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The Apprebation of the Right Reverend, the Arch-
bifhops” and Bifhops.

E have read the Treatifé intituled, An Expo-
fiion of the Do@fine of the Catholic
Church in Matters of Controverfie, Com-

. pofed by the Right Reverend James Be-
#ignus Boffiet, Bifbop and Lord of Condonr, Preceptor to his
Royal Highnefs, the Davphin.  And we declare, That affer
having examined it, with s mch application as the impor-
of the reatter re ired, we have found. the DoErive con-
ined in it 1o be conf ble to the Catholic Apoftolic and Ro-
man Faith, fire we think our felves obliged. to pro-
Pafe it, as fiich, o thofé whom God bas conmitted to our charge.
We are certain, the Faithfid will be edified by it, and. we hope
thof of the Pretended Reforn?d Religios, mbe will. ooy
this Work with attention, will receive fromit fo right an un-
derfhanding as 1may conduce to put thens into the way of Salva-
tiow,

CHARLES MAURICE LE TELLIER , Archbifbop and
Dike of Reims,

CH. de ROSMADEC, Biffup of Totis.

FELIX, Biftop and Earl of Chalons,

De GRIGNAN, Biflop of Ufez.

DDE LIGNY, Bifbop of Meaux,

NICHOLAS, Biflop of Auxerre.

ERIEL, Bifhop of Autun,

MARC, Bifiop of Tarbe,

ARMAND. JOHN; Bifhop of Beziers.

STEPHEN, Bifhop and Prince of Grenoble.

Hobbes | 40695985
Nagoya University Library, Hobbes I, 40695985




A Table of Articles contained in this
Treatile.

T Efign of this Treatife. e Pag. 1
DAE ke of the Prended Reformid Religion ackpmled,
That the Catholic Church embraces all the Fundamentgl frticles
of the Chrifttan Religion. . 2
UL Religious Warfbip 2s terminated only in God.
1V. Invocationof Saints.
V. Inuages and Religues.
VL. Fufitfcation.
VIL Merits of Good TWarks:
VIIL Satisfactions, Purgatory and Indulgences.
IX. Sacraments.
Baptifm.
Confomation.
Pennance and Sacramental Confeffon.
Exream Unéion.
Marriage. id
Holy Orders. .
X. Dotrineof the Church tonching the real Prefence of the Body and
Blod of JESUS CHRIST in_the Eucharifty and how_ the
Chrch underftands thefe Words, This ismy Body.  Ibid.
X1 Explication of thele Wards,Do this in remembrance of me. 25
XII. Explication of the Dotlrire of the Calvinifls, comcerning the

27
tiation , and Adoration, and in what [enfe th:

e of 1
le to the Hebrews. \
ons upon the precedent Dollrine.
XVIL. Communion under both Sfecies.
XVIIL TheWritten, ,md/n'/m;my,n Word.
XIX. The Authority of the Cowrch. e
}‘232( The U‘ftmw,raf r{)e Pretended-Refirnid upon the Authority of
of the Church. ) 46
XXI. Authowity of the Holy Sees, and of Epifcopacy. S0
XXIL Comclufion of this Treatife. Ibid.

AN

An Advertifement upon Account of this Prefent Edi-
tion.

NE would have thought thole of the pretended Re-
formed Religion’, in reading this Treatite, fhould
at leaft have granted that the Do&trine of the Church
g s SR R

have allowed a Bifhop, was to have underftood his own Religion,
andro have {poke without difguie, ina marer, where to diflem-
ble would bea crime. Butneverthelefs it has fallen out other-
This Treatife, whilft a Manufcript, was made ule o
inftrut {everal particular perfons, and many Copics of it were dif-
perfed. Upon which thefincerer part of the pretendedly Reform’d
were almolt every where heard to fay, That if it were approved, it
would in reality take away greatdifficultics ; But that the Author
durft never publifh it, and if he fhould, he would not efcape the
cenfure of all thofe of his Communion, not particularly of Koe,
which would not frame it {elf to his Maxims. After fome time
neverthele§s, this Book, thus condemned to a perpetual obfeurity ,
appeared ufhered in with the Approbation of feveral Bifbops;
Aud the Author, who knew very well he had only expreffed in it
the mind of the Council of Trent , apprehended not thofe cen-
fures threatned by the Reformers.

It was not certainly probable that the Catholick Faith fhould be
berrayed,jnflead of being expounded;by a Bithop ; who,after having
preached the Gofpelall his life time, without the leaft fufpicion of his

odrine;had been newly called to inftructa Prince,whom the grea-
teft King in the World, and the moft zealous Defender of the
Religion of his Anceftors, caufes to be Educared in fuch 2 man-
ner, that he may be one’ day onc of its principal fuppores.  But
thefe Gentlemen of the pretended Reformation ceafed not to perfe-
vere in their fitft Opinion.  They expeéed every moment when
Catholicks fhould oppofe this Bmf(, and Rome it felf condemn ic.

The occafion of this their imagination was, that the major part,

know nothing of our Dockrine, but as reprefented to them

ers under the moft hideous Ideas , know icno a-

gain when fhewn in its natural drefs. Sothar it was no hard task
to réprefent to them the Author of the Expofition, as one who
B mollified

Hobbes | 40695985

Nagoya University Library, Hobbes I, 40695985



4n Advertifement.

mollified the Sentiments of his Religion ; and fought out proper
and_qualifying moderations to_congent ail Partics.
There ]n» appeared two Anfwers to this Treacife. The Author
21, Claads of the firft w not difcover his name , and till he himfelf be
e Lagle,” pleafed o declare i, wewill not reveal the fecrer. It is cnough to us
Daille, & r.m this work was applovcd by the Minifters of Charenton, and
fent to the Author of the Expofition by the late M. Comrart,
one eadowed with all thar Catholicks could defireina Mau, ex-
cepting a bewter Religion. The other Anfwer was writterrby M.
Nrrw a M.m[kr, who is amongft them of great repute, and
has the efteem of anable Div ine.They both pretended the i xpofition
0, Was Contraryto UIL decifions of the Council of Tresr. They both
agiem the very defign it clfof expounding the Doftrine of the
Couacil, tobe pmlnbucd bv the Pope : And they both take care
» to fay, thar Condom docs only mince and  extenuate the
. Docirine of his Religion, - As they reprefent him, onc would
think that he relents, that he is coming over to (hun, that he
. abandons the Sentiments of his own Church, and embaces rho[c
of the I‘m:mlc i Refornvd.  In fine, his Treatife agrees not with
that Profeifion of Faich, which the Roman Church propofes to all
thofe who are of her Communion, and they reprefent him at
;. defiarcewith every Article.

f we believe the Anonymus, this Prelate is come to a fair com-
ion about Tran{ubflantiation. He is willing to content himfelf
AnAvere with fucha reality of the Body of Fefus Chrift ini the Sacrament as

the Pretended Refornyd themfelves believe.  When he treats
of the Invocation of Saints, He endeaionrs to mitigate and extenu-

. ate this worfbip of the Roms whm», both as to her Tenets and
Practice. Inycrl\cx with the Veneration of Saints, he foftens that
4 oflmufu as aljo the /-m/m, Satisfaétion, Sacvifice of the Mafs,
As for Images, b is albamed of the Ex-
to n/m/r the Dumr as well as Praétice has been carvied. The
Ay, who reprelents bim as i he bad changed the Courci
of Trents expreffion in_the Article of Satisfaction, wi H nceds: have
in the Extreffion froceeds frem an alteration which
Doffrize. In fne, he K‘\uciu ts him as one who
is going over to the Sentiments of the new z{cmm.mor or, toufe
, like the Dove which returns to. the -Ark, mt

7 o 7eft his /a/n
HE cioe (mIv Iays t his charge particular Opinions aboirt the

Meries

his own kxm

An Advertifement.
Merits of Good Works, and the Authority of the Pope ; but
feems ready, if we would conform our felves to the Doctrine
of the prolmou‘ to admit of thole two Articles which o much
pecplexchofe of his Communion.

There is nothing gencrally more frequently repeated in his apAvert,
Book,than the reproaches he caftsupon theAutlior ofthe Expofition p.; .
for defertir ng the Communion of the Church fR//m' He wifhes all
thofe of M. de Condows Communion would reduce themfelves to
the moderations in this Beok, and write conformably to its feafe.

This would (fays he a lictle ‘after) be a happy béginning of 2
Reformation which. might have much more happy confe-
quences.

Nay more, he takes an advantage from thefe precenc 2
dions.  Theje Softnings of M. de Condam ((ays he) are fo far from
grving ui.am ill piron of ow Reformasians, they.ci s that gaod
and moderate Perfons themfelves condemn
that we do, and by confequence in [ome
formation ta be wfeful ani necelfary.

He fhould have, concluded quite otherwife. For a Reforma-
tion, fuch as theirs is, which tends to a Llnm,c in Doctrine,
oughtnot to resard thoe thivgs which are_condemned already
by a common confent.  But the pretended Reformd arc wiling
to perfwade themfelves, that the Hozeft and mwderate Pery
Communion with Rowe, amongft which number they

M. de Condom a place, in many things abandon the Sentiments
S Church, and come over as much as they can to the
ncw Reformation.

Thus you:fee what they are made to believe by this firange
manner of mis-reprefenting the Catholick Doctrine. Being ac
cuftomed to that hideous and terrible form in which their Min;
flers-reprefent i in_their Pulpits, they imagine thofe Catholicks
who lay it open in its natural Parity, dm,mtc and alter it : The
more jultly we reprefent it as it is, “the lefs are they acquainted
with ity and they imagine we are going over to them, when we
only difabufe them of their falfe preocupations.

*Tis truc, they fay nmaluavsz?xci\.mr thing, The Anommus,
who accufes M. d: Condom of making fuch  confiderable alerations

the Dogrine of the Church, tells us this Expoition has nothing » 61, 6
7ew. in ity but & dex'rous and delicate twrn , and in fine nmhnw
but apparent qualifying, wh)(h cm\hﬂmb ouly in fome cxproff-

ons
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An Adversifement.

ons, or in things of fmall confequence, gives no body any Sa-
[Madmn and only raifes new dificulties, inftead of rcmlnmv

\n that he feemsto be forry for having reprefented the Ex-
pofition as a Book, which made an aleeration in the Faith of the
Church in all its pm‘upll points, not only in the Expreffions
but in the Dottrine.

Let him take it which way he pleafes, ¥ he continue to
think a Book , fo truly Cacholick as the Expofition, contrary
to {o many \mpmml\[ poinrs of the Roman Faith, he fhews
himfelf never to hayve lmxl any thing but falfe Ideas of its Doctrine.
Andif it be true, 1l {weeming only the expreffions, or re-
wrenching, as he (u\, mlttm’\ of fmall con(cqucmc, the Catholick
Doctrine feems to him fo much more traftable, he will in the
end find the grounds of it were better lh(.n he imagined.

But the truth of the macter is, M. de Condomws has not betray-
ed his truft, nor diffembled the Fauh of the Church, in
which the Holy Ghoft has placed him a Bifhe And the
precended Reformyd could  not perfwade - them lvcs that a
Doftrine which alrcady  appears lefs frange by the fole ex-
pofition of it , and that an Expofition fo plain, {o' cafie, and fo
fhort, fhould be that Doctrine which their Minifters reprefented
to them full of Blafphemy and Idolatrous.

We ought, no doubt, to give God thanksfor fiich a difpofition,
becaufe :x\thon;‘h it fhew in them a flrange prejudice again(t us,
yet it gives us hopes they will look upon our Tenets with a
more equal temper, when once they are fatisfied that the! Do-
ctrine of chis Treatife, which feems to them already: more pleal-
ing, is the pure Doctrine of the Church. = So that we arc fo
far from being angry at them for making fo great a difficaley to

elieve us wher, we propofe our th o them, that we are
ed in Charity to give them Lights {o. clear and-evident, that
they may_not hereatrer doube but it wes faithfully cxpl)\mdui
Thc muw fhew. felf, and we need but tell them, thae

oficion, which they believe is contrar,

ot only to. the wmaa Terets of the Docfors of the Rowean Church,
bur allo to the words and Doébrine ué' the Council u approved by
the whle C hurch 3 and that afer having reccived divers TCﬂI
monics of Approbation from Rowe, as well as from other places,
it has at laft been approved by the Pope himfclf in the moft
exprefs

An Advertifement,

exprels and moft Authentick manner. that could be expeted.

This Book had no fooner appeated in publick, but :m gm{
repute it had throughout France was teflified to ’the Author by
Leteers from all forts of People, from Lay Perfons, Ecclefiafticks,
Religious, and Dottors, bur cfpmally rom the moft Learned
l’xchm of the Church, wh Tel hmomcs he. coul
then have produced, had the bubjc& been ever fo lile dubi-
ous or new.

But becaufe the Pretended Reformd are ape to_believe us in
France to have_particular thoughts and Tenets which approach
nearer unto theits in matters of Faich than the reft of the Church,
and particularly than Rome: it is convenient we fhould let them
fee how matters there were catried on.

Asfoon as this Treatife was come forth, Cardinal Bowillon fent
it to Cardinal Boma, defiring him to examine it with the ut-
moft Rigour. Letcers could no fooner return from Rome to
Paris, bucthere came alfo fronvthis Learned and Holy Cardinal,
whofc memory will be perpetuated in the Church with cternal
Benediction, that honoutable approbation of his, which you will
find in [hL fequel among thereft thatwe fhall fpe: al o

Book was' Printed the firft ime about the end of the
vear 1671~ And this Cardinals anfwer is dated the 26. Fanuary,

2 uhm death the whole Church dorh il

avourably conccening it, to M. ' Abe de Duns

relly, that M. de Condom has nmkm very

thority ; and whereas this Abbot had writ-

ten him unn( that fome {crupulous perfons here apprehended

left chis Expofition fhould be looked upon at Rovze, as o-¢ of thofe

Explications of ‘the Council pmhxbmd by Pope Piss IV, he

fhews how ill mouudu( this muplc is. He adds, chat he found the

M. 9 Pal; cretary, and the Confulters of

oh e dinals that compofe it, and

in particular 7 mecd( ardinal Brancas Prefident of it, of the

fame opinion, and that .they did all of them Ilvdulv appnmi this

Treacie of the Expofition. This Letter bearsdatethe 5t of Aprl,
1672,

The Mafter of the Sacred Palace was ar tirr the Reverend
Father Hyacinth Libelli a famous Divine, whofe merits and great
Learning, raifed him fhortly after to the Dignity of :ud‘hxfhup of

A
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A Aduertifement.

Avigmn. His Letter of the 7.(1[/} of Aprily1672 written to his E. the
Car ~n1l Sigifmind, thews what efteem he had of this Book; for he
tellshir ot fo much as the fhadow of a fault in lr,mnl that
if the Author defire it fhould be Printed at Romz, he will give all
the neceffary permilfions, withoue alccring the leat title init.

In effelt /M. I Abbe Nuzari, famous for the Fournal des Scavais
chich he writes with {o much elegance .hd cxaltnefs, wasat that
r.n e abour an Iralian Verfion of n, which his E. the Cardinal
caufed to be reviewed, and did him(cl perufe fome of
ipal parts, that it n]léhl be cntirely conformable to the

it
Original.

The Book had been already done into Englifb by the late

Abbot Montuigue, whofe zeal and vertuc is known to the whole
World, and there waneed not many Teftimoni i
Verfion was well received byall the Catholicks of Ergland. This
Tranflation was Princed in the Year, 1 Aud in the Year
1675 it was put into Jrifb, and Printed ac Rae by the Printers
of the Congregation de Propiganis Fide.

The Author of this Verfion, the Reverend Father, Porter of
¢he Holy order of Se. Francis, and Superiour of the Convent of
St. Ifidorus, had fome time before ordered a book called Securis
Evangelica o be Printed at Rome it (elf, in which a greac part
of this Treatife of the Expofition was inferted, to prove “the tencrs
of the Church, when faithfally cxpounded, tobe fo far from ruin-
iing the Foundations of Faith, that they do cftablifh them.

i the mean time the Ttalian Verfion went on with an exaéinefs
which became a Subject of that importauce, where one word ill
rendred, would fpoil the whole works and_the Reverend Father
Capifuccli, Mafler of the Sacted Pallace, Licenfed it to be Prined
in' the Year 1675 as appears by his antwer ofthe 27th of June
following to JM. de Condams Letter of tharks for it

“This Prelate afte having heard from feveral parts of Germany
that this Treatile_had been well approved of there, reccived a
more ample Teflimony of it in a Leter of the 27th of April,
1673 from the Bifhop and Prince of Paderborn, thea Cosdjutor,
and ac preiecc Bifbop of Munflersin which thar Prelate, whofe name
bears with ic his Elogium, fays, that he ook care that this work
fhould be turned into Latis, that it misht be made Common
every where, and efpecially in Germany : but the fucceeding Wars,
o fome other oceupations having hindred the performance of it,

the

An Advertiferment.

the Biflop of Caftory Apoflolical Picar in the United Provinces
was defirous that a Latiz V. uum., which the Author him felf
Dad cxamined, mighe be made publick, and accordingly it was
Printed at Antwerp n the Year 1678
Nor long after in the fame year, by the fame Bifhops mm.,
this Treatle was again Princed at Antwerp in Dutch, with the
Approbation of the Ordinary, and the Doctorsin thofe p
much did this Prelate, who mmr(m\ {uch excellent chings himiclf,
judge this to be profitabic for the infiruction of b !
The Bithop of Strastowgh, who notwithftanding
of ywas no lefs carctul ot his Fl
fame time, to procure thac this Book mig
Duch, .m publifhed witha Paftc
cefs; and haying advertiled the Pope of lm defign, h.\ Hv ncls
caufed him to be informed, thar he knew the Book long before ;
and that as he had heard from all partsit wasthe occafion of many
Converfions, fo the tranflation of it could not but be advantagi~
ous to his People. '
About rhis tify

the Iialian Verfion was finifhed with all the
exactnefs and elegancy poffible. Monfieur I* Abbe Nizari dedicated
it to_the Cardinas of the Congregarion dz jropagamia fide, by
whofe order it was printed the fame Year 1678. by the Printers
belonging to that Conaregation,

In the front of this Verfion was placed the Cardinal Bosa’s Let-
ter, the Coppy of which was found at Kome, in the Hands of his
Secrerary, a5 alfo the Approbations of 1. I Ak Ricci, Confultor
of the Holy Offce; of theReverend Facher M. Lauence Brancati
de Lauea, Religious of the Order of St. Francis, Confultor and

Qualificator of the Holy Office, and Bibliothecarian of the Zati-
can 5 and of M..I’ ALbe Gradi Confultor of the Cong cxmnm Delr
In: «'e and Bibliothy um.m of the Pattcan: that is, by the chicf
men in Rmr;'. P caming.

his Book was prefented to the Pope, as the Latin Tranflation
had been hcn n(\ he had the goodnefs to order A7, P Abbe
de St. Luke to write o the Author, and to let him know that he

s {atisficd with it 5 which he alfo repeated feveral times to the.

yench Embaffadour.
¢ Author, who thought he ha
after fuch an npummuun, save, wi
moft humble thanks totl wIn;u, ina Letter dated No

nothing more to with for

a profound refpet, hi

22, 1678,
In
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Ay Advertifement.

In anfwer to which, he received a Breve from his Holinefs of the
Fourth of 7an. 1679, which contains fuch an exprefs approbation
of this Book, that it cannot be hereafter doubted, but it main-
gitsdhe pute Dodsine of he Church, and of the Apoftolick

A((cx dnmppmbmm I needed not to_have mentioned any o
thers 3 but villing to fhew how this Book, which was thlcat
el by £ NHAtErs with| SRER oppeion in’ ehes CHMlekid]

hich they imagincd was fo contrary to het common Dodiinc,
has naturally (as I may paffed thml};h all the degrees of
Approbaion, tll it came to thac of the Pope himfclf, which con-
firms all the ref

Thofe of the Precended Reformed Religion, may atprefent fec
how they were impofed upon, when they’ were told, The Perfon
m:l@mm, and that a Catholick_too , who wyit againft this Expofition
of M. de Condom. It would certa nl\* be a firange (h!m‘ this good
Catholick, unknown toall others of that Religion, fhould make
e Enemies of the Church his ooly Confidents in 2 Work which
he defigned againft a Bifhop of his own Communion. But this
Imaginary Writer makes the World flay too long, and che Pre-
tended Reform’d are too credulous, if they fuffer themfelves
hereafter to beamufed by fiich like Prom:

Thus one of the neceflary Queftions to be anfwered in vindica-
tion of the Expofition is entircly difpatch’d.  We nced not now
go about to refute rImt: Miniffers who held the Poftrine of the

Ixpofition not to be that of the Church.  Timeand Truth have
fo refuted their allegations, that no room is left for  reply.

M. Nog sier would fieft hear the Oracle of Rame fpeak, before he
would admic /1. de Condm 1o rightly cxplicated the Catho-

he) to thofe /i/‘,’/a/ itions which

e er Dattors want mt_th:
and. Jn, all, the Oracl of Rome sl [peak in mar-
h. Apmymus wias of the fame mind, and both of

¢ could be faid in this M
s, if once this Oracle had but fpoken.
ken, chis Oracle, 1 fay, which, the whole Ca
rkned €0 with (o much i
Chriftianity 3 and the s it ha
had

] it, tioth
2 word, WHIRE by st Lmo’!bhr)ut Stckfbic Gt

An Advertifement.

Nay, this Queftion being anfiwered, all the others are in a man-
ner infenfibly difpatcht.

Mr. de_Condom held, the Catholick Do&rine was never right-

Iy underflood by the precended Reform’ds and thar the Au-
chors of their Scpamnon had magpified the Objedts o render
them odious. What he faid, appears now moft certain, fecing it
|sm1mrLﬂ on the one fide, the Expofition propofes to them the

Catholick Faith, in its Putity 5 and on the other, chat it appear-
ed lefs ftrange to them than they thought it was.

Buc if they find their Pretended ¥ cformers, to the end they
might animate_them againft thac Church, in which their An-
ceftors {erved God, and in which they themfclves reccived Bap-
tifin, were forced to fly to thofe Calumnics which we f{ce now are
ot mainainable, how can they difpence wich themielyes if they
fearch not a now 2 And why are they not afraid to perfift in 2
Schifm, which is manifeftly founded " upon falfe Principles, in
even the moft principal pomm

They beliewd for cxample, they had good grounds to feparate
from the Church, under pretence, that whillt the raught the me-
it of good Works, {hedeftroyed Free Juftifcation, and that Con- Grauie
fidence which a Chriftian ought to have in JESUS CHRIST only.

Their breach was principally founded upon this Article.  The An. p. 36
Anonymus. thinks it Cnml%h to fay, The Article concerning Fusiifi-
cation is one of the chief, that gave occafimto the Reformation. But
M. Noguiers tpcaks more plainly. Thofe (1ays he) mho mere the Nog »
Authors of our Reformatson had yeafon to Iropofe the Article of 83
Gulifcato, as the mlt prsc{ Lo 1 f omd the mofl Efial
Foundation of thir [cparating. At prefent then, fecing M. de
Condom tells them, togecher wich the whole Church, That fbe Le- Expor.p
Tiewes we rnrmur bhavve Life, but-in Jefus Chrift, 1n whom alone fbe 14,15-
Thz:{hrub\r all things, hopes all things, ant gives
r/vmy\ through our Lord F1 SUS CHXIST : and in
fines that fbe places allthe b ofes of Sabvatiin on him : What would
they have more.

The Church tells us, That all oar
Mercy through FESUS ( HR IST, That
ey by the FHoly Ghoft, 1o /m free undeferved literality 5 anl that a
our good Works w are fo miny gifts of bis Grace. The o
thor of this Expofition, who teaehes this Dodtrine, does not teach
it as his own 3 God forbid. He teaches it asthe clear and ma, 15415

c fef

75 ars pardor®d by pure Expof p.
e that Juft ce which 1s in
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Expof: p.
3, 14,15

A Advertifment.

