Marth. Racul o'f Flaix

C- lib,
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lib. 1o. in Levit. Odo Abbas Clugniacenfis in his Scrmon upon
Magdalen. Burchardus Bithop of Wormes, Decreti fui lib. g.
cap. 32. Twes of Chartres, Epift, 128. Rtt[/e(lu{ Abbgt of Thuits,
Ui, v0. in Matth. cap. x1. Prano Bithop of Signe, in Foan. pare
2.cap. 9. Flugo de St. Viclore de Sacrament. cap. 23. Lombard
lib. g.cap. x7. Cardinal Pullus Sentent. part G.cap. X, Rickardus
de St. Viclore de Poteftate ligandi @ folvendi,cap. 4. Petrus Ble-
[enfis de Confefs. Sacram. Radulphus Ardens. Serm. in x. Domi-

wic. poft Pafcha, 1 conclude with Pope Junocent 111 who fpeaks

thus on the 24 Penitential Plalm, Remififti, ut patenter often-
dar quod peccatum prius remittitar per compunitionem a Deo,
quam pronuntietar per confe(fionem ab homine. .

To the Three foregoing Remarks I will add this important
Obfervation, wiz.'That fo far was the Primitive Church from
beligwing as the Church of Reme doth at prefent, that the
form of "Abfolution, Ego abfalvo te, did conflitute the cflential
part of Penance, and was the foundation of % Tribunal pro-
perly fo called ; T fay, fo far were the Ancient Church from
conceiving any fuch thing, that we may boldly affert, that
the faid Form was not fo much as known amongft them ; nor
docs the Church of Ewngland ufeit in the fenfe the Romans do,
There be two things that arc inconteftable as to this matter,
and acknowledged by the moft famous Doctors of the Roman
Comimnunion: The one is, That the Primitive Church never
attributed the Reconciliation of Penitent finners to any thing
but the Prayers that werc made for them, when by the Im-
pofition of hands they were admitted to the Sacraments. This
s that which Morinus proves at large de Penit. lib.6. cap.21.
& Lib. 8.cap. 8. The fame Author proves, according to the
fenfe of many of the Fathers, That after Confeffion of fins,
Abfolution was given by the Praycrs of the Priefts, /i4.8.c. 9.
Hc proves that all the Ancient thuqls h_axfe ,notlllng but
Prayers inftead of the form of Abfolution, i4id. cap. 0. And
laftly, hereupon he eftablifheth this confiderable ‘Truth, That
inthe Primitive Church they fometimes made ufe of the fame

Prayers, as well inregard of the fhjedt, as words, to impofe
Penance,

T
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Penance, as to confer Abfolution,ib. 9. cap, 32.fo far were they
from believing, that it was neceffary toablolve the Penitent,
with fome other form than that of Prayers, after which the
Penitents were admitted to the Enjoyment of all the Rights of
which Believers were pofleffed.

The other thing Ifet down is,That it is abfolutely falfe that
ever any Chriftian Church made ufe of thefe words, 7 alfolve
thee, inthe act of Abfolution, fave only the Latin Church,and
fhe never did it neither, till about the midft of the 1 3th Cen-
tury ; which change afterwards occafionda thoufand quefti-
ons and difliculties.” Wefind the Hiftory of this changc in one
ofthe works of Zhomas Aguinas, who undertook the defence of
this form of Abfolution then newly introduced. "Tis ftrange to
fee the courfe he takes to eftablifh this Novelty ; and we may
boldly affirm, that he overthrows almoft all arguments taken
from the Antiquity of the Church, that might be objected to
him, as well asthe grand Argument of Tradition. That this
was fo as I have herercprefented it, two of the moft famous
men of that Communion have not dar'd to deny, the onc is
Morinus, who relates the hiftory thercof, de Punit. 18.c.00,5.
The other is the late M.de Launoy in one of his Epiftles to Fa.
Baron a Dominican,

I fuppofc thefc four refletions fufficient to evidence toany
Judicious Reader,how much the Church of Rome hath innova-
ted about the naturc of Abfolution,and with what rathnefs they
have ereted a Tribunal for their Pricfts, whence they pro-
nounce with the Authority of Judges, grounding their procee-
dings on the words of our Saviour;but if we fhouﬁl grant them,
that the woi'ds'of our Saviour give the Minifters a Right to
pronounce thefe words, and make ufe of that form, which
after all ought only to betakenin a fenfe of declaration to the
Penitent, atter oneis affured of the truth of his Contrition and
Repentance; how can the Church of Rome defend the fenfe they
have aftixed to thefe words, Zalfolve thee, thatis,! confer upon
thee Sanctifying Grace » Surcly error was fain to take a long

ftretch, toadvance fofax.  Melchior Canus p. 4. Reledt. de Sa-
cramentis
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cramentis in Genere, declares that the Schoolmen were much at
variance about the manner how Sacraments are the caufe of
Grace, being fo far from explaining the matter , that they on-
ly confound the Readers with the diverfity of their opinions;
and that there was no one point about which there was greater
diffention, not only among(t the ignorant, but alfo amongft
learned men. Some conceive them to be Phyfical Caufes, as the
Fire is the caufe of Burning ;others confider them as conditi-
ons without which Grace cannot be produced. So thata
Chaos of obfcuritics arifeth from the different manner of ex-
plaining thofe various kinds of Caufality maintained by the
Schoolmen. But what mattersif the light be clouded by thefe
mifts, as long as a Divine Ray darted from the midft of thefe
obfcuritics, reveals to the Doors of the Romifb Church, that
Grace is conferred by thefe words, Abfolvo te, i.e. 1 confer
Sanctifying Grace> We never heard any thing of infus'd habits
before the 12¢) Century the Schoolmen having hammer’d that
notion on the Anvil of Ariffetles writings, as Dr. Boiflea ac-
knowledges in hisTreatife of neceffary Contrition,chap 3. Inthe
mean time this Doctrine at laft hath carried it, and this be-
licf being once formed, that Grace is confer’d in the Sacra-
ments, and that the Effentiality of the Sacrament confifts in
thefe words, Fgo dbfolvo re, they have built thereupon,. as a
point altogether inconteftable, that the conferring of Grace
abfolutely depends on thofe words pronounc’d by the Pricft,
The Church for many Ages had fimply believed that the
prayers pronounced in the name of the Church in be-
halt of the Penitents, obtain’d from God the Grace of the re-

miffion of their fins, which they had publickly confeffed with
great Humility. Now the intention of the Romifb Church be-

ing changed, fhe hath alfo aleered the fenfe and meaning of
thofe Prayers, which were no longer of any ufc, fince the Priefls
were cftabliflied Judges, and God had invefted them with the
Power of conferring that Grace, which reftores the finner to

that ftate from whence he was fallen by his fin.
¥ fcarce know whether it be poffible to conceive a more ter-
rible
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rible overturning than that T have now reprefented.  If the
matter were lefs important, the danger would not be fo great ;
but the Salvation of Souls being concern’d therein, it is appa-
rent that this overturning can never be fufficiently exaggerated.
Let us now after all take a view of thofe works which the

Church of Rome impofes upon Penitents, under thc notion of

Satistaction, toappeafe the Juftice of God, My intent is not
now to cxamine whether the Remifh Church havenotin this
regard alfo, overthrown the notion of the Primitive Church;
neither will Linfift on the Cuftom of that Church, to give the
Abfolution before any fatisfaction was made ; the firft of thefz
particulars would caft meupon a Controverfy too Speculative
for the difcourfe Iintend; and for the 24, viz. the overturning
of the Primitive Order, that is but too palpable and too noto-
rious to be excufed or defended, notwithflanding all the artifi-
ces, that have been made ufe of for that purpofe. The Fanfeni/ts,
after Monfieur Aranand,have opened the eyes of all the world as
to this point ; and tho they have not been able to reclaim the
Judgments of the Do&orsof their Communion, at leaft they
have made it evident that all thofe who make any refleétion on
things, cannot diffemble their diflike of fuch a ftrange over-
turning,caufed by men who boaft of nothing more than their
adhering to the Maxims of Antiquity.

