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AN

EXAMIN ATION
OF THE
ScrurLes of thofe who Refufe to Take
THE

Hath of Allegramee.

¢ thofe who have protefted againft the proceedings of the
Convention, had publifhed their Reafons for fo doing, it
would have been an eafic matter to have fatisfied the Pub-
lick, by examining whether the Grounds inducing them to

this Refolution, were folid, orno: But forafmuch as the greater

part have acquiefced in the Judgment of the Convention, wherein
we have reafon to believe they proceeded according to the Light
of their Confcience ; and the other Party hathnot thought fitto
publifh the Grounds of their diffent ; we have, in the matter before

us,nothing to examine, but what fome of them may have alledged’

in their Converfations with their Friends, fo juftitie their Proteft
and Refufal to follow the Senfe of the Conventionand Parliament.
 Scarcely was the Project of the Houfe of Commons for fetling

the Government, publickly known, but fome moft feverely com-:

demned their propofing of it to the Houft of Lords, as offending
them inall its parts. They could not endare to hear of an Origi-
nal Contratt between the King and the People; they found fault
with the word .Abdicared,which the Commons had made ufc of to
fignifie that the late King Fames 11 had abandoned the Govern-
ment of the State : Andlaft of all they could not bear with their
declaring the Throne vacant. To make.void this Voteof the Com-
njons, fome Members of the Houfe of Lords propounded a quite
different way of proteeding in this Affair 3 they agreed with the
Cominons, indectaring King Fames IL. uncapableof Adminiﬂri?]g

the
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2 An Examination of Scruples

-the Government 3 as well becaufe of his Religion, which engageth

‘him to.the-utmolt of his Power to deftroy a Proteftant State;
, as for the care he has taken, fince his coming to the Crown, to evi-
\ dentce to all his People, that he was refolved to overthrow the
| Government eftablithed by Law, to make way for Popery; but
| that notwithftanding all this, they could not declare that he had
broke the Original Contract between him and his People, or de-
prive himof the Royal Dignity.

Secondly, That his retiring out of England into France, could
not beaccounted a voluntary and lawful Renunciation of the Go-
vernment ; and confequently that it could not prejudice the Right
he has, during his Life, to the Crown, as being a Right devolved
upon him by Succeflion.

Thirdly, That feeing the Throne could rot be faid to be vacant,
the Prince of Orange could not, without injuttice, be advanced to
the Dignity Royal ; becaufc thereby the Right of Succeflion
would be overturned, and the Conftitution of the Government
changed, by making the Kingdom Eleclive 5 nor the Princefsnei-
ther, becanfe this would be an'invading of her Fathers Right,
whom Death alone could diveft of the Soveraignty.

But being fenfible, as well asthe Commons had been, that thefe
Suppolitions admitted,would fubject the Kingdomto inexpreffible
Confufion ; they pretended to remedy this Inconvenience, by de-
claring the Prince of Orange Regent of the State, by reafon of the
King's incapacity to adminifter the Government; to grant him
allthe Rights of Soveraignty, except the Title of King, and to
fwear to him the Oaths of Allegiance and Supremacy, under the
Title of Regent of the Kingdom ; which provifion feemed tothem
fhfficient to fettle the Government on a fureand lafting Foundati-
on, without thaking of any of thofe Maxims they oppofed to the
Refolve of the Houfe of Commous, as being maintained by the
generality ofthe Divines of the Church of England. It was vi-
fible enough, that this expedient of the Lords was not fufficient to
preferve the Fruit of the Deliverance God had fo lately afforded
us; and it had been already rejected, as an umprofirable Device
by the Weftminfter and Oxford Parliaments, 4mo16S0. Neither
did it at allanfwer the firft fteps the Lords made, after the Retreat
of Famcs 1. for they immediately took upon them the Go-
vernment, as being wholly ahandoned , and afterwards put it into
the hands of the Prince of Orange 5 they defired him to call a Con-

vewtion,

= g,

about the Oath of Allegiance. 3

weation.  All which Adts of theirs, ade it as clear as the light, that
they no-longer owned the Authority of King Fames 1l. who had
quit the Throne: For fuppofing the continuance of his Authority,
none of thefe Acts could be accounted lawful, as being fo many
Attempts againft the Soveraiguty.

And forafmuch as neither the Commons,nor the greater part of
the Houfe of Lords, did ever agree to this Expedient ; but fol-
lowing their firft Refolutions, have proclaimed .he Prince and
Princefs of Orange King and Queen of England , and have ordered
the Oath of Allegiance to be fworn to them 3 it appears that the
Scruples of thofe who propounded the Regency, asan happy Ex-
pedient for fetling of the Government, were only founded upon
the Maxims before mentioned, which they confidered as an un-
moveable ground to build upon. Wherefore to deliver them
from the Helitations which the proclaiming of the King and Queen,
and the neceflity of teking the Oathof Allegiance, haveraifed in
their Spirits; we muft enquire, whether the Principles they go
upon be fo immoveableand inconteftible, as they fuppofe them to
be; or whether indeed they have not built upon falle Suppofiti-
ons. I know there are already feveral Difcourfes publithed upon
this Subject , wherein the Proceedings of the Conveation are
ftrongly afferted, and many thereby freed from their Scruples,
by difcovering the Prejudices they Iaboured under. Yet foraf-
much as it is of ufe to treat ftill of Subjects, as long as the neceflity
of farther clearing of them continues ; 1 prefume 1 fhall not lofe
my pains inexamining them afrefh, in hope of propounding fome-
thing that may fatisfie the Confciences of thole who have ftarted
at the apprehention of ehefe difficulties, which is the main defign
of this Writing. .

The firft Queftion, viz. Whether there be an Original Consralt
between the King and People 5 the Suppofal of which, the Com-
mons made their Foundation, isthe eafieft thing in the World
to be determined ? To convince any rational Man hereof, it is
enough to put him in Mind only of the Oath, the King fwears
to his People, and the People to their King at his Corenation s
which is the Seal of that Original Contract. There are two
Sorts of Oaths, according to the Confent of Divines ; the one
Judicial, takenatthe Commandof a Judge; the other Lxtraju:
dicial, which is taken by ehe Agreement and Confent of two Par-

ties, who agrec mutually to take it 3 whicli is therefore alfo Clalé
<
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P . An Examination of Seruples
_led Conventional o Sylveft. de Furam. ¢.1. §.-3. ‘This bei
granted, it cannot bg denied, that there issar? Ori;;:il[.)ce‘glg
1raét in all Kingdoms, where the People take an Oath of their
Princes ; the Oath on their Part being nothing elfe, but the fo-
lemn Confirmation of the Obligation they enter in, to perform
zheir Part of the Conditions, which are impofed up,on them b
the State. ’Tis very ftrange, that in a Matter thus clear a‘ng
Self-evident, as thisis, fome fhould have exprefs’d themfelvesin
a flouting way, That the Houfe of Commons would have done
well, tohave fent the Lordsa Copy of this Original Contratt
-drawn from their Regifters, wherein they ought to have pre:
ferved it, if any fuch were. They fhewed fufficiently with
thefe Words, That they never hada right Notion of the Go.
vernment of England, nor of the Nature of the Coronation-
Oath;- which, toa Demonftration, proves this Contrac. The
might have learnt this Point, from the noted Mirror of Fuy icef
C.hnp.l. Sect. 2. where after having fhewed, that God had fube
dued the Ancient Britains , becanfe of their unjuft Government
tathe Power of the Saxons, who conquered England, there be-
ing no lefs than forty of them, that were Companion’s in the So-
veraignty 5 Thefe Princes (faith he) afier grear Wars, Tribula-
-:ler)(z: and Troubles , [uffered: for a-long rime, chofe themfelves one
King to reign over them, to govern God's People , and to maintain

and defend their Perfons, and ‘their Goods in Peace, by Rules of

Law.  And as the Beginning, they made the King to
ﬂ’;ould maintain the Chrzﬁian‘g'zﬂhh gvitb all his Ponrfr, {:ZZ;LZJ;: ‘le
People by Law, without having regard to the Perfon of any one, and
that be fhouldbe obedient to fufer Right, as well as bis People ’,l"ha
;vfhxlg’l: '; mdor_et: téuq Noltion cannot be given of the Gov.ernmen[;
10land, its Original, a igati i
wh'oktakc the Coro%atio’n- ?)dafll;e Obligacion that lics upon thoft,
 know therebe fome Men, whofe Skullsare thic ¢
maintain; That the Oaths Kings takeat their Corénatilgnegg"ngci :t):‘
all oblige them to-their Pcople; but only their Confciences with
F?e.f pect to God.  But the four following Conﬁderar.ions’aré fuffi-
!cg?nt to difabufc them of this Iufion they put uponthe State and
r:;mgs |:'h§n.1felvcs. Firft, Itis falfe,that Kings do not fwear tothe
(’)e;[]r)‘le h’ tis to them they precifely direct their Promife,with the
0 that confirms their -Promife and Obligation,Bracton Lib.3.
Cap. 9. - Secondly , -If this Divinity will hold, Why then are.
nog

