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SERMON XIX.

Of Indulgences, & 4*-**~Af

Heb. X. *

14.

For by one Offering he hath perfeSed for ever them that are

fan&ified.

TH £ Apoftle gives the Reafon, why Chrifl hath now no more
Offering to make, no more Suffering to endure, For^\ i. e. be-

caufe, by one Offering^ i. e. one in ffecic, in oppofition to the

four kinds of Legal Oblations before mentioned ; and one in numero9

in oppofition to the repeating of them every year. q.d. By Chriftsonce

offering of himfelf, he hath perfected,'] i. e. all things are confummate,

there remains nothing to be done, for the fatisfying Divine Juftice, and

our Reconciliation with God. Chrift. hath once fatisfied, and that for
ever,"] u e. to the end ofthe World, and that which fhall be of valueto

Eternity; plainly, Chrift by his Death hath compleatly done the work
once for all, for them that are fanttifed; ] i. e. either thofe that are fepa-

rated from the world in Gods Purpofe and Decree, plainly, the Elect

;

or them that arefandified^] i.e. thofe that are renewed by Grace,and con-

fecrated to be VcfTels of Honour unto God. In fhort, Chrift hath not fo

purchafed Remiflion of fins, as to leavefome Satisfaction to be made by
themfelves, or others ; No, he hath perfectly fatisfied for them, and per-

fectly expiated all their fins. Which if fo, then from this, as well as from
other Scriptures, fairly refults this Propofition : That,

Papal Indulgences arc the worft of Cheats, and abominably injurious

to Chrift and Chriftians.
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My work here, is to rake in the very Sink of Papal filthinefs. There's

no head of Divinity that is not mifchievoufly hurt by this putrid Plaifter.

'Twasnot without Gods fingular Providence, that the detecting the Pa-

geantry of that Flefh-pleafmg Religion, began here ; for herein their

feeming tender mercies are real cruelties.

To evidence what I afTert, I (hall inmy poor manner endeavour, i. To>r
fhewyou what the Indulgences are which we juftly condemn : 2. The
unfound Hypothefes upon which they ftand : 3. Demoli(h the main.
Thefis : And , 4. Raife fomc profitable Inftru&ions above excepti-

on.

Vo S 1 ft
*' ^tts keg*n w'tn tne Name and Definition of Indulgences, which:

difp! pa^t fe- (ta Pa^s by more tnan 00 thirty different Opinions among themfelves,

)

cund.p.287. I (hall give you in Bellarmines own words ; after he hath, like a wary
Sed.2. Champion, attempted to reconcile, or excufehis owndifTenting party-

b BelUrm. (£) in the clofe of his eighth Chapter, he gives us this entire Definition,
Difput.Lugd.

vj^ Indulgence is a \udicial Abfolution from the Guilt of Punifhrnenu

de indulgen. owing to Godwin the penitentiary Courts given over ana above the Sacra-

lib.i.c.8.p. 24. ment^ by the Application of the Satisfactions which are contained in the

s Id.c. i.p.p. Treafure of the Church. He had before told us,(c) that the-CW<^,and the

Schoohy call Indulgences the Remijfions of Punijlwent, which often re-

main to be endured after the rermffion offaults^ and Reconciliation ob-

tained in the Sacrament of Penance; which Pardons the Popes ufe to

grant, at certain times, and not without fome juft and reafonable caufe,

out of their Fatherly gentlenefs, and condefcenfion towards their Chil-

dren, pitying their infirmity. This is his, and Tie at prefent wave any in-

terfering defcription. Lets then examine the Hypothefes of this profi?

table ftruclure.

II. The unfound hypothefes (or fuppofitions,) upon which they build

this profitable Struclure, are fuch as thefe : Tie name four ofthem.

1. That when the fault is pardoned, the punifhment is not pardoned,

but there remains an Obligation to punifhment, which is changed from
Eternal to Temporal, for which God mult be fatisfied, either by patient

bearing his ftrokes, or by undergoing the Penance injoyned by the Prieft,

or by laborious works freely undertaken, fuch as Prayers, Fading, and;

Alms; or by Indulgences.

Now the Quagmire-Foundation of this Diftinclion may thus appear,

both by TefKmony, by Reafon, and (which is more than both thefe) by
Scripture : I need but touch upon each, it being done more largely by a

d Marc. Mt. ketterhand ; and therefore I will produce but one Teftirnony,and that is of

rlerSl the-Archbifliop of Spdatro :
u In Pardon to diftinguim (d) between Fault

lia.$.

e

c.8.n,i! "and Punifhment, fo as to feparate them, is a moft vain thing, and not

e Fran. Turret- " to be admitted, efpecially in refpeft of God.
tm.de Sacisfac. For reafons, " 'lis againft the Nature (0 of the thing, that there
chr.perfec. a fhould be Punifhment where there is no Fault, take away the Caufe

|^q
°;
n ' 24,

? and the Effect mult ceafe. What BeUarmim faith, that the Houfe will

" ftand.