_Somcit may be will imagin,that becaufe the Church of Reae
confiders Satisfattion as a part of Penance, fhe does not exclude
the Love of God from the number of thofe aéts thatare ne-
ceflary to reftorca man to the ftate of Grace, fecing fhe impo-
feth for fatisfacion,Fafting, Prayers,and Alms, which fhe calis
fatisfactory works.But thofc that think fo,meerly delude them-
fclves,and overthrow the Tribunal of Penance according to the
Judgment of the Romifb Divines. Thereafon iscvident ; for if
the Romifh Churchdid not believe that the Abfolution of the
Prieft was a Judicial aét properly fo called;if {he were content
to teach as the Proteftants do, that it isonly a declaration made
to the finner, that God pardons him, if’ his Repentance be fin-

cere ; it mighteafily bemaintained, that the finner is niokt r%
oY

21



22

‘A Difcourfe concerning Penance.

ftor'd to a ftate of Grace, till he be reftor'd to that of Charity:
But it is too.much the interctt of Rome to maintain that the
Pricft is a Judg in theTribunal of Confeffion,cver to make ufe of
fuchan Anfwer. Sce here another in_convcmcncc the ought to
takevall the care imaginable to avoid 3 for were people once
perfnaded, that Abfolution is not efficacious, as foon as pro-
nounced, it would give agreat advantage tothofe who have
endeavoured to renew the Cuftom of deferring Abfolution till
after the finner has performed the Penance impofed on ln_m;
which would foon overthrow all the great advantages which
arcreaped from the tribunal of Confeffion,

Thus it appears clearly, that the Church of Reme hath not
only abolithed the external troub]efqm part of ancient Peqange,
but hath alfo abrogated that which is the moft effential in-
ward part_thercof, 7 e. the neceffity of Contrition, and the
Love of God, without which it is evident that Abfolution,
which is the fole act of the Prieft, is of none effect.

T am not ignorant that it may ff:cm to fomq asif Tdealt too
hardly with the Church of Rome, in maintaining that fhe hath
overthrown all the Rights of Penance; for fhe feems to aim at
nothing lefs,than to let fmr_xers go unpum_fhed 3 her, Paftors that
pardon like Judges, do alfo impofe Penaltics as Judges, propor-
tionable to the offence againft God, and put the finner upon
Penitential as, accordingas th‘cy think Juﬂ:. for to appeafethe
Divinity. To make out the vanity of this objection,I nced ?nly
in few wordsto fet down the opinions of the Church of Rome
about the matter of Indulgences: for we cannot know this af-
fair, without comprehending that the Popes who are the Au-
thors of Indulgences, and who have mﬂmte_ly multiplicd their
concefiions of that nature,have totally abolifhed all neceflity of
difcharging the acks of Penance,

"The firft Indulgences that ever were heard of, were granted
by Gregory the 7¢h, whom the Church of Rome hath rank’d a-
mong her Martyrs ; he granted Pardon of fins to all thofe who
would take up arms againft his Encmics; as appears from a

Letter hie wrote on this matter to Anfe/m of Luca, his ch%tg.
lis

—
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This Example of his was foon imitated by Pope @rbanthe I, at
the Council of Cleremont in Awvergne,where he made ufe of this
expedient to incline the Chriftians of the Weft, tounderrake
the Holy War. This Pope was induced hereunto by the fuggefli-
onof one Peter the Hermit of the Diocefs of diniezs, upon ac.
count of aVifion he had feenin the ‘Lemple of Jerufalem. At that
time there remained yet fome thadow of the ancient feverity
accommodate to the Barbarous Genius of thofe times; but this
Indulgence of the Pope,did in a manacr wholly abolifh all thofe
remains in the Wef : for thofe who were willing to undertake
this voyage, were not only acquitted from performing their
impofed Penance, but they alfo who gave any afliltance ro
thefe Pilgrims, enjoyed the fame difpenfation. Fa. Maimbeurg
hath fufficiently declared the goodly fuccefs of thefe excellent
Enterprifes, which continued till after the middlc of the 3.
Century, in overthrowing the difcipline of Penance.  Fa. Mors.
#us hath done the fame in Latin, by recounting the Authors
that fee themfelves againft thef difpenfations, of which the
Popes were the Authors.

The Bifhopsalfo taking Example by the Pope, increafed the
faid Corruption, by granting Indulgences for the repairing of
Bridges, and Highways, and for the building of Churches: but
they not having fo unlimited a power as the Popes whofe Ex-
ample they followed, the Church of Rome is particularly obli-
ged to Pope Boniface VIII for the total ruine of Difcipline ; the
happy invention of the Fubilee being due to hima Cardinal of
his Houfe hath fet down the Hiftory of the invention, and ’tis
hard to determine whether we ought more to be aftonifhed
at the impudence of a cheatthey produc’d, who pretended to
have affifted at a Fusilee voo years before, at the boldnefs of
thofe that countenanc’d this cheat, or the fottithnefs of all Zr-
rope whom the Pope caught ina net {o ill fpread,every one car-
rying to' Rome immenfe fums of moncy to buy the Pardon
of their fins, and Indulgencos, which the Pope at that time
difpenfed very freely toall forts of finners, etiam won contritis
nec coufeffis; they are the words of Coréo of Milan, who gives lux
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the Hiftory thercof, But fince that time the Popes have fhort:
nad the time of thofe Fubilees, have granted Indulgences uporr
all accounts whatfoever, and for moncy have givenhthcm inall
places, toall Orders, almoft to all Churches, to certain Altars,
to releafe fouls out of Purgatory, Ly getting a Mafs faid for
them there 3 by which means the fear of Cenfures hath been
in a_manner wholly abolifhed ; and that of Purgatory much
diminifhed by this caiy way of getting rid from thence, on-
l{l Ly procuring a Mafs to be faid at oncof thefe priviledged
Altars,