T

about the Oath of Allegiance.

not the People as well difingaged fromthe Obigation that is up-
on them, to perform the Promifts they have made to their Kings,
and confirmed by their Oaths, as being only obliged in Conici-
ence to God, but not to the King?

Thirdly, They may be convinced of their Errour, by the plain -
fence of the Oaths that Kings takeinEleCtive Kingdoms, thele
being the exprefs wordsof the Oathtaken by the Kings of Pcland :
If1 fhall violate this my Oath , the Inhabitants of my K ingdons fhall
not be bonnd to fhew me any Obedience.

Fourthly,If it be faid,thatthis indeed is fo in Ele&tive Kingdoms,
but that it cannot take place in thofe where the Crown defcends
by Succeflion;; this Suppofition of theirs, that Succeffion alters the
nature of the King’s Oath, is altogether falfe and ungrounded :
We have aninftance heredf, in theKings of Spain; who when they
are Crowned Kings of Arragon, which they poflefs by Right of
Succeflion, the People, after that the King has taken the Corona-
tion-Oath, fpeak in thefe terms: We who are as powerful as You, but
are more confiderable 5, conftitute You our King , for 10 preferve our
Lamws and Liberties 3 which if Toudo not do, this goes for nozhing, And
certainly it is a very pretty ldea thefe Men trame of the Royal
Oath: A King obliges himfelf before God, in the moft folemn
manner imaginable, to keep the Laws; but forall this, 1y they,
there is not the leaft tye upon him to his People. If this were
indeed the cafe with Kings, they had much better , after ha-
ving performed this Ceremony, openly proteft, That what they
had done, was only in mockery and mafquerade; for that though
they fhould violate the Laws and overturn the Government,they
only in fo doing, att according to their Power and Right and
no body can of right fay to them, any more than to the Pope,
Why doft thou fo? At leaft, this would be of ablolute neceflity to
difabufe the People, who, upon therefpet they have foran O.th,
are apt naturally to conclude, (without donbt by an effedt of
Stupidity common toall Mankind) That Qaths oblige the Parties
that take them,not only towards God, but alfo to thofe to whoin

in particular they are addrefled. .
I grant, that the Governments which reqiire an Oath from

their Kings-at their Coronation, have not been carctul to fubjon
to it the fame Declaration t eht fit

he States of Aragon have thoug
todo: However, it is evident

that the leaving ont this Claufe,
does not atall alter the cafe.  Thus welee, that in Matrimonial
B Cone
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6 An Examination of Scruples

Contracts, thoughtheClaufe of Divorce in cafe of Aduitery, be
pot exprefs'd, as indeed it is ufal to omit Claufes that ar¢odious;
yet cannot we inferr from thence, that that Condition is not as
exprefly to be underftood, as if it had been declared in plain words
and at large. We read in the Laws of St.Edward, which were af-
terwards ratified by King i¥iliam the Conquerour, and whichare
to be fworn to, by all Kings at their Coronation, That if the
King clo not Govern according to the end for which he was con-
Nec nomen Regis ftiruted, He fhall not fo much as vetain the Name of
inco conttalut.ve- @ King, but forfeits thar Tizle. So that wefee how
rum nomen Regis  the tundamental Laws of the Nation do decide
perdic. the point. The famous Fortefcue, Chancellor of
Eugland, was fo {znfidle of this Contrat, that he lays down in his
Book de Laudibus Legnm, That the Power of the King of England,
is a Power limited and bounded by Laws, which he cannot change
at his own pleafure, and by fuch Laws as his SubjeCts themfelves
defire 5 and this hecalls a Palitical or Civil Government, and a-
fcribes the Original of all Forms of Government only to the vo-
lantary Confent of the State.

Taking for granted then (as indeed it cannot be denied) that
there is an Original Contract herween the King and People, the En-
quiry will be, Whethér King Fames Il. did vot violate that Con-
tract, by breaking the Oath he fware to the People ? That he has
broken his Oath inall the parts of i, isa thing fo evident, that
even thofe who were for his keeping the Title of King, though
they thought fit to take from him the Adminiftration of the Roy-
2! Dignity, never durft call it in queftion. The matter of fact
was but tooapparent,and theeffects of it too fad and fenfible. Now
this fuppofed, for it needs no proof, Can we rationally conclude
that James 11. hasnot forfeited the Right and Title of King? If
. on his part he tiasbroKe all the Tics ie had engag'd himfel{in, to
his People, Who fees not thatin fo deing, he has diflolved the
Original Contra& which he had confirmed by Qath ? To fay that
aContradt may {till fubfift, though one of the Parties break the
Coaditions by forfwearing himfelf, is a meer Contradiction ; be-
- caufe a Contradt cannot {ubfift ,but by performing the Conditions
I for which it was madeat firft:  So that we cannot doubr, with-.
. out confounding the nature of things, but that Fames IL by break-
ing the Engagements he had taken, and confirmed by Oath, has
fet free his People from their Qath of Allegiance,by which they en-

gaged

about the Oath of Allegiame.

gaged themfelves to him, onty 6ri condition of his performing the
Promifes he had made to them. In this cafe it is that Maxim
takes place : With him that breaks his Faith, Faith may  Frangenti fi-
bebroken. The King promifes to Govern according dem, fides
to Law, and upon this account he enjoys the Rights frangatur ci-
and Prerogativesannexed to the Crown; the People dem.
on their part promife Fidelity and Allegiarice to liin according te
the Laws : As foon therefore as Fames |1, began to overturn the
Laws, as He has done in the moft profefs’d manrier imaginable, he
at the fame time alfo diffolved the Original Contract, by which
alote he could demand Obedience from his Pcople, who ftand ro
longer engaged to him by their Oath of Allegiance. ~What 1 here
alledge, is confirmed by all the Divines of the Romifh Church, wlo
have not facrificed their common Senfe to Court Flattery. Sce
what Aneas Sylviss fpeaks to this point, Lib. 1. de Geflis Concil.
Bafil. where he relates the Difcourfe of the Bihop of Burgeos
The Pope 55 inthe Church, as a King in bis Kingdom but 1o fay, tha
the King bas move Pomer than althis K ingdom, is abfurd : Wherefore,
a6 fomctimes Kings, for Male- Adminiftrarion and Tyranny, are wholly
excluded and turned out of their Kingdoms 5 fo ncither canit be dorlr-
ed, but that a Popc may be depofed bythe Chirchy that is;y by Ge-
weral Conncil.  Nov do T give any beed to thofe who attribute to Kings
[ich an unlimitted Power, as notto be tied tothe Laws 5 thefe bung only
a fort of Flatterers,that [peakconirary to their own § fﬂfﬂ and judyimest.
And afier having proved that Kings were ongmally gc;‘.(huu;d
by the Confent of the People, and that they are fubjet to the
1.aws,whereof they are only the Executors, he adds, But if e fec a
Kine that contcmns the Laws, takes away his Subjetls Goods by foree,
forr?; Virgins, abufes married Women, [ubjcéting all things 10 his Lugt
and rafh bumonr 5 Will not the States in this cafe, being et together,
depofe [uch a Prince from bis Throne, placing another there, ko fhall
fwear to Govern well, and obey the Laws 2 Snrcly, a5 Reafon 1chs s, 3t
auabt 10 be thus: So we [te that Piatlice in fuch cafcs, confirsms st
I'the rather quote this Authority, becaufe it canfirms a M-xim
acknowledged by all the Ambaffadors, Bifhops, and Depuries of
the Wellern Chureh, and by thofe of E:(g{and in particnlar, who
were prefent at that Council, and did notin thc'_lcal‘t quettion ,thc
point ; whereas, it is very probable, the Ambaliadors ‘of Eeglad
would bave oppofid it, if they had thought it contrary to rhe