((ﬂ DoCine of zhc Council of Trent ; and the Pope approves his
ook.  After this fhall it be again faid, Thac the Council of
’Tr sty and the Rowan Church overthrow Frec Jult ation,
d thar truft which the Faithful ougly: 10 repofe in- Jefus Chrift
. Is not this unfufferable> And if we fhould” hold our
would not the \[unu cy alond, and proclaim us injurd 2

I mutt be alfo granted, as feas taken notice of in the Expofiti

t thofe l)upwmwlmh the Pretended Refornd have rail-

o upon focapital a Point, are almoft brought o nothing, not o
fay wholly refued. ~ No body will doubk of it, if they confider
what the Azonymis has writ concervingthe merit of Good Works
with the approbation of four Minifters of tlm nion. e ackmw-
ledge (Gays b as in T ice we mufl M. de Condom, and thofe. of
Ib' Konmn Church, wh) hold the mo§i Orthadsx: Opinsans concerning
+ exjrfs theajeloes almast i, all things s we do.  1e agree

xm// :/Jm w Bur fince he promifed us fo-much Juftice,
to have acknowledged, that . de Condam, whom- he

makes here to be of a_particular S has not faid one word

conccraing the merit of Good Works, which is ot taken from

He faid, Esernal Life osght ts be propofed to the Chil-
dren of Gody borh as & Grace mhich is mivcifull promifed 1> thoms by
the weans of owr Saviaw Te e € ifly and s a Kecompencewhich is
faithfully rendyed to their giod Works, and 1o the 55, 17 virtu:
/lhxl Promije. H faid, b Mol gifs of Gad.
aid, We can do mihing of o Jt’[x esy but that we can do all ,//,
with bim wha ﬂnne:lz 7 rw,_nd
CHRIST. r\nd u b

hwndnd Ref m:
agree with him in the msin, Seeing (h(lL[()rC
¥y I’mpmxli s are taken word by word from the Gouncil, they
cannot hereafter buc acknowledge the Prineipal Subje&t of their
complaints to be taken away, bv the fole propofing the Decrees
and proper Termsof a Council {0 much hated and blamed amongft
them,

Wha is ic offends them moft in the Satisfactions which the
e Faithful, butonly that they think Catho-

of ESUS CHRIST as unfuficieotz Will the

deny their Catechifms, and Confefons of Faith are not ground-
ed upon this foundation : Whac will they now fay, when the. Au-
thor of the Expofition tells them, with the wholc Clmrch Tlm

An Advervifement.
FESUS CHRIST,GoA and Maj was [olely capable Ly the infi
2y of his Perfon, to'offer wp to God a [affcient Sutifaltion
That this Satisfaéiton s infinite 5 That our Saviour bas
entire Price of oar Kedewmption ; That mthing ss wantirg
yice, [ceing it is 1nfinite 5 and that the Puﬂ.ﬂmursmvm [uffer-
ed 1 Penarce, come mt from any deeét in the Payment, tut from
certain Order.which he has efiablifbed 1o refly ain sy o fears,and by a
Jaing Dijeipline 2 - Thele and all thofe other lxprflhn“s which
‘make the Anonymus fay, this Author extenuates the Do
Sadisfaction, and returns Izk: the Dove 1o the Ark, are the pur
carines of the Church, and of Council of Trent, acknow=
ledged for fuch by the Popc himfelf. Why therefo hey
¢ People believe the Church looks upon that as an aid to t
ctions of }mvs Chrift, which fhe pl ofes as 2 mears on)
P what fecurity of Confcience could the Pre
ed Reform’d, upon fuch falfe mppomxcm violate that Holy unity,
which ]1:51/) CHRIST has fo much x:commmd& to his Ghurch,
They look upon our Sacrifice of the Altar with Horrour, as. if
FESUS CHRIST were w;un put to Death upon it. Whathasthe ol
Author of the Expofition done to diminifh this horrour (o unjuft, 35" ©
but only reprefented the Dottrine of the Church faichfully.
hastold thcm this Sacrifice i
amyftical and Spiritual Death of our adorable Victim, whi
\11 ible and immortal and is o far from dimini-
P ce of the Crofs, Ir 45
to_ap /lx the
Imr Tm A/Jr\mn affures us upon this account, that A. de
Condswn, minces the Dorine of the Catholick Church :
M. Noguier alfo afluces us, he has not expofed the Truth. And Nog. p
yet e has only follwed the Dottine of the Council, whofé pro- 25
per, Teims e has nndc ufe of ; and the whole Church approves Exp,
Expofition. “Who. docs not therefore perceive how this Do- 4% P
Grine appears to the Pretended Reform'd more moderate and a.-
grecable, only becaufe they do not find thofeMonflers in it, which
they imagine to themfelves
The Ansnymus him(elf ellsus, The Ar ¢
is one of the moft Effential 1 m Religron. Itis alfo oncof thofe, “Im
in M. de Conddom leems to him chizly 1o foften the Dockrine of his
Church 5 for he accufes him of it no lefs than three times. Buc
what has M. de Condom faid > the fame that the Catechifm of the
C2 “ouneil

50 of Saints er’
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An Advertifement.
Council of Trent faid, the fame that the Council it {elf, and the
Confeffion of Faith drawn from it has faid, and the fame which
all Catholicks fay:T7 at the Saints offer thesr Prayers for us.This is what
the Confeffion of Faith fays,that they ofler them by FESUS CHA ST
thisis what the Council fays, in a word, That we pray to them
withthe fame Mind we pray to our Bret weny who are upon Earth
“xpol. B with ws, that 15, 1o Praywith us, and for us, t> our commion Mafier,
T inthe namie of o common Mediatory why is FESUS CHRIST Beloid
what M.de Copdom has cxtraed out of the Coundil, out of the Ca-
techilm, and out of all the publick acts of the Church, the rea-
fon his Doéirite bas been fo much approved.
This anfwer is fufficient to ruin the veryGrounds of that herrour,
which the Pretended Refornrd have conceived againft our Do-
&rine.
i Their Catechifm accufes us of Folatry, becanfe by that recourfe
dimgg, ¢ bave 10 Saints, we place one part of our Traft in them, and
give o them what Ged his rdorvrd 1o bimelf.
But on the contrary, it appears, when we pray to Saints, we
Pray o themonly to pray for us; akind of Prayer, which by f
own Nature, s {o far from being referved by an independent Be-
ingto himfelf, it can never be addrelyd to hing.
And if thisf>rm of Prayer, Pray for us, diminifhed the truft we
veinGod, it would be nolefs Condemnable to ufe it to the li-
X Thef: 5. ving, than tothe dead 3 and St. Pasl would not have faid fo often.
25 2.3X Brethyen pray for us. The whole Scripture is full of Prayers of this
Heb. 13. Nature.
But (fays their Confeffion of Faith) this is to ovetthrow the
* Mediacion of 7. C. Who commands us 1o yetire o [elees in priwe,
ard 1o pray s lds Father in his Name. How can any ene imagine
this, feeing the Saiuts, who are in Heaven, no more than the Feoly.
ful upon Earch, make inteiceffions by, and through themielves, o
Ep.p.6. in their own Names 5 butin the Name of JESUS CHRIST, asall
atholicks teach with the Council »
Thus the Catholick Church hasonly to declare, as fhe docs, her

intention never was to demand any thing of the Saints, but their
humble Prayers in the name of 7ESUS CH UST, of Nature with
thofe the Faithful offer up for one another upon Earth, thefe few
Words will convince for ever the preendedly Reform’d, char they
have born to her a hatred moft unjuft. 5

Bue

An Advertifement. 13
But A Noguier declaves, Let M. de Candom faywhat be willy h: Nog. p.
will never be perfmaded, the Roman Chirch has m other Inenion 5%
(when fhe tells us, st is profitable to irvncate the Saints) Lut that me
bould afk them the affilanceof they Prasers, aswe do thofe of the
Faithful, who live ft us. Burwhar will he (ay, now he fees
the Roman Church {o vifibly approve what M. de Condom had in
effcét only gathered from the univerfal belief of thofe in Commu-
nion with, her ¢ Bucwhy then, adds M. Nogair, Do Cathalicks afk o o
7t only the Prayers , fat the Aidy Proteion, and Succour of the 5.
blefed Virgin, and of theSaints2® Asif that were not a kind of
Zitd, Stccour, and Proteétion, to recommend the miferable to him,
who alone can comfort them. Such is the Protection we may
receive from the blefled Virgin and from the Saints. It is nora fmall
Succour tobeaided by their Prayers, fecing 'they arc at the fame
time (o humble, fopleafing, and {0 cficacious.” But why fhonld
weargue about words, where the thing is {0 evident The Expofi-
tion produces to thefe Minifters moft certain Teftimonics,by ch
it is manife},that inwhat Terms foever the Prayers weoffer tothe Saints Expof. p.
be Couched, the Intention of the Church, and of the Fasthful: always 7.
e them 10 this Form, PRAYFO US. No matter for that, the
fters il never believe it., They muft then raife ouc of cheir
Carechifni, and their Confeffion of Faith, thefe accufations of
Tdolatry, with whichthey are filleds they muft rerench in their
Sermons, fo many bloody Invectives, which have no other Grounds,
and thisthey cannot refolve of 3 and let us make what Declarations
we canof our Minds, they will neither believe the Council, ror its
Carechifm, nor our Confeffionof Faith, nor the Bithops, nor the
Pope himfelf. oo 2
It is not neceffary to repeat herewhat is faid in the Expofition as
10 other chyections, and principally 0 that where they accafe
the Church of atrributing to Saints a divine «ledgeand Power,
whilft fhe teaches, they can neither know, nor do any thing of
themfelves. i ~ !
But the accyfation of Idolatry has ancther Foundation, which
theyaccufe M. de Condoms to have palliated as well as the others.
And itis the Article concerning Images, where neverthelefs
{carched no other Palliancns, bur to expofe faithfully the mean-
ing of the Church. ¥
Thete necds no more than this to make the very Sufy
of Idolatry o vanifh, accordingto the Princig

EXp. - 8-
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Reform’d ; and: they need only in this compare the Doétrine of
their own Catechifm with that of the Councilof Trezr, reprefent
ed in the Expofition.

Their Catechifm upon this: Commandment. Thi« fhalt 70t
mak 10 thy [elf any Graven Inage, Asks whesher God Jorkids the
making of any Image: And the anfwer is, No, but that God forsids
only the making of any Imagewherely o reprefent God or to alore it.
Bebold the two things whids they. think forbidden in this Precept
of the Decalogue.

It may- be they will do us the Juftice to believe we do not pre-
tend to reprefent God, and that it they fec in fome Pickures God
the Father Pajnted in-that formwhich he was plealed o often to
appear in o his Prophets,we precend no ntote ta derogate from his
Tuyifibile: and Spirivial Nature, than‘he him{clf when he exhibited
himfelf under that form.  The Council cxplicates fufficiently to
them upon  this account , that we pretend pot thereby to vefrefent
or expre[s the Divinity , or to give st any Colowrs 3 and. I chin
fhould do them an injury in proceeding to a clearer Proof.

_ct us pafs to the fecond part of cheir Do&rine, and lec s leat
from their Catechifms what form of Adorateon is condewine.
Profiyate ones [elf y fays the Anlwer, lefore an Image, 1o pray to
ity 1o bow the Knee before it, or fbew [ome other fign of 1eveventey as
¢f God exbibited himfelf there to us. Thisis in cifect the Errour of
the Gentiles, and the properCharater of Idolarry. But they
who believe, with the Council, Thatdmages have neither Divinity
wor Vertue in them, for which they ought to be reverenceds and who
place all the benefit, in their recalling the Originals o our re-
membrarce, do nor believe that God in them exhibits bimfelf 1o
them. It is not therefore Idolatry, by the confent of the Prerended
Refornyd, and according to the  proper” Definition of  their
Catechifm.

The Anonymas {eems to have. been fenfible cf this Truth in that
place, where cbjedting this Commandment of the Decalogue
hefays, that God forbeds to make Images, and to worfbip _them.
He is in the right.  The words of the Precept are exprefs, and
the Images there fpoken of are thofe which are forbidden to
10 ke made as well as. to be werflied: That is to fay, according
to the explication of his Catcchifm, thife which are made to re-
prefest Gody and thofe which are made to. fhom bim_prefenty and
which arc worfhipped with the fame intention as full'of his Di-

vinity

Ar Aduvertifemerns.

vinity. 'We neither make nor fuffer any.of this nature.  We do
not worfhip Imagos; God forbid :_bucwe makeuc of Images,to puc
usin mindof the Originals. OurCouncil,fo odious tothe preterded
Reformd Church, teaches us no other vfc of thems Is chis then ¢~
nough to make thém fay,asthat Church doth inher own Confeffion
of Faiththat all furts of Idolatry are in vogue n the Roman Churche Is
it for thisthat her Difcipline callsus Zb:
latry 2 Without doube they seprefent co themielves other things o
than our Dotrineywhenthey give us the name of Gentiles:They be- At
lieve we follow their abominable Errors,and that we believeasthey
did, that God fhews himfelftous in thofe Images ¢

Had it not beea for thele mortal Prejudices, had it not been for I+
deas which they frameso themiclves of che fentiments ofche Church.
Chriftians could never have imaginedit fo deccftable a crimeto kifs

he Crofs in remembrance of him who bore our Iniquitics upon the
wood, nor that {o fimpleand naturala demonfteation of thofe fen-
timents of tenderncl, which that Pious Object excites in oar hearts
oughe to make us regarded as if we Adored Baal, or the Golden
Calves.of Semaria. 3

During this _{trange preocupation of the Pretended Refornrd,

this Fcatife of the Expofition mighe well appear w them (whi
really in 'éHect it did) a Book m]lgot Aniﬁt{'p which did xforhi$
but extenuate the Sentimens of Catholicks. - But now when they
fee clearly all the Arrifice of this Bock isto feparate the Do-
Grines which they have'imputed to the Church, from thofe:
which fhe profefles, thac all the mitigations he makes in Do-
&rine, is that e has ' taken off that' hidious Mafque which the
I\'luu)tkrs fh.\d put I.xlxplon it: let rhc}m confefs this Church was not
worthy of fo much horror, as they ha 0
leaft fhe deferves to be heard. e e
Neither the Pope, nor the Sca Apoftolick ought to be here-

after accufed of diminihing that adoration  which is due
10 God, nor that confidence which a Chriftian ought to cftablifh
in his fole goodnels through our Lord Fefus Chrsfl, fince they fe
without further featchy this Treati of the Expofition, which is
made onlyto explicate thefe two Truths, has reccived at Romse and
from the Pope himielf fo Authenick an- Approbation.
After this they will certainly beafhamed of thar Title which
No one can think on_ie without_horrour,

they give the Pope.
nor hear without aftenithment, that the Pretended Reform’d,
who

Art. 28,

at7s,and our Religion Jdo- py o

Hobbes | 40695985

Nagoya University Library, Hobbes I, 40695985



An Advertifement.

who boaft to follow Scripwre word for word, when the Apoftlc
St. Foh, who has alonc named Andichrift, tells us three ot four
times thac Antichrift is be who denies thar FESUS CHRIST is come
in flefb, darc fo much as think that he, who teaches fo fully the
Myflery of 7ESUS CHRIST, that isto fay, his Divinity, his Incar-
nation, the {uperbundance of his Merits, “the nceeficy of his Grace,
and thar abfoluce confidence we mult have in it, fhould neverthe-
Iefs be thac Antichrift defcribed by the Apoftle.

Bue it is objected againft the Popes, that they are : that micked
Perfon, that man of Insquity who has [ested bimfelf in the Temple of
God 3 and make: himfelf adored as God They who confels them-
felves not only mortal men, bur finners, who pray every day
with the reft of the Faichful, forgive s our ofences, and who
never approach the Altar without Confeffing of their fins, and
without (aying in the moft effential part of the Holy Sacrifice,
they hope for ccrnal life, not by their own Merits, buc
through the Bounty of God in  the name of our Lord 7ESUS
CHRIST.

Tis true they maincain that Primacy which JESUS CHRIST
has given them in the Perfon of St. Peer 5 butit is by That they
advance the Work of FESUS GHRIST himiclf, the Wok of

andConcord,which would never hayebeen petfeétly accom-

z it the Univerfal Church and ail the Epijcopal Order had

not one_ head of Ecclefiaftical Gover. ment upon Eaith, to make
the Members a& in concurrénce; and accomplifh in” the whole
Body the Myfkery of Uity fo ‘much recommended by the Son
of Cond. Tt £ jufk ‘a5 much a5 othine to aafwer, that the Church
has her true Head in Heaven, who Ulnites her by animating her
with hisHoly Spirit : who doubrs of it ! But who does not know
this Holy Spirit, who difpofes all things with as much fwectefs
as eficacy » knows alfo how to prepare exteriour means pro-
portionable to his defigns: The Holy Ghoft both teaches and
interiourly : therefore he cftablifhes Paftors and

The Holy Ghoft Unites the

Body of the Churchand the Ec al Government : thete-
fore it is he places at the head a common Father, anda principal
difpofer who may Govern the whole Family of 7ESUS CHRIST.
We will call to witnefs the Confcicrices of thofe of the Pretended
gion, I this unfortunate age when fo many wicked
r by liwcle and little to undermin the Foundations
of

Setts endeav

A Advertifement,
of Chriftianity, and believe it enough only to name 7ES ¥ §
CHRIST to introduce indifferency in Religion, and manifeft
impicty o the bofom of the Church, Who fecsnot the ncceily of
a Paftor, who may watch over his flock, and, authorized from
above , excite all’ othets whofe vigilance might flacken? Ler
chem in reality tell us, if icbe not the Sccizians, the Anhaprif
the ndependaris, tholc who under the name of Chriflian L oeats
would cftablifh indifferency in Religions, and fo. many other
x Sets, which they condemn as well as we, who fy with
the greateit impetofity againft St. Peters Chair, and cry loudeft
that bis Authoity is Tyrannical 3 I do. not wonder at ic: thof
who would divide the Church, o furprife her, fear nothing more
thau to fee her march againft them likea well ranged Atmy under
one head. Let us not raifea quarrel with any, let us only re-
Hlect swherice come thofe Books, wherein thefe dangerous Licénfes,
and Antichriftian Doétrines are taughe : at leaft none can deny bus
theSce of Repe, by the very Conflitution of i, i incompatible ety
thefe Noveltics ; and if we could rot know by the Gofpel thas
dhe Primacy of this See is necefary for  us, Experience it (i
would convince us of it. Morcover, We mult not be aftonifhed
if this Author of the Expofition, who places the effential Au-
thority of this See in tholc things wherein all Catholic Schools
agree, hath been approved without difficulty. The Chair of
St. Peter ftandsinneed of no difputing; what all Cacholics a
knowledge without contcflation, fuffces to maintain tha Power
which was given to i for_ecifcation, and ot for defituction
The Pretended Reform'd fhould hereafier give way nomore
thofe yain Phantoms with which they are frighted. What d &
it profic them to fearch in Hiftories for the Vices of Dopes s
when, if what they mect with there fhould be true, doce the
Vices of mendefroy the infittion of 7ES S € b 5 1or
and the Priviledge of Sc. Perer: fhall the Church rife in Re.
bellion againft a Power which maintains her Unity, under pre.
tence that fome have abusd it + Chriftians are accoftomed to
xeafon upon higher and. more truc Principles, and know ¢
God is able to mainmin his works in the midt of all e cos
wh{i}\ accompany humane frailty. ;
~ Wedo then Conjure thefe of the Pretended Reform g
ligion, by that Charity, which is God himiclf, by e o
Chriftian, which is common (i))us both, rict to judge of the Do-

Grine

the evils
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&rine of our Church, by what they hear in their Sermons or
read in their Books, Where many timesthe heat of difpuce, and
Prevention (not to mcn[ on any other): make things frequencly:
otherwile reprefented then they are but w0 hearken o this Ex-
pofition of the Gatholic Doir isa work in reality
m(‘nunz fo much i L(\Ip’m'! as in explicating clearly

5 In which to fec how plaialy the Auchor bas proccedad,
o J\ (ﬂ[]!xu(‘\ Im defi

T(m'UpJ.c the true Tetiers of the (,amo'u Church, and
,,,;y, uifl them from thofe which ave falfely imputed to ber
Fo the end no one fhould doubt but r[n[ he faithfully pro-
-wo (ed the true §«1‘r1m(n[s of the Church, he pm»mmi to tak
them from the Cowncil of Trent, where the Church has
decifiyely upon the things in queftion.
3. He promifed © propofe to the Pretended Reform?d not all
;cmu in general, buc thafe which  caufed the greatet [paration
then and” 15, and, to [peak properly, thofe which chey
made the occafions of thejr breach.
4. He promiled thac what he [aid to make the decifions of the
- Cuzict] mave intelligible, [hould be approved of in the C/rm/r, and.
ifefily conformable to the Dofirine of I//! [ame Council.
AIL this isplain and juft _Aad, n the firt place, no body cxa
think it ftrange we fhould diftin oulth the Churches Tencts from
dhefe which.are fal ely impated 1o ber. When Perfons are animated
beyond meafure, for want of a right underflanding, and when
1(\111:""pluulh(cs move great difputes, there is nothing more
nawural, nothing more ﬁmmblc then o expli maters
] c Holy Fathers pmmui a way fraudlefs and calm,
[‘, o fer men nuhz again.  'Whillt the Arsans and Sem
. bol of Nigey and the Confubflantiality
of (hc \nn, by the mfu Idtas they fixed upon_them, Si.. Athas
i Hilarins, the. two moft illaftrious defenders of the
Nicene Lmh, reprefented to them the twug fenfe of the Counls:
and St. Hilayias faid to them : Let us bath together sy fll
ITnterpretatiogs, but it m/r)a) the ¢ ’vumr‘ of Fiith—The Word
ftantial may be wiif-wnderflod : let s refolve L. e may
fland xr-——l!m may lay diwn. the tr /m f// I,u///
r»mm usy 1f e, do mt overthrom what has been vightly
but vemroe wil-underflanding,

An Advertifenent.

Ttis Chaity it felf which dictates fuch words, and fuggefts
fuch means to reunite our minds. We may lav xhu nmn to
thefe of the l‘;ctmdrd Reformd Religion : If ‘the Good
Works, it addreffed to S11m\, if the IucIW\ﬂ, if the
humble hm al hmwt Penitents, who ¢ndeavour to appeafe
wrath of God in voluntatily revenging upon themfelves by
borious Exerciles his offended Tuftice, if the Terms we ufe of a

radition which-claims its Origin from the firft Ages, for want of
being righty uhderftoed (Hmd you The Author of the Ex-
}m ion offers himfelf to give you the phin and natural explica-
tion of thes m, which the Church has always mn' ly conferv'd.
He fays nothing of his own, he alledges not particular Authors;
and to the end he may not be ﬁltpL\.\Ld of d vmg.w' the Tencts
of the Church, he ufes the proper Terms of the Council of
Trent, whete the has explicated her felf upon thefe matters in
quclhnu what can r!mc be more rational

This was the fecond thing he promifed, and he has in thisonly
followed the Example of the Precended Reformd. They complair
as well as we, their Dotrines are not rightly undetftoods and the
means they propolc to come 1o a true knowledge of them, i
not different from that which M. de Conlom miakes ufe of. Their
Synod of Dert requires that mm judge of the Faith of b.mr'/un heg Cos
from Calumni: ed up here ml there, or paflages of particu- Syod
e s Ay i Ty, O 104 [fe Do
contrary to their Irtentionss but from the war/rcur of Faith ¢,

f their Ch. nd from the Dec 195 of their Orthodoy
."!/i/»' unanipmully made in this Synod.

The Faith tien of 2 Church muft be learne from its publick De-
finitions, and not from Private Authors, who may y quoted,
mif- mdm tood, and may alfo rhnmcfmxm. -explicate the Seriti
ments of their Religion. Hpmv which accoune it will be only necef~
fary, thar, to expound ourso the Pretended Reform?d, we pro

"‘L!\\m of the Council of Tre

T know the .very mame of this Courcil offen
Reformation. 1‘1d the Ammmus of T 1
it. We go not here
about to uvﬁ the Council : ffices for this Author of the
Expoficion, that the Dogrine of LhnCmmnl is univerfally tecei-
ved, without Conteftation, through the whole Catholic Church,
and fhe numm of 1o other Decifi ons, in thefe matters of con:
stroverfie, bus of this Gouncil. D2 The

, thofe of the
T J'.lluﬂ
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avest, . Author of this Expolition with b rarmtling and ger

as.

The: Pretended Reform'd have always endeavoured to have
thele Decifions thought ambiguous, and the Anmymus reproaches
allo wi being capable of 2 d

1 chus

le or iyl fofe. Thofe
lefs ¢ in the lovedti
i ke Bl of Fo baar o oo
e them fuch

bm one \wrd will facisfic
ning

T ifp mm, i (hc chools ;

was b e mmmgh e it e o S b o okt

de oken {o precifely, s many

of thi Coundl produced in the Expofition, the Anymis

could not find fo much as one, in which chere was this dauble or
wiple fence he objeéts againtt us.

n effet, It is ba reading them, and onc fhall fec they have
not any ambiguity, and that it is impofible for men to expli-
care themfelyes more clearly.

We may put the Expofition it {elf to the fame Teft, and
judge by that, whether the Anoymus had reafon to upbraid the

al Terms
feult mat-

in which ((ays he) he entanglingly wraps up the most

REPPI2: ters,

£1p. p. 2.

Bxp.p.
50-

Thethird rluF the Author of the Expofition promifed, was
to treat of thofe marters which gave w afion to the Scparation.
‘This is precifely what ought to be doae. There is no one who
knows not that'in ditputes there are 11w1vs fome certain princi-
pal points upon which mens minds arc fixed. It is to thele a
Perfon muft 1pply himfelf who would make it his bufinefs to
end or appealc thofe contefls. Thus did the Author of the
Expofition, who immediately r‘cchml to the Pretended Re-
‘arm d, rhar he would pr()und to them thofe points from which

they ook the Subject of their [eparatia And to the end thete

“fhould be no furprize, he again declares the fame at the end,
that 1o keep himfelf fixed to what is principal, be omireed fime
quefions which they of the Pretendd Reformd Religions did 236 Jike
upon as a lanful Subjeét of [eparation
He bas kept his word moft (;uzh(nlh and the Titles alone of

the Expofition will make ic appear, he.bas not omited any one

hofe principal Articles.

o that the Anymmeus fhould not have {aid that M. de Condom bas.

e

An Advertifement.

ome
{[{ {Im be leaves many qu flions untouched, and makes baft 1o that 22
of the Enchariff, mhere he thoughe he could enlarge }'mg If with lefs
difacryantage.