But yet fome will fay, that the Pricfls impofe very fevere Pe-
nances in the tribunal of Confeflion. This is not a thing abfo-
lutely true, if we confider the carriage of Confeflors, and the
Character of fome finners,We know that in manyCafes thePrieft
cannof, impofe any Penance at all ; and that in many other.
finners may be difpenfed with from undergoing them. Petrus
de.St. Jofepho treats at large of thefe Cafes, in hisTdea of Theo-
logy upon the Sacraments, /i4.3. cap. 4. We know alfo the opi-
nion and practice of a greatnumber of Divines and Directors,
who maintain thata finner fatisfies not only by works ofSuper-
crogation, but alfo by thoe he is obliged to do; fo that in kecp-
ing the Commands of God, he fatisfies for the Punifhment of
his fins. This is the Doctrine of St.Zhomas, Richard, Giles of
Rome, Gabriel, St. Anthonyand Cajetan ; which makes Benedii
obferve, that whend Confeffor doth not impofe any other fa-
tisfaction, he muft at leaft hint thus much to them, to the end
that;thefe gopd works may ferve inftead of fatisfaction. But
fuppofing that the cafes whercin the Confeflors impofe no Pe-
nance at all, were very rare, yet we muft own thefe three con-
fiderable points as to this matter; onc is, that finners may law-
{ully refufe the Penances impofed on them, in cafe they be wil-
ling to fatisfic for the faid default in Purgatory; Another s, that
the Church ‘of Rome hath reduced the greateft part of her Satis-
factory works toa certain number of things which may eafily
be pcrf“ormed by a. third perfon, by which means he who hath
committed the fin, is wholly difcharged of that trouble, and is

. of
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of fpecialufe to keep up the credit of Monks, who take upon
them thefe Penances to the great cafe of finners.  The 34 i,
that by her Indulgences fhe has madethe terrors of Purgatory
of no ufe, nothing being more caly than to get out from
thence.

Firft then I fay,that it is the Current Dolvine of the Chureh,
of Rome,that a finner may refufe the Penance impoted on him,
if at the fame time he fubmit himfelf to undergo them in Par-
gatory. But forafmuch as this Doftrine may Le unknown to
thofe who are not acquainted with the feerets of the Seat of
Confeflion, I think my fclf obliged folidly to cvince the fame;
which I can no way better performy, than by thewing that this
is the opinion of the moft famous Canonifls, of moft Divines,
and pra@ic’d at Rome,and in all the Churches of its Communi-
on, 1. The Cardinal de 7ioftia iucap fignificavit, de Penitent, &
Rewmifione, maintains cxpreily, that if a Penitent cannot per-
form the Penance impofed on him,if he be contrite, the Prieft
ought to abfolve him with fome flight Penance, or without a-
ny atall, if he fays he cannot perform the fame ; the reafon is,
becaufe if he do not perform his Penance here, he thall fatisfic
for it in Purgatory. Panormitanus teaches the fame thing onthe
fame Chapter ; asalfo the Author of the Book Rofeda 5. Cenfef-
flo. .. 10, ,

Their Divines aré of the fame opinion; aswe may fec in
Scotus in 4. dift. 18. Quefl. unica in Gabrielin 4.diff. 10. ¢ 1. dub.
1. in Cajetanin fumma.s. Satisfaltioin Medina Codex: de Confefs.
q. 4. and in Beia p. 3. in refponf. caf. 3. Sec howan Author that
patleth under the name of the famous Gerfen, cxprefles himfelf
on this point : * It is the furer way, fays he, to fend finners to
¢ Purgatory with a flight Penance,to which they are willing to
“ fubmit, and which probably they will perform, than to caft
“them into Hell by impofing on them a great Penance they
“ will never perform. He that puts offhis Penance ro the other
“world, doth foolifhly indecd; yet ought tobe abfolved, if he
“ does not doit;becaufe he believes there is no Purgatory, but
“becaufe of tendernefs, weaknefs, or Poverty, The fame opini-
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on we find in Scotus, Gabriel, Cajetan, Sylvefter, Medina, Tanne-
rusT. 4 D. 6. 3. dubia. Andthat it may appear that this is
not only fome private opinion, we muft obferve that this is a
definition of the Council of Langres held in the year 1507.
Bocher. g freaking of Penitents, itchargesthe Pricfls to have a care
?L?ff not to lay difficult and burdenfome Penances uponthem, but
Callic.  fuch only as they believe the Penitent can and will do, left he
fhould encreafe his fin, in not performing his Penance, tho they
fhould enjoyn nothing but an gve Maria: for it is fuflicient
for the Prieft,adds the Council,that his Penitent is abfolved,and
to put off’ his Penance to Purgatory, fince he cannot fend him
to Paradice. In a word, this is the conftant and Authoriz’d pra-
&iceof the Roman Church. Navarras maintains this opinion,
becaufe he finds it reccived at Reme, and over all the world,
that Abfolution is not refufed toany for that rcafonalone, be-
caufe he will not accept of the Penance impofed on him ; and
Fa. Vagnarek a Jefuit, famous by his Writings on the Decretals,
calls him an ignorant and rafh fellow, who had accufed the
opinion of Cardinal de Hoflia, of Singularity. L
AlexAlen.  1fay in the 2 place, thatit isa conttant Belief and Practifc,
1. 83 85, that Penance may be performed by means of a third Perfon.
;l:ﬂﬁ'j': It is a thing well known, that the Religious in Spain play for
q.13. Be- their Penances impofed on them by their Confeflors, at Tick-
aedit. | tacks they that have the bad luck to lofc, charging -themfclves
ff:C"T: ‘, with the burden of them. Zhomas Gage rclates the fame of his
s-e5.  own obfervation, as practis'd in the Wef? Indies : But becauf¢
thismay be lookt upon as a thing irrcgular, and not authori-
zed, Tfhall not infift on it, but will tic my fclf to publick Cu-
flom. 1. The Roman School teachces, that the Satisfactions
performed by a third Perfon, may be imputed to another, and
it is the very foundation of Indulgences, whofe Treafury con-
tains all the fuperfluous fatisfactions of the Saints, who fuffer’d
more than they were obliged to do. “This cannot be denied, if
we confider whatBe/larmin hath writ on this Point,de/ud.l.x.c.2.
&'/.2.¢.4.and what other Divines of the fame School do maintain

with one accord,fince the:time of Latber,in defence of Indulgen-
ces.
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ces. 2.We are to obferve,that the Pope not only laysup in this
Treafury the Satisfactions of thofe who are Dead, but alfo of
the Living,who perform more Penitential works than they are
obliged to do. 3. Therc is nothing more cominon than to
undergo Penances, for relieving of Souls in Purgatory, 4. It
is alfo very common in that Communion to charge a Friend
Male or Female, with the Penance one hath accepted of,
Thomas Aquinas maintains on this Principle, That they
did not publifh the fins of Perfons fubmitted to Publick Pe.
mance ; and the reafon he alledgeth is, becaufe a Perfon may

fubmit himfelf thercto for another; which makes that the-

Penance any one undexgoces,cannot ferve to make his fin pub-
lick, forafmuch as it may not be undertaken for his own f{in,
The Glofs of the Canon Law pretends, that a Son may faft in-
ftead of his Father, a Brother for his Sifter, and fo of the refl.

Ineffect, it is but too well known, that according to this
commodious Maxim, perfons of Quality, and fuch as arc nice-
and delicate, being willing to be quit of the trouble of Fafting,.
fend a Daughter of their Family to a Convent, whois charged
with a Commiffion of Fafting and Praying for them, and un-
dergoing the Penances impofed on them.  Famous Univerfities
have Authorized the like Subflitutions, fervatis conditionibus,
being confulted in fuch cafes. So that we fee they have found a
mean to make the Yoke of Penance the moft lightand ecafic
Yolteimaginable.