\
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" ftand; when the Carpenter that built it is dead, doth not infringe what
« we arftrm ; for we fpeak here of a Meritorious and Moral, not of an

" Efficient and Phyfical Caufe. Wheras it is further faid, A Ring may
"pardon a Malefador, and yet enjoyn him to make fatisfaclion; I an-

" fwer, The King and the party offended are different perfons , the King
" may not give away anothers right, we muft not confound the Court of

" Heaven and the Court of Earth. I might adde, 'tis againft the ordina- 3
c* ry manner of fpeech, to fay a Judge pardoneth a Malefactor, whom he

"punifheth. 'Tisagainftthe JufticeofGod to punifh one fin twice. Tis

^"againft the Mercy of God, to be reconcil'd to a firmer, and totor-

" ment him. But beyond all this, 'tis againft the Practice of Chrift -

y what

"Temporal punifhment did Chrift lay upon (/) Mary Alagduhr^ upon /[.uk.7.43.

«(g ) the Paralytick, the (/?) great Debtour. g Mat.9.2.

2, A fecond falfe hypothefis is this: One (?) Righteous man may fa- **?-at, ^^4"'

tisfie for another, and there are fome that need no fatisfaction for them- ]££'
^

felves, and therefore theirs may go for others, e .g. If Peter fait for Paul,
*

then Paul need not fait, but God pardons him the punifhment, which

he mould have fatisfied for by fading, &c. The groundlefnefs of this Hy-
pothefis may be thus evidenced.

Jefus Chrift hath perfectly fatisfied for our fins, and therefore men
are not bound to fatisfie in part for themfelves; fit) Chrift is the Pro- k.* Joh.2.2;

vitiation, (/) our Redemption, (m) God was in Chrift reconciling the I iCor. 1.50.

World unto him/elf, not imputing their trefvaffes unto them. I need name m 2 Cor
' * 1^

no other Text than that I am difcourfing or: (n) By one Offering he hath nHeb. 10.14.

perfectedfor ever them that are fanttified. To fay, Chrift fatisfied, that

our Satisfactions might be accepted, and ours ctepends upon his, (0) this ° Am.SadeeU

is to illude Scripture, ^.Chrift once fatisfied, that we might alwaycs^Jp^^j^j
fatisfie, Chrift perfectly fatisfied For us, that he might imperfectly fatis-

p7j &c.

fie In us ; Chrift hath fatisfied for Eternal punifhments, but doth fati fie

for Temporal when Believers themfelves fatisfie. O excellent way of

anfwering ! Again, if men muft in part fatisfie for their fins, then they

are not freely pardoned j but how eafie is it to multiply exprefs Scrip-

tures ; (/>) take notice but of one Epiftle : Jufiified freely by his Grace,
p Rom, 3. 24;

To him that worketh, is the reward not reckoned of Grace but of Debt. 4.4.

Ifby Grace, then it is no more of Workj.&c. Now if none can fatisfie for l *»

themfelves, then they cannot fatisfie for others,
((f) Jfthou be wife, thou q Prov.^.u.

Jhait be wifefor thy Jelf $ but if thou fcorneft, thou alone fioalt bear it.

But, mould we fuppofe what can no way be granted, how can they fpeak

of the Communication of mens good Works, while they explode the

Imputation of Chrifts Righteoufnefs, and fcomfully call it a putatitious

judication ? But more of this in the next.

3

.

A third abfurd hypothefis is this, That the fuperfluous fatisfactions

of Chrift, and eminent Saints, are laid up in a Treafury, to be laid out

for thofe that want.

The abfurdity of this is manifeft more wayes than I have time to

tXxx 2, men-
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,• ?Uc. Thef. mention, (r) befidethe abfurdityor Parcelling out tltc death of Chrift,
Salm,part. 2. t0 apply one part of it. to one ufe, and another part to another ufe;
p.72. qq. whereas all and every part of it is offered and applyed to every Be-

liever; Tis further abfurd to divide that which is fufficient, from that

which is fuperfluous, when what is infinite is indivifible ; and to fay, that

one drop of the Blood of Chrift, .is efficient for the faving of a thoufand

Worlds, and to reckon all the reft fuperfluous, and not fo much as one
perfon faved by ft, that would, not have been faved without it, what
can be more abfurd and blafpherrious ? I would further enquire, whe-
ther under the Old Teftamerit, Believers were bound to fatifie God for