What an Idea wn»lld he give us of this Book of the Expofi
ion! but it deftroys ery one fees it was M, de Con-
dows bufinefs to u\hr;)c himfelf upon that point of the Eucharift,
not becaule he thoughe he could do it mith fs difadvantage,
but becaufe this point is in reality the moft difficult, and full of
greac queftions.  So that it will appear he has uuml thefe
ters with lefs or greater {cope, according as they appe:
or more embroiling, not to hlm but o thofe, for Mmm Ju writes.
And if it be crue that e Lys J/l'(! thife. difficuliies which give
bim th: moft trow muft be allowd, thofe which give him the
leaft, are in reality thofe which are the moft cﬂcnn;ﬁ and thofe
in which che PmqucJ Refornd always thought themlelves
themoft fecure.  He has treated of the worfhip due to God, of
Prayers to Saints, of the honour we render to them, asalfo to cheir
Im:gcsandl{chqnm He has fpoken of juftifyi 2
of Good Works, of the neceffity of Works, of Satis:
gatory, of Indulgences, ofsammcnml Confeffion and Ablolution,
Real Prefence of the Body and Blood of our Savio
ift, of that Adoration which is therein due to
Tmuiubﬂmu,\nou and the Sacrifice of the Altar, of Com~
munion under onc s, of the Authority of Tradition and
that of the Church, of the Divine Inflitution of the Popes Pri-
macy,where he has in one word explained what is tobe believed
of Epifcopacy.  He bas expounded al thefe difficulties, and there
nceds only a little honety to grant that he has been fo far from
avoiding " difficultics, as the Azmmymus would bave it thought,
that he has principally applied himfclf to thofe which the
Pretended Reformyd find the greateft. Tnc Annymss himfelf
tells us the Invocation of Sainis is one of the moft effential Ar-

ticles of Religions and at the fame timc he adds, this is ore of
thofe wpon which M. de Condom bas Leen st prolix. What
poinis are more maly treated in the Expofition than thofe of
theEucharift and the Sacrifice, that of Images, of Merit, of Good
works, of Satisattion: And is it not in thefe the Bretended
Refornd find the greateft difficulties> In fine, we ask even
themfelves , whether it be not true, that if they were (aéxy

21

Trm to awoid the difficulties which giv: him the moft trou- Avert. p.
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An Adverl‘ifmm.

fied in all ol points treated ot in_the Expofition, they would no
longer hefitate to embrace the Faith of the Church: Itis there-
imc Lﬂh\l”, the Author has treated all chofe Capital points upon
W { us agree the greateft difficultics move. Nay more,
he h.h always fixed himfelfto the principal knot of the difficulty,
feciny lics himlelf chicfly , according to his fieft promife,

s where the Catholic Dorine is accufed to firike
:dan’um of mr]» and_Chriftian Piety. It is not there-

diffcultieshe has left fome queltions untouched which
jences and fuller “xplications of thofe which he
b uhn'\nilm(, or at leaft, are fuch as diftur bnn[n.fv Bur, on the
contrary, he has done it to the end he might apply him{elf with
lefs diftraction to the chief difficulties upen which depend the
Decifion of our Controverfies.

The Author of the Expofition has h'm no lefs Faithful in
performance of his fourth promile, which was to afftm notbing
w© m1k the Council to be better tllood, whi-h was mt mani-

ble 10 ity and apfroved of i ,/m/w, )
én,mm\ looks upon thefe words, and all the defign o‘
the }mem a Tl/lw}my hM hw the Dafirine of
Ramar Charch (r/mt[/r expluined fo clearly, a I
Council of Trent) st yet Jock ary but that 1t

M. Noguier feems alfo to draw the fame C\)vnu]mqw, .md
they have both'of them looked upon the Expofition as an ex-
cation which the obfeurity of the Council flood in need of,

Bur we know how the obfeurity of a Decifion, cfpecially in
mateers of Faith, is not always thatwhich makes it mb"n"m ina
wrong fence : fe s a preoccupation of mind, the ardour of difpute,
the heat of Perfons enzaged, which m\h them not underfland
one another, Aml often attribte to an adverfary what he believes
h > that when the Author of the wagi ition prapofes

the leaft,
the Decifions of the Council of Tremt to the Pretended Re-
form’d , and adds what may be ufeful to_remove thofe Impret:
fins which hinder them from underftanding chem aright, they
oughe not. 0 conclude from thence tha ¢ Decifions ate Ambigu-
ous, but only that noth ing is fo well digefledy nor fo clear but may
be under(tood amifs, wn(n prejudice and paffion interpofe.

To what purpole then do M. Naguier and the Anonyms: ob-

tto the Author of the Expofition the Bull of Pope Pis
1V.  Thedelign of the Expofition has nothing of thofe Gloffes
and

An Advertifement. 23
and: Commeataries which. with grcat reafon this Pope Gonderniie
ed. For whardid thofe Lommcnn(om and (;mn ars, cpedially
thof who haye writ Glofles upon the L
moft part buc
moft common

what did n,cv forche
the margents with G own imag umm.u which
only ummu'md the Text, and
ey g »m Texe it felf > Letus add, ¢ at,
n ot Unity, this Pope was obliged 10w o petmit
Boton o propofe’ Decifions upon doubes which fuccecding
e aud vain fubiilies might givo bicth co- Nor. has any
thing of this nature been done in the prohu(m. It ss one thir
has is obleue and, doubful, ancther < propole
what is-clear-, and to make ufeof mu remove falfc impreffions.
The, laft is wha the Auchor of, ¢ Expofition has endeavourd
And if he have added fome of his own Rdcxwvs o
ions of chis Council , to-make- thern more  izelligih
o thofe people who_ would never look upon them withou
c, it is becaufe- their preocupation had nced of fiich an

Bt why fb uld we fpeak any more of a_thing which is clear
nough> We hiays in few words given a cevzain method ta en lighten
Ahc “undetflandi ings. of thole who ave the moi’ zealvus to maintain

hais. ambiguity, of the Council: They neeii only read. in - this
lxpohnun its Decrees which. ase [h«_lt produced; and 'convince
themfelves by their

What is bere th is, thas the Aurhor fithe
Expof [m w when he promifed what u fhould
{ay, for the berter underitanding of ¢ \Lm nei L fhould be mani-
feflly of the fame Spirit, and approved of in the: Church. The
macter is in it. felf clear, and the following:Approbations will make
it apparent. It mult ot therefore be fpposd - henccforwards
that the Jained. in: this work, aic the qualifying
or the extenuating th nmm< of one man ; but: the Common
Dogrine which we fceis, for this reafon, univerfally approved.
It will nc r]\m fore s not the Amnymus any
thing after this, eitt \».w‘\ An,
they call general, or the particular opinion of For &
without exami nu tmw unneceffary things, it in one 3%
word to fay, thofe Pract nd Opinions, dm what :!zu\'\ ill,
which are not_found to '.; conformable to the intent and
cifions of the Courcil, are nothing to Religion, nor to the lmu\
of
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An Advertifement.
of the Catholic Church, nor ought by cm(c:[mcncc, as the Pre-
"™ tended Reform’d do themfelves avouch, give the leaft pretence to
. feparate from us, becaufe no one is obliged cither to approve or
follow them.

Bu, fay they, thofe abufes ought to be fuppreffed : as if one of
the ways to fupprefs them were not to fhew the truth in its
purity without prejudice to the other means, with which Prudence
and Zeal may infpire the Bifhops.  As for the remedy of Schifm
pradtifed by che preended Reformers, it it were not deteftable in it
felf, the miferies which it has caufed, and does at prefent caufe
throughout Ghriftendom, would give us a horrour of it:

will not here reproach the Pretended Reform'd with the
abufes which are amongft them. This work of Charity does
not permit fuch like Recriminations. It fuffices I advertife them
that to attaque us in reality, they muft combar, not thofe abufes
which we Condemn as well as they, but the Doétrines which we
maintain.  Bue if in examining thém more narrowly they find,
they give noc {cope cnough to their inveltives, they ought ac

laff to acknowledge we have reafon o ell them the Faith which

we profefs is lefs worthy of blame than they believed it was.

It remains at prefent, that we beg of God to grant they may
read a Work without bitternefs, which is publithed only to inftruét
them. The Succels is in his"hands who can alone touch the
heart. He knows the limits he has fixe to the Progrels of
Errour, and the miferics of his affli¢ted Church, by the lofs of fo
reata number of her Children.  But we cannot hinder our felves
rom hoping fome great effelts towards the reunion of Chriftians,
under a Pope, who exercifes {o pioufly and with o perfect a
zcal, free from intereft, the moft holy Function in the World,
and under a King who prefers before all the Conquefls that have
enlarged his Kingdom, thofc that might gain him his own Sub-
jeéts to the Church.

EXPOSITION

OF. THE

DOCTRINE

CHURCH

MATTERS of CONTROVERSIE.

SECT. T
The Defign of this Treatife.

Frer a Conteftation, for above an Age, with thofe of the
Pretended Reform’d Religion s Marters from whence
they took the ground of their Separation ought to be
fufficiently ~ dleared; and their” minds difpoled 0 a

right conception of 'the Sentiments of the Catholic Church. - So
that to me nothing fecms more proper, then to propofe: her
Tenets plainly, and fimply, and to diftinguifh them right from
thofe which have been falicly imputed to her. In cfiect, I have,
upon {everal occafions, taken'motice, that the averfion whic
thefe Gendemen have to moft of our Sentiments, is gror
upon fome falfc Zizas, which they have formed to themfelves, con-
cerning them; or elfe upon fome cerrain words, h are fo
offenfive to them, that they immct}in"lv ftop there, and never
3 come
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AU Fundamental Articles of Chriftianity

come fo far as to confider the grounds of things. Upon which
account, I thought nothing could be more_beneficial, than to
explicate to them what the Church has defined in the Council
of Trent concerning thofe points, which keep them ar farth
ditant from us ; without medling with that which they are ac-
cuftomed to objefk cither againit particular Dotors; or againft
thofe Tencts which are neither neceflarily, nor univer@ally re-

For all Parties agree, and M, Daslle himfelf is of that
Opivion, that iz s a very unreafonable thing to-artribute the Senti-
ments of particular Perjors to a whale body 3 and he adds, that no
feparation ought to be but upon the account of Articles authen=
ticly eftablifhied, to the belief and obfervance of which all Perfons
are obliged. I will not meddle then with any thing but the Decrees
of the Council of Trent ; becaufe in them the Church has given
her Decifion upon thefe matters now in agitation: and what 1
fhall fay for the bercer underflanding of thofe Decifions, fhall be
what is approved of in the Church, and fhall manifeltly appear
conformable to the Dotrine of this Gouncil.

This Expofition of our Dofltine will produce two good
effects. The foff, that many difpues will ‘wholly vanih; be-
aule it will appear thev are only grounded upon fome erroneous

plications of cur belief. The fecord that thofe difputes, which
remain, will not appear, according to the Principles of the Pre-
te-ded Reformd, fo Capital, as ac the firfd they cndeavoured
to reprefent them 5 and that, according to the fame Princi-
ples, they contain \nothing any ways isjurions to the grounds
of Faith.

SECT. IL

Thofe of the Pretended Reforn’d Relgion aksowleds, The
the Catholic Chureh embraces all the Fandamentdl Articles of
the Chriffian Religion.

Nd to begin with the fundamental and principal Articles of
.LA Faith 5 thefe Gentlemen of the Pretended Reform’d Religion
muft of neceflity. acknowledge they arc belicved and profefied in
the Catholi¢ Churc]

If they will have them to confilt in belicving that we muft

acknowledged to be profft by the Romanifts.
adore onc only God, the. Father, Son, and Holy Ghofl, and
that we muft' puc our truft in God alone, througli his Son, who
became. man, was Crucified, and rolc again for us they krow
in their Confciences that we profefs this Dodrine - and it they add
thofe other Articles which- are comprehended in the Apoftles
Creed; they do not doubr alo but that we receive them all with-
out exception,and that we have a pure and truc knowledge of them.

M. Dalle has writ a Treatile, intiuled Fajrh founded wpon the
Seriptares, in which afrer having expofed all ‘the Artcles of
Faith held by the Pretended Rcform’(F Churches, he tells us thy
are beyond all conteflation ; that the Roman (hay, 1
lieve them 5 that in reality they do ot hold 4ll o
that we fold all thesy Articles of Fasth,

This Minifter then cannor, unlefs he deftroy his own Fajth
deny but that we believe all the principal Articles of the Chri.
fian Religion. :

But tho’ M. Daille had not granted thus much,
manifeft in it {elf, and all the world knows, that we believe all
thofe Articles which Proteflants call Fundamental 5 fo that
fincerity it felf demands they fhould without difpute grant, that
we_have not really rejedted any of them. Z

The Precended Reformd, who fee the advantages we may
draw from this acknow] ledgment, are defirous to deprive us of
them, by faying that we defiroy by interpofing
others contrary to ! h hey vour to per-

cquences drawn from our Do ¢ 5 but the
e (whofe autboriry I aliedge once more, not fg
much toconvince chem by the Teffimony of one of their moft L cart
ed Minifters, as becaufe ‘what he fays s in it felf d
them what they ought to think of fuch kind of Cot
fuppofing il ones might be drawn from our Dotkrin
e writesin his Le

wr Opiniors, but

the thing s

s

upon account of his A&

an as well as that of Rowse

dosy_accding 1o s, infr e dilBios of e Fhuprmeny

JESUS CHRIST, yer his Confeguence s b armitenmy o0t f

svirhout Calimny, eing they do fomecly

nothing more efietial to the ¢ e

the reality of the Human Nature in7ESTS CHR 7T oyt
tho'the Luerazs hold a Dofbine,from wlicnes b intorod ua )

ftrudtion of this Capical erity, by Confogquences, which e

B tended

b profefles to be- Part 3 0.1,
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Chip. 7.

Religions Worfbip serminates in Qod alone.
tended Reform’d judge tobe evident; gitm:hey have notfcrupled
to offer to Communicate with them ; ufe their Opinion has
o .5 25 7M. Dale tels us in hisApologie; And their
ynode, beld at Charenton 1631, admits them fo the Holy

1 this ground, that they agree in the principal and
Joinisf Reigion. Xois then a certain Maxim cfizb
ft them, that they muft not in thefe cafes look
Conlequeaces, which may be drawn froma Dokrine, bur purcly
upon shat he propofes. and acknowledges, who ceaches it

So that when they  infer by Confequences, which they pretend
t0 draw from our Doctrine, that we do not fufficiencly acknow-

aign Glory which is due toGod, nor the quality

nd Mediator in FESUS CHRIST, nor the infinite

¢, nor the fuperabundant Plenitude of his

may defend our felves without difficulty from

this fhort anfwer of M, Daille, and

Ytholic Church difavowing them, they
puted 1o her mitbout Calumny:

ButI will go yer further, and fhow " thefe Gentlemen of the
Drecended Reformvd Religion, by the fole Expofition of our Do-
Grine, that the Catholic Church is fo far from ruining the
Fundamentel Articles of Faith, cither dirctly or indirectly that
on the contrary fhe cflablifhes them after fo folid and evident a
manner, tha o one can queftion her right underftanding of them
without great injuf

SECT. IIL
Religions Worfbip is terminated in God alone.

O begin with thar Adoration which is due to God alone 5
theCatholic Church teaches us,that it confifls principally, in
believing he is the Creator and Lord of all things, and in ad-
heting to bim with all the Powers of our “aich, Hope
and Charity, as to him alonc who can render us happy by the
Communication of an infinite Good, which is himfcli
"This interiour Adoration, whichwe render to God in Spiric
and in Truth, has s excerionr matks; of which the prindi
ce, which cannor be offered to any but o God ; bec
lithed to_make a publick acknowledgment,
ation of GodsSoveraignity, and our abfolu

Soul, b

Religious Worfhip terminates in God alone.

The fame Church tcaches s, that all Relisious worllip oughe
o terminate in God asits n end 3 and that if the honour
B O e teners to the Blefled Virgin, and to the Sains may,
i lome fence, be called Religious, it for its neceffary Relation
0 God.

Bur before we explicae any further in what this honour confifts,
it will not be unufeful to take notice, how thole of the Precended
Reformation (obliged by the frength of truth) begin to acknow-
ledge that the cuffom of praying to Saints, and ﬁo_no\uiu their
Reliques was eftablithed even in the fourth age of the (,Eurclh
Morjur Diille granes chus much, in that book he publified a

inftthe Tradition of the Zatin Church about the object of

e worlhip, and accules St Bafl, St. Amlrofe, St. Hierame,
S . Ciryfoftom, St. Agufin, and many more of thofe fac
smons Lights of Angquity who lived in that Age, and above all
3 ey Nasianaen, who s called_the Diving by excelience,
of baving_altercd, in this poiat, the Dearine of the three forc-
poing ages. But it will not appea very lkely ]

that /1. Daslle
fhould vinderftand the Sentiments of the Fathers of the firft three
Aggs, berter then thofe who gathered, as 1 may fay, the fucceffion
ofgfl:eir Doctrine after their deaths; and this will “be {o much the
lefs credible, becaufethe Fathers of the fourth Age were fo far
from perceiving that they introduced any n0 eltyin that worthip,
that this Minifter, on the contrary, has quoted [everal exprels
Texws, by which he fhows clearly, that they pretended in Pray-
in o Saints, to follow the examnple of their Predeceflor Bue
without any further examination what miebt be the Sentiments of
the Fathers of the thrce firtt ages, 1 will conrent my felf with
what P, Daills is pleafed to grant, who allows us fo many great
bt the Church in the fourth age.  For tho”he has

taken upon him, twelve hundred yearsater their deaths, togive
them in derifion the name of a kind of Se&, calling them: Re-
Tiguarifts, that is o fay, clique honourers; yec 1 hope thofe of
e aunion will Fave more refpect for thefe great men. They
dare not ac leaft accufe them of fallig dnto Tdolatry, by pr: ing
t6 Saints, or of defiroying that truft which Chriftians ought to
put in JESUS CHRIS] and it is to behoped henceforwards
they will not reproach thel things to us, when they confider
they cannot do it_without accufing at the fame time thefe ex-
ecllent men, whofe fancticy and learning they profcls a reverence
for,
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Tnvocation of Sainss.
for, as well as we.  But feeing our defign is here to expound our
belicf, rather then to fhow who were the defenders of ity we muft
continue our explication.

SECT. IV
Tnvocation of Saints.

7T He Church in teaching us, thacit s proficable co pray to Sains,
_teachesusto pray to them in the fame Spiric of Charity,and ac-
cording to the fame order of fraternal fociery, which moves us
to demand affiftance of our brethren living upon Earth 3 and the
Catechifin of the Council of Trent concludes from this Dotrine,
gy i, that if the quality of Mediator, which the Scripture. gives 13
De Culta JESUS CHRIST, received any prejudice from tl)?c Interceffion
Saq  made to the Sainis, whoRejga with God, it would receiye
% Jefs from the Incerceffion made to- the faithfiul who live with s
This Caccchim fhows vs clearly the extream difference. be-
twixt out manaer of imploting God’s affiftance, and that of ing.
1, Ploring the aid of Saints: For (faith it) we pray 1o Gody ot
v ther 1o, gie 15 gord things, ar 1o deliver 15 from' evnl s but becarfe
. the Saints are mare acceptable to him than we re, we beg of them to
imderiake o canfe, nd o obtain fir us thefe things e fland 1
wwed of. ~ From whenze it comes 19 1ajs, that we afe tmo wery diffe-
rent forms of Prayer; for 1o God thy Proper manner of [peaking és to
Jay, HAVE PITY ON US, HEAR OUR PRATER. o
a5 we only defive the Saints TO PRAY FOR VS, E
vie ought to undetffand, tha in what Tetms foever thofe pray.
exs, which we addrefs to Sais, are couched, the intenrion of Je
Chureh, and of her faichful, reduces chem ‘always to this form
asthe Catechifm prefently after confirms : v
8420 Butitis good to confider the words of the Council j& gt
e &, which prefcribing to Bifhops how they ought to fpeak of the
freee Invocation of Saints, obliges them to teach,thar the Savpme whareign
with JESUS GHRIST, offer up to God thesy prayers for miomy thats
s good and profitble 1o ivacate thewn afier an himble mane, o 1
e vecourle totheir prayers,aid and afiflarce to obtasnof God s Born
fits through our Lord ﬁ;@us CHRIST Jss Sor, rho is our [ole Saviour
and Redeemer. _Afier which the Council condemus thofe whe wach
acontcary Dotrine. We fee then, to inyocate the Saints, according

From whence

Tnvocation of Saints,
to the fenfe of this Council, is to have recourfe to their prayers for
obraining " benefits from God through FESUS CHRIST. So
i ity we do not obta benefits, which we receive
0 of the Saiuts, otherwife thin through FESUS
is rame ; {eeing thefe Saints them(el

gh TESUS CHRIST,

but in his name. This is the Faich of the Churc] cl
of Trent has clearly cxplicated in few w After which we

i e that any one fhould accufe us of forfaking FESUS
CHRIST, when we befeech his members, who are alfo ours, his
Children, who are our Brethren, and his Saints, who are our
ficft fruics, %o pray with us, and for us to our common Malter, in
the name of our common Mediator.

i tes clearly and in few words
nof the Church, when fhe offts up to C

dreadful facrifice to honour the memory of his Sai
nour which we render them in Sacrificing, conlifls in naming them
inthe prayers we offer up to God, as his faithful fervanes; and
in rendring him thanks for the viGories which they have gai
and in humbly befeeching him that he would vouchiafe
us by their interceffion. S, Auguftiz has told us twely
years ago, that weought not to think any facrifices were offered <.
to the Holy Martyss, altho’ the practice of the univerfal Church
inthat time was to offer Sacrifice upon their holy bodies, and at
their Memories 5 is to fay, before thofe places where their
pretious reliques were conferved. This Facher has morcoveradded,
that they made a_commemorationof theMartyrsat the Holy Al-
tar,in theCelebration of the Sacrifice;not to pray for them asthey do
for other perfons whoate dead 3 but rather, that they might pray
for us. Irelatethe fentiments of this Holy Bifhop, ~becaufe the
Councilof Trent makes ufeof his very words alfoft to teach the
Faithful, tha the Church does ot offer Sacrifice ts the Saints, but 1o
God alone, 7ho bas cronmed tham 5 that the Prieft alf> does rot addyefs -
bimfelf to St. Peter and St. Payl, [aying, IOIFER UP TO YOU
THIS SACRIFICE ; but rendring thanks to Godfor their victories,
be demans ther affflanceyts the en thfewhafe memary mecclelyate
upon earth, would vouchfafe to pray for ssin Hear It isafter this
manner we honour the Saintsthat we may obrainthe Gra
by their Interceffon ; and the Principalof thofe Cr
obtain, is that of imitating them : to which w
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cation: of Saints.

fideration of their admirable E: les,and by the honour which
we render in the prefence ofyGod'to their ﬂagpy ‘memories.

“Thofe whowill rightly confider the Dogtrine we have propofed,
will be obliged to grant us,that as we donot rob God of any of thole
perfetions peculiar to_his infinite effence : {o we do not attribute to
Creaturesany of thofe qualitics,or operations proper to God alone :
which diftinguitheth us {o fully from ldolaters, we cannot com-
prehend why that Title thould be given us. v .

And when thefe Gentlemen of the pretended Reformation objett
to s, that by addreffing our Prayersto the Saints, and honouring
them all the world overas prefent, we attribute to them -2 certain
kind of Immenfity, orat leaft theknowledg of  the Secrets of hears,
which God has neverthelefs referved to himielf, as ic appeares by
fomany teftimonics of Scripurc; they donot fufficicntly reflect
upon our do@rine. For, i fi, without cxamining what grounds
may be had to atibue to the Saints fome certain degeee of know-
ledg as to thofe things which are acted amongft us, or alfo of our
fecret thoughts, it is maniteft thatto fay a Creaturemay have the
knowledge of thefe things, by a light communicated o him by
God, isnot toelevate a creatare above his condition. The Bx-
ample of the Prophets juftify this clearly, God having ot difdained
to difcover future things tothem, tho they appear much more pat-
ticularly referved to bis own knowledg.

Morcover, never any Catholic yet thought the Saints knew
our neceflitics by their own Power, nonor the defires which move
usto addrefs our fecret Prayers to them. The Church contents
herfelf to teach with all antiquity thefe Prayers to be very profi-
table to fuch who make them, whether it be the Saints know them
by the miniftry and communication of Angels, who, according to
the teftimony of Scripture, know what pafles amongft us, beiny
eftabliflicd by Gofls order, as adminiftring Spirits, to cooperate wit
us in the work of our Salvations whether it bethat God himfelf
makes known to them our defires by a particular Revelation ; or
Taftly whether it be that he difcovers the fecret tothem in his divine
Effencein whichall truth is comprifed-  So- that the Church has
not decided any thing abour thefe different methods, which God
mightbe pleafed to make ufe of for that end.

Bu let thefe means be what they will, it isalways certain the
Chuch does not ateribute to the Creatute any of the divine per-
fetions, asthe Idolagers did ; feeing fhe permits us not o acknow-

ledge,

Tmages ond Religues.

ledge, even in the greateft Saints, any degree of Excellency which
does not proceed from Gods nor any acceptablenefs in his fight,but
by their vertues ; nor any vercuc, which is nota_gift of hisGracc
nor any knowledge of human affars, but what is communicated
to them; norany power to affift us, bur by their prayers; nor,
in fine, any felicity, but by a fubmiffion and'a perfedt conformity
to hisdivine will. %

Tt is therefore truc, that by examining what are our fntetiour fen-
timents concerning the Saints, it will be fyund we do not raife them
above the condition of Creatures; and from thence one ought to
judge of what nature that exteriour honouris, which we render
them, extetiour veneration being eftablifhed to teftify the inceriour
{entiments of the mind.