Laft of all, I fay, That the Pope hath made a meer Godlin
of Purgatory, which can no longer fright any but children ;
and from henceforth he that lights in there, or continucs there,
may thank himfelt. For who knows not how many wys there
be to avoid ever coming there,or to get out prefently in cafe a
finner have been negligent of making wie ot thofe in his lifc-
time 2 One only Mafstaid at a Priviledged Altar, docs the bufs-
nefs, and the charge is very moderate. They broke cheir heads
formerly in procuring a grear number of Maites to be faid, .
cevery onc paying fora great many in one Monaltery, Tu.fe
foundations and obligations of faying Mafles being fo far rlLu;-

tiplied,
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tiptied, that there were neither Pricfts nor Days enough for to
anfwer them all ; buta good remedy has been found out, for
onc Convental Mafs anfwers all, and cqually fatisfics for all 3
things being in thefe terms, a finner multbe very timid to ap-
prehend the Flames of Purgatory; when the Flames of Hell
be not capable to ftop his Paffions, I fay the Flames of Hell,
againft which there is no Remedy. We may cafily imagine
what impreflion the Flames of Purgatory can have upon their
Spirits, which may be fo cafily, fo furcly, and fo cheaply
remedied or avoided.

There remains only one thing to be confidered, which feems
to form an objection againft what is here fet down ; and that
is, the nature of the Penances that are impofed in the Tribunal
of Confeflion; the Penitents are there fubmitted to Fafting,
Prayers and Alms; thefe are the very Effentials and diftin.
guithing Characters of Penance eftablifhed in the Church of
Rome, whatcver altcration there may have been made in the
aés of Penance, and tho the nature of it has been much ener~
vated to authorize this Tribunal, which fets fin at fo cheap a
rate : But this very thing makes it evident, that there cannot
bea greater or more deplorable overturning of Repentance,
than that which we objet to the Church of Rome 5 as may
with cafe be made out.

What properly is the Prayer of a Penitent, if we will judg
of it with the Jealt Attention s Without doubt his Prayer
muft fuppofe a Confeffion of his Sin, and an intreating of for-
givenefs ;.to be convinced of this, we need only to read the 51/
Plalm; but what s the Prayer of a Penitent according to'the
Senfe of the Church of Rome ? It is chicfly the requetting of

L.1.deBo- the Pardon of Venial Sins, which are not any matter of Con-

nis operi-

bus ¢, 6.

felion, God pardoning them without any Prayer or Requeft
on the finners fide ; and not the asking of Pardon for mortal
fins, which indeed is almoft wholly wfelefs, becaufe God doth
not grant the Pardon of mortal fins, but by the mouth of
Prictls, who are Judges in the Tribunal of Confeflion, So that
the Sacisfactions, of which Prayers arca part, not being impo-

+ fed,
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fed, but at the time when the finner is reconciled by Abfolu-
tion [rom the Prieft, it follows that thefe Prayers are not for
to obtain the Abfvlution already received i tlie Sacrament,

10 as nothing is left to e prayed for, but only the remiflion of

Venial Sins. 'To make us the more fenfible of this My ftery,
we arc to know that the Divines of the Church of  Reme muain-
tain, That when in the Lords Prayer we beg the Pardon of
our fins, we do not ordinarily beg the Pardon of our Mortai
fins, but more commonly that of our Venial Sins only. The
Fanfenifts have in this Point followed the ftream of their Schoal,
in their Explication ol the LordsPrayer. ‘The Confequence of
this Doétrinc is teirible 5 for if it be true that in that Prayer

we ask chiefly of God the remiftion of flight fins, then we are.

not obliged but only to the forgiving of the lefler Offences of
thofc that oftend us ; which Maxim would fuit very well with
the Revengeful, to whom otherwife this Prayer muft needs be
very uncafic.

It the Church of Rome had not defined, that thefe words of
the Prieft fpoken to the Penitent, 1 abfolve thee, are the form
of the Sacrament of Penance, onc might imagine that the
Prayers which the Pricft prefents to God for the Sinner, whe-
ther before or after his Abfolution, muft have fome cffect
towards the obtaining the Pardon of fins, if thofe which the
Pricft impofes fhould not be fuccefsful enough to concur to
the faid Remiffion ; but the Divines of the Roman Church are

- fo afraid to caft the leat blemifh upcnthe Jurifdiction of the

Pricfls, that" they cxprefly declare, That the Prayers which
the Prieft pronounceth on this occafion, tho he feem inflantly
to demand forgivenefs of the finor fins of his Penitent, do
not in the Ieaft contribute to the faid Remiflion, See what Be-
nedicti tells us asto this point in his Semma, lib. 5. cap. 1. The
Form of this Sacrament, faith he, are the Sacramental Words
which the Pricft pronounceth over the Penirent, [aying, Iabfolve
thee from thy fins in the name of the Father, &5¢. all the other
Words and Prayers uttered before and after dbfolution, are ok
effential to the Sacrament. He proves this by the Authority of

Scotis
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Scotus in 4. Dift. 14. ¢. 4. as alfo by that of the Council of
Trent, Seff. 14.cap. 3.

Ho,wcvj{r it}bc,Pth%: Roman Church believes fhe has a folid
ground for giving thisfenfeto that Article of the Lords prayer
we before mentioned ;3 her reafon is, becaufe the Lords prayer
is the prayer of Children 5 that is, of thole whoare in the
ftate of Grace; now becaufe there is no re-cntring into that
ftate, when one is gone out fromit, but by the Abfolution of
the Pricft, it {cems ridiculous to believe, cither that in this Ar-
ticle we ask a Grace of God, which e is refolved not togrant
to any ones prayer; or that we only ask the forgivencfs of Ve-
nial fins 3 now this being granted, is it not a fine trick to im-
pofe upon a Penitent the faying of the Lords prayer 2 or 300
times over, as the practice commonly is, and to believe at'the
fame time that he fearcely all this while asks pardon of God
for the finof which heis guilty, and for which he is put upon
praying. In truth,’tis almoft impoffible to conceive how far
this crror extends it felf, I akeit for an inconteftable Truth,
that the Lovds prayer isa Model or Form of the Prayers we
are to prefent to God ; and thercfore, I thu?k, we ought not to
fuppofc that the Church of Rome preferibes other prayers,
without reducing them to the fame fenfe, as to the matter of
Remiffion of fins, which fhe has put upon the Lords Prayer.
Now whether Prayers with that Limitation arc to beaccount-
cd truly Chriftian Prayers, I leave to all thofc to cxamine,
who have not ftifled all the Dictates of Confcicnce. '