Temporal puniftiments ? if they were, let them prove it ; ifthey were
not, then God dealt more mercifully with them under the Old Tefta-

ment, than with Believers under the New ; and the Satisfaction of Chrift

not exhibited, is more efficacious than fince his exhibition. Once more,
if the Satisfaction of Chrift be more than enough, what need the addi-

tion of Humane Satisfactions ? they fay, left they fhould be in vain. So
then, 'tis no matter though Chrifts Satisfaction be in vain, Saints muft.

not lofe their glory ; 'tis no matter with them though Chrift lofe his. In

their account, Chrift and Saints muft fhare the work of Redemption be-,

tween them ; Saints muft be our Priefts, our Sureties, we muft believe

in them, and place our hope in their Satisfactions; but before we do fo,

tis advifeable, to folve this Doubt, Whether the Treafury of Saints fu-

perfluous Satisfactions be Infinite or Finite ? if Infinite, then they are

fufficient to redeem the World,
1

which I think none hath impudence to

affirm ; if Finite, what fecurity may we have, ere we part with our

Money, that the Treaftfry is not exhaufted, upon the laige Grants al-

ready made ? but they* 1 tell them the Bank is inexhauftible ; In the next

place therefore let's confult the Treafurer.

4. The fourth tottering hypothefis is this, That the Pope hath the

chief power of difpenfmg this Treafury to thofe members that need

it. '

Though I might turn.offthis with that trite Maxim, That which hath;

no Being, hath no Accidents*, if there beno-fuch Treafury, there need
be no controverfie about the difpenfmg of it ; and though I might befpeak

them to agree among themfelves, whether hath greater power, the Pope
. or a Council, before they. quarrel with us about what themfelves are

not agreed : And though I may well fuppofe, that the Popes Supremacy
sfbef. Salm. i$ already confuted^ t& (0 what a fair
ibid.p.8i>&c. pividenii M they make, of t¥e. .Sa/isfa&ion of Chriftj while, they allow,

every' TPneit to difpofe of it for the pardon of'faults, .^nd of eternal pu-

nlmmehts.
;

but referve the difpofal of that part of it to the Pope, where-

by to-^ardon temf^l punimmenjts ? How egregioufly alfo do they trifle,

^e;

^y: (

di^n^i be£ween
;:£^##^ andthe Paynem of Satis-,

fafctioru Satislactfoh th'ey fay, Was made by Chrift an$ Saints, > but the;

. parent of^is, by,the,P;
qpe^-tl)at was doneiong; fwce, this is ft ill ,111

.

'% doing,
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1

doing; as if the fatisfaclion of Chriil were like a fumme of Money layJ

up in a C heft, to be layd out uponoccafion : Whereas we know no

other Gofpel treafury, but what is difpenfed by the Spirit of God, by

the Word and Sacraments. (0 ft & the Gofpel that is the power of 6W; Rom. 1.15,17

mno Salvation, to every one that beiicveth,-.- and Therein is the Righte-

oufnefs of God revealed. But I thai] fpeak more to this in my next At-

tempt to overturn their main Thefis, which is this.

That the Pope through the fninefs of Apofolical power, may grant a

wofl full Pardon by Indulgences : This is exprefs'd molt, fully by Cle-

ment the fixt, (#) whofpeaketh thus: " Of that infinite Treafure that i{ Decret. Gi.au

"is obtained for the Church Militant, God wouli not have it to be laid Tott. 2. cx-
c
* up in a Napkin, or hid in a Field, but hath committed it to Peter, that rrav,coir'* Ii -%

6C bears the Keyes of Heaven, and to his SuccelTor-Vicars on Earth,
5,c,2,p ' 552 '

u to be wholfomely difpenfed upon fit and reafonable Gaufes, fometimes.

"for the total, fometimes for the partial RemifTionof temporal Punifh-
a ments, both generally and fpecially due for Sins, to be mercifully ap-
<* plyed to the truely penitent, and confefs'd.

In the Anatomy of this Thefis7 I fhall endeavour to difcover thefc

things, viz.. i.The fafenefsot it j 2. The Novelty of it
; 3. The Con-

traditions ink; 4. The Cheats of it; 5, It's Injurioufnefs to Chrift;.