But becaufe this honour, which the Church renders to the Sains,
appears principally before their Images andholy Reliques, it will
be proper toexplicate her beliefconcerning them.

SECT. V.
Tnages and Religues.

A § for Tmages, the Council of Trent fotbids us cxprelly to believe co

any divinity or vertue in thems, for which they ought to be reveren- 5. 2
ced s todemand any favow of them,or to put any traft in them, and or- Dec- &

dains that all the honour whichis given to them fhould be referred
to the Saints themfelves which are reprefented by them.

All thefe wordsof theCouncil are like fo many charaters to
diftinguith us from Idolarers, fecing we are o farfrom believi
with them any divinity annexedto the Images 3 thatwe do nos
ateribute to them any other vertuebut that of exciting in s the re-
membrance of thofc they reprefent

Upon this it is the honour we render Imagesis grounded. D
man, forexample, can deny but_that when we look upon the fi-
guteof FESUS GHRIST crucified, it excites inus a more lively re-
membrance of him, who lied us [o 45 to deliver bimelf up. to death
for us. While thisImage, being prefent before our eyes, caufes fo pre-
tious a remembrance in our fouls, we arc moved to teffify by fome
exeeriour figns how far our gratitude bears us; and by humbling our
felvesbefore the Image, wefhow what is eur fubmiffion to our Sa-
viour. So that to fpeak pxccif:ly,and(according to the Ecclefiaftical

: ile,

.2
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Pon. Com,

Tuages and Religues.
Stile, when we honour the Imgge of an Apoftle ora Martyr, our
pecision isnoc (o much to Lonaur she Tniage, as 1o burow the Apo-
Pleor the Plartyr “5p. preferce of the Image.  Thus the Roman Pon-
tifical eellsus,and the Council of Trent exprefles the fame thing whert
it 1ays, the bono 1 we render 19 Iprages bas Juch arcferenceto thofe they
rejrelent 5 that by the meaps of thife Images which we kifs, and before
which we kaeel, we ador: JESUS CHRIS T, and honser the Saints
whefe Types they are,
In fine, onemay know with what intention the Church honouts
Images, by thac hon ur which fic renders to the Crofs and to the
Bible. ~ All the world fees very well, that before the Crofs fhe a-
dores him who fore gur Iniguities upon the wood ; and that if her
children bow thehead before the Bible, if they rife up out of re-
{pedt, when it is carried before them, and ifthey kifs icreverendly all
this honour s referred to the eternal Verity whichit propofeth to ts.
They muft have buclittle Jultice who treat with the termn of Idola
try that Religious Sentiment, which moves us to uncover our heads,
and bow them before the Imageof theCrofs, in remembtance of
him who was crucified for the loveofus; and it would betoo much
blindnels nocto perceive the exceffive difierence betwixt thofe, who
put their trult inldols, oucof an opinion tha fome divinicy, of fome
vertue was, as] may @y, tyed to them, and thofe who declare, as
we do, that they will not make ufeof Images, but toraife theix
minds towards heaven, to the end they may there honour 7ESUS
CHRIST or his Saints, and inche Saints God himfelf, who is the
Sandticy and Grace:

ne manner we ought to underftand thar honour
which we pay to Reliques, after the example of the Primitive
Church; “and if our Adverfaries would but confider that we look
upon the bodics of Saints, as having been Victimes offered up to.
God cither by* Martyrdom or by Penance, they would not
think the honour which we pay them upon this account could alie-

nate us from that which we render to God himfelf.
We may fay in general, thatif they would but confider how the
i vhich we bear to any one propagates it felf, without
being divided, o hischi dren, o his friends, and afeer” that, by
feveral. degrees, to the teprefentation of him, to any remains of
him, and to any thing which renews in us his remembrance; If
they did but conceive that honour has the like progreffion, fecing
honour is nothing elfe bu Love mixed with relpect and Fears in
fine,

Images and Religues.

fine, If they wonld bat confider, that all the exteriour worfhip of the
Catfiolic Church has s foutce in' God himiclt, and retarns back a.
ainto himm - ey would never Belicve char chis worfhip which he
himfelf alone animate, could excite his Jealoufie. They would cn
the contrary fec, thatif God, as Jealous as he is of the love of men,
docs no look upon usasdividing our felves betwixe him and Crea.
aures, when we love our neighbour forthe love. of him; the fame
God, cho Jealous of the honour which hisfaithful pay him, cannoc
look upon them as dividing that worfbip which isducto him alone,
when, out of refpect to him,they hotour thofe whom he has ho.
noured. i 1

Itis true neverthelefs, that {ceing the fenfl
arepoeall of them ablolutely neceffary ; the Church might wichout
the leattalceration in her doctrine, extend thele exteriour pralices
more or lefs according to the different exigences of times, places or
occtirrences, being defirous chac her Children fhould nocbe {layifh-
ly fubjoék tofenfible things, burorly excired, and, as it were, adver-
cifed by theit means o fly o God, and to offer up to him i Spiric
and inthe truth thac rational fervice, which he cxpeds from his

catures.
e 0l by s howmiy 1 afitmed, chat a great
paccof our Conroverfies would vafh by the fole urierftandig of
the Terms,f thele poiots were but difcuficd with chasitys and it our
advetfaries would but with moderation confider the foregoing Expl-
cations, which comprehend the exprefs dodtrine of the Cotneil of

7ent, they would ceafe to accufe us of injuring the mediation of
FESUS CHRIST, of Invocating the Saints, - andadoring Tinages
after a manner which is- peculiar to Godalone: Itis trie, thae
fecing, in 03¢ feufe, Adorarion, Invocation, andthe name of Me i
aworare only proper to God and FESS CHRIST, it is o' hard
matter to mifapply thele terms, wherchy o render o i dodtine
odious. But it thev be ftriGtly kept to that fence in which
them, thele objections and accufations will lofe their force s and
if any other lefs important difficulties remainto thefe gentlemen of the
pretended Reform'd Religion, fincerity will obiige them to acknios -
ledg they are fasisfied as toche principal fubje@t of their complatute,

Furthemore thec s noching o wlt 5 et et e
ot placingall her piety in thefe devotions to the Saints,
havealready obferved, che Gouncil of Trent contents i L
the Faichful, thacthis pradtice is gosd and benef i, wichout fayiny 22

2 any

le marks of revererice
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vid.

6-0.9- the divine mercy, for FESUS
id.

" be julls

Fuftification.

any more of it.  So that the intention of the Church is only to cofi-
dunn thofe, who rejeét this pradtice, either out of difrefpect or
vd © condemn then, becaufe She is obliged noc

encficial t falvation to be defpifed,
iquity tobe Condemned by novel

nor a doéttine aut wmcd by
ifls.

SECT. VL
Fuftification.

THLdo&mcnf Juftification will fhew yet more ly how
many difficultics may be ended by a plain expohnup of our
fentiments.

Thofe who mcncvn {o little verfed in the hiftory of the pre-
tended Refor , are not fgnorant that the firft Authors pro-

Arti cmall the world asthe principal ofall che reft, and

as the moft eflential cauie of their {eperation 3 So this isthe moft
neceflary to be well underftood.

Webelievein the firft place that O m are fraly forg,

CHRIST’s fake. Thelcare th

prels terms of the Council of Trent, v\huh adds, that we arefuid to
fied gratis, //fag‘:mm of thofe affs which precede Fufisfication,
whethzr they te Faith or good works, can merit this Gra
Secing tﬂCSCnp[mL explicates thc um(hon of fins, by fometimes
ing us that God covers them, and fometimes that he takes them

7it 3.5, away, and blotsthem out by the Grace of his Holy Spiic which

makesus new cratures, we beieve hat, toform a per
the Jultification of a finner, we muft joyn together both thefe. Ex-
preilions. For which reafon we believe our fins not _only to be
covered, buralfo cirely wathed away by the Blood of 7ESUS
CHRIST, and by the grace of regencration s which o ¢ from
obfcuring orleffening that Idea which we ought to have of the merit
of thisBlood,on the contrary it : :

So that the Juftice of JESUS CHIAST S
attually communicared to the faithiul,
Holy Spitic; in fo_much. dhar the
rendred juft by his grac

Tt Rigionoelosibich i o wers only fck e S0 of
men, jt would ot be the work of the holyGholt: I isthena

righteouf

imputed, but
¢ operation of the
are ‘not ‘only reputed, but

Merits: of Good Works.

and that before Ged, fecing it is God himfelf who
in our hearts.

produces itin us, by pouring forth his chatity
Neverthelefs it s too true, that zhe /]
and the Spirit againfl the flefb, and that we all_ ofendin many 1
Sothat, tho our Juftice be truly fuch, by the infufion of his Char
L‘U(mm[pmlc Juflice ; becaufe o m(mmLakokLovn!pﬂccuu-
i {o rauch that dic continual fighings of 2 foul, penitent for her
offences, is the moft neceffary ducy of a Chuiftian
m(h obliges us to_confefs Lumhlywh St Asguftin, tha
i thislife confifts rather in the remiffion of i, dhan in the

pcrrt...mn of Verm

SECT.VIL
Merits of Good Works.
$ to the merit ofL,uod works, the Catholic Church teacheth

us,that ete
., which is mi

nal life onght to be propojed ¢ the childvenof Godfoth
fully promifed to them by the mediatian of our
s and.as_avecompence which s faithfully ren-
dredio lcir g works, animeris,in vertus of this promsie. Thele
ate the proper terms of the Courcil of Trent. But leaft humm
pride fhould fatcer ic flf with an opinion of a prefimpruious meric,
thefame Council eacheth usghag al the price and value of a Chei
ﬂhn\‘ works proceeds from the fanéifying grace which is given us
cname of FESUS rHKI\l, and that itisan effect of.
Seranl n‘hu(nu(:l hisdivine Head upon its Membe
Really the Prec lehmranom Promifes, Thre amings and
Rebraaeii St thec (m(pel fhow clearly cnough, we muft work out
our falvation the cooperation of our wills together wuh the
gace of God alling us: But i isone of our firt Principles, that
the free-wil nm‘ at ncthing conducin, m cternal hlppmsla, but
as itis moved and elevated by the Ho ly Ghoft.
Sothat the Church knowing it is rhm{mm Spirit which works
inus by his Graces all the goo d we do 3 fheis ol
Tl -crwccpnuun Godandof g
: and it is juft fhe fhould
+ with all Chriftian antiquity, whercby fbe may m\nu]‘
ly dcn(uc the value, the price and the dignityot thofe works which
we perfosm through grace. But fecing all their Sanétity comes from

God, who producesthem in us, the fame Church has in the Council
O

as 4 Gra
Tord JESUIS CHRT

ehels againft the S /m!, Gal.gu17.
- fane

2

Sef:6. co
16,
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Merits. of Good. HWorks, Merits of Good Works. 5
of Trent received thefe words of St. Augaffin, asa do@trine of Cax [feth all underfianding, asthe Apofile tellsus. Byt ri, 47
tholic Faith, that Goderomas his o gifts imeromning the. mersts of an the promifes and_menaces of the
s Ser vantss cntto calm the tronbles of our Conciences g yet
We begof thofewho love Truth and Peace,  that they would be xtinguilli Fear : for tho we be affiired God will
plealed here to read a litele more at length the words of this Council, never abandon usof his own accord, yer weare never cortain we
to theend they may oncefor all ditabule themfelyesof thofe fal(e Thall not lofe him by our own fault, in tejecting his infpirations,
inpreffions which hasbecn given them concerning our doétrine. He has becn plealed by this faving fear o mitigate that confidenc
sef. 6.c. Although e fee, @y the Fachers in this Council,that haly it effeems which hehas infuled into_his childgen, becaule, as St Auguflin
16 Gosdworks [o muchs That JESUS CHRIST himfelf promifis thar ellsus, fuch isour infirmity in this place of Temprations and d:
4 elafsof cold water gizen tothe poor foall jut want its remardy am gers, that an abloluce fecurity would produce tepidity and pride in
that the Apofiletefifis how a momentof light pain cndured i1 this us, whereas thisfeat, which, accorditis o the Apoftcs command,
world fbull produce an- eternal weight of Glory : neverthelefs God fortid Wﬁt‘ us work out our falvation with trembling, renders us more Phil2.az.
a Chriftian [bould ¢lury in himjelf, and not 1n0ur Lordy whafe bounty is vigilane, and makes us rely with a more humble dependance upon
Jogreat o allmen, that be will have thafe gifts mhich e beftomes wpon bim, who works in us by bis Grace both towill, and to do, according
them t be their merits. 10 his good pleafire; asthe fame St. Paul exprefles ic, B
Thisdottine is difperfed ehronghout the whole Council, which Thus you have feen whatis moft neceflary in the Dotrine of
Sef. 14. e teacheth us in another Selfion, thatwe, who can do nathing of o s Jultification 5 and our Adverfaries would be_very unreafonable, if
8.

ey o Lo >
cando all things mith him who firengthens uiy in [sch Jort thit man they fhould not confefs that this Do€trine fuffices toteach Chiiftians
8 allthe glory of their Salvationto God through

has mthing

which he may glory, ror for which be may confide in theyoughtto re
bimflfs "but all bisconfidence, and all i glory s in JESUS FESUS CHRIST.
CHRIST, ir swhom we Iive, inwhom wemerit, tn swhom e [atisfy,  Ifthe Minitters afeer clis thouild go about to move queftions about
bringing forth fruits morthy of refentance, which draw their vertas fubeildes it is good to advertife them, thatit becomes them ot ow
from bim, and by him are fered b3 bis Eather, and accepted of by his tobe fo {crupulous in our behalfsafter having granced whatthey have
Eather through lim, Whercfore we ask all‘chings, - we hope all done to the Lutherans, and their own brethren concerning Pre.
things, werender chanksfor all things, through our Lord 7ESUs deftination and Grace. "This their conduct cowards them, ought 10
CHRIST. We confefsaloud we are not. acceprable to God byt i have taughe them in this marter to reduce themielves to what is abfo..
and by him, and we cannot comprehend why any other thought lueely neceffary for the cftablithment of the foundaions of Chri.
fhould be attributed tous. W call the hopesof our (alya- {ftian picty.
tionin him, that we dayly make ufeof  chefcwords to Godin the - Bu ifthey could but once refolve to prefix thefe Timits to thems
Sacrifice : Pouchfafe 0 God to grant to a: finm: 5, thy fervants, why felves, they would be prefently fatisfied, and they would ceafe ro
hofe inthe multitadeof thy mercies, fumie furs and [orsety. wish the accufe us of anuulling the Grace of God, by attributing all o our
Blefed Afiles and Martyers — inta while. nanter e Soforch oo good works; fecingwe have fhown them, i fuch clear terms of the
0 be plesfi 10 yecie sy mt Iokivg wpano s s, Gt apotinaly Council of Trent, thele 3 points, fodecifiveas to thismatter » Thar
parduming usin the name of YESUS CHRIST o4 Lovd, our firs are pardone | 15" gut of fresre, for the Jake of JESUS
Will the Church never be able ¢ perfivade her Children, now CHRIST 5 That e are indebted for that Ffiice which 15 in s bythe
become heradverfaries, neither By che Expofition of het Faith, nor holy Ghoftto a lierality gratis heflaed upon w5 and that all the good
by the Decifions of her Councils;nor by the Prayersin her Sactific workSwe do are but fo many gifes of his Grace.
bucin JESUS CHRIST. And indeed we muft acknowledgethat the learned of their Party

that her belief is, that fh=can have no i A I
andthat fhe has o hopebbut in him > This hope & o firsme skl do nor contend [> much of latc about chis Subject, as thicy did for.
the Childrea of God who walk fithfully in his wayes, to find a merly, and thereare but few who do not now confefs, there oughe
peace not
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Satisfuctions, Purgatory, and Indulgences.

not to have been a breach upon this point.  Butif this important
difficulty about Juftification, tpon which their firft Authors laid all
their firefs, be fior Jooked upon now as effential by the wifelt per-
{055 amonalt them, we leave  them to think what _they ought o
Judge of their {eparation, and whathopes there would be of an uni-
on, if they would buc overcome their prejudice, and quit the
Spitic of contention.

SECT. VIIL.
Satisfattions, Purgatory, and Indulgences.

E muft farcher explicate after what manner we believe
V we can make fatisfaction to God through his grace , to
the end we may not leave any doubt upon this matter uncleared.

Catholics unanimoufly teach, that 7ESUS CHRIST, God and
Man, was folely capable through the infinite dignity of his Perfon,
woffer uptoCoda fufficicat [aciaction for our Sins.  But havi g
fatisfied  fuperabundantly, he could apply this infinite fatisfaction
after two manners : cithet by an crire remiffion, without referving
any punifhmene:  orelfe by changinga greatcr punifhment into a
lefs, thatis, aneternal pain'into a temporal. This firft manner being
motc complear and more comformable to his goodnefs, he makes
ule of timmediately in Baprifm: bur we belicve tha he makes ufe of
the fecond int the pardon he grants to thofe who fall after Baprifm,
being carried in fome manner to it by the ingratitude of thofe who
haye abufed his firft gifes; fo as they are to fuffer fome temporal
pain tho the cternal be remitted.

Itmuft not be hence concluded that 7ESUS CHRIST has ot fully
fatisfied for us;but on the contrary, that having obtained an ablolute
dominion over s, by theinfinite pice which he has given for our.
falvation,he grauts us pardon,upon what conditionwhat law,or with
what reftriction it pleafes him.

‘We fhould be injurious and ungrateful to our Saviour, fhould
we dare to deny the infinite value of his merits, under pretence that
whent he paitlans Usthe finof Al he dors ot s the Game e
free us from all the confequences of it, but leaves us fill (ubject to
death, and {o many other corporal and fpiritual infirmities, which
this fin brought upon us. It fuffices that FESUS CHRIST, has
once paid the price by which we fhall be one day entirely freed

from

Satisfuctions, Purgatory, and Tndlgences.
from the evils which overwhelme us 5 itis our parts to embrace
with humility and thank{giving every parcof his benefits, by con-
fidering by what prog)rc[s it pleafes him to procure our deliverance,
according to thac order which his wildom has eftablifhed for our
good, and fora more clear manifeftation of his bounty and
Juftice. :

Upon the like account we oughtnot to think ic firange, that he
who has fhown us {o greatmercy in Baprifim, fhould be more fevere
towards us, after our having viojated our holy promifcs. Itis jult,
yesand beneficial to our falvation, that God in remitting our fin,
together with the'cternal pain which we deferved for &, fhould
exalk of us fome temporal pain to retain s in our duties; left if
we fhould betoo (peedily freed from the Bondsof Juftice, we fhould
abandon our felves o a temerarious Confidence, abufing. the facili-
ty of the Pardon.

Icis then to fatisfy this Obligation, we are fubjcéied to fome pain-
ful works which  we muft accomplith in the Spiric of Hurmility and
Penance; and ¢ was theneceffity of thefe fatisfaétory works which
obliged the primitive Church to impofe upon Peniccrits thofe pains
called Canonical.

When thercfore fhe impofes upon Sinners painful and laborious
works,and cthey undergo them with humilicy, this is called Satif-
faction; and when, regarding the fervour of the Penirents, or fome
other good works' which fhe has prefcribed them, fhe pardons
fome part of that pain which s dueto them, thisis called Indul-

ence.

The Council of Tren propofes nothing clfc to be believed con- Corin.
cerning Indulsences, but that the pomer 1o grant them has Leengiven - 25-
1o the Chureh by JESUS CHRIST{.mi:/mi:/JzWU/ themis beneficial DG &
10 falvation 5 to which this Counciladds, That this power ought 1o
be retained, yet neverthelds ufed with moderstion, et Ecclefiaftical di-
Jeipline [bosld be weakned by an over-great facility - which fhows
the_manner of granting Indulgences toregard difcipline.

el wbo epscciie L o it and Charity, but neverthe-
lefs indebred tothe divine Juftice fome pains which it referved, arc
to fuffer them in the other life. Thisis what obliged all the Pri-
mitive Chriftians o offer up Prayers, Alms-deedsand Sacrifices,
for the faithful who departed in peace and commurion of the

hurch, with a certain faich that they may be affited by thefe sefl, 5.

ieve dll’urg.’b

this

means.  This is what the Council of Trent propofes to us to bel
D tqud]
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e

of Purgatory, and Indul;
touching theSouls detained in Purgatory, wichout determining in
what their pains copfift, or many other fuch like things, concerning
which this Holy Council demands grear moderation, blaming
thole whodivulge what is uncertain or fufpected.

Such is the innocent and holy Dodtrine of the Catholic Church
touching § fons, which has been imputed to her as fo great
acrime. Ifafter this Explication, thofe of the pretended Reform'd
Religion accule usof injuring the facisfackions of FESUS CHRIST,

/ muft have forgotrenwhat wetold them, that our Blefled Savie

our payed chefull price of our Redemption s that nothing is wan-
ing pains,

ting in this price,becaufe it i infinites and how thefe rema
of whichwe_ave fpoken, come not from any defed in the pay-
ment, but from a corainorder which he has cftablifhed to recain
usin 2 faving difcipline by juft apprehenfions.

ut ifchey alfo tell us, we believe we can of our own felves (atit:
fy for fome part of the pain due to our fins, wecan with confidence
aflure them, the contrary appears by the maxims we have efta-
blithed.  Which maxims make it clearly appear, that our Sal-
vation is no other buta work of Mercy and Grace ;. that what we
doby the Grace of God is no lefs his work, then wha he dos as
lone by his abfolute power ; and lafly, tha what we give to him,
appartains no lefs to him, * than what he givestous. To which
we muft add, that what we call Satisfaction, following the Ex-
ampe of the primitive Chureh, is ater all nothing bur the ap-
plication of the infinite Grisfaction of FESUS CHRIST.

This very confideration ought to appeafe thofe who are offen-
ded whenwe tell them, that God is fowell pleafed with fraternal
charity,and the communion of Saints,that he frequently alfoaccepts
of thole Satisfactions which we-offet up one for another. I feems
thele men do not conceive howmuch all we are belons o God,
nor how all the favours, whichhis Goodnes makes him_have for
the faichful, the members of FESUS CHREST, are neceffaril
ferred to_ this divine head.  Bur comainly thofe who have’
and confidered how God himfelf_infpires bis fervants wich 2 defire
to affiék themfelves with fafting, hair fhes, not only for
their ownfins, butalfo for the fins of all the people, will no
aftonifhed ifwe fay, thatbeing touched with che d
gratify his friends , he mercifully acceps of
ble facrifice of their voluntary morsifications,

<haftifements which he prepared for his peopl

in abatement of thofe
le:: which fhows that
ing

The Sacraments.
being fatisfied by thefe, he renders himfelf more mild towards
the othes, by.this means honouring his Son 7ESUS CHRIST in

the communion of his members, and.in the holy fociety of his
myftical body.

SECT. IX.
The Sacraments.

fpeak of the Sacr:

HE Order of Doctrine requires that we now
ments, by which the merits of 7EST (IST are applyed
ous. Sceing the difputes we haye concerning them, if we except
the Eucharift, are not {o hot as theothers, we will inthe firft place
clear in fhort the cheifeft difficuties which are raifed concerning the
other, and referve the Eucharift, which isthe moft important of all
the reft, till the laft.

e Sacraments of the new Covenant are not facred figns only,
which reprefent Grace, nor {eals which confirm it to uss  bue
the Inftruments of the Foly Ghoft, which ferve to apply it to us,
and which confer it upon‘us by vertue of the words which are pro-
nounced, and the exteriour action which is performed, upon con-
dition that we putnot rot any Impediment by our not being righdy
difpofed.

‘Whillt God annexes {o grear Grace to exteriour figns.which have
not of their ownnatureany proportion with {o admirable an effe@,
he fhows us clearly, thar befides all wecan dointe
{elves by our good difpofitions, there muft neceffarily in
fore we can be juftified, a fpecial operaticnof the Holy Ghoft,
anda_peculiar application of the merit of our Saviour, which i

i y the Sacraments.  So that this Doftrine cannct
i metits of 7ESUS CHRIST, and
in our regencratior
Ne acknowledg {even facred figns or Cercmoni
FESUS CHRIST, as the ordinary means for th
petfection of the new man.  Their divine inf
in the holy Scripture, either by the exp
CHRIST, who eftablifhed them or by the Grace whi s
t0 the fame Scriprure, isannexed to them, and neceffacil
divine inftitution.
D2

according
ly fhows a

Baptifm.
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Baptifm.  Confirmation. Penance.
Baptifue.

Secing lirdle Children cannot fupply the wantof Baptifin by adts
of Faith, Hope and Charity, nor by the vow to receive this Sacra-
ment; we believe that, if they do not really receive it, they do
not in any manner partake of the Grace of redemption; and
therefore dying in Adan, they have not any part in 7ES V'S
CHRIST.

Tt is good to_obferve here, that the Luth-rans believe with the
CatholicChurch the abfolute necetfityof Baptifm, and areaftoni-
fhed with her thatfuch a truth fhould be denied, which never any
one before Calviz durft openly call in queftion, it was {o firmly
rooted in theminds of all the faithful.

Neverthelefs, the Pretended Reform’d are not apprehenfive vo-
luntarily to let their Children dye like the Children of Infidels,with-
out bearing any mark of Chriftianity, and without receiving an
grace, if their deachs fhould chance to prevent the day of their
affembly.

Confirmation.