As for the Fafting that is impofed on Penitents, the illu-
fion therein is as palpable, as in the foregoing Article: Here
itis that the Maxim of M. de Laube[pine, Bithop of Orleans,
takes place, that the names of Antiquity continue after that
the things themfelves are greatly changed from what they
were then, Amonglt all People that ever have been, or yet
are in the world (cxcept the Zarins for fome late ages ), to
faft, hath and doth ftill fignific an Abftinence from all fort of
Meat, during the time of the Faft ; God cxplains it fo in his
Law; the former Pracice of the Latin Church was fo, ancll the

thing
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thing is acknowledged by Authors of the Ronss Communi- Calul. de
on. But it is no more fo now in the Reman Church, but only 1% ¢4
diftin@ion of :meats ; ’tis no more a total abllinence, for they i
have leave to cat and drink before Supper on thofe days of
Mourning, It youask them who hath thus changed the na-
ture of ehings 2 They anfwer, that itis the ¢ffvct of Cultom,
and they oflablith it for a Maxim, That Cuftom has power
to deropate {vom the Law.  Avendan Thefauri Indici, P16,
#. 273, Digna p. 1. Tr. 9. Refol, 21. They tell us very fincere canl. i
ly, that notwithflanding the oppofition of the Ancient Law, tuins
they have reduced Fafting to cating onceat noon, and a Coll.
tion in the Afternoon; and that for the reft,their Church doth
not fimply prohibit thofe things which are not taken chicfly
for Nourifhment, as Ele@uaries and Aromatical Confe@ions 5
for that tho they nourith alittle, yet arc chiefly made ufe of
to help digeftion, St. Zhomas Aguin. 2. . 147. a. 6. After all
this, it is not needful to fet down the mitigations the Cafuifls
aflord their Penitents on this point, nor to reckon up the feve-
ral forts of people that arc difpenfed from it; it being very
cvident, that Zafling is a word that fignifics nothing in that
Communion, and-is:of no ufein Penance properly fo called.

It is alfo as clear, that the Alms wherewich the Penitents
can be charged, are fo inconfiderable, that they arc not worth
fpeaking of. * 1. Itis apparent that a Confeflor cannot impofe
this kind of Penance upon thofc who by their ftate and con-
dition have no right to give Alms ; forall the Cafuifts agree,
That Alms fuppofe a Right cver the thing that is gen,
therefore all thofe whoare under the power of another, can-
not be obliged to give Alms ; whencee it follows, that Chil-
dren, Servants, Wives,and other like Perfons, can give but lit-
tle or nothing; and what they dogive, mut be prefumed to
be done witly.the knowiedg and permitiion of the party un.
der whote power they ftand, Thus Biusfield advifeth in Iis (PL‘;;”
Moral Theology 5 {o that here we fee very happily a great part amofyn,
of Mankind excepted from this kind of Penance. 2. It is cor- Edit, Pa-
tain that il fome of the Rviran Divines maintain that a man ™

o who
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who enioys over above what the ncceffities of Nature and
his condition requirc, is obliged to give Alms to the Poor,
tho they be not in extreme neceffity, but only in confiderable
want; there is on the other hand a great number, fuch as Pa-
(o) e wormitan (a), St. Antonin C&).’ Rofella (c), Durand,and others,
fi vero de who defend the contrary Opinion. Which gives us occafion to
Jure i ke thefe two Refle&tions ; the firlt is, that t119 Confc(for
(8 &p. can only enjoyn Alifis as a good work ; fo that if he believes
14 v.Ble i the obligation to Alims-giving doth not take place ac-
Emfme cording to the 24 opinion, he muft not prefcribe it 'l_hc "’/’,
morin 4. that it the Confeflor be of thg 1/fopinion, angl the Pcmtcn; of
the 2., he may very well refufe the Penance impofed on him,
becaule he is of a contrary Opinion to his Confeffor about the
obligation to give Alms. , .

The Jaft Catuifts having taken a great deal of pains to clear
the Rights of Confeflors, and alfo to make the Penitents fenfi-
ble what their Rights are, to refufe Penances Jor accept of
them, [ think my felf obliged to terminate this matter, by
making fome Refletions upon the great and happy effects
their fludy hath produc’d for to cafe Sinners of thefeverity of
Penance. The Roman Divines and Canonifts have much ban-
died the queftion of Pro2ability; and tho at fir(t they were much
divided upon the point, yet the ftrongeft and greater party,
have fo vigoroufly maintain’d their Maxims and pra@ice, that
nothing is wanting to the glory of their ‘Triumph. Bchold
here their grand Docrine, which imports, that as foon asany
grave Author or Confeflor maintains any opinion, the fame may
be followed fafely.  From which happy difcovery it follows,
that a Confeffor may abfolve his Penitent, yea, may be forc'd
by his Penitent to abfolve him, tho the Confeffor may be of
anopinion oppofite to that of the Grave Author. "Tis worth
our pains to take a view of all the comforts and mitigations
which this happy difcovery affords to the Tribunal of Confef
fion; butthisisa Subject deferves a particular confideration 3
what isalready faid,is fufficient without that, to evidence that
the Roman Church hath caufed o great overturning in the mat-

ter
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tet of Penance; that all the ftories fhe tellsus, to fet forth her
Severity, is a mcer illufion, and that her infulting over the
Protcftants in this matter, when carefully examined, produceth
as juft an averfion againtt her Morals an Difcipline, as againft
her opinions_. Iconclude this Difcourfe witly fome Refle@ions
upon the things therein fet down, and | fuppofc the Reader

will not find them cxtravagant from the Subject I have under-
taken to ltandle, -

Tle Firff Refleion.

‘The Firft Refletionwe may make upon my objecting to the
Roman Church the overthrow of Penance, is, That there be fe-
veral matters of Fa@ that are inconteftable, wiz. The abolition
of the External part of Penance; the Change of the form of
Abfolution ; the Pra&ife of Indulgences, and other things
believed and praifed by virtue of the Definition of her Coun-
cils and Popes, which by a great part of that Communion are
lookt upon as infallible. So that their overthrowing of Penance
is & matter of fact that is Authentick, and againt which no-
thing can be excepted. As for thofe things which are not yet
defined by any Councils or Popcs, fome may think that I jm-
putc them unjuftly to the Roman Church : To which [ have
this to anfwer, That if I afcribe them to the Church of Roume,
Fhave a very good ground for it, and to which nothing that is
rational can be oppofed ; which is, That in matters in which
the Condué and Salvation of Souls js concern’d, we have
reafon to impute to a Socicty, as the Church of Rome is, what
is authorized by Publick Authority, by Example, by Bifhops,
by Inquifitors, by Univerfitics, and ina word, what 1s publick-
ly permitted by the Pope who isHead of that Socicty. If the
Divincs, whofe Errors we have reprefented upon the matter of
Penance, did write without any approbation ; if they were
expos'd asa Prey to the Inquifitors; if they were degraded and
banithed from their Univerfities; if the Bifhops entred the
Lifts with them, as they do againft the Fanfenifts; if they were
E 2 cen-
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cenfured by the Popes, we fhould be very unjult in faying
that the Roman Church approves their opinions. But there is
nothing of all this; they write with Approbation, they are
fcattered through all the Religious Orders ; they have a ﬂ_me
in the Tribunal of the Inquifition, and are the Minifters of it;
they have the priviledg to teach publickly at Rome, aswell as
inall other places of that Communien they publickly 'rc_futc
the Booksof thofc who defirc to retain the Ancient Opinions
of the Church ; the Pope, who hath his Nuncio’s and Inqui.
fitors cvery where, lets themalone without molefting or con-
demning them; the Congregation of the Lxpurgatory Ifzdex
doth not meddle with them; they are the Directors of the
Princesof that Communion ; ina word, they are the men that
rule all, and govern all; and how can we then do lefs than
charge the Roman Church with the overthrow of Penance,
which they are the caufe of by their opinionsand practice: *Tis
well known that the Pope fometimes makes ufc of his prudence
to avoid bringing himfelf into trouble ; thu‘s we havefeen him
diffemble, and not talke notice of the Definitions of the Cler-
gy of Frauce, about the point of his pretended Infallibility,
and Right to Depofe Kings.  But yet we {ee withal, that he
hath made the Clergy of ZZwigary ack contrary to thef De-
finitions; he hath employed the Zeal of the Religious of Ge-
maagainfl the fame points 5 he hath refufed, for the fame rea-
fons, to receive the nomination which the King had made of
tlofe who aflifled at the Aflembly of the Clergy in 1682 ;
he hath prohibited the Books of YFa, Alexaider, whicl main-
tain thofe Pefinitions.  So that whatfoever care he takes to
difiemble his Refentments, all the world knows hie is not well
plaafed with the definidons of the Clergy of France; and all
zealous Papills 'ook upon them as Relels, that revolt againft
the Authority ot e Holy Sce,  Buat he hathi oo ceafon ro fear
any fuch thing from the cenfuring ol thofe “wopolitior, we
have mention’d 5 Lecanfe all thefe, or their tocks, are s
to hits Authority, aidin the moan tine we doi't lee tiu
gives thie laalt mark of his indignation, ¢ inflidts the
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Cenfure cither on the Books or the Authors,  Whercfore it
w ik not feem flrange, if we apply here the maxim of an
£ucient Pope, which faith, zhat we approve the error we dy nor