Laws and Cuftom of their Country. But indeed, with what talag
B2 ou
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8 An Examination of Scruples

could they have objected any thing againit the truth of thi
Maxim , when butfiftecnor fixteen )geags before, Englard ggdt:llz
pofed Richard 1. laying down as an unmovable gieund, That he
was fofar engaged to keepthe Oath he had fwornto his Peopleat
his Coronation, that having broke feveral Articles thereof, and be-
ing confequently convicted of Perjury, they were no lor:ger ob
liged to own him for their King. We have in Knighbton the whol;.
procefs of this Depofition, which deferves to be confidered by us
mn its Principles and Conclufions, as being fuch, which I fcarceybe
lieve any daredeny ; and the Examples thereof have been fo fr -
quent in c})ghﬂ Kingdoms, that Mariana in his Book de Rege, Lib :-
C. 3. Decicated to King Philip 11I. cxamined by his Order a'nd'
printed with his Privilege, by his Printer,was not afraid to alle
If a Princeby his ill Government, brings the State into danger 5 if rbt?
Zc a4 Contemner of his Country and Religion, and will admi of ﬂo, Remc‘
dy, that then he onght to be Abdicated, and another to be fubftitured in
his rooms, as has often beendome in Spain 5 and muft juftly fuffer 45,:
wild und ravenous Beaft,expofed tothe Darts of all; becanfe divesti
Lwlljkrlf of bumanity, he ss turned Tyrant. "
now thereare a fort of People, who fuppofe 3
off thefe Examplcsand Authorities all at oncxé?by bt:lii};yci?régto'd{
Ehatthef;{luftgms and this Doltrine, are only the effe@t of Po l'n%
and Jefuitical Errors : But pray, let fuch confider, 1. That tk?rjlf
;)ttjxe Reformed Religion in all places, and part,icularly in En ;
rm , havealwaysapproved them, as I fhall make appear in tﬁ-
cguel.. 2. Thatthe contrary Opinion ought rather to pafs foe
a rhopxm and Jefuitical Opinion ; becaule it is certain thatnthof:
lw o firlt maintained it, whatever averfion they migh,t pretend tv
t1avc againft the Jefuits, did defend it in favour of the Jefhits ang
o promotetheir Pretenfions ; who without this Opinion c Id
never fo fecurely have advanced their Defigns. 3. I this O Oiu'
2: ;)e ?nce admitted, it will inevitably follow, that neithgrn;l;
[" l‘qgam » NOT any other part of Enrope, there is, or canbe, any law
‘ rfe{u?f:f z;);‘genrcv:h}?m.the PeoEle are bound to obey, tilofey wixc;
[ prefent having no other Right but what they h i
ved from Princes i i T e e
deglgl:'ed oo Su::te).mm[ed in the room of thofe that have been
is being premifed, *twill be eafie to fec throt jecti
ng 1I}bmg have madg againft the word Abdicm,m;gg ntile]:eo?z]?ﬁ:-
mvention, [t plainly appears, that the Commons by that t&erme
meant

about the Oath of Allegiance. 9

meant nothing elle but to exprefs King Fames his atual Renunci-
ation, by abandoning the Government, rathet than confent to
thofe equitable Conditiors offered to him, if he had been willing
to return to his Duty, and keep his Oath, whereby he ftood enga-
gedto his People. It capnot bealferted without extream impu-
dence, That James 1l.was igrorant of the occafions of complaint he
had given to his Subj ¢ts, fince his coming to the Crown, fince the
Trial of the feven Bifhops, the Prirce of Orange’s Declaration, had
in general touch’d at the Breaches made upon the Law. TheBi-
fhops alfo prefented a Memorial to the King, whereinthey menti-
on'd the chief Grievances the State labour’d under,inten Articles;
and he was fo far convincd of the Equity of theirDemands,that to
reconcile thofe whom he had made averfe from him , he began in
appearance_to re-cltablith fome of the Laws he had ovér-thrown,
and to undo fome of his unjuft and arbitrary “‘Proceedings. Butafter
all;it appears but too evidently,that in all this, there was nothing
of fincerity ; for hedidnot think fiting to give any fatisfactionas
to that point, which was the greatcft Grievance of all; but conti~
nued in the Refolution of challenging to himfelf a Power to dif-
penfe withthe Laws;fo that whatfoever he had,during the preflure
of his Affairs, repaired, might as eafily afterwards be overthrown
again, as foon as the danger which threatned him was blown over:
Ard all the Laws fince Heary V1iL. whichare the foundation of the
Government, were always in the fame danger of being repealed,
at leaft difpenfed with, at his pleafure. 1f this had not indeed
been his cafe, it had becr ealte for him to have calmed the Trou-
bles he had raifed, and continued in his Kingdom in peace and fafe-
ty. But having fixed his Refolution, and Neceflity prefling him
to alrer his meafures, he chofe rather to quit the Kingdom than
his Refolutions. Now that all this is not fpoke by Conjecture,
appears from his own declared and avowed Principles 5 for after
his return from Feverfhan, was it not fit he thonld immediately
have declared, that he had changed his Refolution, purpofing for
time to come, to Rule according to;Law, and openly renouncing
the Arbitrary Power hehad arrogated to himfelf? Wasnot this
the time for him, in purfuance to the carneft follicitations of his
People, to declarche would referrall things to the Decifion ofa
frec Parliament, and to fend out the W rits for their Eletion,
which he had kept back ? Surely, afinall ftock of Pruderce, had

he inclined this way, had been fufficient to have fhewn him, that
this
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YO "An Examination of Scruples

this was the nick of time to put an end to the Fears and Complaints
of his People,and confirm himfelf in the Throne : Whereas inftead
of taking this natural and ready way, and inftead of acquiefcing
in thofe cquitable Conditions, which the Commiflioners he had
fent to the Prince of Orange had brought him, and which be feem-
cd to have approved as both juft and acdvantageous to him; he
1till continued inthe defign of retiring himfelf, and to leave }:'no-.
Lund rather than to change the meafures he had taken to oppﬁ?f's
them. If we judge without prejudice of this his Retreat, it is na-
tural forus to conclude, Ttiat not feeing any poflibility of effectin

his defigrs in England, hethoughtbeft to retire to France an§
i‘rom thence to invade freland or Seorland, there to proiécu’tc his
firft-fix’d defign 5 hoping that after amore eafie inducing of thofe
Kingdoms, (intheftate he had put them)) toarm againft Enp-
! »d, he might eafily opprefs that Kingdom alfo, and reduce thern
to t(mr. condition, as nothing more fhould be an Obftacle to his
Arbitrary Government. When a Prince has overthrown the
Laws, and employ’d unlawfal Arms to maintain this his Ufurpa-
tion, if thofe, who by their Rank and Intereft in the State are En-
gaged tooppofe themfelves to his Violence, oblige him either to
betake himfelfagain to the ways of Juftice, from whence he has
departed, or to quit the Government ; is it not evident that he re-
nounces the Government, by refulimg to change his former unjuft
and illegal Courfes? Whether he departed out of fear , or'g«ih

other motive, is not material. to this Enquiry; but cert;in it isy
that Fames Il having done both, rather chofe to retire himfelf,
thanto part with the Refolution he had taken to overthrow the
State 3 being fo far fromacquiefcing in the Remonftrances that
had heen made to him, and from calling a Parliament , to ‘which
he had been fo earneftly follicited, and for which he h,ad engaged
his Word thatonthe contrary, he abandons the Governiéjnr,v

and cafts himfelf into the Armsof a Prince that is an Evemyto

the Government, and who has always endeavoured to fabvert
their Lawsand Religion : 1t follows therefore, that he has really
Al;dr:c..ucd the Uoven]mcnt, as the Parliartent have declared. !