_ The Impofition of handsprattifed by the Holy Apoftles, to con-
firm the Faithful againft Perfccutions, “baving its principal effeét in
theinteriour defcent of the Holy Gholt, and the in%uﬁon of his gifts,
it ought not to have been rejeéted by our adverfarics, under pre-
tencethat the Holy Ghoft defcends nownomore vifibly upon us
Thus all Chriftian Churches fincethe Apoftles times have reli
ouﬂyfrc[ ned it, maléiuv, ufe alfoof Hf)l_v Chrifim, to fhew the ve
we ofthis Sacrament by a more exprefs reprefentation of the interi-
e i &

Penance, and Sacramenal Confiffion,

Wehbclieve that JESUS CHRIST has been plca(m/l,‘tho[c, who
have fubmitted themfelves to the Authority of the Church by
Baptifm, and who have fince violated the laws of the Gofpel fhould
come and fubmit themfelves to the Judgmentof the fame Church

. -in the Tribunal ofPenance, where fhic exetciles the power which is

givenher of remittingand retaining fins.
The

ExtreansUnition.  Marriage.

The terms ofthat commiffion which is given to the Minifiets of
the Charch to abiolve from: fin, are o general, they cannot with-

out temerity be reftiained to publick fing and fccing when they pro-
nounce that abfolution in the name of 7ESUS CHRIST, they only
follow theexprefs terms of this Commiffion, the fentence is looked
upon as rendred by FESUS CHRIST himfelf, by whom they are
cftablifhied Judges.” Tris this invifible High Pricft who interiourly
abfolyes the Penitent, whilft the Pricft exteriourly exercifes the
funion.

This Penitential Court of Judicature being foneceffary a curb to
liberty 5 a fource fo fruictul of wife admonitions; fo fenfible a con-
folation for fouls afficted for their Sins, when their abfolution is
not cnly declared in general terms, as it is practifed by the Mini-
flers, but when they are in reality abfolved by the "authority of
FESUS CHRIST, aftera particufar examination, and ki ‘h;
of the Cafe : we cannot believe that our adverfaries can look upon
fomany benefits without regretting their 1o, and without being
{omewhatafhamed of a Reformation which has calt off fo- faving
and fo holy a pradtife.

Extream Untion.

The Holy Ghoft having, according 10 the teftimony of St.
Fames, annexedan exprels promife of remiffion of fins, and com-
Fort of the fick,co Extream Unction, nothingis wanting to make this
facred cevemony 2 true Sacrament. It is only to be remaked, that
according to the Dodtrine of the Council of Trent, the fick are
fore relicved in refpeétofthe foul thanof che body ; andthatas
the (piricual proficis always the prinipal objet of the newlaw, fo it
s that alfowhich we ought abfoluely to expet from this holy un-
&ion, it we be rightly difpofed for it; whereas the cafe in fick-
nels i only granted with a refpet to our eternal. falvation, accors
ding to the tecret difpofitions ofthe divine Providence, and che dif-
ferent degreesof preparation and faith which s found i the Faith-
ful. 3

Marriage.

When we confider that JESUS CHRIST has givena new form aza, 1g,

to Marsnge, educin chisholy iy o o perfors mimuraby
andindiffolubly unit
ign

5 and when we fee this infeparableunion, the £pb.5-32
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Encharist.
fign of hisecernal unionwith his Church: we fhall not haveany dif-
ficuley to comprehend that the mariage of the Faithful is accom
panied by the Holy Ghott, and by Grace 3 and we fall praife the
divine bounty for 1g been thus pleafed to confecrate the origin
of our birth. &

Orders.

.. The Impofition of Hands, which the Adminiftrators of facred

things reccive, being accompained with fo apparcnt a verre of the

Holy Ghoft, and fofull an infufion of his Grace, it ought to be

placed antonglt the aumber of the Sacraments. And indeec we muft

Conf. de acknowledg our adverfaties do not ablolucely exclude the confe-

Yoy, Art.. cration of Minifters, bue that they only exclude it from the number
b

1 Tim. 4.
2 Tim. 2.

25 of the Sacraments which are commonto the whole Charch:

SECT.X.

Deottrine ofthe Church tonching the real prefence of the Bodyand.
Blood of TESUS CHRIST in the Eucharift, and the manncr
kowthe Church underfland thefe words, This is my Body.

E are come, you fec.ar the laft to the Queftion of the Eu-
¥ charifl, whereit will be neceffary that we explicate our
Doctrine more fully, however withoat exceeding. too much the
bounds we have preferibed our felyes. -
The real prefence of the Body and Blood
ly cftablifhed by the words of the In
literally ; and there is no more reaf
felvesco the proper and literal fenfe, then thereis taask a Travel
ler why he followsthe high Road. Icis their parts, who have re.
courfe to the figurative enfe, and who take by-pachs, to give a
realon for what they do.  Asfor us, who find norhing jn the words
which JESUS CHRIST makes ufé of for the inflitucion. of this
myfery, obliginyus o take them ina figurative fenfe, we think
that to be a fuffcient realon to decermine us toche liceral.  But we
arc yet more powerfully engaged, when we come to confider in this
Myltety the iutention of the Son "of God, which Iwill explicate aftcr
theplainelt manner Lam able, and that by Principles which I think
our, \m-umim(hcm:clvcscammcdcny, 5

£ our Saviour is {olid-
ticution, which we underftand
on 1o ask us, why we fix our

1

This is my Body. 3
Lay then, Thefe words of our Saviour Take eat, this is my body gi- Mash. 15.
e for you, {how us, that as the antientJews did not in Spiric only Zue.22.
unicc themfelves to the Immolation of the Victim which was ot-
fered for them, but that in reality they car the facrififed flcfh,
which wasto them a mark of their” partaking of that oblarion: So
FESUS CHRIST becoming himfelf our ViGtim, would have us
really eat ofthe flefh of his Sacrifice, to the end the actual com-
munication of this adorable fiefh might bea perpetual teftimony to
evety onc of us in particular, thac it was forus he took it, and for
us he immolated ic.

God had forbidden the Jews to cat of the fin-offering, to teach
them the trueexpiation of their crimes wasnot to be accomplifhed o
in the Law, nor by theblood of Beafts: all the people lay, as it >
were, undet an interdiétion by this prohibition, without being able
to haveany acual partigipation ofthe remiffion of Sins. By 3 con-
uagy tealon it was neceflary the Body of our Blefled Saviour, the
true Hoft immolated for fin,fhould be eaten by the Faithful, to thow
them by this cating that the remiffion of fin was accomplifhed in
the new Teftament.

“ God alfo forbid the Children of Ifracl to cat Blood; and one of zevir. 17.
the reafons for this Prohibition vas, becaufe the Blaod was &iven -

us for the Expiation of ow Souls. Buc on the contrary, our *Blef-

{ed Saviour gives ushis Blood to drink, becaufe it 7s fbed for the re. g
wiffionof Sins. i

So that the eatingof the Body and Blood of the Son of God is
as real a the Holy Table, as the Grace, the expiationof Sins, and
the participation of the Sactifice of 7ESUS CHRIST is actual and
realin the new Cov g

Neverthelefs, feeing he defired to excrcife our Faith in this My

ery, and at the fametime, to free us from the horror of eating
flefh, and drinking Blood intheir proper Species, it wasconvenient
he fhould giveus them cloathed under anothef Species. Bue it
thefe Confiderasions have obliged him to make us partake of the
flefh of our Victim: afier another manner than the Fews, he was
not for that obliged to deprive us in the lealt of the reality of
his Subftance.

Tt appears then, to accomplifh the ancient Figures, and o put us
in aftual Poffeffion of the Vitim offered for our Sins, char 7ESUS
CHRIST had inteotion o give us really his Body and Blood.
Which is {o evident, that our Adverfarics themfelves would have

obbes | 40695985
lagoya University Library, Hobbes |, 40695985



a2,
Fobn 4us;
. 5.

Enchar

us to believe they are inthisof the fameopinion with s, perpetu-

ally repeating how they deny rot the aétual Prefence, nor the real

Participation of the Body and Blood in the Eucharift. This we

will examine hereafter, where we think it neceflary to reprefent

their Sentiments, after we have finifhed the Explication of thofe

of the Church.  But in the mean time we will conclude, thac if

innefs of our Saviours words hasforced them to acknowledg,

jon was to give us in reality his Flefh, when he

, This 4s my Body, they oughtnor to be aftonifhed, if we can-
not confent tounderftand thefe words only in Figure.

In reality, the Sonot God, who was fo carcful to explicate to his
Apoftles what he taught them under Parables and Figures, haying
faid nothing here to explicate himfclf, it appears he left thefe words
in their nataral Signification. I know thefe Gentlemen pretend the
Nature of the thing explains it el fufficiently, becaufe we fee very
well, fay they, what he prefents us is nothing but Bread and Wincy
but this reafon vanithes, when we confider, he who [peaks has an
Authority whi ules the Senies, and a Power which has
Dominion over univer(al Nature. 3

The Son of God hasno more difficulty to render his Body prefent
in the Euchari®t, by (aying, This is my Bud, thanto Cure 2 Wo-
man of het Infitmity, by {aying, Woman tho art freed from thy In-
o Jrmitys ot to preferve the Life of a young Man, by faying to his
o Father, Thy Sun liveths or toforgive the Sins of the Man fick of

the Palfy, by faying to him, Thy Sins are forgiven thee.

Sothat, not troubling our {elves how he will execute what he has
faid, we reft precifely uponhis words. ~ He who does whathe will,
by fpeaking does what hepleafes ; and it wasmore eafy for the Son
of God o force the Laws of Nature to verify his word, than it is
for us to acommaodate our Underftandings to thefe kind of violent

Interpretations, which break the Laws of common Difcourfe.

Thefe Laws of Difcourfe teach us, that a fign which reprefentsa
thing nacurally, reccivesoften the name of the thing reprefented, be-
ingas it were its nature to bring the Idea of the thing into the Mind.

"The fame alfo happens, tho with fome reftriction, toinftituted Signs,

when they are received;and Perfons accuftomed to them. But that,in

cftablifhing a Sign, which has no relationto the thing, as for exam-
ple, a Motfel of Bread to fignify the Body of a Man, the name
of the thing fignified fhould be given to it withoue any Explication,
and before any agreement, as 7ESUS CHARIST has done in  his
lait Supper, isa thing unheard of, and of which we find no cxai-

ple

Do this in vemembrance of me.
plein_holy Writ, not to fay in any Language. Neither do
the Gentlemen of the Pretended “Reform’d Religion {o fix
chemfelves o the figurative Senfe , which they would give o
thefe words of JESUS CHRIST, but that theydoar the fame
time acknowledge, he had incention in pronouncing them to give
us in reality his Body and Blood.

SECT. XL

Explication of hefé Words, Do this inremembrance of me.

Feer Baving propofed the Sentiments of the Church, touch-

ing thefe words , This s my Body, we muft explicate what
fhe thinks of thofe others, which 7ESUS CHRXIST added, Do this
in vemenlranceof me. It is manifeft, theintention of the Son of 7y 4,
Godisto oblige us by thefewords, to remember the Death which 19,
he hasendured for our Salvation, and St. Paul concludes from thefe 1 Cor 11,
fame words, that we declare the Death of our Savivir in this Myfle- 24
ry: But they muft not perfwade themfelves, that remembrance 257 '**
of our Saviours Death, excludes the real Prefence of his Body : -
on the contraty, if they confider what we have lately explicaed,
they will clearly underftand this Commemoration to be grounded
upenthe real Prefence.  For asthe Fews in cating of the Peace-
Offerings remembred they had been immolated for them 5 in the
fame manner in cating of the fleth of 7ESUS CHRIST, our Victim,
we oughtto remember he died for us. This very fofl then, caten by
the Faichful, netonly renews inus the memory of hisimmolatior,
but confirms alfoto usthe reality of it. And we are (o far from
having reafon to fay, that this folemn Commemoration, which
FESUS CHRIST ordains us to make, excludes the Prefence of his
Body, that, on the contrary, we fecthis tender remembrance which
he would haye us to make at the Holy Table of him, as immo-
lated for us, is grounded upon this ; that this very ficth ought to be
theretaken really, {ccingin effeét itis not poffible forus to-forge? i
wasfor us he gave his Body in Sacrificeawhen we fee he daily gives us
the fame Viétime tocat. ~ :

Muft Chriftians under pretence of celebrating in the Lords Sup-
per, the memory of the Paffion of our Saviour, deprive this Pious &
Commemoration of what it has moft efficacious and tender in it 2 i
Ought they not to confider, rI!Et JESUS CHRIST docs not com(i

- marn
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Eucharift

smand them only to remember him, but to remember himin eat-
ingof his Flefh and Blood 2 Confider the Cor inexion, and theforce
of his words. He doc es not fay {imply, asthofc of the Prerended Ry
fermation feem to under(iand , That the Bread and \uwnf
the I'xlm arift thould be to usa Menoria [ of his Body and Blood;but
he advertifes us, that in doing what he h‘\\ preferibed, thatis, in r
ceiving his Body and Blood, we fhould remember him. ~Wh;
isthereins ality more powerful to make us remember hm

f Childrendo o tendetly mmml er their Parents, and
n\ towards them, when they approach the Tombs wher
Bodics are interred ; how ought our Remembrance, and our I
to be excited, when we poflefs under th fe (acred Vails, under this
myflical Sepalchre, this iving and Life-giving Flefh, and chis Blood
yet flowil ing with his Love, and full of Sp it and Grace ? But i
our Adverfarics continue to tell us, That he who commands us to
remember him, does not give us his proper Subftance, we muft in
finc, defirethem roagree m\o.w t themfclves. They profefs not
to deny the raal Commusication of the proper (ubi
Son of God in the Euchar If their words are
Doctrine be not .mv.]ulmn, they muft necef lhx y fay with u~, the
remembrance docs not exclude all k dsn Prefence, butonly that
which ftrikes the Senfes. Their Anfwer fhall beours, fecing that
tho we affirm 7ESUS CHRIST to bcplclcn( yet \uacknuwlu‘g,
at the fame time, thac he isnot prc’cm after a(cn{xbcmannm,

Andit icfhot ld be demanded, how it comes to pals, that belic-
ving aswe do, the Senfes to haye nothing to do in this Myflery,
we fhould not believe it fufficient thar 7ESTS CHRIST fhould
be prefenc by Faith : It is eafieto anfwer, and to clear this Equivo-
cal Objetion. Itisone thing to fay , the Son of God is pre-
ent to usby Paith , and avother thing to fay, we know by
Faiththat he is prefenc. The firft manner of {peaking, impors
only a moral prefences but the fecond fignifies o 3 vay al
one, becaufe our Faithis moft real ; andthis real Prefence known
2 by Faith, is {ufficient towork all the forementioned Effects in the
Fuft Man, wh lives by Fasth.

Calvanifts Expofition of the real Prefence.

SE C T. XIL
Expofition of the Calvanifts Dotfrine concerning the real Pre-

fence .

UT to remove all the Equivocations which Calwizifis make

ufeof in z‘n\mmr, and fhow ar the fame time, how ncar

rcy have approached tous, it will be ¢ venicacco ad id here, the

expofition 0! dheir Sencimens, thol only undertook to explicate
¢ the Church.

e has two parts;, the one fpeaks of nothing but
gure, and the other of nothing but the Reality of the Bady
and Blood. We fhall fee each of thefe parts in order
They tell us firft, This great A\l.u\m of the rk.\l Prefecce,
¢ admit, is ufelels 5 that it is enough for our Salvation,
SUS ( H‘\lsr died for thachis S.mxm ently
ed to us aith 5 and thar this_applicarion is

3
lr:'hd to us by the Word of God.  They a u,Tnu this Word
muft be clothed with fenfible Signs, it iunm oh to give fimple Sym-
bols, fuch asthe W am of B\pn i, witl hout any mcmn u x.d..
ing the Bod

There feems to ln nothing mmv cafic than thi
plicating the Sacrament of the L ms“,J
Adverfarie s themie:v sdo not think it ougf
know fuch kind of !
Mitacle of m 1 tion. € ¢ fave dux, .‘\\ the
Hereticks, wi ; ‘5 be h,ui nothingrodo, but
to pardon our nm, and mi ve'infiructedus fifficiently,
wellin Faith, a5 in Manners, by the hing 4nd Jx.m;.su.
a MantfuTof the Holy Ghoft, ¥ h out any need of making
e e i a5 well as ¢, feethe wea
Agument, which appcars fifl from ifs nce apper
deny or affirm Myfteries, acc

to our Salyatic
510 render rlmn ufeful

“(m wpm us.  Secon H , NI L0 enter into
 for God to fave ¢ sby any other
h

0t to feddle

with
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Calvinifts Expofition of the real Prefence.

with that unncceffary d\(purc which the Precended Reform’d Re-
ligion treats of fo at length in the Schools, it fuffices, we ha
Iearnt from the Scriptutes, that the Son of Ged has been pleafed
to wefiific his Love to us by incomprehentible Effeéts. This Love
has been the Caufe of thisfo real an Union, Lv which he was made
Man. This Love moved him to immolate the fame Body for us,
as really as he united him(elf to ic. All thefe defigns are confecu-
i iud this Love maintains i {clf in all things with the fame v
e him to make cach of his
perience the goodnefs which he has teftitied to all in ge-
g himlelf tothem in particular, he will find
Ee i il B Dcbes sy o b o e
than thofe by which he had already accomplifhed our Salvatio

pon which account we muft not be hereafter aftonifhed , it he give
to cach of us the proper Subftance of his Body and Blood.
Hle does it that he may imprine this in onr Hears , thar
it was for us he took them, and for us he offered them up in
Sactifice. That which preceded, makes all that follows credi
t0 us; the order of his Myflerics difpofe us obelieveall hiss and
his expr le \\md permits us not to doubt of i

Our Adverfarics faw very well, [hathmp‘chs;un and fignsof his
Body m\d Blood would nor content Chriftians,who are accuftomed to
thBo'nmcc of 2 Cod, who gives himfelf tous {0 really. Where-
fore they will not (uffer us toaccufc them of denying a real and fub-
flantial participation of 7ESUS CHRIST intheir Supper. They
ffirm, aswell as we, that he makes us there Partakers of his pro-

Sujlances they ell us, that he swifbes and quickens us with

[ubfiance of his Body and Blood; and judging that it would not
enough to fhew us, by funcnm that we are partakers of his
Sacrifice, they fay exprelly, thas the Body of our Saviour, which
is given us in the 1aﬂ5u'>pc| alTuLsm of it : words very remark-
able, which we will examine by and

Behold then the Bodyand Blnod of J),;;S%S CHRIST plcfcnt in
our Myfteries, by the acknowle ledgment of the Calvraifts : for what
is communicated according 1 its proper fubflance, muft be really
prefebe,_Ieiscrue, chey explicate this Communicicion, by faying,
itis in Spirit, and by Faith : but it is true nlm, they will have it
real.  And becaufelr is impoffible to make it intelligible how a
Body, thatis communicated o usonly in Spiric, and by
cn be communicared to us really, i

th,
nd in - its “proper Snbihnrc
thercford

Calvinifts Expofition of the real Prefence.

therefore they have not been able to conrinue firm in the two parts
of a Doétrine {o contradictory, and they have been obliged to ac-
knowledg o things which” cannor be true , bur by fuppoling
what the Catholic Church teacheth.

Thefirftis, That JESUS CHRIST is giventous in the Eucharift
after a manner whch neicher ag with chat of Bapifim, vor
[I,L Preaching of the Gofpel, but is peculiar to this Myftery. = We

fhall fee by and by the Lumquuw of this Principle : bue let us
ﬁ;R fee how it is granted us by thofe of the Pretended Reforma-

le] not here alledge the Authority of any particular Author,
but the proper \«old; of their Catechiim, where it explicates what
concerns the laft Supper. It does not only rell us in cxprefs terms,
that 7ESUS u{h/&r s given us in the Supper, in reality, and
according to bis proper Subftance 5 bu it that, tho be be traly commu-
i ated to. us, Am by Bapuifim, and the Gofpel, yet nevertheldfs, it is
oy in part, and ot fully.  From uhcmc it follows, that he is
given us inthe Lords Supper fully, and not in part.

There is a vaft difference betwixt recciving in part, and receiving
fully. If then we reccive FESUS CHRIST cvery where clfe
part, and it be only ia the I ords Supper we receive him -fully
follows, by the confect of our Advertaries, chat we muft look ouc
for a participation in the laft Supper w.mh is proper only to this
Myftery, and which does not agree aptifm and chuhmm
but acthe fame time it follows alfo, vtu dm\.rrmv,m on is not
annexed to Faith, aith being gencrally difperfed through
all the Ations of a Chrifti an, is found in Pu\nhm 7, and in Baj
tifm, as well as inthe Ehids Supper. In reaiity, it isremarkable,
that what defire {oever the Pretended \{uonmn had to render
Baptifm and Preaching equal to the laft Supper, hccm(c FESUS
there truly communicated to us, they durf} never af-
firm in their Catechifms, thar FESUS CHRIST is given us, in
his proper Subllance, by Baptifm and Preaching, as they fay e is
given in the Eucharif Tbcv aw then, they could not avoid ac-
tributing to the ndnuh manner of pofletling 7ESUS CHRIST
peculiar only to this Sacrament ; aud that Faith, which is com-
mon to all the A&ionsof a Chriftian, could not be this particular
manner.  But this peculiar manner of pofleffing 7FSUS CHRIST
in I)\c laft Supper ought al{o to be-real, fecing it gives to the Faith-
ful the proper fubftance of the ch and Blood of ]/ SUS

HRIST.
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Calvinifts Expofition of the real Prefence.

CHRIST. So that we maft conclude, from what they grant us,
dhere s in the Euchanift a rcal mannct of receiving the Body and
Blood of our Saviour, which is not performed by Faith ; and this
is what the Catholic Church teaches.

"The fecond thing granted by the Precende

1 Reformers, is taken
out of that Articl

immediately follows that which I have
t Catechifm which is, That the Body of

b as it was once of u‘u/» 1 Sacrifice to
veconcile s 19 Gody s ww giowm 1o affure us, wehave a part in that
Recorciliation

Ifchere be any Senfe in thefe Words, if they be not an ufelfs
found, and a vain amufement, we ought to und u‘th\'u'mm that
FESUS € HRIST docs not give usa Symbol only, but his
proper Body, o affure us, we partake of his Sacifice, and of the
Reconciliation of Mankind. Buc if the reception of the Body of
our I md, affures us of our m‘dupm(m 0 w Fruits of his Death 5
this participationof the Fruits muft neceffarily be diftinguithe d from
the reception of the Body, fecing ane is the pledg of the other.

From whence, to proceed, Im' If our adverfaricsare forced to
diftingnith in the hihuyvm the w»:.h\w.‘uou of the Body of our
Blefi A \nm from the participation of the fruits of his Grace in

his Sac muft allo neceffarily make a J tinction between
the participation of this Divine Body, and all k Spiritual
Difdedvatonty Biith, Thilaser participation will never furnifh
them with two ditin® Aions, by o ne of which they receive the
Body of our Saviour, and by tl
fice; no man being .xw to concef
partaking by Faith of ¢
Faith of the Imnr his Death. They muft ¢!
(nt'L ‘utx the Communion, by which w "J)V‘,
the Body of Saviour, and alfo of his Spir ving the
fruit of his Deathy there isalfo a K’:.xl Communion of rhv Body
of the fame Saviour, which is to u in Pledg of the others
being aflured to us, if we put mun ediment to fuch a Grace by
an evil I)mm(mn 1. This is neceffarily included in the Principles
they admit, and they will never be able to explicate this Truth,
with the leaft fhadow of Sol z"m return not to- the Ser
ments of the Church.

\\ ho will not here admire the force of Truth > All the confequ

ces which follow from the acknowledged Principles of our adver-

ence there is betwixe
a <4 Sare:

ics,

Calvinifts Expafition af the real Prefence.

farics, are perfectly underftood in the fentimen
Carholicks, the meanlicft inftruéted,

tof_the Church:

without difficulty con-

ceive, Uu\m rI E hu.Jl”H’huL is 2 Communion which 7ESUS

CHICST, which is not o be found any where
culy for them_tounderfland his Body 75

artake of his Sacrifice and of his Death
betwixtthefe two neceffary mannes
CHRIST 3 the one
ceiving his Spirics the firlk of whic!

pledge of the fecend.  But fecing thefe things

L de 1; no diffi-

explicable in

thefentiments of our adverfaries, tho on d~c L[[Kl hand chey

cannotdeny them, we muft neceffarily conclud
thrown them into a manifeft contradictior
I have been often aftonifhed they did not expl

thaterrour has

licate their Do-

mu ¢ after a more plain manncr. Why did they noralways,without

fo.many formalicie, perfevercto fay, thac JESUS

CHRIST having

e s effution, by giving us
i

wo diftinét figns of his Body and Bloods

that he was ple:

indeed to give to thefe figns the name of the thing it

hele facted ligns were pledacsto af us of our

partaking

uit of his Death, and that we were [piritually nourithed by the

vertae of his Body and Blood 3 After fo many e
that figns olten receive the names of the thingsfigni
this x(amnc fign of the Body might be u.Hu] it
connectior .nxmn‘ obliges them pat ially to
rendet thec figns cfcacious, it fufficed the Grace
was annexed to them, of rather,

it was n them confrmed to u

cavouts o prove
ificd, and that for
1¢ Body, all this
fix there, To
of Redemption
‘h

themfelyes, as they have done, to make usunderfland we recci
the propet Body of our Saviewr, to affireus wepartake of the

death. They were well cnough
the water of Baptifm 5 h waf
never entred into their fancics to .’1 { re rec

atisficd to have
fhech us 5 andit
cived the proper

!);hﬂ:lnwmrm Blood of our Blefled Saviour, toaffure ushis vertue

isthere diffufeduponus. If they had argued afte
ner as tothe Eu J»mﬂ their Docrine would have
broled. But thofe who invent and ior
they have a 'n. nd to. They find cermin trutt
xl“\L]nh { which incommode them, and force:

. The Arians would gladly have ref

r the fame man-
been lefs em-
ot exprefs all

15, and maxims

upon thei

uled our Blefled
Saviour
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Calvinifts Expofition of the real Prefence.