correct, whea we have right and power fo to db.
The Second Refletion,

It will probably appear flrange to the Reader, that we re-
proach the Church of Reine tor Abolifhing the external five
rity of Penance, as the fame was in ufe in the firft Agesof the
Church : the reafon is, becaufe it is unfeemly to reproach a
diforder we arc guilty of our felves » But I have fome very
confiderable things to return in anfwer to this alfo ; the firft
is,Thet we have great reafon to humble the Roman Church,who
prides her felf fomuchin her conformity with the Ancient
Church, by reprefenting to her, how far fhe is cftranged from
the Maxims of Antiquity concerning this point of Penance,

" Nothing is more uncouth than the manner wherewith they

object to us the contempt of fome Canons of Ancient Councils;
we hear them amplifying the illuftrious titles they give to the
Ancient Canons, asif they had been dictated by the Holy
Ghofl; and after all,we find nothing more neglected thanthey
arc in the Roman Communion. We may thercfore with Juftice
object to the Church of Rome, what was faid to Rome of old,
who obje&ed to Chriflians the Antiquity of her Religion;Y ou
talk of your Antiquity,and yet you change cvery day. The 2d
is, that we have reafon to confider the Monaftick Orders, cfpe-
cially fince the 1325 Century, as the corrupters of the feverity
of Religion;tis to them we are beholden for the abolifhing of the
External part of Penance : 1or as they in the 135 Century pue
themfelves in pofletlion of the conduc of fouls in the feat of
Confeflion, fo we find that their intereft foon made them make
ufe of this way to introduce the forcfaid flacknefs of Penance,
by means whercol they fuatched the People from the conduct
of their ordinary Paflors. Marihew of Paris takes notice of the
maxims of Englifh-men, afeer that Gregory ix. had granted to

the
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the Jacobites and Francifcans the power of hearing Confeffions.
They loft all wanner of Refpeit for their Paftors, in whofe prefence
thenceforward they bad wo occafion vo blufh ; they whifpered to one
another,Let’s do whatever we lift,and then confefs our felves to fome
wandring Facobite or Francifcan, whom we never faw before, nor
Jhall ever fee again. Et fic, faith he, contemptis Ordinariis & eo-
rum Difciplinis Peccatum copiofius, exuberavit. 1 fayin the 34.
place, That fecing it is certain among the Proteftants, that the
external part of Penance is nothing elfe but an outward token
of the forrow a finner has conceived for his fin, and a care
he takes to edific the Church whom by his fin he had feanda-
lizd, and not at all any fatistaction to the Juftice of God, as
the Church of Rome belicves ; The Church of Reme who hath
altogether abolifhed that which according to her Principles the
looks upon asa fatisfaction of the Divine Juftice, doth juftly
deferve to be reproached, for having abolithed this external

part, which cannot withany Juftice be laid to the charge of

Proteflants, 'The Proteftants not regading the Confeflion
made to the Pricft, asa condition without which it is impoffi-
ble to obtain Remiffion of Sins, believe that true Contrition
without it,is fuflicient to reinftatc a finner in Grace, They have
for Guarrantees of this their opinion, the Apoftolical Church,
whichaccording to what Fa. Morinus himfelf acknowledges,
did not practice thofe Penances that were in voguc in the 3d
and 4¢h Century ; they have for Guarrantees all the Ancient
Church, which did not receivea 24 time to Penance thofa
that relapfed, but referd them to the mercy of God, as St. 4u-
fin exprefles it, which would have been the moft Cruel thing

i the world, if they had believed that the forgivenc(s of fin -

did depend upen the abfolution of the Prieft or Bifhep ; they
are in this of the opinion of thofe whom Gratian fpeaks of, @,
3. de Pait. diff, 1. from the 1/? chap. to the 37+h. and where-
of he faith, that this opinion was maintained by very learncd
and godly men, as well as the other which then was entrirg
tlre Church, about the neceflity of Confeflion toa Pricft before
cap.9o. But as for the Roman Church, which fince the Council

‘ of
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of Trent holds the abfolute neceffity of Confeffion for a thing
indubitable, as the Romifb Correctors have termed it on this
chapter of Gratian, and which by confequence muft look upon
the External part of Penance, as the fame was regulated by the
Ancient Canons, as a true fatisfaction, we have juft reafon to
objeck to her, that of her own private Authotity, fhe has quitc
overturned the faid external part.

The Third Reflellion.

When I fairly and honcflly owned that Protcftants have not
retained the external part of Penance, after the manner asit
was pracis’d in the ancient Church, I did not pretend to grant
that the Proteftants did ever in the leaft contemn the Ancient
Difcipline of the Church. ‘They have been very fenfible that

that rigor and feverity was an imitation of the carriage of the-

Fewifb Church ; and that it was practicd in thofe circumftan-
ces, which do not occur in the times wherein we live ; they
have taken notice, that in procefs of time, that difcipline was
almoft become barbarous ; efpecially when it began to be ac-
commodated to the favage Genius of the Goths, Pandals, and
Burgundians. "They have well perceived how much the ftupi-
dity of the laft Ages had altered the notion of it. Indeet no-
thing can be more ridiculous, than what we read concerning
this matter in the Legends of the [aft Saints: but they have not
been wanting to retain that, whichdid moft agree with the
defign of the-Ancient Church inorder to humble finners. The
Primitive Church takes noticc of the feverity of St. Ambrofe to
the Emperor 7heodofius after the great bloodihed he had cauied
at Theffalonica : and the Churches of France can alledgea like
example of the ancient difcipline in the perton of FHenryiv.who
could not be admitted to the communtonof their Churches,
till after he had made a publick reparation in the Church of
Rochel  ‘They have obferved the fame feverity with rcﬁicé’t to
a great number of other perfons of the higheft rank, when oc-

calion hath prefented;and this difcipline has continued among(®
them
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them until their diffipation: Thefame di-=pline in a manncr
ispracic’d in the Church qf Scotdanel 5 - d r!lcy w~110 are a
little versd in the Hiftory of the paltai - cannbr be ignorant,
that it wasnot the Prelares o the Gl of England’s fa.ul.t
this fame was not revived in their © = mion,  This Spirit
Lath alwavs centinued among (i ad tho they have not
reetlablifhed it in itsancient v cannot but do them this
Juflice, that they have protos o wll that was cﬁpn_trgl, inthe
manner as it was owned by the Apoftles angl Primitive Chr_n-
ftians, which puts them vae ot the reach of any reproach in
this matter. - .