_Neither canany difficulty be raifed here, concerning 7:1'”19: .
hisabandoning of the Governiment, becaufe his Retirement was
not altogether voluntary, but rather by a kind of force and co;1s
ftraint : For as it is moft true, that the effence of Things doth no—
depemd on their Formalitiesy and that it cannot be denied, bu:;:

thag

oo s A
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that he hasalways retained, and ftilldoth , his defign of overtur-
ning the fundamental Laws of the Government, having to this end
kept upa ftanding Army, contrary to the Laws; and not being
able to bring about his end, has caft himfelf into the Arms of the
French King : All which being evident beyond difpute, the circom-
ftance of his (in fome fort) involuntary retirement, which withfo
much AffeQtation is exaggerated by fome, will be found of no mo-
ment. If the People have power to conftiture 4 King, they who have
made bim fo, may without any injuflicc cither lay him afide , or curb
bis Exorbitancy, in cafe he atcempts tyrannically to abnfe the
Power Royal : Which is the Opinion of Thomas Aguinas , in his
Book Dedicated to the King of Sicily, L. 1. C.6. Neith:r are we to
believe, that the People,in depofing of aTyrant, are guilty of any breach
of Faith or Difloyalty, theugh they bad formerly by Oath obliged them-
feles tohim,becanfe he deferves thas bis Subjects lowuld not keep the Faith
they badpromifed bim, forafmuch as he hath not carried himfelf fastbful-
lyin Ruling his People, asthe Duty of a King requives 5 as the fame
Author continues in the fore-cited place. Cardinal Amreolus teaches
the fame thing,in 2. Diff. q.qun.Art. 3. We perceive from hence, that
a King may play the Tyrant over bis Subjects, s having no Superior to
whomthey can appeal from bim : Whercfore if it happens n a City or Com-~
munity, that the Prince turns Tyrant,if he bave no Superior, in thiscafe
1hewhole Commusiry may juftly, and according to right Reafon, foin to-
gether to veduce himto Reafon 5 orif he prove incorrigible, for cver de-
pofehim, Grorius clearly aflerts the fame Doltrine, de Fure Pacis
& Belli, L.1. C. 4. §. 13. If a King,faith he, have one fhare in the
Soveraign Power, and the People or Senate another y if the King entrench
upon the Power of the People, he may be juftly oppofedy as extending bis
Power beyord its bounds 5, and this I judse oughr 1o take place, notwith-
Jjhanding what bath been fuid before, that the Power of waging Warisin
the Kings for that i 10 be underfload with vefpect 1o foreign War;it being
[elf-evident, that he who bas a fhare in the Sovemigmg,muﬂ‘ needs have a
Ri_bt to defend and fecure the |ams: And where this happens i # as plain
that the King may lofe his [barc in the Governmens by the Law of War.
This Doctrine not only (hews that the Esxglifs have juftly taken
up Arms to oppofe the Invafion of their Rights and Privileges,
butalfo that Fames I1. who had invaded them, under Covertof
an Army raifed contrary to Law, perfevering in his defign of
abufing the Royal Power; and chuling rather to lcave the Govern-
ment, than to return to the bourds of Law-and Juftice; we can-

. not,
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12 .An Examination of Scruples

-not,without Incurring the cenfure of Vanity,troubleour felvesany
further about enquiring, whether this his quitting of the Govern-
ment, was moreor lefs voluntary. When King Edward Il.being
taken Prifoner, and depofed for following the Counfel of che Spen-

_cers, was obliged by the Parliament to abdicate the Crown, which

-theybeftowed upon his Son Edward, Hiftorians tell us, that he
refufed to confent to any fuch Abdication ; however, becaufe he
exprefs'd himfcif as beholden to the Parliament for conferring the
Crown on his Son Edward 111. the Parliament either fatisfied them-
felves with the Acknowledgment, as a kind of Abdication 3 or for-
ced him to agree toaformal one ; asindeed fuch an one was for-

-merly to be feen amongft the Rolls of Parliament : Shall we be fo
weak to think, that the Parliament did much concern them-
fe!ves, whether this Abdication was more or lefs voluntary ? It

.appears it was done in a Prifon; and after fo much repugnancy
on the King's fide, that it was but too evident he would never have
confented to it, had he been at liberty to have made his choice,
but would havealways continued inhis defign of confounding the
Government, as he had done before. It is thercfore apparent,
.that whatfoever wasdone on this occafion by the Lords,who went
to the King to demand this Abdication of him,was only for to fa-
tishie the Queen, and his refufal would not at all have hindred
them from pafling the AQ,by which he was afterwards depofed.

The third point concerns theFucancy of the Throne,which feems
to overthrow the Notionof Succefllion, and that common faying
in fucceflive Kingdoms, That the King diesnor, To which may be
anfwered, 1. That this Saying has neither all the Truth, nor all
the Ufe which is commonly attributed toit: Sure it is, that it
is founded on a new Notion, viz. That the Coronation of a King

Ason]y a fimple Ceremony 3 whereas in ancient times, the Reign
of Kings bore date frem the Day of their Coronation ; Du Tiliee
the French-man, afficms it was {o in France: Recherches,L.2.p.154.
and the Learned avow the fame concerning the Kings of Exgland 5
of which,if any defire to be further fatisfied,they need only confule
the publick Records of this Kingdom, Befides,we know that the
Deathof a King puts an end to the Authority of Judges derived
from his Commiflion;which could not befo,if the Royal Authoricy

did not die with the King, and revivcagain upon the declering of
his Succeffor.However it be,it cannot be denied but that the Com-

mons have exprefs'd themiclves with a great deal of Prudence

and

Il
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and precautioi 3 and'it is matter of wonder, that thofe who have
cenfured.this Expreflion, did not confider, that it was not poflible

'to make ufe of a more proper term, in thofe circumftances: [t pre-

ferved the Notion- of Kingly Government, which they thought
neceTary to preferve 3 itimplied that the-Throne was to he filled
fome way or other, whether by placing the next Heir upon it, or
to place the Prince of Orange with the Princefs, as afterwards was
done. We may alfo obferve, in Juftification of the wife Condult
of the Commons, that the pretended Prince of Wales, was fo gene-
rally taken for a Suppofititious Prince, that even amongft thofe
that declar’d’ themfclves for a Regency, there were very few
that were not for rejeCting him; fome of them, for that fuppofing
he were Legitimate, yet being educated in the Popith Religion,he
would be nolefs incapable of the Government, than his Father
Fames the 1. and others, becaufe the Jealoufies of his being fup~
pofititious, were much encreafed:fince his being carried into a Fo-
reign Land, and Enemy to the Government. ' Now what more
rational Conclulion could in this Cafe be refolved on, than to de-
clare the Throne vacant? - :

But, fay fome, fuppofe the Prince of Wales ought to have becn
excluded as Suppofititious, which was in the Power of the Con-
vention. to do, had it not been more natural to have followed the
Law of Succeflion, whichfuppofeth thatthe Throne cannot be va-
cant, :aslong_as there re lawful Heirs, whol€ Rights we have
fworn toobferve, by fwearing Allegiance to James 11?2 This Ob-
jection, tho’ at firft Sight it may feem of fome moment ; yet,nar-
rowly look’d into,isof no Solidity at all. For, Firft, it is certain,
that 2 King who forfeits his Kingdom upon the Account of beinga
Tyrant, at the fame time forfeits his Rights, bothas to himfelf
and Pofterity, -lndeed; common Senfe affures us, that a State,
which has been opprefs’d by the Tyranpy of a Father, ought to ap-
prehend nothing more than the Succeflion of his Children. Romé
was very fenfible of this, when fhe deftroy’d the Family of the
Targuins, for their Father's Crimes, notwithftanding they had cho-
fen that Family to betheir Sovereigns.  Tyraony cannot be exer-
cifed by anealone; ‘wheiefore, 2 Goverment that would fecare it
fIE)! from vhe Bvils’ inciderit to'the Succéffion of a -Son, defcend-
ed friom one {6 dangerdis tothe:Community, ateobliged,atthg
fame time they free thémfelves of the Oppreflor, toesterminate
a great Numberof thofe, who by intereft, Compliance, orother

) C
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14 An Examination of Scruples.