Saviour thename of God, ot the only Sonof God. The Neflori-
arsdid not admit, but with reluctance, that kind of I knownot
what unity of petfon in 7ESUS CHRIST, whichwe find in their
i The Pelagians, who denicd Original fin, would alfo
have den ¢t Baptifm was given to Jiwtle children for
the remiffion of fins: for by thar means they would have been
freed from che argument which Catholicksdrew from this practice
o provethat otiginal defect, But, asl juft now faid, thole who
find fome trutl hshirmly cftablithed, have not the boldnefs, or rather
impudencecooverchrow all. Ler'the Calzinifisingemuon(ly confcls
the truth; cheywould have been well pleafed to acknowlede in
he Euchariftthe Body of our Bleffed Saviour only fguracively, and
the fole participation of his Spiricin ffect, laying afide thofé great
words of Participation of s proper ubftance, and the many others
which importa teal prefence,” and ferve only to perplex them, It
would have been more to their humour, to have acknowledged,
in the Lords Supper, no other communion with FESUS CHRIST,
but whatisalfo common to Preaching and to Baptifm, without tell-
ingus, as they have donc, that in the Lords Supper b i received
in plentitude, and cvery where clfe only iz parr. Bur however
this was their inclination, yet the very force of the terms oppoled
them,our Blefled Saviour having faid fo precifely of the Fucharift.
This 4s my body, This is my Blood; which he never did of any other
thing, nor upon any other occafion : what likelihood was thete of
rendting that common to all the A%ons of 2 Chriftian, which his
exprefs word had annexed to one particular Sacrament ; And far-
ther, the whole order of d e providence, the connexion of Do-
¢trine and Holy Mytieties, the intention of 7ESUS GHR i

laft Supper, the wordsthemfelves which he teer ed, and the
fion which they naturally formm in ghe minds of the Faithful, give us
Thercfore it was neceflary

d ¢

>

nothing bur the Ideas of his real prefenc
ouradverfaries fhould find out {ome expreffions, the found of which
might, at lcaft, Fi\ ¢ us a confufed Idea of this reality. When a Man

¢l cither entirely upon Faith, as Catholicks do ; or entire-
ly upon humane Realin, as Infidels do, it is cafic for him to cfta-
blifha conneted and uniforra model of Dotrine. But when a
man goes about to make a compofition of oncand the other; he al-
ways fays fomething which he would not fay, and afterwatds falls
nt0 opinions, the fole contrarictics of which fhew the manifeft
falfity of them.

This

Tranfibflantiation.

Thisis what has bapned to thefe Gentlemen of the pretended
reform’d Religion 3 and God has fo permitted it to facilitate their
recurn to Catholic unity. For, whereas their proper cxperience
fhows them, they muft neceflarily exprefs themfelvesas we do, to
fpeak che language of Truch ; ought they not to judgeit neceffary
to think as we do, to underfland it tight » If they oblerve in their
own belief many expreffions, which have no fence but according to
our tencts; is itnot {ufficient to convince them, that Truth is not
in s full perfection but amongf us > And thole unconnedled parts
of Catholick Doérine, whichare fcatered here and there in their
Catechifins, bu which, as I may fay, requireto be united to the
whole, ought they nor 1o excite them to fearch, i the Communion
ofthe Church, a full and entire explication of the My ty of the
Eucharift : They would, to doube of it, be brought o it, did ot
humane Refletions troubleand perplex their Faith, which has too
much dependance upon Sence. _ But haying fhown what Frut they
ought to reapfrom the Expofition of their Docrine, let us finith
the explication of our own.

SECT. XIIL

Of Tranfubflantiation and. Aderation, and. in what fence the
Eucharift s faid tobe a Sign.

T having been convenient, as it wasfaid before, chat the Senfes

fhould not perceive any thing-in this Myflery "of Faith, it was
neceffary nothng fhould 'be changed, in refpeét of them, in the
Bread and Wine of the Euchaift. {pon which accoun, being
we [eethe fame Species, and feel the fame Efiels as before in this
Sacrament, we muft not wonder, if the fame name ven to
them fometimes, and in fome certain Senfe.  Yet noewithfland
ing, Faith being atcentive o his word, who. performs what pleaf-
¢s himin Heaven, and on Earth, acknowledges here no other Sub-
fiance, but what is defigned by the fame word, that isto fay, the
propet Body and Blood of 7ESUS CHRIST, intowhich the Bread
and Wine are changed ; this is what we call Tranfubflantia-
i

on. :
However, That real verity, which is interiotly conmmcd_m
the Eucharift, hirders notche exterior and fenfible parc from being

F a
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Sacrifice of the Mafs
a figns buta fign of fuch a Nawure, that it is o far from exclud-
fng the reality of the thing fignified, it bears it ncceffarily along
wichit, foving thac in effect, thele words, This 4s my Body, pro-
nounc'd upon that mateer, which 7ESUS CHRIST him!
hoiec of, 35 to us  certain fign that his Body isprefent, and th
the Symbols appear always the fame o our Seofcs, yet our Mind
Jidggs orherife of them, and not accordiog to Scofe, becaufe a
Superior Authority interpo(cs., S0 that, whereas cortain Specics,
and a certain fequel of patural impreffions on our Senfcs, havebeen
accuftomed to defignto usthe fubftance of Bread and Wine, the
Authority of Him, in whom we believe, caufes thefe fame Spe-
cies tobegin tofhiew us another fubftance. For wegive ear to him
who faid, that this, which we receive and eat, is his Body 3 and
fuch is the force of thefewords, they hinder usfrom referring thofe
exseriout appearances to the Subffance of Bread, and induce us o
sefer them to the Body of 7ESUS CHRIST there prefent : Info-
smuuch that the prefence of fiich an adorable Obje being rendered
Certain touus by this fign, we are not afraid to pay it our adora-

ons.

1 will not dwell upon the point of Adoration, becaufe the moft
Yearned and the moft incelligent of our Adverfaries haye long finec
granted _us, thofcwho are per{waded of thereal Prefence of 7E
SUs CHRIST in the Bucharift oughtto pay him in it their Ado-
rations.

Tn fine, being once convinced, theall-powerful words of the Son
of God operate whatever they declare, we believe thatin the laft
Supper, they had theit effe as foonas they werc pronounced by
him 5 and by a neceffary Conlequence we acknowledg the rea
Prefence of hisBody, before our receiving of

SECT. XIV.

Sacrifice of the Mafs.

Hefe thingsbeing fuppofed, there remainsno patticular” diffi-
culty about the Sacrifice which we acknowledg in the Eu-

charift, 3
We haveobferved two ations inthis Myftery, which cafe not
tobediftinét, the'oncof diem hasa Relation to the other. The
firft

Sucrifice'of the Mafs.

firft is the confecration, by which the Bread and Wine are changed

into the Body
we partake of them.

In the Confecration, the Body
rated, becaufe 7. g

ESUS CHRIST .Afl] feparately,

thix is my which includes a lively and effic

tation of the v
Sothatthe Sor
of thefe words, clo
thisis ffe@ted by Confecration s and this Reli
with it an acknowledgment of Gods Soveraignty,
SUS CHRIST there W ;
remembrance of bis being obe
Sothat there is nothing want

We cannot doubr buc this Action.
mnicatiog, isof i (elf acceprable o Cod, and
upon uswitha more propitious Eye, becaufe i
char voluntary Death which bisbeloved Son bas
viers, or rather ore his Eyes, that very
thefigns of this Death,

1l Chriftfans will confefs the fole Prefence of 7.

'the Holy

, as diftinct fr

nd Blood ;and the fecond js the receiving, by which

1 the Blood are myftically {epe:

fe figns which feprefert his Death,

This 1s my Bolly,
acious Reprefen

Table, in vertue

i has 7E-

perpettiates in fome fort,the
even tothe Death of the Crofs :
et this a true Sacrifi

m that of Com-
makes him look
cprefents to him
tlered for us Sin-
Sonof his, under.

by which his Wrach had been appeafed.

VS CHRIST to

be 2 moft Powerful Interceffion before God for all mankiad ;

according to the faying of the Apoftle, That
prefents bimfelf and appears for us bef
we believe that 7ESUS CHRIST, be
Table, under this Figure of Death, interced

hurch.
I is in thisSenfe we a
God for usin the Euchat
this Oblation renders God” more propitious to
fore we call this a Propitiatory Saci

ce.

Myfiery, and that we fec him by Fa
ble, together with thefe Signs of Death, we unt
in this Efface , we prefent him o God, as
our fole Propitiator by his Blood, confefi
fer up to God bur FESUS ¢,

Death.  We confecra

Prayers by this

ch. W 1L ou
andin prefenting FESUS CHRIST to God, we leam at the fame

) 3 es for us, and reprefent:
continually to his Father that Death which he h:

FESUS CHRIST

f So that
up-n the Holy

as (uffered for his

FAESUS CHRIST offers up himfelf to
5 it is after this manner we conceive

us, and. there

When we confider what it is, 7ESUS CHRIST operates inthis
ty jth prefent upon this Holy Ta-

elves to him

our only Victim, and
nfefing we have nothingto of-
RIST, and the infinitc Meri of his

Holy Oblation,

time,
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Sacrifice of the Mafs.
time, to offer up our {elves to the Divine Majefty in him, and by
im, t

ns, infinitely different from \mar

was offered up in the OldLaw : 2§ piritua ifice becoring the
v Covenaut, in which the prefence of the Victim i

ccived by Faich ; in which the Word of God isthe Spirit
which ‘makes a Myftical 1q>lr:mon betwixt the Body and
the Blood; in which by conféquence the Blood is only fhed My-
ftically, and inwhich Death intervencs by reprelcntation:
and vet howeyer a molt real Sacrifice, in asmuchas 7ESUS
CHAIST s there tuly conaind and’ pefened 1o his Faher,
under this F; of Death s But a Commiemorative Sacrifice,
which is fo m hovn taking away our adhelion to the Sactifice of
dhie Crols (as it i objecked 0 us) on the conttary, ic fixes us the
firmer o icby all its circumftances  fecing it has not only an en-
tire relation to ir, but in real has neicher bei g nor fubfiftence
but by this 0 i all the Vertue con-
tained in it.

This is the exprefs Dodrine of the Catholic Church in the
Councxl of Trent, Mnci\ teaches, thac this Sacrifice is inftituted
only 10 reprefent that which was once accomplifbed upon the m,n;
0 perpetuate the memary of it 1o the end of the Worl: and o applyts
s the [wving Vertue of it for the remiffion of thafe fins which we commit
every day. So that the Church is fo h[ from belicving, that
fomc{huwwmcs ro perfect the Sactifice of the Crofs; on the c
wrary, fhe thinks ic fo perfeet, aud fo fully (ffcient, as what s
m(ké, i onlye i B el hEsee e memoryy and apply its

uc.
By which the fame Church acknowledges, that all the merit of
the Redemption of Mankind dcpcnds upon the Death of thc Son
of God 5 and it ought tobe underftood, from all we already
expounded, that whenwe fay to God in the Chletration of he Dy,
vine Myfiery, 77e ofer unto you this Ehly Hafl, we pretend not by
this Oblation, to make, or prefent to Godn new payment of the
price of our Salvation, but to offer up to him in our behalfs, the
Merits of our Bleffed JESUS thete prefent, and the infinite price

w}nch he once paid for us upon the Crofs.
he Gentlemen of the Pretended Reformd Rt.hg\on do not
think they offend 7ESV: S offering him to God as
prefent to their Faith; and if :hcv belicved him to be n.aUy there,
what

Tte Epiftle to the Hebrews

what repugnance could they have to offer him up as nmv prefer
h e ought indeed to be reduced to the real

1 form to [hun nI\uof the

5 O ,h( © hc effaced. They oughe frecly

Cahol ¢s pretend not to make a new propitiation o

, as if hehad not been {ufficiently fatistied by the

fome addition to the Price

3, as if it were imperfet.  All thefe things have

1w our Dofrine; becanfe all that is bere done, is intended

of Incerceffion and Application, afcer the manner which we
jow explicatec

SECT, XV.
The Epiftle to the Hebrews.

awn Lﬁom
2  againt us,
W Lppmr t© Imc little reafon in them : and in vain our Ad-
verfaries ftrive to prove, from the entiments of rhc Apoftle, that
nuul the Sacrifice of the Crofs.  But becaufethe beft way o
¢ that two Dodtrines are not oppofite to one another, is to
ﬂu, by explicating them, that no propofition of the one is con-
trary to any of the plr)puhnu‘ s of the other ; I think I am bound
in this place to propofc in fhort the Dottrine of this Epiftle.

The Apoftle intends: in this prﬁlc to teach us, that a finnner
could not avoid Death, but by fubftituting fome “one in his place
to die for him 3 thar whilft Merrfubftituted only Beafts to bekilled
iin their places, their Sactifices operated nothing, but a pub:
Jick acknowledgment of their having deferved Déath , and chat;
fecing the Divine Juftice could ot be fatisfied by fo unequal an
exchange, they bc:un againevery day to flay new Vi&ims; which
was a certain mark of the infufficiency of thar (abfticution: Bue
that fince 7ESUS CHRIST had v0'kh[ fed to. die for Sinners, God
being fatisfied, by a Perfon fubftituting of himfelf, focondignly
fufficient, and nothum more to exaét for the price "of our Re-
demption.  From whence the Amﬂlc concludes, we oughtnot on~
ly to offer up no more Vi€tims after FESUS CHRIST, bé}tﬁ?v»(

US
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The Epiftle to the Hebrews.

FESUS CHRIST himfelf ought to bz but once offered up to Death
or us.

Let che Reader then, who fs folictous for his Souls Sal acion, and
a lover of Tru 'A reflet a Jittle upon what we have faid concern-
ing the man; w TESUS ( H{I\I s up himfelf mkm“m

i n, Tam ceraain, he P ot find any Propofiti-

ary to thofe which I have 1\.& related from the Apoftl

or which weakens [ ment; {o that nothing can be objed
tous, buc s filence upon this point. But thofe who would
confider the wile diftribution which God makes of his fecret
feveral Books of Scr would not oblige us to receiv
the fole Epift Helyens, all our infirugtions conce
matter which w nece the_Subje

: Apoftle t, the perfoction of the Sacri-
fice of the Crofs, a lnmxu different ‘manners which God has in-
fHituted to apply it to u

the fence it is made ufe

Death of the Viét

CHRIST is now no more of

any where dm. But becaufe this word 1

onin other places of Scriprure, wh
to God whatwe prefent before him ; the
Language, and her Doftrine not from I[IL ole L;v.ﬂ.v o
/»rrrv‘ bue from the whole Body of the Holy Scripture, is not a-
SUS CHRIST offers up himfelf m G\xi
before his Face upon our behalf, and
he offers up himiclf in the Fucharift, accorc
ers expretfions.
sine this manrier, lw which FESUS CHRIST pt
m(mL fhould injure the Sacrifice of the C »)1. is
i b .xr,) fed without overthrow
the whole \mpuv ¢, and particularly this Epiftle, which is o ve
hemently obj LJu{ againftus. Forit muft, by the fa ame reafon, be
concluded, that when 7ESUS CHRIST of: d,
- Iz entring tnts the Worldy to [ublhm.c m(m
Gims rr/)l[/v gould not ;1,

SR = e
~ peared once, /‘ B iraalasin of il and hat 7wt ceafing 10
teree

Reflections upon the preceding Doctrine

terceed for usy he accufes of infufficiency that i.mml}m which
he made in dying with fo mazy tears, and Juch an exclamation.

2
All this would be ridiculous.  We muft sherefore underftand,

that JESUS CHRIST , who once offered up himfelf
Iumble Vidtim of dhe Divine Jufiice, does notceale o offer up
Iwmn alwaysforus; thac the e 1 of the Sacrifice of
the Crofs confifts in this, that whatfoever pre ~.u as well as
what follows it, has an entite reference to it: thar as what pre.
was a preparation to it; fo that which m]lmw it IS nlu
confummation and applicaion of it: Jm(*nnnlm'ﬂlcp.\\u ot of
the price of our Redemption is no more reiterated, becauie it was
fully difcharged the firft timc ; buc that what applics thar Re:
demprion to us continucs withou ceafing s chat laftly, we muft
make a diftinction betwixt thofe things which are mmzml as im-
erfect, and thofe which are continued as perfect and neceffary.

SECT. XVL
Reffections wpon the preceding Dotfrine,

]L conjure all thefe of the Pretended Reformation, to make
fome licele Reflection upon what has been faid conct
the Eucharift.

The Docrrine of theReal Prefence has been the neceffary foun-
dation of it. This Foundation is .mp\um(d by the Calvinifts.
There is nothing appears more important than this in o
troverfies ; feeing the Queftion is concerning the real Prefence of
FESUS CHRIST himfelf. Thereis n(![]nm‘ our Adverfaries find
more difficult to believe.  And there is no[lnnv in which weare fo
di mlvoppnhm asinthis.

I mot other Dif pmu when thefe Gentlemen hear uswith Calm-
nefs, they find the difficulticsto vanifh, and that they are more of
fended with words, than with the things themfelyes. On the con-
trary, upon this Subject, we agree more about the manner of

the words of Real Pariicipation,

xplicate our felves, the more we

e our Adverfaries donot seccive all

quences of o o t'ur]h which theyadmir, being difcou-

raged (.\\I faid) by the dn’ nl ios which Sénce and Human Rea-
fon find in thefe confe

This
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Refleitions upon the preceding Doctrine.
This is thercfore, to fpeak truly, the moft diffcult of all
our Controverfics, and that in which we are the moft oppofite to

Neverthelels God has permitted the Lutherazs fhould adhere 1o
the belief of the realPrefenceas well aswe: and he has alfo permi
; thould declare this Doctrine to have no poifon i
vert the foundations of Salvation and Faith

ightnot tobreak communion betwixt Brethren
Let thofe of the Pretended Reformd Religion, who think feri-
oufly of their Salvation, render themfelves here attentive to that
Oder, which the Diviae Providence makes ufe of to bring them
infenfibly nearer o us and Truch, One may either intircly dif-
fipatc allthe oher groundsof their complains, or at lealt redace
them to very few Heads, with a little explication. In this, where
we cannot hope to conquer by this Method, they have themfelves
emoved the chicf difficulty, by declaring this Do@trine to con-
tin nothing in it contrary to Salvation, ot to the fundamentals of

It is true

of the reality, yet admit not all the confequences of it. They puc
Bread together with the Body of ZESUS CHRIST fome of them
rejett the Adoration 5 and they {eem to ackrowledg the real Pre.
fence only inthe Ak of recciying.  Burall the fubeilty of the M
nifters can never perfwade ingenuous and underflarl g Perfors,
but chat, ifthey maintain the real Prefence, which is the moft im.
portant, and the moft difficult poine they ought alfo to maineain
the reft TN, .

Morcover the fame Providence, which labous fecretly for our
nearer Union, and lays the foundations of Recondiliation and
of Peace in the midftof Bitcemefs and Difpures, has farcher per
miteed the Calinifls to allow, that fuppofing thele words, Thes i
my Body, ought to be taken in a literal feace, Carholiss teaton
better and more confequently than the Lutherays,

I 1 relace not the paffages which haye been {o often cited on
this account, I hope I fhall cafily be excufed, becaufe all thofe.
who ate not obftnace, will grant us without diffuley, that the
x[::x m”lvegﬁwpfmg {uppofed, our Dolrine is that which moft

¢ is then an eftablithed Truth, that our Dodrine i chis poine

s nothing but the real Prefence rightly underfiood. ~ But

we

the Lutherars, tho they concur with us in the ground

Communion wnder both kinds.

we muft not ftop there 5 and we befeech the Pretended Reformed
o con(idcrl we make ufe of no other things to explicate the Sacri-
fice of the Eucharift, but only fuch as are neceflarily included in this
reality of- prefence.

Ifit thould be asked us after this, how it comes thento pafsthe
Lutherans, who believe the real prefence, fhould neverthelefs rejed
the Sactifice, whichis, according to us, only a conlequence of it :
ouran{werisinone word, that ﬁn‘s Dodtrine muft be numbred a-
mongft the other confequences of the real Frc(cncc, which thefe
Lautherans have not underflood , and which we have penctrated
much beteer then they, asthe Caloinifis themielves contefs.

It our Explications perfuade thefe laft, that our doétrine about
the Sacrifice is included in that of the real prefence, they oughe
tofeeclearly that this mighty dilpute of the Sacrifice of the Maf,
which has fille many” Volumes, and occafioned fo many In
vectives, ought from  Benceforwards to be retrenched from the
body of their controverfies, becaufe this point has not now any par-
ticular difficulty, and (which is.much more important) becaufe
this Sacrifice,againft whichthey have {o great repugnanceisno other
buta neceflary confequence and a natural explication of a Do-
&rine, which, according to them, has no venomin it. Let them
now examin themfelyes, and after this, try before God whether
they have fo much reafon, as they imagine, to withdraw them-
felves from thofc Altars, wheretheir fore-fathers received the Bread
of life.

SECT. XVIL
Communion under both kinds.

Here remains one other Confequence of this doctrine to be
cxamined, which is, that FESUS CHRIST being really pre-

fent in the Sacrament, The Grace and Benediction is not annexed
to the fenfible fpecies, butto the proper fubftance of his flefh, which
is living, and life-giving, becaule of the Divinity which is united
toit. Upon which account, all thofe, who belicve the real pre-
fence, ought not to have any difficulty to commuicate under one
fole fpecies, becaufe they there receive all that iseffential to this
Sacrament, together with a plenitude {o fecure, becaufechere being
now no real feperation betwixt the Bodyand the Blood, (as P‘mm
3 been

ERES < =
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Coommimnion under: both kinds.

been faid) we receive entirely, ahd without divifion him, who is
folely capableto fariateus.

fis s the folid foundation, upon which the Church, interpre-
tingthe precept of Communion, as declared, we may recciv
Sanctification, which this Sacrament carvies with it, under one fo
ics; -and if fhe have reduced her Children torluc fole {pecies; it
was ot out of difefteem of the other, feeing, on the contrary, ﬂvc
did it to hinder thofe Irreverences, which dxc mnu(um and negli-
sience: of people had occafioned ‘in thefe I ages, referving to
her felf, J\r recftablifhment of communion \m’Vu bo[ i kmu\, acs
mxd g as it flould become mmc advantagious to Peace and Unity.
Catholic Dn\nn; have made it appear to thofe of the pretended
Rcioxm:u on,, that they ha\c(humth*t” made ufe of feveral fuch
Tnterpretations, in what s to the ufe of the Sacrament ;
\mr above all they had xm‘nn to remark this which is taken out of
the 12 chap. of their difcipline, Titl e of the Lords Supper, art. 7.
whete we find thefe words: The Breadof the Lords Supper ought 20
e ;a.w.m/]mu tothofe wha cannot drink wine, upon theiy waking pro
teftation, that itis st out of contempt and endeavomving what r/}ty
pufilly, to dbiate all Scanial even by approaching the cup as
dheiy wmoutls s theyare able. "They havejudged, by this rcg\llannn
that both fpeci not, by the inflitation of FESUS CHRIST,
effential to-the Commurion: otherwilc they ought to ha\c ablc
lutely ref 1' d the Sacrament o thofe, who could not receive it
whole and entire, and norto giveit them aftera. manner contrary to
..nr \\"\ ch JESUS CHRIST had mmmnndcd in which cafe
sility would have been theinexcufe.  But our adverfrics
it would bean exceffive rigour, notto allow at leaft one
Pt foecics o dhofe, who could. not reeeive the odher ; and as
this condefc ¢ has no ground in Scriprure, they muft acknow-
ledge with us, the words, by which 7ESUS CHRIST propofes
to usthe two fpecies, are .ubc to fome interpretation, and that
this interprecarion oughtto be declared by:the authority of the
Church.

Butit might feem as if thisarticleof their difcipline, which was
made iu (hc51 nod of Postiers held inthe year 1560, had been re
formed by the Synod of Zert il n]lu\llu year 1567. where it
s fai .l've'm].zm/ 50t of apiion, the read fbould be adminifired 1o

who would mot receive the Cup. THeE aosis neverthe
lefsare no ways oppofite. - That of Zertasi I fpeaks only of

le

The written and wuwvitten Word.

who will mot veceive the Cups Andthat of Poitiers of \I\u only who
canmot. In cfiek notwithitanding the Synod of Perueil, this ar-
ticle remains in their difcipline, and has been alfo ’mplt)\(u by a
astic S chi bhac o Vertwil, by the Synod of la Rockell i
1571, wherethis article was reviewd, and ‘puc into that ftate i
which itnow is.

Bue fuppofing the Synods of the pretended reform’d Religion had
differed mJ\C.UCnumcnu itwould ouly follow thatthe marter in
queftion;regards not Faith, nnd that itis of the number of thofe, which
ar¢ actheChurches difpofal accordingo their own Principles.