The Fourth Refleltion.

As to that whichis the internal and cflential part of Penance,
it is certain thae the Church of Reme can objeét nothmg agamﬁ
the Protefiants, as to that.  They havealways mamtgun_d the
ancient Lelief; that Contrition was of abfolute necedity in or-
der to be reconciled to God,and to obtain the forgivenels of fin:
It was never heard that any of their Dockors taught that -
rrotion was fufficient when join'd with the Sacrament of Pe-
nance, thatis to fay, with Abfolution. Thcy havc. {cpn 'the
Chuich of Rome adopt this monftrous Error, without imitating
the upftart Divinity of thofe, of 'whom they have Iong ;ﬁncc
been forced to fay,he that is nncleandet bim be zm.c/‘ezm Sl They
have fecn, not without being furpriz’d, that if therebe yet
fome Reman Divines who defend the opinion of - the necef-
fity of Contritizi,as Bo&or Boilean Dean of Sens, they arc fain
toabfcond their namesand to write without approbation,and
to get their Books Printed in Fanders, where Janfenifm Alill
fas tome credit, whilft in the mean time tho[c'ol tlxe.cg)ntmr.y
opinion arc in the poficflion of thePulpitsandSeats oi@onﬁﬂx-
on, and of the Confciences ofall the Crowned heads of the £o-
man party. The innocence then of the. Proteftants, gives them
right to deplore the Corruption of the Morals of the Directors
of the Reman Church 5 it gives them right to Jook upon thlofe

that
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that Govern it, asupon men that arc not at all concern’d for
the falvation of the Souls committed to their care, whom they
fuffer miferably to be poifoned with the moft pernicious do-
Grinc in the world, and moft diametrically oppofite to the
truc {pirit of repentance, the Gofpel preferibes to us, after we
have finned,

The Fifth Refletion,

If the Fanfenifts had had their will, they wonld have abo-
lithed a cuftom, which the Churchof Reme has authorifed in
the Council of Zrent, about the manner of reconciling Peni-
tents. "Tis certain, that it is an unheard-of thing in the An-
cient Church to admit a man to the Peace of the Church’ be-
fore he had performed the Penance impofed on him ; and no
perfons were difpenfed with, but fuch as wereat the point of
Death.  After all, we find that the contrary cuflom has
been introduc’'d into the Church of Rome, only bv meansof
the rafhnefs of Confeflors, without Leing authorizd by any
Law whatfoever. It is certain alfo that the defign of Satislying
would be much more affured, experience telling s, that alter
fuch a reconciliation Penitents ordinarily take but little carc to
perform the Penance impofed on them. This delay of recon-
ciliation was made ufe of formerly asa curb to refirain the li-
centioufnefs of finners, and would beof the fame ufe flill ; Hu-
mility?, which is the Motherof Virtue, being commonly the
effect of thisdelay of reconciliation, Laftly, the Church of
Rome her fcIf acknowledges that there be fome fins, as thelt
and calumny, which cannot be pardoned without reftitution,
Inthe mean time what reception hath the Romifh Church given
to the advice of Mr Arnaud and his friends? As they endeavou-
red to givea check to the Arricle of frequent Communion u-
fed in that Church, tho it be another abufe they were willing
to amend,they have been abus'd by them therefore,in the moft
terrible manner,  The Church of Rome hath always perfever'd
v .in
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in thisoverturning ; beforea man has performed his Penance,
they abfolve him;by which means heis permitted immediately
to approach tothe Altar ; and it is but too well known, what
becomes afterwards of the fatisfaction he was to make ; and I
am fure that moft of the following Confeffions contain always
an Article about the omiffion of fome formerly . impofed Pe-
nance : and yet all this hath not been able to perfwade the Ro-
aifh Church to reflore thofe ancient rules and cuftoms.  Thus
the proclaims to all the world the profound refped: fhic hath for
Antiquity.

The Sixth Refleflion.

I muft neceflarily add fomething here concerning thofe works
which the Ancient Church did impofe on Penitents; where we
may obferve,that the Romifh Church has wholly altered theno-
tion of thofe works, as Thave fhewed before. We might add to

‘this many other abufes. r. ‘That fhe impofeth Prayersinan un-
known tongue, and confequently doth not require the under-
{tanding of them.2. That fhe requires very little or no attention
atall in repeating them. And above all,in the 3 place,that fhe
has changed the very nature of thofe works, by preferibing
them as fatisfactions to the Divine Juftice, and as meritorious
works in themfelves, which is the moft foolithand falfe Noti-
on that can be put uponthem. Now certainit is, that the Pro-
teflants have wholly put away this leven, which has corrup-
ted the practice and belief of the Church of Rome Fafting is pre-
feribed in their Communionas an help to meditation, and to
mortifie the flefh ; Almsare order’d by the fame, as a tolien of
our love to God,and compaflion with the mifery of our Neigh-
bour; Ardent and reiterated Prayers are preferibed to thofe
who have fuffered themfelves to be carried away by their Paf-
fions. And tho they donot fix_the number and quantity of
thefe dutics, asthey of the Romifb Church do of their Prayers

and
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and fafts, yetevery onc is fenfible, that this mecthod, which
ferves to humble the Confcience, in making it fenfible of its
{in, if join’d with any attention, is much morc proper to recall
a finner to his duty, than the reciting a certain number of
Prayers, without either underftanding or attention, or to exer-
cife ones felf in a feeming faft on certain days, and according
to the Judicial order of a Confeflor, which we may reject,
with a referve to undergo the faid Penance in the flames of
Purgatory. '

The Seventh Refleftion,

The 7¢hReflection concerns Indulgenees, a means much
practic'dof late Ages, the abufe of which gave an occafion to
the Reformation. We arc not only to obferve here the Novelty
of this inftitution,Gregory vii. being the firft Author of it.And it
is well known that when fome Sclhioolmen little vers'd inHifto-
ry, pretended they had found examples of it, in the time of
Gregory 1. and in fome Bithops who liv’d before the 1 174.Centu-
ry, they have been reproached for their ignorance by Fa. Mori-
nus de Peenit. 1ib. 10. c. 20, his proofs are fo folid on this point,
that the Nuncio Jofeph Maria de Seto Felice, the famous Jefu-
itc Henfchenius, and the learned Fa. Le Cointe, have made ufe

of them as a foundation to refute the A&s of the Canonizati- Le Conte

ar

of St. Swibert, as being manifeftly feigned, becaufe therein Annal Fr,

mention is made of Indulgences, which fay they, were never

im 8os.,

heard of till about the time of @rdan the 24. Succeflor of Gre- sec. 7.

gory thevii.  Neither nced weto infift on this, That this pra-
¢ice is unknown toall Chriftians feparate from the Roman Com-
munion ; which yet isa very confiderable thing,that the whole
Greek Church fhould beabfolutcly ignorant of this fhort way
of fatisfying by Penance. Why did not the Greek Bifhops make
ufe of the faid Compendium as wellas the Latins Why hath
not the Patriarch of Conflautinople, who hath always precended .