Motives, have been the Inftruments of the Fithers Opprefiion,and
who might probably introduce it again,having a Sovereign difpo.
fed that way. S R
Sccondly, Itisnot true, That the Oaths whereby we ftand en-
gaged tathe Kingand hisSuccellors, areabfolute Oaths, and fuch
as [uffer vo reftriction : For it is evident they are conditional, and
that they imply, rhat the Father, to whom the Oath is fworn
fhall govern the Kingdom according to the Laws preftribd to
him.  Thefe Oaths are an Expreflion of the Confidence the Peo-
ple have in the Reciprocal Fidelity of their Prince; to whom they
{wear Allegiance ; but cannot be of any larger Extenr, than the
Outh fworn to the Father, which Qathis conditional. The Pro-
mife made to the Pofterity of a Man, fuppofeth the Father’s faich-
ful Performance of his Promife, and his Pofterities Capacity to
govern the State ; for they.may become uncapable of governing
feveral ways.  Bithop Bilfon, p.240. agrees,that extreme Weak.
nefs and Folly, or Phrenzy, are fufficient Caufes to deprive Prin-
ces of their Right of the Sword. He maintains, That if the law-
ful Heir of any Crown beaFool 5 orif he, who is crowned, after-
wards becemes diftracted and befides himfclf, the Kingdor;1 may
proceed to the Choice of another by common Confent and Advice:
7 Hedoth not fay, That in this cafe it is neceffary-to fet a Tutor o-
. ver him, but to fubftitute another in his Place. ket us takea
view of arother cafe, that is yet more confiderable. - If a Prince
hath, dur_mg his Fathers Life, engag'd himfelf in a League with
the Encmics of the State, and left his own Country with Defign
toinvadeit at the Head of its mortal Enemies, Shall we fay that
becavfe he is the Eldeft Son, the People are-obliged by théir’Oath‘
to admit him for their King, to refign themfelves tg his Condu{t,
and acknowledge his Authority ? lalledge this Example (whichib ;
the way juftifies the Proceedings of the Weftminfter-and Oxfon};
Parliaments about the Exclufion of the D. of Tork ) 6nly tomake
it appear how far we are miftaken in maintaining, That the Oaths
which include the Heirs of the King,to whom Allegiance is fworn
are abfolute Ocths, and fuch as admit of no Reftriction. -
Thirdly, Thofe who are acquainted with the Hiftory. of Exg-
4and, muft needs confefs the Truth hereof. We know tha’tWili'-
#m the Conqueror left four feveral Sonsat his Death, the Eldeft
Robert Duke of Normandy, who had been then five Years in the
.. Holy Land ; and William the Third Son, who was at that time in

England,
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England,” and whom the Parliament chofe, to the Prejadice of his
Elder Brother, for their King, upon his folemn Promife to re-
form the Diforders his Father,William,had caufed in the Govern-
ment, and which he had kept up, by his being almoft continually
in Arms. Shall we fay, that in this Interval between the Death
of William the Conqueror, and the Coronation of William 11. the
Throne was not vacant ? If by virtue of the Oath{worn to William
the Conquerour for him and his Heirs,the Throne were filled,How
could the Englifh be faidto fear thetottcring Condition of  Din fine Re-
being long withour a Government? as Masthew of Parts gimine vacil-
exprefies himfelf. And if they thought themfclvesen- lare.

gaged to Robert by Oath, how was it they fo unanimoufly procee-
ded tothe Election of Willsam 1). . It is :apparent that they acted
thus from this Perfwafion, That though they were engaged totake
one of William’s Raceto be their King, yet were they not bound toa
take the Eldeft 5 as fearing from his former Behaviour, that he
would follow the fteps of his Father, and continue to opprefs
them. Therebe two forts of Vacancies 5 one which the Canonilts
call True, and the other Falfe or Imerpretative. A Bilhop' that s
turn’d Heretick, the Fact being fo notorious, that it is rot necefla-
ry to proceed toa Trial, hisSee is thercupon, without any more
a-do, dzclared Vacant ; according to which Rule, the Vacarcy as
to Fames 11, isevident. But in Cafes where there can be no Suc-
ceflion, without a mutual declaration of Engagements, whereby
the Succeflor binds himfelf to his People, we muft of neceflity own
that there is a kind of interpretative Vacancy during that inter-
val. TheCondition of a Kingdom ,is very different from that of
a particular Inheritance : For though it bein the hands of a Prince,
yet it isnot in his power to alienate it 3 neither can he poflefs it,
but under certain Conditions impofed upon him , and for the per-
formance of which he takes a moft folemn Oath ; he cannot en-
joy the Crown, with the Prerogatives thercof, without perforir=
ing the Duty he has bound himlclfto: And in cafe he fhould tcll
bis People, that he dothinot think himfelf bound by his Oath, and
openly declare,that heis refolved to break the Laws and opprefs
his SubjeCis, 1 don't believe any. can be fo ftupid as to imagine, that
after this Proteftation, his Subjels are ftill obli ed to acknow-
Jedge him thei Jawful Soveraiga. ~ This being o, we pwlt ac-
knowledge thag. the Copvention, { cfpecially confidcring that, the
abfence of the Princefs-of, Orange, who therefore could not,during
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16 Ai Examination of Scruples -
this interval, take upon het the Cate of the Goverrient) had alt
the reafonin the World to proriounce the Throne Vacane.  °
Fourthly, We find that after all, the Gonvention have carried
it with that moderation, that they have very little or notat a't
entrench’d upon this_prejudicate Opinion 3 for they placed the
P.of Orange, with the Princefs his Confort,on theé Throne; 1:With
the Confent of the Princefs her felf, who céuld never think
to fit fo fure there, if the were not affifted by the Valour and He-
roical Qualities of the Prince her Husband. 2. Without entren-
ching upon the Right of Succeilion, which they have kept in the
fame Channel 3 fo as the Princefs Anne has all the reafon in the
World to be fatisfied, with tlie regard the Cenvention has had for
fier Interefts. 3. They have: given another mark of the Care
they had to preferve the Succeflion, becaufe they poftpoite the
Children of the Prince of Orange by another Wife,if he thould out-
live the Princefs his Confort, to the Heirs of the Princefs Aune.
Let us compare the great Care of this Convention, with the Pro.
ceedings of that Convention which made choice of Hemry VIL. to
the prejudice of the Princels Elizzbeth, who was the next Heirefs
anid {wore Allegiance to -him, befor¢ he was married to l:h'at“Prin}
¢efs, ard we fhall find that the ptefent-Convention has made ufe of
fts Right with a great deal more mioderation, than-was donsat
thattime, and in Circumf{tances that beara great refemblance with
ours. - R
© Thefe Proceedings of the Commons having been approved by
the greateft patt of the Lotdsyand thefe two Bodies which repre-
fent the whole State, having agreed in maintaining the Maximns
1 have laid down, it would be a hard thing to imagine how any
Scruples could be left In- fo eafie and evident a matter, did not
we know the ftrange efficacy of Prejudice npon the Minds of Men.
It was proper for thofe who have propounded their Sentiments in
either of thefe Bodies,whereof they are only Members,to conform
themfelves to the Relolves of their Body, there being no other
feans to give peacetoa State, than that the lefler Number in all
Affemblies, give way and fubmit their Judgmentto a ploralicy. It
is lawful indeed to oppofe a Refolution before it be determineéd
but there is nodifputifig of a Refolution carried by a Majox"ity"
Ifany will tieeds proteft to thew that they'have n fhare inthe Re-
fbive, and thereby fignifie to Pofterity, that they foréfaw cheill
Confequcnces of-it; they'tay do it 5 butafterall they ‘Mmaftfib.
©omt
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it theitves (8 bk Edw'the lardlity hat raeified.  1dono fee
howéhy'dthqr; Wgy}ééh bé iﬁqn‘g'h(’of, to ,‘p;f"efe vé the Government
under which'we are refolved to live. To fay that we are willing
to own the Goverriment, and obey i, but cannot for all that fwear
we will do fo, is a thing repuguant to common fenfe : For how can
we tefulg to promife to doa thing ir the prefence of God, which we
arefefolved 10 do? And tofay,that wé {uppofe we may live under
a Goverriment; without promifing Obedience to it, Is the molt

monftrous and incongruous thing in the World : And 1 queftion
whether any Man canbe o ftupidly ignorant in the Affairs of Life,
as to imagine that any Government {hould be fatisfied with fucha.
difpofition in its Subjedls., » -