6. Its Mifchtef toChriftians.

Firft, To convince you ofthefalfenefs of this Fofition, I fhall firft give

you plain Scripture-proof, That there's no pardon of fin but by the Mer-

cy of God, through the Blood oi Chriit, received by. Faith, t In whomf EpheCi.7.

we have redemption through his blood3 theforgivenefs offins, according

to the riches of his Grace, (at) Being jufitfied by Faith, we have peace x Rom. 5, r;

with God through our Lord Jefus Chrift. Qyywho fhall lay anything /^ Rom. 8. 33.. 54
the charge of Gods Elefc i It is God that jufiifieth ; who is he that con--

demneth ? it is Chrifi that died,8cz. Many more Texts might be al-

teadged, butT had rather fay onely what is enough, than all. But our

Adverfaries pretend alfo to Scripture -warrant, though DurandQC) con- z&randJ^k

fefTeth, that concerning Indulgences there can but little be faid upon cer- p'™^' 3 *

tainty, becaufe the Scripture doth not fpeak expreffely ofthem for that

which is faid to Peter, Mat, 16. 18. / will give unto thee the Keyes of
the Kingdom of Heaven, and whatfoever thou flialt. binde^^c* is to be-

understood of the power given unto him in the Court of Pcenance, and

it *is not clear that it ought to be underftood of the granting Indulgen-

ces: But Beltarmine faith, (^) " Although Indulgences be not warrant? a deiridnfg
.
I..

iC ed by particular Scripture, yet they are in general by the power of
2*c,i0*P'4$«

u the Reyes,--- and they may be warranted by Divine Authority,knowa
a by Tradition of the Apoitles: (By the way, let me obferve, I do not

remember, that ever I read any. thing in their Authors about the Popes
power in any kind, but this Text is

v
prefs'd into the feryice of their de-

ilgn, though orr'inarilv, to as little purpofe.as any Text in the Bible,)

but-Scripcurcs" they baring, le'ts examine -them a little. They argue from
thofe
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biQox^V tf10^ words of the Apoftle, (b) ye ought rather to forgive him, and
&c. comfort him, dec. in fhort, The Apoftle gave Indulgence, fo may the

rthe Pope. There's enough in the Text to anfwer their Allegation, e.g.

i. Paul never limited a time for his Repentance, that it mull be fomany
dayes or years. 2. Paul took no price to pay his Debt out of the Co-
rinthians Worksof Supererogation. -3. The Penitent gave no Money
for his Indulgence. And, 4. Which is more than all the reft, he faith

ver. 10. To whom ye forgive any thing, 1 forgive alfo. This is no way to
c<Chem. exam, be endured, (c) that -the Pope hath no more power to forgive any thing

^
nc^rld,p

* than other Priefts j I doubt not, but rather than yield that, they'l let go

dQol 1.54.
^at Text. Another Text they urge, is, (d) my fufferings for yon,

and fill up that which is behind of the afflictions of Chrift m my ftejk,

for his Bodyesfake, which is the Church. Upon which they fay, that

Paul fatisfied for the fins of other Believers, and by this means did con-

tribute to the enriching the Churches Treafury of Satisfactions, which
the Pope difpofeth of by Indulgences: But this is prefuppofing their Opi-
nion, not proving of it. They grant our Expofition of the Text to be

eVaitkin Joe. right. (0 i. That Pauls Afflictions are the Afflictions of Chrift, i.e. he
£>.uo3i2i. ftjffered them for Chrift, for the Name of the Lord. 2. They made up

the laft part of the Apoftles task, being the remainder of the Afflictions

Tie had to fuftain. 3. They contain an illuftrious Evidence of his grati-

tude towards the Lord, that as Chrift hadfuffered for his Salvation, he
fuffered in his order for the glory of his gracious Mafter. So that here's

not a word of Satisfactions, or Treafury, or Indulgences. Another Text

f2Cor.8.U. ^ey ur£e IS
> (f) that your abundance may be a fufplyfor their want%

that their abundance alfo may be afupflyforyour want, <j. d. The Church
of Jerufalem was poor, and abounded in Merit, the Church of Corinth

was rich and wanted Merit ; take but the plain meaning ofthe Text, and
that will refcue it from fuch an abufe: The Corinthians received the

Gofpel from fome of the Jewifo Church, and therefore they ought to

relieve their Neceffities. Befides their wrefting of Scripture, they argue

from that Article of the Creed, The Communion of Saints, therefore

ihofethat neither do, nor fuffer what they ought for themfelves, are to

be ftrpplycd out of what others have done and fuffered more than they

need. Is not this a Confequence of the largeftfize? may they not by
fuch arguing prove every thing out of any thing ? Briefly, the Church
is called a Communion <of Saints-, becaufe, 1. They are all Members
ofoneMyfticat Body. 2. All the Benefits of Chrift are communicated

to every Believer, they are all called, juftified, fanctified, faved. 3. They
are to do all Offices of Charity one for another, while in this world

;

but what's all this to works of Supererogation ? Let this fuffice for this

firft particular, and the rather, becaufe the proof of the reft will alfo

prove this. Therefore,

Secondly, Indulgences are a Novelty ; the ancient Church neither

faiew nor pra&ifed any fuch thing. That they may not fay we /lander

them,