F a ’ to.
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to the fame right as the Bithop of Rome, taken to himfelf the
fame power that the Bifl.op of Reme arrogates in this matter
over all the Bithops of the Wef# : We arc to take notice of two
things here, which invincibly prove how much this overthrow
of Penance hath fcandalized the Chriftians of the Wef, that
havegiven the feaft heed toit.  The firft is, that the Bithops
ofthe Weft, perfwading themfclves that they had right to imi-
tate the Condud& of their Popes Gregory vil. and Zrban the i,
by granting Indulgences to facilitate the Building of ftately
Churches,many ot'which have been fince built with great cafe
Peter le Chantre, onc of the moft famous men ot the 13th.
Century declares in high terms how much he difapproved this
relaxation , the ncceflary confequence whereof he forefaw
could be no other than the total overthrow of Difcipline. The
Bifhop of Paris, who had no Mecans, having undcriaken to
build that fuperflruGtureof the Catheglral of Paris, without
having any other Fund to carry it on, than by difpenfing with

the Canonical Penances of thofe who were willing to contri-

bute towards it, and fo buy off their Penances; Peter le Chan-
trein high terms taxed this Novelty, the expreflions he makes
ufe ofare very remarkable, and alledged by Fa. Morinus de Pee-
wit. lib. 10+ cap. 20. We may cafily Judg that a man as he was,
Would not touch this forc of his own Church but witha great
deal of tendernefs, tho he could not forbear fpeaking his mind.
we may fec the opinion of William of Auxerre Bithop of Pa-
ris, lib. 4. fumme cap. 6. tr. 9. where he faich on this matter,
Dicimus quod in veritate multa promittant Pralatiquz non folvan.
tur 3 that is to fay in plain terms, ke looke upon them as pious
cheats;whichaffords usa very plain inftance of the Judgment of
oncof the greateft men of that time,concerning Indulgences.
The 24 thing which merits fome confideration, is, That the
Treafure of Indulgences, the defence of which Tho. Aguinas
hath undertaken, did confift in two things, whereof the one
isthe {:uerabundance of the Satisfactions of Jefus Chrift ; and
the other that of the Saints, who had fuffered more than was

due
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due to Divine Juftice. This laft Doctrine hath been vigoroufly
attacked by Daurand of St. Porcian, Bithop of Meaux, who
had been Penitentiary of the Pope, and who taught at Paris
with general Approbation; as we may fec in his worlk on the
Sentences, /i, 4. queft. 20, Artic. 3. Where he conlutes all
Tho. Aquinas his Arguments, which makes it evident that this
Doérine was only fupported by the Credulity of the com-
mon People, the Popes immenfe Authority, the general re-
laxation of Penance, and by the great Corruption that bore
fway then. We find the fame carc to refute this Doctrine in
anotlicr famous Schoolman, wiz. Francifeus Mayronis in (. diff.
19. ¢. 2+ both which Divines have attacked the Treafure of
Indulgences, and wholly overthrown the foundations thereof.
We may alfo take notice,that the Divine Providence being de-
firous to procurc the Salvation of finners, fo ordered it, that
the firlt Article attack’d by Lurher, was that of Indulgences,
that is to fay, onc of thofc whereof the Novelty was moft
modern, the corruption moft palpable, the danger moft
prefling, and which might moft cafily be difcovered, tho it
pretended to a head of Gold, wiz. Apoftolical Authority, tobe
indeed nothing elfe but a mixturc of Clay and Iron; as re-
taining nothing but a feeming hardnefs and feverity to ferve
fome temporal Intereft, by granting the Remiffion of fin
for money, which is the moft vile and fthametul thing in the
world.

The Eightl Reflection.

The Eighth Reflection we are to make on this Subject, re-
fpedts Purgatory, which hathalways been the grand founda-
tion of Indulgences, and their main fupport. [t might be
made out, that this belief isa fruit of Origenifin. In efiet,
that which St. Jobn of Damafcus reports ot Gregory I ( who
was one of them that moft cncouraged this Opinion ), Thlat

the
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the Damned themiclves received advantages by Prayets for
the Dead, asmay be feen by the fable he relates concerning
the rclicf of the foul of Zrajan the Emperor by means of
Prayer ; has for a long time paft for current Money amongft
the Greek Fathers.  Butit thall fuffice me to alledg two ftrange
proofs of the ridiculous impreflion thefe Pannick Fears made
on the fpirits of men ; the oneis, that they had not the fame
notion of it, which the Roman Church hath at this day ; this
appears from the Legend of St. Brendan, who relates the Pu-
nifhments of certain fouls who made fatisfaction for the re-
mainder of their Penancesin the bodies of fome Birds, with
which the good Scorch Abbot entertained himfelf ; which
thing appeared fo palpable to Cardinal de ¥itry, that he could
not but make this reflection thercon, 22, 1. cap. 9o. That which
is obfervable in this Relation, is, That he brings it in upon a
recital he makes of cerrain Birds that fpoke to dlexander
the Great, whilft he wasinthe Zwdies; the words he makes
nfe of arcthefe, Derum verum fir ant poffibile, prudenti Leflori
Fudicandum relinguimus. The other is, that the Pious cheats and
trauds of Confeflors, has been the main caufe of the common
perfwafion cogcerning Purgatory : we might cftablith this
truth by a thoufand rclations, whereof onc only fhall fuffice to
mention at prefent, and that is of St. Patricks Purgatory : of
which Cardinal Vitry fpeaks thus. Zw Hibernia locus quidam

Lib 1.c92 habetur, qui Purgatoriam Sanfli Patricii muncupatar : fi quis illu

ingreflus fuerit, nifi vere Panitens € contritus Suerit, ffatim a

Deemonibus raptus aut necatus, nunquam poftea revertitur qui

autem vere contritus & confeffus ingreditur,per ignem & aquam &

per mille genera tormentorum a demonibus correptus ibidem Pur-
gatur: (Qui autem amplins  deliquit, acerbius in  codem loco
Punitur. Qui autewm a predidto loco purgatus regreditur, nunguam
deinceps ridere poteft vel ludere, vel aliqua qua in mando funt dili.
gere, fed femper lugens & gerens,pofleriorum oblitus, in anteriora
Jeextendit. Very unhappily forthe Roman Church , theRefor-
mation has given occafion to examine this Myflery, and what
dif-
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is very well known : as
ifcovery hath been thercupon made, is very weil
Sllfg hovy many like Fables have been made ufe of in fome for-
mer Ages to abufe the poor people in matters of Religion.

I ¢hink thisis fufficient to make appear, that tl;c Ch;lrglf; :F
Ronte in her whole con‘dug’g llmt}ll not qugt(ztr tg l?g;x Ffl Fuo(f:' m’(‘.r“
sto fupport the Right fhe arrogates t eIf, of over-
Sfrénwei%ng,upon ld}ivcrs m:ukgj pretences, W lmF(o{cvcr f'!;?] qj\'ntc(:gl ?1 t
Church had moft wifely cftablifhed, to make fin O(‘.‘lt us; to -
fpire men with an cternal horror ff>r it, and to retam finne
ina Juft fear of the Judgments of God.
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