1doubt not but thofe who by their Sctupulofity have fuffered
themfelvesto bedrawii innotonly to protet againft thefe Procee-
dings of the Conventior, but 4lfo to exprefs their backwardnef§
to take the Oaths required of them, think themfelves to have good
reafon for their fo doing 3 tho indeed it appears that their Scru-
ples are fupported by nothing but meer prejudice.  Some think
the Ch“fﬁ‘é of England eritertains othet Sentiments coricerning the
Rights of Soveraignty, thapall oth¢r | ivincs, whether Paplfts ot
Proteltants, dq 5 and that ‘according to her Hypothefis, it is ne-
ver lawful with Arms.to oppofe the Entciprizesof aKing,” who,
inall his Condudt, fhews himfelf for arbitrary Power , or to lay
him afide.  Others again believe that this their Do¢trine has now
obtained the forge of a Law,fince the Long Parliament was, pleafed
to pafs an.A& fomewhat ‘to-that pm}pk‘;fé;, . Yea, there aré fomé
who maintain , - That thé';‘\ucgianc#‘ipey‘fx_a e fworn to Fakes L.
does in Reafon:and Equity hinder thiem fram engaging their Fide-
lityto K. Williamatd Q. Mary,-as the. Parliament haé decread :
Thefe are the moft, ¢conlidérable 'Difficlties, which hinder fome
fcrupulous and nice Perfons from acquiefcing inthe juft and wile
Determinations of the State: Wemay juftly fay this in fayour of
them, That they propofe thefe Difficultics with all the Modefty
imaginable, and'(xﬁem.YéYy fai from copdemning the Senfe of the
Publick, or from the leat inclipstion of troubling the Peace of the

Government; which gives good hope they will be the morc eafily

fatisfied. » e , _
. That the Churchof England, does maintain Opinions concerning
the Rights of Soveraignty differcnt from what are received by all
the rett of Chriftendom, whether Papifts or Reformed,isa ‘ﬂ‘réf nge

up-
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fuppolal: - What proof -can they-fhew us, £o make us believe,
ppofal pat -pro ! 3 YVI'J"E{\?OP(J)HCJ,QTOMJ

that the Churchof England, in ' matter'elatin

undertake to oppofe th e Definitionsof all tiic ‘wifeft Lawyers, in

condemning the Ri-he which Peoplé havé to rid Themfelves from
the Oppreflionof Tyrants? Whilit all ochers of the Reformed

Religion, agree with the Divines of the Chutch of Rome in this

point, which deperids ‘only 'bxj_the‘kﬁg?‘v]cdge of the Conftitution
of Governmerits, aid about which tlic Gofpel affords us_none bug

very geneval Rales 5 for, as Dr. Hasimond faitb,]eﬂlsthri& does’
not meddle with the Temporal Government of this World, oo’

1 Cor.7.22. What reafon hiad the firft Reformers inEngland,to main-

tain this Paradox, in favour of thofe Princes which Gavern tyran-

wically? None but Flatterers.and fawning Courtiers have front e.
notigh to undertake ‘the defence of 3 Caufe, and ‘Maxims, that

change Free-born People into meer Slaves, as e£reas Splvius ob-
ferves very well 5 and tall we dare to put fiich a mark of Infa-
my upon thofe illuftrious Reformers of this Church, by fachering
upon them fo ftrange and degenerate an Opinion? I readily ac-
knowledge, that withother Reformers , they havé highly main-
tained the Authority of Princes, againft the Popes preténded Au-
thority, who now, for thefe fix Centuries, has arrogated to him-
felf a Right of depofing Kings 5 but who fees not, what a vaitdif-
ference there is, between maintaining that’'the Pope has no fuch
Power, and afferting the Right of Kings, in oppofition to thatun-
jult Pretenfion 3 and holding in oppolition to what Bartolis, and
all others learned in the Law, fay, That a People who are oppref-
fed by a Tyrant,undér the verierable Name of 4 King;have a Right
to dcliver th¢mfelves from Slavery ? The Oaths of Supremacy and
Allegiance, were at firftprefcribed only in eppofition to this Do~
Qrine of the Roifh Church;and if we find any where that the Eng-
1ijb Reformers in the foregoing Age,have writ That the People can-
not break the Oath.of Allegiance fworn to their King,it wasonlyto
beat down the unjuft Power thé’Pope pretendsto, of abfolving
Subjects from their Oathrof Allegiance, upon their being depofed
or excommunicated by him. " What1 here affirm, isfo true, that
B.§emel, in the Defence of his Apology, p:16. takes the part of La:
ther, Melantton, and other Reformers, who were fallly accufed of
fomenting the Rebellion of Subjets againft their Princes ; and
maintains, that the Example of David, fighting againft Saxl, for
thefaving of his own Lifey did juftifie their Opinion in that point,
- K PR as

s
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as well ds the proceedings of the Proteftant Nobles in France; who
bad taken up-Args in defence of the Laws and their Religion.. ~
- Bilfori, Bithop of Salisbury, highly afiertsy Fhat ivis:Lawful to
refift 2 Prince, who chianges the form.ofGdvernment into Tyrane
ny; or who difregards the. Laws:enacted by the confont of Prince
and People, in profecuting of this’ Luft;  he maiiitains, 1 fay, in
this cale, acd fome others, Thatif the Nobles and Commons join
themfelves in defence of their Ancient Liberties, their Laws and
Govérnment, that they cannot be acconnted Rebels. -He ailerts
alfa in.the fame place, Thatthe Peoplemayiprefervethe Liberty,
Fundamental Laws and Form of their Government; which1hey fore=
prifed, twhen they firft confented. At is clear then, thatif our Learned
Bilhop were yet'alive, he would not atall be offended at that
principle of the Commons, That there s an Original Contract be-
tween the King'and his People; Bilfor p.g20. laft Edit. Bithop jewel
and BifNop Bi/fon:inde¢d were:only private Perfons, but what is
far morg confidgrablgy the whals Body of the Clergy in the Reign
of Queen-Elizaberh,iconfented taa Subiidy towards fupporting the
Scotch Proteftants; ‘opprefied by theit Queen, dffifted by France;
and relieving the States of Holland, . when they fhook off the Yoke
of Philip-the Second, as well as the Proteftants in France;, who
were opprefled and perfecuted contrary.to the Laws, and the Faith
of Solemn Oaths 3: as appears from.feveral A¢ts of the Clergy, in
the Convocations held inder Queen Elizabeth. ~ Shall any one fay,
that the wholeClergy were then of Opinion, that it was Lawful
to contribute to the afiftance of Rebels, againft their Lawful
Princes ? Or is there any other way left to juftifie them, but by
fuppofing, that as itwas Lawful for the Scarch, Frenchand Hol-
Landers 10 defend themfelves againft Oppreflion and Tyranny, fo
was it alfoto afli them with Money in this their juft defence.

