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32. An omnes blasphemiae sint ejusdem speciei? Et an si blasphemize sint
heereticales, vel imprecativee cum odio Dei habeant gravitatem
exponendam in confessione? Ex p. 5. tr. 13. & Misc. 1. res. 21.
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Sup. hoe i mutem in cafit noftro3 nam talis ynam blalphemiam
Ref. prateti- orofere tantiim , licet fepitis in Deum, vnico tamen
i ;1;:(‘ adtu,codem tempore, Et ita docet Zanardus in dire-
z,%.:.& o Ear,cor;j;:efzf_Pnrr.;,yrac:pr_1 -¢.10. ; .
perius in tr, 2. Vinde olim cum multis aliis Theologis excufaul
s-legedodtri- guemdam pifcatorema reiteratione Confeflionum,
mam §.Pe qui fpils conuitia horrenda , non tamen {pecie di-
;‘f;l;': B:]i‘n uerfa in Deum, (i pifces non fumeret,actu proferebat,
som. g, 8. 3. Adde,qudd probabiliter etiam dici gote& con-
exRel1z. §. tra Zanardum,& Sanébarcllum traétar.de blasphemia
Non aflen ¢.4. dub.2. nm. 5. incon feflione non effe exprimen-
e da, que verba contumeliofa fuerint in Deum . vel

Sandtos prolata ; Bam omnes contumeliz funt eluf~
Supradn Ref. dem {peciei,vt fspra probatum eft,docer china!dus
28. Qua hic tom, 3. lib.2 4.c.5. mu02.& alij,8¢ omnes conucniunt
ot eciam [u- §n yatione formali, quz eft intentio auferendi alteri
pra Reliaa.&e ponorem s £rgo, 8.
i aliis pofi- )
tis m annor,
§. 2. & cum
codem Regi-
naldo hic ci-
12108

RESOL, X%XXI

Anguis teneatnr confiteri circumftantiam,fen diverfi-
tatem blasphemiarum ?

Er anbldfphemie in Dewm & Sanbtos non differant
[pecie ?

Et an , (i tales blajphemia procedant ex odio Dej for-
waiels, vel contineant harefim, teneatur pemitens cx-
plicare in confeffione gualitatem blafpiemia ?Ex p.

zitt.z. Rel 5o,

Sap.contenro G 1. Ffirmativeé refpondet Filliucius fom. 2.
in hac Rellin ‘A_ tr,2 §.0. 1.7, 26.qui citat Suarez. Idem etiam
feqRel, = Jocer Turrianus 2 ;,;.dzfp_(s, dub. 3 Reginaldus
tom, 2:03b,1 8.0, 1 4.3 01.Sancarellus traft.ae bereff,
&.4.dub, z m.4.Sanciusdifp.6.q 6. Laymanin Theolog.
mor, libg tralt. vo, 0.6.n.11 Ledelma in fm.toin, ;.
trait, v .c.9. concluf. 5. Lopez in inllratl.p. v.cap.28 1.
Bafiez i% 2.2.9.13.4r8. 10 Aragonius ibidem, & ali{'!,
2..8ed ego contrariam fententiam (oftinendam el-
{e iudico,* quia blalphemiz in Deum, 8 in Sanétos,
non differunt {pecie , vt docet Lazatius rrat. de
blapb. q.3. n.5 1. Caietanus in fiem. ver, blafphemia,
Volentia tom, 3. difp.1:4.1 3. pwntk.1. Azorius rem.1.
Lib.qg, ¢.28.9. ve. & alij® ergo non funt neceffarid in
confeffone aperiende , nift tales blafphemiz proce-
Sup. hodibi= derent ex odio Dei formali , vel continerent hare-
i fim = feclufis autem his duobus cafibus, in nulloalio
teneeut pecnitens explicare qualitatemn blafphemiz.
Ft ita in terminis docet Gy peius traét, de mj!i refers,
¢.9., 7. Homobonus de cafrefernp.z. c.v. fol. mibi
236.& Caietanus i7'2. 2.9, ¥ 3 ar8-1.in fine,
3.V nde apparet, me olim probabiliter refpondif-
{e, contra Sanchez iz fism, tom. 1. bib. 2.6 32. num,
39. & Aragonium 7 2. 2. 4. 1 3. @70 L. quemdam
Clericum potille reticere in Confeflione , an eius
bla{phemiz fuerintcontra Beatam Virginem,an cop-
txa alios Sanétos.
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RESOL. XXXIL

A omnes blafphemig fint einfdern [peciei ?