SECT. XVl

The written and wmwritter Word.

'HERE remains nothing more niow, but to explicate what Ca-
tholics belicve rouching the Word of God, and the Authori-
ty of the Church.

JESUS CHRIST having laid the Foundaion of his Church by
Preaching, the unwritten Word was the firft Rule of Chriftianity s
and when the Writings of the New  Teflawient were added, this un-
written Word did notupon that account lofe its Authoricy ; which
makesus reiceive with cqual veneration all that was cyer caught by
the Apoftles, whether by Wiriting,or byword. of Mouth, as. St. Paal
himfelfhas exprefly declared. And itis a moft certain fign, a Do-
Grine comes from theApoftles,whenitis nmvumllvcmbnccd by all
Chriftian Churches, without any poffibility of thewingits beginning.
We cannot chufe but receiveall that is cftabliffied after this ‘manaer,
with the fubmiffion due to Divine Authority 3 andwe arc perfua-
rlm thofe of the Pretended Reformation, who are not "bﬂm‘l(L are

i the bottom of their Heartsof the fame Op
polf'bk 1o believe a Dottrine,  reccived from the bcm!\umg of r‘u
Church, can flow from any other fource than that of the Apoftles.
Whereforeour Adverfarics ought not o wonder if we, who are
carcful m gather together all our Fathers have lefe s, fhould con-
ferve the D’[ﬂfwn of Tradition as well as that of the Scrip-
tuges.
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The Authority of the Church.

SECT. XiX.
The Authority of the Church.

HE Church being cftablithed by be the Guardian of

Scripture and Tradition, we ‘rec e Cancnical Scrip-
tuxes from her; and lecour Adverfaries fay what they will, we
doubt not but it is her_Authority which principally determines
them to reverence as Divine Books, the Canicle of Canticls,
W hetical Infpiration ; the E-
» St. Fames, wh o rejeckedy and thatof St. Fude,
which might app peted becaufe of fome. Apocriphal Books
cited init. In fine, it canonly be from this Authority they re-
ceive the whole Body of Scripture, which all Chriftians accépt as
Divine, before their reading of it has made them fenfible of the
Spiritol God in it.

Being then infeparably bound, as we are, to the Holy Autt
ity of the Church, by means of the Seriptures which we reccive
from her Hands, we learn Tradition alfo from her; and by the
means of Tradition we- learn-the true fence of Sc 5 (vl;mn
which account the Church profefles, fhe tells us nothing from her
feli, and chat fhe invents nothing new in her Doftrine » fhe does
nothing bur declare the Divine Revelation, by the jnceriour di-
redtion of the Holy Ghoft, whois given to her as her teacher.

“That Difpute, which was raifed in the very time of the. Apo
files, upon account of the Ceremonics of the Law, fhews dleatly,
shat the Holy Ghoft explicates himfelf by the Chutch; and cheir
Adts have by the method by which that firft Conteft was decided,
zaught all fucceeding Ages, by what Authority all other differences
are to.be ended. So that asoften as there {hall happen any Dif-
putes tocaulea Divifion amongft the Faithfal, the Church will in-
terpofe her Authority, and her Paftors affembled will (ay after
the Apottles, 7t has feemed gosd 10 the Holy Ghoft and to us.” And
when fhie has fpoken; her Children will be taught, they ought not
to begin afj" to examine thofe Articles once fo refolved on 3 but
are bound humbly to receive her Decifions, In this we fhall follow
the example of St. Paal and Silas, who carried this firft Sentence of
the Apoftles to the Faichful, and were fo far from permitting 2
new Difcutlion of what had been decided, that on the contrarv,

They

The Authority of the Church.

45
They went from place 1o place, teaching them to obfirve the Ords- 43s 16. 4

mances of th: Apofiles. 1

Thus icis the Children of God acquicfs in the Judgment of the
Church, believing that from her Mouth they hear the Oracle of
the Holy Ghoft ; and upon account of this beliet it is, that after
baving {aid in our Creed, 7 believe in the Holy Gholt, we add im-
mdiacely, The Holy Catholic Church : by which we oblige our
felvesto ‘acknowledg an infallible and perperual verity in the uni
verfal Church, becaufethis very Church which we believe exi-
flent in all Ages, would ceafe to be the Church, if fhe ceafed to
teach thetruth revealed by God. So thar thofc who apprehend
Ieaft fhe fhould abufe her Pawer to cftablifh a Lye, have no Faith
in him by whom fheis governed.

And if_our Adverfaries would but look upon thefe chings in a
more mild and candid manner, they would be obliged to ac
knowledg, the Catholic Church' isfo far from making her felt
Mifteefs of her Faith, asthey haveaccufed her, thaton the con-
trary, fhe has done what fhe'cou'd to bind, and deprive herfelf
of alf the means of Tnnovation, fecing. fhe ot only fubmits het-
felf tothe Holy Scriptures, but to theend fhe might for ever banifh
all atbitrary Interpretations, which make Mens Imaginations pafs
for Scriptute, fh has obliged herfelf to fnterpret them, in what e~
lates to Faith and c

all her Councils, and (in all the Profeffions of Faith fhe has pub-
lifhed) chat fhe does not receiveany Dodtrine,, which is. not con-

formable to the Traditionof all preceding Ages.
forcover, if our Adverfaries confule their Confeiences, they
will find the name of che Church has more Authority over them,
than they dareavouch intheir difputes: and I do not think there
Prudent Man amongft them, who finding himilf the
n of a Perfwafion, tho it appeared to him never fo E
nt, but would abhor that Singularity 5 fo true it s, thar Men
have need inthefe mattersto be- fupported in their Tenets, by the
Authotity of fome Society, that is, of the fame opinion with
them. And for thisreafon, God who created us, and who knows
what is moft propet for us, hath ordained. for our Good, tha all
Particulars fhould be fubjet to the Authority of his Ch
whichof all other Auti s, is without dowbt_the beft Eftablifh-
cd. Ineffedt, itis cftablifhed not only by that Teftimony, whixhl
God
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Authority of the Church,
God himfelf givesof it in the Holy Scriptutes, but alfo by the
marks of his divine Prote@tion, which ate no lefs vifible in the in-
violable and perpetual {ubfiftence of it, than in its miraculous E-
flablifhment.

SECT. XX,

The Sentinents of thofé of the Pretended Refornd Religion,
concerning the Authority of the Church.

HIS Supream Authority of the Church is (0 ot

regulate the c encesy which arift in matters h, and
about the Senfe of \mpuuu, that our Adverfaries dmm]vcs al-
ter having decryed i, asantnlipport le Tyranny, have been at
laft obliged to cftablifh it amongft themfelves,

When thofe who are called Independents, declared openly, that
cach oneof the Faichful oughe to follow the lightof his owr: Con-
{cience, without fubmitting his Judgment to the Authority of any
Body, or Euldnmml Aflembly, and upon this Ground refufed
to fubmit toany Synods ; That of kaurlw held 1644. cenfured
this Doctrine vpon the fame Reafo n\ and for the famie Inconveni-

cncics, for which we reject jt. This Synod obferves in the firft
pJa(c, thatthis Error of the [-1«1"p~m.uvtsmn[ms in this, that they
teach, Every Churchought to be governed by ber praper Laws, with-
out a depen lance upos any Perfon in Eccll fiaflical Natters, and with-
out any Obligationto,_acknumledg the Au/«muof Conferences and Sy~
7ods «, bar » vequlation ard condu?.  After which- this Synod detr-
5 that this Sect 1s as prejudicial to the State as to ¢ v/m/,//,lml

ceffary to

itapens adour 10l forsof Trregulritiesand Evtre.
it takes away all the means of applying any remsedy ts n, an
it ke thgemight h s Relgiorsramd s 7

particilar 4 Jaft words fhew it is principally
mattersof Faithythis Synod wanld chublih a by bndin?s ki
S8 crearll o ohvrsiente oo High (CRblER e ]
fall by an Ind cpadece, i ha e might chinte 1 be g many e
ligios formed as Parifis. Every Chucch then ( according 16 the
oftine of this Synodand mieh more cvery piya Perlon,mut
neceffarily depend, in what concerns matters of Faithgupon forae o
ther fuperior Authority,which refides in fome Affemblyor in foree
Body 5 o which Auherity all the Faithful fubmiccheir Judgmerts,
For

according to Proteftants.

For the Independents do not refufe ro fubmit to the Word of God,
according as they think it ought to be underftood 3 nor toaccept the
decifions of Synods, when, after having examined themchey judg
them reafonable. What they refule o do is to fubmiit cheir - Judg-
ments to thatof any Affembly for s fake ; becaufeour Adverfaries
have taughe thy mn,m 2 every Affembly, cven that of the Univerfal
Chutch is a Socic j{ubject to Error,and to which by -
quence a Chriftian ot 1"nrnm tofubmit his Judgmen,that fiih
on being only dueto God. From this pretention of the Independents

1\, thofe inconyenicaces follow, which the Synod of Char. o o
well obferved. Forleta man make what Profelfion he pleafeth ro
fubmit himfelf to the word of God, if every one think he ha:
rightto interpret it according o his own Senfe, and againft the T

15 of the C hmch declared in her Lﬂbcnrmu this pretention will
opena doorts all forts of Extravagancies s n/zz/( away al
meansof apphing aremedy s becaufe che itk the Ol nie
aremedyto » thofe, who think themfelves not obliged to fubmit toit;
in fine, it givesway tothe framing as many Religirms , not only a5

alio as there are pumu

To avoid thefe inconveniencics, ftom whence the ruin of Chri-

anity would follos, cheSynod of Char X fobliged
!}n ol matters, and that even in

l)umrxm 5 bue this dependence will never hinder thofc per-

nicious confequences whicl vd\ y my']h{ o p k\mr‘ if they do not,
ith us, uh lifh this Maxim, ticular Chutch, and

much more every particula @t hful, ou

to believe themfelves obliged to il private judgmert t

the Authority of w'(hmm
Thus we fee

reform’d Re wlt’. u

ingaboutto p mlvvnn I

any point of Dictrine or Diftip

tory fhall endeavour # 4 noife, and with 4ll

dhe fmectrefs ofthe wrdof Gods and 3 « having cltablfhed a Con-
iftory, a Conference, anda Provinc s

rent degreesof Turifdict irga

vﬂmh, amongft them,

thele terms.  There [:‘» enitre az /1/ Al refoltion fhall be

the word of Gody ta whichsf v fi

with an exprefs o g of their ervim

19 acquielce 1
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Anthority of the Church,

Church. Tcismanifeft thofc of the precended Reformation donot

ateribute the authority of this lait fentence to the word of God taken

in it {clf, and withour dependence upon the authority of the

Church, for tho this word was made ufc ofin their fitft Judgements,

yet noewithftanding they permitted an appeal. Itis then this word

gin tribunal of the Church, which gives

ocver refules to [whamit in every point,

altho he boaft he is authori the word of God, isno more re
puted but asa profane perfon who corrupts and abules it.

But theform of thofe Lettersof deputation which were addrefd to
the Synod of #itre in the year 1617, to beobferved by the Provin-
ceswhen they wete to fend their Deputics toa National Synod, has
yet fomething more exprefs; it is in thefe terms. Fe prom
before God o [wbmit our [elves to all that fball be concluded and refslvea
of inyouwr holy Aflembiss, 10 obey them, and put thom in execution to
our utmoft power, being perfuadedyas e are, :l’; st God will prefide i it,
and lead you by bis holy [pivit into all Trat equitysty ther e of bis
mord.  Here the point is notabout receiving the refolutionof a
Synod, a‘ter they bave found it to fpeak according to Scripture
they fubmit to it even before it is affembled ; and they do it be-
caulechey are perfuaded the Holy Ghoft will prefidein it. Ychis per-
fuafion be only founded upon a human prefumption, cana man
in conlcience pronitfe before God to [whmit 1o all that Jball be therecon:
cluded anvefolved of, 10 cbeyy amdexecute them 1o the utmoft of bis
pomer 2 Andif chis Berfuafion has itsfoundation in a certatn belict
of the affiftance, which the Holy Ghoft gives to the Church in her
final decifioss, Catholics themfelves requ

So that the prceedings of our Adverfaries f}
with us in this fupreme Authority, without i is impollible

crto putanend to any difficuley in Religion s and tho whillt

lefirous to caft of the yoak of obedience, they denicd
dto fubmic their Judgments 1o that of the
v of ¢ i fince forced

them deny.
1Synod held at

jom v
which wasto be held “upon this account Vert s per~
elby all the fuid Churches, with an am

Auihority of the Clurch.
TOTREAT ; AGREE UPON, AND DECIDE ALL P(
OF DOCTRINE, andgther matters conce that upios
this Propofally fec in what terms the refoluti
St. Foy vias couiched The Natioral Syae of this Kiggd
i Gol thanks for [uch an overture, and commiendea
gence, and good_adronce of the forementioned perfors comvacated, 4
AI’PKOV%NG THE REMEDIES WHICH THEY HAVE
SUGGESTED, that isto [ay principally chat of {raming 2 new
Confeffion of Faith, and to give power to fome certain perfons to
compole, ity s ardsineds That of the 4. of the abeve mamed Co.
Seffon of Fuith e [ent imtime, it fhallbe examined in each Provincial
Syrdsor ey sordin 1 h: comveriaeofich Prvines i
37 the mean time bas deputed four Minifters, the wioft experienced in
thafe affairs, 10 whows exprefs charge has been given 1o be prefent at the
Place and day appospted, with the Letters and full Procurations of all the
Mintfters, and Elders, Deptics of the Provinces of this Kingdom, as al-
Joof the Lord Vifcount Turenneyto da all things above [wid : yea even,
incafe that MEAN ULD NOT BE FOUND OUT TO
EXAMINE IN EVERY PROVINCE THE SAID CONFES-
SION, ¢t fhould be referred to their prudence andound judgament to
agree gnd CONCLUD E gl the pounts which fball be brought into de-
likeration, a5 well FOR DOCT! S, as for other matters concern-
ing the benefit, uviony and peace of all the Churches. Itwasto this,
in fine, that dhis fceming e of Confcience of t fed
Reformes tended. How often have they reprcched to us,as a weak-
nefs, that fubmiffion which we pay tothe Dicifions of the Church,
which {ay they, is nothing elfe but a company of men lyable to
error2 and yet nevertdhelefs;being affembled ina Body in a National
Synod,which reprefented all the Churches of the pretended Reform-
ed in France, they are not aftaid, by mutual confent, to leave their
faith ro the arbitration of four men, with fo abfolute an abandoning
of their own f{entiments, thatthey gave them full powerto change
the very Confeffion of Faith it (elf,gawlﬂch they do at this vcrydaﬂ
propofero the whole Chriftian world as aConfeffion of Faith,whicl
containeth nothing but the pure Word of God, and for which, as
they faid in prefenting it to our Kings, an infinite number of people
were ready to fhed their Blood. I leave the prudent Reader to
make his refle€tions upon_the Decree of thisSyned ; and fhall ina
few words finith the Explication of the Churches Tenets.

SEGT.
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The Authority of the Holy See of Rome, &c.
S BC T XXE
The Authority of the Holy Seeof Rome, and.of Epifeopacy.

HE Son of God being defirous his Church fhould be one, and

and olidly built upon Unity, hath cftablithed and infiied
thePrimacy of StPeter to maintain and cement it. Upon which
accountyweacknowledg this Primacy in the Sueeefirsof the Prince
of the Apotles, to whom, for this caufe, we owe that Obediencs
and Submiffion , which the Holy Countils-and Fathers hyye ol
ways taught the faithful.

As for thofe thingswhich we know are difpued of i the Schools
tho the Minifters continually alledg them to rendet this Power el
ous, it is notnecelfary we {peak of them here, feeing they arerce
Articlesof the Catholic Faih. It fufficient weacknowlecly 3 s
eltablifbed by God to conduét his whole flock in his paches whioh
thofe who love Concord amongft Brethren,and Ecclefiaftien] L.
nimity, will moft willingly acknowled.

And cerainly if the Auchors of the Precended Reformation had
Joved Unity,chey would neither have abolithed Epifcopal
ment, which was eftablifhed by ESUs CHRIST himfelf, 2nd which
we findinforce eyen inthe timesoftheApoftes;nor havedelpifed e
Authority o t.Peters Chair,which haso folid a Fourdation 1y .
Golpeland focvident a fucceffionin Tradition ;. but they would 1y
ther havecarcfally conferyed Epifcopal Authoricy, which efiabjif
cth unity in particular Churches, and the Primacy of St piyys
Chair, which isthe common Center of all Catholic Uiy, -

SECT. XXIL
Concluion of this Treats

Govern-

TH s the Expoficion of the Catholic Dotrine which,ghar
Lmight tyemy elf tothe moft principal, T have. lefe for
flucttions untouched, whichthofeof the. Pretended. Reforpd her.
ligion do ot look uponas lawful marter for 2. Seprarir T hope
thofe of theic Communion , who (BAll fmpitially camin sl b
Parcs of this Treatife, wil be betees difuof he reading of it to
car 10 thofe proofs upon which the Faich of theChureh s iy
blifhed,

g

Conclufion. of this Treatife.

(34

blifhed, and will in the mean time acknowledg many of our Con-

troverfies may be ended by a fincece explication of our Lo

that her Doétrine is Holy, and that, nccordl'u% to their own Princi-
i ds of Salvation,

hy one fhould chink ficto anfver this Treatsfe, he i defized to

ples, no one of her Auticles deftroys the groun
¥

confider, that to accomplifh his intent, he muft not undertake to zo

fuee the Dottrine contained in it, fecing my Defig
pofe it, without going about to pro
ces I have hinted at fome of the reaf
the i
ceflary part of its Explication.

itis becaufe

s
uowledg of the principal reafons of a Dorine, is often a ne-

It would alfo be a quitting of the defign of this Treatife, to exa-
o 8 B! s U

min the different methods, wh
eftablith or explicate the Do

h Catholic Divines make ufe of to
tine of the Council of Trent,and the

different Confequences, which particular Dotors have drawn from
it, To urge any thing folid agaiofl this Treatils, and which por
come home to the point it muft be proved thatthe Churches Fajth
is not here faithfully expounded, and that by A&s which thefame
Chucciy hasobliged herfelf o receive ; ot clfc it mult be fhown,ghac

chis Explication leavesall the Objectio

sin their full force, and all

the Difputesuncouched; or, in fine, it muft be precilely fhown in

what this Doctrine fubveres the Foundationsof Faich.

Lettre
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Lettre de Monfeigneur le Cardinal BONA 2
Monfeigneur le Card. de BUILL O N.

O riceunto il libro di Monfignor Vefeovo di Condom, che V. E. [i
degnata inviarmi, e si come Conofce la qualita del favore, em:ne

pregio, cofi vendo alla [wa gentilezz.a infinite gratic eper. il donoe per il
penfieroche i prende ds acc nfm la mia Libraria, L% letto con at-
tentione particolare, ¢ pirche V. E. wi accennache alcuri lo accufano di
qualche mancamento, ho voluto particolarmente offervare in che joreffe
effer vipre[o. Ma realmerte non 5o crovarci f¢ non s
ma lode, perche fenza eniraye nell: queftions [pirefe <ell
Wna maniera ingegnofa, facile, ¢ famiglisre, ¢ con mera
geomerica da certi principii communi G approvats corvince
¢ i neceffita & confeffare la verita della Feds Cittalica. Alfic
di haverlo letto con mia indicibile fodisfattione 5 né mi maraviglio
g habbino trovato & dire, perche tutte le Opere grandi, e che [ormonia
oL ovdingrio, [empre hanno contradittori, Vince per finaimente La
rita, e defrutti fi conofee la qualitd dellalbero. ife ne rallegro con
P Autore, il quale b dato faggso del fuo gran talento con q)tt/}z opera, ¢
potra cont molte altre [ervire lodevolmente & Santa Chicfa. Roma 19.
Gennaro 1672.

Lettre de Monfeigneur le Cardinal SIGISMOND
CHIG Ia Monfieur L’Abbe’ de DANGEAU.

ICEVEI conla fualettera il Libro della Efpofitione della Dottrina
Cattolica ded Vefcovo di Condom, molto erudito ¢ molto mile per
Convertire gl beretici pitkcon le vive vagioni,che con L afprezz.a del difeor .
Parlai al Padre Maftro di S. Palazzo,& al Segretario dell” Congrega
e dell Indice, e conobbi veramente, che ren viera ftato chi hmf gueffi
Padsi parlaso in disfavore del medefimo. Anzs I trovai piews ds efimatio-
ne per il medefimo : @ havendo poi parlato con quefti Signori Cardinali
della Congregatione, trovai fri glaltri il Signor Cardinale Brancacoio
multo inclinato a pregiarlo, ¢ molto propenfo  ledarne 1 Autore. - Onde
iotengo certo che qua ancora Monfgnor di Condom ottenga quela lode,
a che
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(2)
che ¢ dovita alla [ua furica & alls fus dntring.  Reflo per tanto obli-
£410 alls fua gentilezza che mi b’ dato modo di ammiviar I medefima
mentre i pare che I Autore [ringa bene i fuoi argoments, ¢ mofbri hiary
i divifs difcordaro dells Chieza', ne creds che
fis da condunnarfi nelvefplicatione di qualch
I Congilio i Trento, effendo praticato da molté Soristors
& tes inoltreche I’ Awore
s hawuto in mente dinte pre
imparcarisnel fio librocfphicass perche
chiaro di tutts quells e 1a St Chic)
rita del Papa, ne parlabene, ¢
¢ che parla de
e che di lode. Roms s, Aprile 1672

Lettre du Reverendifl. Pere HYACIN THE
LIBELLI alors Maiftre du

Sacre Palais, &
maintenant Archeve(que d*A vignon,a Mon(eia-
neur le Cardinal SIGISMOND CHIGL.

0 letto il Lilro del Sig. di Condom continente PEfpofirione dells
Dattrina della Chiefa. Devoinfinite gratie d 1. E-.che wihabbig
tte confimare quattro bore ditempo 51 vlriusfamente, ¢ con tanto mio di-
r0. M piacciuto [ pramodo, ¢ per D drgomento fing
ve, che a gucllo correfpondono. La. Dottring é tutta fuy
wiancamento. Ne per me 5o quclbo che poffis opporvifi'y ¢ [¢ 0 Ant
rerdche f rifampi s, da e otterra totte le facoled che gli
neceffarie adeffcito chi irifiamps [fs tmutmre ne pure wna parola, 1. Ay
sore che bamolta ingegra (i¢ ervicdsinqueflasopererra del ginditioy perche
lacigte da parie.x difpuse, che. foglions quaf fempre acoiafier le feor
dit, trovandofi i rarachi wighsa cedere le ‘prerogative del ingegno al
compagne, hi trovate un’alsro mods pite facile ds trattar co'Calvinifi
dal quale pio [perarfi maggior fruteo. Percheogni-volra cheperdin. guel
orvere.noflyi dogmi che bawno fucchiato col duite, 3 woi pisvolensiors
acgoftans, & poftw in mala fede L dvttvina che o appref da lore
Maftri dicui b maffinin principaie ¢ effere . noflri. dogmi orrendi- ¢ in
erediliy (i pongonecommina¥ pis{fivwd amivho i ceroar u verita Cattolic, a5
che

ey

che? quello a che devons_efortarfs acciccche rineghino gli ervori, pevche,
come V. E. difcorreva Latro giorno, la verira Catrolica vince appreflo
g liwomo prudente riconofeinta & peito delVErefiaogri volta che i cf
minata [enza preoccipatione di. [pirite.  Hoprefo ardive di'fare’s 1. E.
quefla Linga diceria per wna sfago del contento cb® hi havnro ds lug
Jindetto libro, che Ella hd farte gratia di participarms, ¢ prega
continuarmi fimili favori Ie bacie riverentemente le vefti.

Aprile 1672,

Hluftrifimo & Reverendiffimo Domino JACO-
BO BENIGNO Epifc. Condomenfi S. P. D.
FERDINANDOS Epifcop. & Princeps Pader-
bornenfis Coad. Monafterienfis.

VAN QU AM advirtutem as erudisiontm tuam wti terrarum or-
bi ommique pofieritati commendandam [uffciat judicium Regi
ChrsStianiffimiy qus filivm funm in [pers tante fortuns gemitum tibi in-
Fituendum erudiendunqre commific = tu taren inmortali propris ingenis
munimento, aurco videlicet ills litello, cui titulus eff, E
Qrine Ecclefiz Catholicz, ronen tunm paritergile C
plinam magis illufrare volusfli 5 cogue non [olim ab o
mazimos plaufuu tulifii, fed ctiam ex ipls biterodoxi
genii aique dotlrine tue lindes expref
llo opufculo incredibilis quedm res difficiles G plané celefies atque ds
winas_explicands facilisas, & grotiffmus candor, ac C
e

pifcoporir ad hofies Catholic

i futt

a
quicunqe prer iemeripfiom tua Jonfta de Gl co werreret, s pskers
et i partum deformaturse: potimty quam ornaturis effe. vide-
¢ 1im effes orandus, wr | quem 1n lucem
a2 edidifti 5

et - Quaré 18 por
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edidiffi, Latinitate donares. Sed quia forfitan id tibi per occupationes
non licet, . G fiquidems tantu 1sbi fie otis, obfecrandsa ¢3 potsies, ue
plura [cribas, quim ut [ovipta convertass faciam id quod riti pergra-
tum e[[e (ignificas, ¢ illum cui hanc provinciam deds urgeho, mt inchoa-
ta perficiat 3 tibique verfiomem libelli tui cenfendams corvigendamque
tranfmittam. Tever, Praful Iuftriffime longéque dottiffime, maxi-
mopere [emper obfervabo G amicitiam tham ad quam bic mews conatms G
tua bernigrnitas aditum mihi patefecit, ommi oficie colere fiudebo. Vale,
antifles eximie, ac de Republicd Chriftiani. optimé merite, G me, ur
Sasias, ama, atque Sevensffimo Delphino cum optimis artibms atque pre-
ceptis nofiram quogue memoriam G- amorem inftilla, & Ducem Montan-
Jevinm meis verbis jube [alvere plurimiom. In Arce med ad Confinentes
Luppie, Padere & Alifonis, 3. Kal. Tn. 1673.