Thirdly, Robers Abbor, the King's Profeflor at Oxford, and
afterwards Bithop of Salisbury, publithed in 1603 his Trea-
tife, entitled, Demonftratio Antichrifti contra Bllarminum. 1o the
~th. Chapter of this picce, to refute Bellarmine, who maintain-
ed, That the Proteftants of France had been deftroyed by the
Effets of the Civil War, which their Rebellion was thecaufe of,
and not by the Péfecutionof Papifts, after having proved that
the Papifts had in'time of Peace deﬂroycd an ipfinite number of
them, who could not be accufed of having taken up Arms, he

lays down, Firft, That probably this their Barbarous dealip%
wit
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with the Proteltants, might be-the occafionof the Civil War'; but
that.th¢ Proteftants bad not takenup Armsto oppofe the violence
of their, Perfesutorsy but havingibeén: fo'barbaroufly and cruelly
deals with, againdt all Lewand Equity, they judged they did no:
thing but ‘wbat they mére allowed to.do by the Laws of their
Country. -2::That the:Papifts who periihed in that War, had
been juftly killed, becaufe they had taken up Arms againft the, Pub-
lick Faith, againft Edicts and Covenants, againft the Laws of their
Caountry, againft .the Prerogative of the Nobility, againft the
Immunities and Privileges of Cities and ;Corporations ;  and all
this cither by teafon of the unjuft ‘1lfurpation of Princes; orby
the licentioufnefs of fome factious Petfons. 3. He aflerts, that the
right of a Prince over his Subjects, is a Political Queftion, which
mauft be difculed by the Fundamental Laws of each Government ;
acc_ording to which we are to judge whetlier the Prince has an in:
finite and unlimitted Power; or:fuch:as is tempered apd allayed
mare or lefs by the will of the Lordsand People. ‘4. He lays down
alfo, That the Roman Emperonts baving:an.unlimitted Power, in-
fomuch that the Lives and Laws of; their Subjets did depe'x;d on
their Willand P!eafure ; this'was it put the Chriftians nnder a ne-
«ceflity of fuffering, without being able to take up Arms againft
them ; but.that the cafe of the DurchiFrench and Englifh Proteftants
was:very different, whofe Princes had jonly a Power’ bounded
by Law; which bounds whenever they tranfgrefs, the Nobles
and Gentry judge:they may lawfully repel an unjaft foree; and
caft off the ¥oke, whichby Violence, and againft'Law ha; been
put upon them. o ’

_ Hemaintains alfo, that the King of Spain holding the Princi
Lity of the Low-Countries only by Agrceﬁlcnt and C%Venaitr mlc!lpli)ax;
}.“S. breaking off that Covenant, and ating proudly-ag:ﬁ;[t “his
plighted troth, it was judged:that by fo doing - he had divefted
himfelf of that Principality 5 and that confequently the United
Provinces werefree to takeup Arms againft hiar,and deliver them-
felves fromhis Tyranny. §. Heallerts the fame thing, with
vefpect to the Proteftants of France, grounding his aflertion upon
the Conftitation of that Government,where the King‘s=Powe§wé§
at that time limisted,and reftrained withininarrower bounds:than
now itiis, fincelthe aboliting of the Efates. General. 6. €ons
cerning England he exprefles himfelf in thefe terms : Iniike masiner,

our Chinrch, after that [he bad continued a greas while i bondage wnder-

Antichrift,
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Antichrift, without any warldly affiffance, andbegun, through the Mercy
of Godto lift her head above Water and had chrained 2 fecurity by Law,
rhe Nobles and Gentry taking her part s fhe now began 1o make ufe of her
own firength, and by 1aking up Arms, 10 vindicate her Religion now fe-
cured to them by Declarations, Laws and Privileges, from the wrjuft
oppreffion of Tyrants.
It feems to me that if any one fhould have entreated this fainous
Dottor, who,from the Chair of Kings Profefior, was promoted
to the See of Salishury, to give his jadgmeat concerning the natters
now inqueftion, he could not have ipoken more to the purpole,
or more folidly and ftrongly overthrown the ungrounded pre.
judices of fone Divines, which we cannot but look upon as the
only foundation of the Scruples, that at this time difguiet the
Minds of fome good Men. 4.We fee clearly our Hookerin his Ecclef.
Policy, 1. 1. ¢, 10. maintains, That all Civil Governments are de-
riv'd from the Deliberation, Confultation and Confent of the Par-
ties concerned, and that confequently the pPower of making Laws,
belongs to the Body of the Community ; and that it is meer Tyran.
ny tor any Prince to arrogate this Power of impoling Laws, ¢x-
cept the fame be exercifed by Virtueof Divinz Authority perfonal-
Iy and immediately granted to the Prince (which never had place
but in the Kings of Jfrael) or by the Authority at firft derived from
the confent of the People.  The fame notion we alfo find in Pero
Bertrand, Cardinal, concerning Civil and Ecdlefiaftical Power,
which hews that Reafon always fpeaks from the fame grounds;
and all put together is an cvident proof, that there is nothing in
the Articles or Canons of the Exglifs Church that is contrary to
the Opinion of other Divines in this matter. It will be to little
purpofe to Ovject againit what I have now faid, the firft Cacon
agreed upon by the whole Clergy in 1640. For Subjiétsto bear Arins
againft their Kings, offenfive or defenfive, upon any pi erence what foever,
is at leaft 1o vefift the Powers which are ordainzd of God. And tbw_gh
1hey do not invade, but only refift 5 St Panl tells them plainly, Thry
fhall receive to them[ lves damnuion s Bt this Canon thouzh in-
deed it be conched in very general terms 3 yet it doth ot reach the
point in gaeftion (not to fay thet it isnot allowed, and therefore
of no Authori'y:) For Firlt, it fpeaks of a King, that has not
divefted himfeif of that Charadter, by 2 Delpotical manageaent
of the Government, w hereof li his Subjects are Witnefs, 2. It

makes no mention of the Body of the Government, but fimply of
D Subjells,
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tht is, private Perfons, who may oft alledge fpecious
o3 for tiesiv Rebellion, and who may have juft Otcafion to

1 of the Power which oppreiles them.  And certainly,,
ccr may be the Judgment of fome Divines of the Englifl
b, who have, thefe fitty Years laft paft, writ concerning,
thefz Feinis, ina Cifiorent Manner from what the firft Reformers
of that Charch have done 3 it is evident, beyond difpute, that the
Body of that Clmreh have never been carried away with the Mif-
tikes of thefz new Divines 3 asmay be made out by the following
tFree Reileftions upon the Condact of the moft famous Members
ot that Church,

Threwe f2e, that when K. Fames 11. having underftood the Ar-

vival of the P. of Orange at Exetcr, fent for the Archbiihop and Bi-
fuops thatwere then in, or near London, for toengage them to peb-
Yith an A¢t of Abhorrenceof the Prince’s Undertaking, and againit
the Unien of the Lords, who had follicited his Aid and Afliftance ;
thofe Prelates very generoufly refufed to publith any Act of that na-
tere. Whatother Reafoncan we concetvethey had for juftifying
their Refufal,but this; That being perfwaded in their Confciences,
that the King had carried himfelf with much Injaftice towards the
Srate, and that the Prince, and Lords that joined with him, might
of tizht oppolt by force, a Viclence armed for the deftruction of
the Laws and Government; they could not give a publick Tefti-
mony of abhorring this their Enterprize? Who can queftion, but
that they were well acquainted, that the Laws of £agland were
not oppofite to the Dieirine of their Church? - Now the Exglifh
Learned in the Law vead in Brattony £ 2. ¢, 16, andin Flera, I 1,
e. 1~; thele memarable Words, 7 governing of the People, the King
bere e bini the Latw, by which be is conftitured King, and bis Parlia-
penty Viz. the Earls and Barons s the Earlsin Latin being called Co-
wires, that ie, Compuions and Fellows = Now he that has a Fellow, bas
a Vit whaefoe, if the King become Lawlefs, they wmuft give him
fone, and cxid bim, \When we fpeak of curbing a King who is in
Arms. inorder to opprefs the State, itisevident, that it imports
aa oblizivg him Ly tores, cither to renounce his tyranaical Conr-
its, oriprce bim to kave the Land.