Etan, fi blafpbemie fins hareticales, vel imprecatine
ctn odis Dei habeant' granitatem exponendam
in confeffione ? Ex part. 5. ttadat. 1 3. & Milc.z,
Refz1,

Sap, omui g.l.NEgatiuam {ententiam ~ docet nouiffimé
conienta in Hurtadus de Mendoza iz 2.2. difpurat.g 1.

hae Refli £ i Z
?x._ :l: ::I: 7 [fhra 654 quia blanhcjnla elt peccatum propter
Il per todd. contumeliam in' Deum;fed contumeliz differunt Fpe.

vie z ergo & voluntas de illis, Minor probatur , quia

Tra&atus Septimus

mala quee poffumus Deo blafphemt adferibers i
diverlafpecie. 'Vt enim apud omnes diverfy i;immu
eft aliquem a{PPcllarE latronem , ac RPPﬁ“ixc i
ftuofum , & fodomiticum , & ebriofum ; jia 4 il
Deum , quia ea omnia mala , vtinter homings fy
contumeliz diftinétz , proprer diverfam peccatony,
wirpitudinem, fic & clm coniiciuntur in Deup, Yo
de deducit Hurtadus in confeffione explanangss el
hazreticales blaiphemias prz imprecativis, nop f,.
lum ob oppofitionem cum fidei confeffione , fd
quod intra blafphemiz limites eft diverfum cong,
cium, affertio rei turpis, ac imprecatio ; & inwer has
reticales exponende f{unt fpecies contumeliany,
quz iaétz funt in Deum, & inter imprecatiyas, .1;_»;
graviora mala ignificant; item & qua funtin Deum %4
fimul, 8 Sanétos,quia habent duas malitias fpecie g,
ftinctas irveligionis, & irreverenti in Sanétos, qia
wiolatur Religio, & Dulia,& inter Sandtos ex i
daeft circumitantiain Virginem Matrem Dei, quiy
eft contra Hyperduliam , quia haec virws aot fpeqy
differr 2 Dulia, aut haber gravitatem exponendamiy
confelfione,Ita Hurtadus, probabiliter quidem,
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2.Sed contrariam {ententiam non minus probabi.
Iem effe puto, nifi blafphemia fit hereticalis, vel jn
precativa ‘cum odio Dei. Vide Fauftum de Sacrgn, 8
penit, lib.q. g 1 37. Celeftinum in Comp, Theol e,
rrall, 1.¢.9.diffic.4- Leonem de Correét.Confef.tom,y,
vecol.1 ... Duvallivmin 2.3, D, Th. tralt, de fide
9.9.47#. 2.in fine , 8 recognolce omnino me ipfim
an 1. part.irait.g * refol so. i
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RESOL. XXXIIL

An circuniffansia Apoftafie it in confeffione apuritn.
dayvel fufficiar dicere in barefim lap[us fim?

Etan Apafia hadifferat fpecie ab barefs , velan Ap
[fata debear explicare ad quam [céiam tranfierit§
Ex part.par 7.Reli5 4.

§.1. F Sfe hanc circumftantiam in confeffione spes

_ tiendam, putat Ledeflma iz fimsmn.tom. 1.trad,
v.eap.7.concluf. 3. Aragon.in 2.2.4. 1 L.artic,1. dib1,
concl. 1. Valentia tom. 3.difp.1 4.1 1. pwnit. 1. diffci,
€ g, 1o.punth. 3. ver[ His ita.Suarez de fide, difp.i6,
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fedt.5.in fine, cum aliic. Imd Sanch. iz fumdib.a.c0.
#. 17. docet , apoftatam debere explicare,, ad qum ¥
fedtam tranfieric. Probatur hec opinio : vel,quiasp- -
ftaba differt (Pt‘cie ab harefi , vt tenet Suar, fococit,
Lorcain z.2.4-5 2.a7t.1.difp. 5 0 7. 3. Turtectemataia
Shmdib.4.p.2.¢.13.Simanchas de cathol.inff uit s,
Canus de locis Theoll.12. c.g.vel quia circumftats
multum aggravans:ergo, &c. ;
2. Sed ¢go puto , apoftafiam non differte (pec2
ab hareli 5 vt docet Bafez in 2.2. geff.a 2.4t
Valentia tom. 3.difp.1 4.1 1,punit, g @ 12, pntl.L
Azorius tem. 1. lib.8.cap, 21, 9. 3. Caictanus s 2, 2
g1 o-art. 1.6 guaffar.art. 1.Calkusde inflhar prit
lib,1 .t.7.Pegna iz dircé?or.p_;_g.49. COMITT 4o 200
chez vbi fupra, nam.1 6. Zanardys 4 diveét, Tneslsf,
Lorcam vbi [upranum.1. Zanardus in direl® Theole,
.2 pracepr. 1. . 8. Ledefia vhi fipr, ideoallet
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circumftantiam apoftaliz , tanquam aggrauantcd
non efle nece(larid in confeflione aperiendam, &
verd apoftafia non differas {pecie ab herefi,
wr; quia apeftafia eft difceffio 2 tota fide ; he
autem & parce fidel : at magis, vel minis recedere
€0, quod {emel fifceprum eft, non mutat fp_fﬂfmﬁ‘
ﬁo apoftafia non differt {pecie ab hzr:ﬁ-,&’ ided !P‘:
atis, & Hereticis eadem peena imponiturefgt -
Deinde, ciim apoftata fic, qui omnnind fidean dele
fi non effec hazreticus , [fequeretur mﬂ["ﬁ‘;‘ﬁm
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