Lettre du Reverendifl. Pere RAIMOND CAPI-
SUCCHI Maiftre du Sacre’ Palais, a L’Au-

teur.

L merito [ublime di 77 S. Il dt me ammirato, doveva effe ranche fer-

ito nelloccafione del dottiffimo, & ernditilfimo libro da lei compoffo in
difefu della Fede Catrolica, & tradotto per beneficio di tutti anche nella
Lingua Italiana; onde so devorender (ingolariffime gratie, come fuccio
V.S 1. dell occafione, che mi ha duto di [ervirla. Stiamo turti at-
tendo la piblicatione di qucflo belliffmo libro, per godere delle fue
wobiliffime fatiche, G io.in particolare che vivo, e vivero [empre ambitio-
Jodi aliri fuoi commandamenti, ¢ qui per fine con ogni offiquio La rive-
vifeo. Romazo. Guign. 1675

Approbations de I'Edition Romaine de 1678.

Approvatione del Signor MICHEL ANGELO RICCI,
Segret. deHa S. Congr. dell’ Indulgenze e S. Reliq. ¢
Confultore del S. Offitio.

Q OD Tridentina Synodus ma tio affecutacft, wr doBbrinam
Fides ab opinianibns, & controverfiis inter Catholiccs. omnind fe-
cernerer,

Cs5)

Corneret, ac eandem apertiiis, G fgnificantits explicaret , ac Tertulianus
olim, ut Hereticorum [ect fisrem ab Ecclefiacertis praferiptionibus im-
probaret 5 alii, ut prircipia quadam Hercticorum, & regulas, ad re-
futationem ipforum ingeniosé” conterquerent : ea Clariffimus quoque Vi
Facobus Benignus Boffuct, Condomsi Epifeopus, preflitit in hoc Opere,
perfpicus methodo, brevi, G- ad perfuadendum accommodata, que qui-
dom preclarum Awtoris ingenism refert. Qnod Opus Iralorum com-
moditati nanc eleganter verfum ¢ Gallica in maternam lingwar prelo, #c
Luce dignim exifimo.. Rows die §. Augnfti 1678.

MICHAEL ANGELUS RICEIUS.

Approvatione del P. M. LORENZO BRANCA-
TI da LAUREA delle Congr. Confift. Indul-
genze, Riti, Vifita e S. Offic. Conful. e Qualif,
e Pr. Cuft. della Lib. Vaticana, &c.

chz dignum exiftimo Opufenlum, [en difenr (i Gallicé & variss
linguis impre(Jum,piunc autem ex Gallico wn Iralicum idioma conver-
Jum, in quo 1linftrifimus Donsinus Facoins Bemignus Boffucs Epifcopus
& Toparca Condorms, nobili, fed gravs ac folide fiylo Religionss Pre-
tenfe Reformate Miniftros, & Affecias, tam communsbus Ecclefie fune
damentalibus regulis, quim propriis eorundem principits forsiter pere
Jringit, oftendensy non Carholicos, e is Minifiri wntumant, [ed ipfofmet
Minfros, per impropriasconfequentias reos(fiffc ab Ecclefie dagmatsbus,
nobis, ipfifgue communibus 5 G ex pravis ejufmods Scripturs vel Conci-
liorum sntelligentiis, Catholscam communionem veliquiffe. Et i ipfi Mi-
iftrs Catholicornm Regulas in Cancilsis, prafertim in ridentino funda-
tas, abfque paffione [crurarentur ,  procw'dubio, ex Dei amilio, ad
JarEam vedivent wnitatem, & diferrens per fingilas controverias fis-
witer, fed palmaric id exequitur. Datim in Conventn Sanétorwn X11.
Apoffolorum. Rome die 25. Fulsi 1678,

F. LAURENTIUS DE LAVREA MIN. CONVENIUALIS.

Ap
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(6)
Approbatione del Sign. Abbate STEPHAN O
GRA

EGI diligenter, & [iudiosé egregium fummi Viri Facobi Bewigni
Condomenlis Aztifisis Opus, vn Jevmonem Italicum fideliter elegan-
vergue converfum, quo Dottvina Ecclefiz breviter, enucleaté, Incuienter
exponitier. Indeque fic affectus animo difceffi, we legentes optima gucque,
atque d [anadottrina, & [wmma ratione optiné parata, [olent difcedere,
i nois alia f¢ difkuros, mec alier locwrures, fi ad [eribendum de tali-
bus [e contuliffent, exiftiment. Super omnia verome cepit Seriptoris, ut ita
dicam [obrictas in deleétu rerum, quas promit, dum circunmcifis, gue
Lites extendere, & meliors canfle invidiam eonfiar 5 1pfam
ritatis avcem capeffis, turamque, & inacceffam praffa ; t
conflitwendo controverfie [tat, quam ea re dijudic at facilem, & ecx-
peditameficss. Fnnc itague bbrumy fime andient, quibns concords Eec.
clefia Cliriftians, G [alva [ua ipforum anima opus eft, dinrna notturna-
que mank ver[are non definent ; neque non fiers poteft, e eos diverfa
Fide orthodssa [entire non pigeaty pudeatge.
Ita fentio ego STEPHANUS GRABIUS, 5. Congreg. Indicis
Confultor. & Biblioth. Vatic. Praf.

Lnprimatur fi videbicur Reverendsf]. . S. P. Apsft. Magiffro.
J. DE ANGELIS, Archiep. Urb. Vicefger.

Tmprimatyr, F. RAIMUNDUS CAPISUCCUS, Ord. Prad.
5.P. A. Mgifter.

Bref De N. 8. P. le Pape. INNOCENTIUS
R

Vva.«mu Frater, [alutem & ,Pm.,m,mx benedsébionem. Libellus
de Cuthalice Fidei” Expofitiore a fratcruitate tna con pofitus, no-
bifgue cblatus, ea dottrina eaque methids ac prudentia feripius eft, ut
perfpicioa brevitate legentes docest, & cxtorquere poffic etiam. ab invi-
115 Catho'ice veritatis confeffiorem.  Itague non fuliim a nebis commenda.
i, [ed ab ommibus legs, atquc in pretio baberi meretur. Ex eo far¢ nom

medsocres

¢r3

mediocres in ort Fidei propagationem, qie nos priccipué cura in
tentos ac. [alicitos baber, uilites vedwndaruras , Deo besé juvante,
«c vetus interim nofira de tus virtute av pictaie opini

dom [iufecptee fore

s miaxiné informatn
effe decer Chriftaniffimi Regs: f . ind cum florents imo, reg
Catholice Religion Jfis per o
gis dpfius decore, gui Fratermta
bus Gallia abundst, ad opus. poriffy 2
5 Gl clivina docesm
av effe flinm fapicnten erge alacriter in incepto
tarete, preter alisy magnopere debet, qui jam appares laboriom, wique
indufbri tue frniins,  Andimms enim G- guidion ést om
magio chm_animi noffri folatio inter iat prementia »
DELPHINUM ipfun wagno ad omnem virtutem impetu ferriy &
» ie e i deonmenta prebere, Ilind tibi pro certo
cire te aréliis poffe paterniom moffranm ¢
g4 te volunt qudrm in vegio adilefeente bo
aximo digni < émbuendoy ut is adulta poffed-ietar
is dnimicas, quas parentem incl
Europe pace, G tranflatis in orientem snvitis aymis,
adjecturnm Jperanus, tiffimis legibus . mori
camponas. Devetiont tque obfervantiam quam erga faniiam
base: Sedemy nofyuc ipfes, giiin ea Catholice Ecelefie immerito preff-
demusy\sus ados lisera Iiculenter daclaranty mutuse Bhatitatis affctn
ik cujus profecki in sccafionibus que [¢ dederint Fratermitatd
tue. agumenta van decrune , tibigue Apofoiséar benedictionem pers-
manter impertimur. . Daturs Roma, apud S. Petrum [ib anmido 7/
toris, die 17, Fanuarii 1679 Ponsificatns rofbri aume 111, MARIVS
SPINULA.

Etau deflis: Penerabili Frasri Facobo, Epifeopo Condomenti.
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The foregoing Teftimonies rendred into Englifh from the

French.

A Letter from bis E. the Cardinal BONA of happy Me-
mory, to bis E. the Cardinal de BUILLON.

 R. Bifhop of Condumrs Book, which your

E. did me the Honour to fend 1 and as I am fenfible of
the quallity of this Favour, and cfteem my felf much honoured
byt {01 render you my moft Cordial thanks, as well for the
Prefent, as for the Care you take to encreafe my Library. I have
read it witha particular atcrention 5 and becaufe your E. tells me,
there are fome wh: te It in it, I endeavour’d exprefly to
obferye in what it might be worthy of reprehenfion. But in effect
1 could nor find any thing in it, but matter of grear Commer
tion ; [eeing without entring into the more difficult queftionsin Con-
troverly, he makes ufe of a moft ingenious, cafic, and fami
manuer, and of aMethod, as] may fay, Geometrical, to con-
vince the Calvizifls, by common and approved Principlés, and to
force them to coniels the Catholick Faith. ;

an aflure your E, 1 found, in teading it, a Satisfaction which
Tcannot exprefs; and Iam nor aftonifhed that fome have found
fault with it, forsall W reat and above the common Level, find
Petfons ftill to contradiét them.  Buc Truth prevails in the End,
and the quality of the Tree is known by the Fruit. I congratulate
with the Author, who has by this work given us an Effay of his
great Talents, and may by many others render confiderable Ser-
Vice to the Church. Rome, the 19th. Faniary, 167,

I Have received

ula

ALetter from Cardinal SIGISMOND CHIGI, of hap-
By Memory,” to the Abbot of DANGEAU.

Have received, togecher with your Letter,” the Expofition of the
Catholick Doftrine, compos’d by the Bithop of Codim, 1 baye
found it full of Erudition, and fo much the more proper to con-
vert

vert Heretics, as it prefles themwith lively Reafons, without any
Bitternef. 1 made mention of icto the Reverend Facher, Malter
of the Sacrad Palace, and to the Secretary of the Congregation dell”
Indjee : Tunderfood thatno body had fpoken againft it to thefe
Fathers, who feemed to me, on the contrary, full of Efteem for
this Work. I dilcourfed of it likewifc to the Cardinals of the
Congregation, and, amongft all the reft, 1 found Cardinal Brancas
much enclined to praife the Author, and cfteem the Book. So thac
Idoubt not but M. de Condom will reccive here the fame appro-
bation, which has been given him every where elfe, and which is
o legitimately due both to his Learning, and his Labour. [ am
very much obliged to you for having given me the means of ad-
miting him, and have perccived in this, your old and ordinary
goodnefs. "The Author is clofein his Proofs, and cxplicates very
clearly the Subjet he treats on, in fhewing the true: difference
betwixe the belief of Catholics, and that of the Enémies of the
Church.  Idonot think the method he takes, to explicatethe Do-
Guine taughtin the Coundil of Trent, can in the leaft be difapprovd.
This Method having been pratifed by many other Writers, and
being handled throughout his whole Book, with great ExaGnefs.
Certainly it was never hisIntention to give the Interpretation of the
Teness of the Council, but only todeliver them in his Book, righe-
ly explicated, in fuch fort that Heretics may be' convinc’d, and
clpccially in chofe chings which the Holy Church obliges thesn o
believe. He fpeakes perfectly well of the Popes Authority, and
whercever hetreatsof the vifible Head of the Church, ‘he appears
full of refpect for the Holy Scc. In fne, Imuftcell you once again,
D de Condome cannot be too much commended, .
Rowe, April the 5th. 1672.

A Letter from the Reverend Father HIACINTHUS
LIBELLI, atthat time Mafter of the Sacred Pa-
lace, and now Arch-Bifbop of Avignon, to the Car-
dinal SIGISMOND CHIGI.

Have read M. de Condm's Book, which contains an Expofition

of theDoftrinc of the Church.” Tam excreamly indebred 10
b your
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your Eminence for giving me the opportunicy. of employing four
houts {o profitably, and wich fo much Pleafure. Iris nmpuﬂ'blc
for me to exprefs how much this work haspleafed me, both for the

li ‘(cCULI'n of the defign, .and fox. the Prools which corre-

rine is found in.all its mm and wichout
w of afault. | As forimy fc anpot {ecwhat
can be objected againftic; and if the Author wuuld have the Beol
Printed at Ropze, wall iveall \hcmccﬂarvApp\ubnnmn without
changing a fio jlc Wor uthor, who has a great deal of
Wig, has, fhowm a  gréat deal,ofi Judgment t0o,in this Trearife,
whuc laying bfide difpures, which ordinarily {peaking dobut cp-
creafe D)ﬁcnnum it being rase © fnd any whu will grant the Pre-
hemineace of Wit to
ther, andmore cafic, Method of treating 1inifis , from
whichipauch betta Feuic may be um.hd In cff:ﬂ as I(mn as
shey.can bebraught wlay afide that horrour which they have fucl
ed T with. dlieir MJ]L, againft our Teriets, they come more wils
lingly towards us, and difcovering the f that DoGrine
whic they Jearn’d from their Mafters, the pmmpsl Maxim of
which. is, That ourDoclrinesare horrid and incredible, the
ply themlelyes, with more tranquillicy of Mind, to fearch into Ca=
tholic Viexities:

This isiwhas they mult be carefully cxhorted to, finee there isno
better Method to make them renounce their Errors ; and your Emi
nence had great realon when you lately {aid, That L.uhohc 'Im[h
will-always be vi€toriaixs in the Mind of every man of Senfe, who
will only without prejudite confider it in comparifon with Herefy.
Trake the Libérty to-write this long Dilcourfe to your Eminence,
not being able to-contain within my felf the Pieafure, mmr the
reading of this Book, you have been pleafed to lec me have, has
afforded me. 1 beg your Eminence willcontinue the like Favours to
me, & Rowe, 26 Aprily 1672,

)

4 Letter from the Bifbop.and ®rince. of PADER-
BORNE, at that time Coadjutor, and now Bifhop of
Munfler, tothe duthor.

THT moft Chriftian King, when he entrufted to you the Inflructi-
on and Education of his Son, born tofo much Greamefs, did
by his Judgmene alone fiffcicorly recommend your Knowledg,
and tit to all the World, “and all Pofterity: yet vnu]nvc
givelra new Luftreto your Reputation, and o the Chriftian Do-
ine, by animmortal Monument of your Worth ; I would fay,
lw that moft excellent Book, whofe Title is, An prmnm of the
Dottrine of the Catholic (er://~ which has not only gained the
vaft applanfe-of Catholics, but forced the Herctics. themfelyes to
give deferved Praifes to your Judgment, and Erudition. . In this
moft admirable Treatife, theré'appears 2 ineredible facilicy
to unfold the xm,ﬂ difficult, the moft fublime, and moft divine
things ; and at the fame time a moft witning candor, and a tru-
ly (,I)m‘vm Charity, and Bounty; capable to draw with fiveet-
nefs all thofe who arc fet in Darkndls, and it the fhadow of Death,
and to enlighten, and condut them into the way of Peace Tofo:
‘much that you feem to be chofen amongft the Biftops, to reduce
the Enemies of Catholic Faith under the cafi Yqu of Truth.
o the end therefore the effelts of this grea k might be the
more extended, and might fpread it felf (hmu;,]mm 11‘ Germany,
and among(t other ws, I had formed to my felf adefign of h}
vingit put intg Lating but aftee having read your Leter of the
24th. of Aprl,1 had 2 dowbt whether T ought to proceed any fur-
dhet init, of quizmy defign, becaule percaived you were as parfect
a Malter of the Lariz Tonguc, as of the French s and that you
writ it with fo much Purity, that i
tranflate your Works, inftead of adorning thofe cutious I’rnd
your W it, he mwlwr on the contrary difcredith ;
the rat b defired to put your felfin Latsn what you

publifhed. D ing that perhaps you have not leifure, and
had, it would be much better you fhould be employed in
|L((vmpﬁ on of more nw Works, than in the tranflation of
you admit uln, Twill

haften
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(12) (13)
baften him, to whom I have committed it, to finifh what he has cobati z iti 3
bogun s, and wil e you the Verton of yaur own ook, thac The Approbitions of the Roman Edicion, Ao 1678.
you may review and corre ieyour felf. What remaine for me, i hot : :
is always infnitely o honour your Vertue and Leathingy and to The Approbation of Signor MICHEL ANGELO
make e my cdavout (o ulivage hacFriendihi, which oy cate RICCI, Secretary to the Congregation of 1. and H.
of the Verfion, and your Bounty have given (o favourable a begis e b v 0fh
ning to. Continu till o love mie, moft wotthy Brelate who (eeve R and Confultor of the Fhly gffice
the Charch fo well, and while you give-the Dauphiz fo many ex.. ch
ccllent_infiruétions, contrive for mca place in the remembance N VL L o Tt i geeas e pefopal,
and affection of {o great a Prince. f you pleafe, my moft e aking an entirc lepatation berwixt Articlesof Faith,
humble Service ro the Duke de Montayfir. “Tn my Caltle, acche opivions, and difputcs of the Schools ; and cxplicating the fame
conflucnce of the Lippe, the Padere, and the Alie, the 2oth. of Dottrines of Faich inmo;
layy 1673 i tilian bad formetly do d
- ticsfrom the Church by feveral Preferiptions ; what ochers hae
—_— ENR e practifed, whilft they ingenuoufly ¢ Herctics by their own
: Right Reverend Fames
A Leter from the Reverend Fatber RAIMUNDUS Benign Bofiet Bifhop of Cardsmperformed inthis Work, in 4 clear
CAP[SUCCHX, Maﬂer of the Sacred Palace, to and thort Method, proper to perfivade 5 manifefting to us the
R > mirable partsof the Author. - Which work being now for the
or. convenience of i /ralis, clesantly tranflated out of French, fnto
b i * our Mother Language, 1 ¢ftcem worthy to be Printed and Pub.
Feer having admired with all others fo fublime a defere as lithed. Rome, Augift the sth. 1635.
yours, I mult alfo fhewthe particular Tnclination I have to )
ferve you, octonal by hac excelent and. leamed Work you
have compofed for the defence of the Catholic Faith, and which -
bhas been larely tranflated iato Jtalian, for its farchée (presding, The Approbation of the Reverend Father LAURENCE
’I_:m; {uulcb(cd oy antjnﬁniit? ncknow(lulgm\(;m for having L | BRANCATI DE LAUERA. of the Congregat.
orded me an occafion of rendring you fome Service s we are all - i .
of us here in great expectation of the publihing of Hh soclons Canfit. of 1. Rites, Vifit, Confultor and Qualfiator
picce, that we may enjoy the fiuits of your Labours, - No body of the Holy Office, and Bibliothecarian of - the Vatican
will have a greater fatistaction than my felf, who' do, and fhall Library, &c.
always fecl an ardenc defite to render sy {ell Worthy of the Lo- A S
nour of your Commands. I end with affuring you' of my Refpecrs.
Rome, 20 Funz, 1675,

T Efteem moft worthy publifhing chie licle Treatife
Princed in French and feveral other Lang
Tranflated outof French into Ttalian, in which the moft Tltuf:
ign Bofuer Bifhop and Lord of Camdom docs for
a NobleC e, the Minifters of the
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fters imagine, but the Minifters themfelves, who by drawing un-
natural Confequences, have receded from thofe Tesers which
common to them and us, and by taking the Scripturcs and Cot
cils in a wrong fenfe, have feparated themfelves from the Cacholic
Church.  Butif they would examin without paffion the Rules of
Catholics grounded upon theit Councils, and cfpeciallyupon
of Trent, they would withoue doubt, by the Grace of God, return
again to a Holy Unity : all which this Author thows them in a
wmoft pleafing, and no lefs convincing manner, running through all
the points of Controverfie. Given in the Corvent of the Trwelye
Apoftlesat Rome, the 25, Faly, 1678

F. Lawrentins dé Luwrea,
in. Comventualis.

The Approbation of the Abbot Stephen Gradi.

Have with diligence and application read the excellent Work

of the Lord Fames Benign Boffuet, Bifhop of Condom, faithfully
and clegantly Tranflated into Zzaliaz, where the Doctrine of the
Cluirch s explicated after a manner both concife, clear, and full
And it wrought the fame Impreffion in me, which ordinarily
thofe nobler fort of Writings, which are the products of a {ound
oftrine and folid Reafon, do in their Readers, when they ate con-
vine'd they could not have faid any thing more to the purpol,
nor {poken otherwife, if they had undertaken to write of the fame
Bt what Tranfported me the moft was that Wifdom and

choice of thole things which he
afleres; he retrer ings which ferve only to lengthen
Difputes, and render a aufc odious, ard betakes himfelf to
Truth alone, ast s hold, which he renders not only fec
bue jnacceffable: applying himfelf wholly to eftablifth the tric
ion, which by thac means is rendied clear and

of. Upon which accounr, all thofe, if they

’ me, who are concerned for the Peace of the Church,

ot the Salvation of their Souls, ought day and ight t4 tam over
is Book 5 and it isimpoffible, but it fhould produce it them hoth
me and lorrow, for holding Tenets, contrary to the Orthodox

I

Crs)
Tam of this Opision, St. G. Confultor of the Congregatinn de
 Indice, Prefect of theVatican Library.

Let itbe Printedyif it fo pleafs the Very Reverend Fathery Maftor
of the Sacred Apoflalic Palace.

is Archiep. Urb. Vicefger.

Let it be Printed,
F. Ratmundus ' Capifuccus Ord: Pred. S. P. A Magifien

The Brief of our Holy Father Pope Tnnocent the XI.

Encrable  Brother , Health and  Apoftolical ‘Benediction.
V out Book of the Expofition of the Catholic Faith, lately
prefented to us, contains fuch Dodtrine, and is compofed in fuch a
method, and with (0 much prudence, that it is thereby rendred
proper to inftruct the Readers clearlyin few words, and to excort
even from the unwilling, a Confeffion of the Catholic Faith. ~ For
which-reafons we donot only think it worthy our commendati-
on, but alfo to be read and efteenvd by all.  We hope, this
Work by the Grace of God will bring forch much Fruit, an
will not a Jile help to propagate the Orthodox Faich, which
is our continual care and principal follicitde:  And, in the ia-
tetim, we are more and more confirmed in that good Opinionwe
have always had of your Verrue and Piety, and we feel an in-
creale of thofe hopes which we had long “fince formed in our
felves of the Education of the Dauphin of France, and that be who
is intrufted to your care, and endowed with inclinations worthy
the King his Father, and all his Anceftors, will receive from
you_tholt

e inftrutions which arc proper o the Son of a_moft
Chriftian King, whofe Birth entitles him both to fo Aourithing a
Kingdom, and at the fame time to'be a Proteétor of the Catholic
cligion. And this King, who has cholen you amongft fo many
great men, withwhich France flourifhes at this time, to 0 great
¢

a Province, as s the laying the Foundations of a public hap
will no “doubt receive an Frernal Glory from the good fuc
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your care, according to that Oracle of Seripture, which tells us,

on is the Glory of his Father. Continue then to
g0 forwards chearfully in 6 imporcant a work, efpecially fince
ou have before your Eyes fich mighty Fruits of your Iidufiry.
For wehear, and that from all Parts, and we cannot bue fecl an
excefs of Joy and Confolation, amidft our many Troubles, when
we hear, how this young Prince is carried on to vertue with a no-
ble Fervour, and daily gives new Teftimoniesof Prudence and of Pi
ety. This we canaffure you, that nothingis capable of endeating
our Paternal affection to you more, than thus to employ your ut-
moft Care to infpire into’ this young Kings Mind thofe’ Maxims,
which make a mighty King; " that in a riper Age, being hap-
py and victorious, like the King his Facher, he may regulate by
Holy Laws, and reduce to Chriftian Maoners, Batbarous Nations,
and Enemics of the Name of Chriftian, as we hope to fee them
fhortly fubdu’d to the Empire of this grear King, fince Peace be-
ing reftored to Exrope, he has fo fair an opportunity to transfer
hisvi€torious Arms into the Eaft.  To conclude, Affure your felf
that the Submiffion and Kefpe-t which your Letters fhow you to
have towardsthe Apoftolic See, and s, who now poffefs it, tho
unworthy, for the Goverament of the Catholic Church, find in
Us a miualaffection ; the Teftimonics of which, you fhall per-
ceive, when any occafion fhall prefent it felf. ~ Witha fincere af-
fection we give you our Apoftolic Benedition. Given at Rome,
atSt. Perers, under the Fifhers Ring, the 4th. of Fanuary, 1670,
thethird year of our Popedom. _Signed Marius Spimala 5 and on

theourfide, To our Vencrable Brother, James Bifhop of Condom.
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