The [ocond Srep of the fame Prelates makes it appear, that we
have not drawn an nndue Confequence from their refufing to pub-
Tt an A< of Abhorrence sy for no fooner had Fames 11 quitted the
Governuent, but they accompanied theother Lovds at Guild 1;13{[-,

where
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where they returned publick Thanks to the P.'of Orarge, for ha-
ving delivered the Government from Popery 2nd Slavery. Now
’Lis apparent, they could not have done fo, withouz iuppoling,
1. Thatthe Arms taken up by the P. of Orangeand Lords, againtt
Fames |1, were juft. 2. That he might be lawfully attac!
torced to Reafon, by the Arms of thofe, to whom they addrefs
their Thanks for having taken them. 3. That his withdrawing
out of the Land was an open Proof of the Charaller of a proiefs d
Enemy of the State, which he had evidencd to the laft, and was
now going to give the Marks of it abroad, by making ule of Fo-
reign Arms,when other Means failed him. 4. T'har they were ob-
liged of Right, and in Duty, to joinwith the P. of Orange, to re-
pel the force of a fivorn Enemy to the State; whom neither Rea-
ton, nor the Mifery to which he was reduced, could withdraw from
the Defign he had formed, to ruin the Laws, and his Subjects, in
order to eltablith Popery. Lreferr it to tie Judgment of all cqui-
table Men, to confider whether } wrong thefe reverend Prelates, in
drawing thefe Confequences from their Proceedings, and by fup-
pofing that they ave diretly contrary to the Opinions fome will
needs affix to the Body of the Church of Exgland;, wheait is ap-
parent, that they could not have more folemnly dif-avowed them,
than they have done by thefe their Atings.

Nor is this all ; but thefe great Examples given by the Diclates,
bave been almoft generally followed by the inferior Clergy ; fome,
and thofe the moft confiderable amongft them, having cngaged
themfelves in A&s of Affociation; others having expreiled to the
King and Queen the Marks of their Duty and Fidclity, both pub-
lickly and privately , as well in Aéts of Religions \Worlhip, in
which it cannot be thought they fhounld diflemble, as in political
and civil Aftions, as far as theiv Funétion permits themto havea
fhare therein. This appeared more efpecially, in the Choice jof
Members for the Convention, in the publick Prayers for the King
and Queen, and by the Writings fome have publisied, indefence
of the Proceedings of the Convention and Parliament : All which
Teftimonics being fo publick and general, make it ciear ss the Sun,
that it is an Impofing on the Church of England, tu fay, that (he
has embraced an Opinion, whicha few of her Mcmbers have main-
tain'd, without confidering, that it was afi;c Means to énconrage
and eftablith Arbitrary Power, and promote the Defigns of Pope-
ry; which could neverhope to ficceed, but by Artitrarines, and

D2 an
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an Overturning of all the Laws made in thefe Kingdoms, for the
Prefervation of the Government, and the Proteftant Religion. |

o acknowledge, that for thefe laft fifty Years, divers Writings have

appear’d in publick, which fpeak very differently of Sovereignty,

and its Prerogs tives, from what the former Divines of thut Church

everdid. It hath been pretended, that Kings were fuch Fure Di-

2ino, by Divine Right ; that their Power inthe Kingdom was un-

limited and abfoluze 5 that they could not uffend againit the Laws,

as being above them 5 that in fucceflive Kingdoms, as England is,

Kings, as foonas born, are polle(s'd of all the Royal Rights and

Prerogatives ; that the Heirs of a Crownhave as real a Right

{0 it, asa private Perfon has to his Father’s Eftate. Inaword,

they have proceeded to that Excefs, as to maintain the Right of

Kings, to bea Right immediately confert’d by God himfelf; asif

Commonwealths were no lawful Governments, nor the Emperor

of Germany a lawful Prince, becanfe heis made fo by Election. But

=s we fhould much wrong the Englijh Learned in the Law, {hould

we fufpect th mto be the Autlhiors of thefe Maxims, when we find

Chancelior Fortefoue, c. 13. aflerting, Zhat the King 15 raifed to that

Dignity, to defend the Laws, bis Subjects, their Bodies and Eftatesy ard

tivat 10 this end be is intrufted with a Power derived from the Peopley o

that it is not lawful for bim 10lurd it over bis Subjects, by any other

Fowery as it was reported in Calzin's Cafe, Coke, 7 Rep. fol. 5.

which agrees very well withthe defcriptionof the Duty of aKing,

which we find in the 17th Chapter of St. Edward : Sothe Authors

of thefe Books will not take it ill, that we cannot impute theirex:

tvavagant Opinions to the Charch of England : For, 1. Wefind,

that Charles 1. who underftood the Terets of the C hurch of Eng-

lund, as well as any Prince could, did confefs, that his Power wss
pounded by Law, inoppofition to what Dr. £erie hiad maintained

concarning it,  Charles {1 his Son, owned the fame thing, upon
o.cation of difpenting with the Laws; notwithitanding that B.Saz-
derfimy in his Treatife of Confcience, attributes that Power tothe
Kinz, who (ashefaith) is the Maker of the Laws, and whofs
Powcr confiquently canrot be reitrained by them. 2, The fiven
Bithops, by their Remonltrance made to the King, openly avowed,
chat the King had no power to difpenfe with the Laws,for as much
as that Power had been declared illegal,by the Parliaments of 16625
wnd 162, which tews their renouncing of that Notion, That the
Laws, being of the King's own making,_he may, when he pleafes,
difpenfe.

1
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difpenfe with them. This may be eafily gathered from the ten
propofitions they offered to James II. in the Beginning of October,
1688. freely reprefenung to him the Excefles he had been guilty
of,and exhorting him to amend them. Who fees not that this Re-
monftrance is founded upon Principles diretly oppolite to thofe
of thefe Novice-Divines; and is as proper to confourd them, @3
it did fames 1. ©0 whom they reprefented, with much fweetnefs,
the Mifcarriage he was refolved to maintain by force of thefe Arms
ke had taken up, againit Law? 3. lwould intreat thefe Modern
Divines to compare a liitle thefe their Notions corncerning Sove-
yeignty with trofe the Canonifts have advarced in tavonr ot the Pa-
acy 5 forl have fo good an Opinion of them, that| belicve they
will blufh as foon as they have made the parallel. It we may be-
licve the Uanonifts, they have the Scriptures, the Fathers, the Ca-
nons of the Church, =nd Reafon on their fide; and yet it is cer-
tain that Gratin, and fome flattering Monks, are the only Au-
thors of all the pretended Divine Right, of all this Sujeriority
to Councils, of the Right of Difpenfing with the Canons, ard of
that Superiority to all the Laws of the Church, as las beenof lute
very folidly proved by the Divines of the Church of England.
Is it poflible for any one to imagire, that of all the World, nore
but fome. few Divines of the Cturch of England, could ever
find in the Scriptures, in the Fathers, in Reafon, in the Laws,
thofe Rights which they advance, and which they propofe to
us, as beftowed vpon Kings by Ged himfelf? Is it pofiible, it
thould never come into their Minds, to compare their Opinions
with thofe of the Doctors of the forcgoing Age, whofe Hypo-
thetis is-fo contrary to thofe they have erdeavour’d to obtruce
thefe fifty years laft paft? Is it poflible they fhould not blufh,
to be termed by 4 neas Sylviiss, the Flatterers of Kings it being
rotorious, thata Flatterer imports a Man who has a Delign to.
deceive others, and to profit by the Folly of thoft he deludes by
his Flattery 2 1 heartily wifh they may conlider of it, if it werc
for no other Reafon, but to prevent the Appliration might be
made to them, from the paral\elifm,of their Opinion concerning
Soveraigoty, with that of the Canonifts concerning the Papacy 5
of the Judgment of Pope Adrian V1. whosafter he hath fet forth
the Vanity of the Proofs and _Reafons of the Canonifts for the
Pope’s Superiority to Councils, could not think of any other
granfcendent Reafon, why the numbey of Carnonifts that hoi[t?d
the
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the Popas Power, was fo vaftly ¢ : i
opes Pow aftly encreafed, but this: Becal i
g?; gguncxls meet bntlfeldom, and beltow’ n¢ Beoefices ?uv‘fﬁg:g;
pe continues always, and has B i
thqrfel thut endeavour to pxlle;fc him. Frefces ready o gratiie
1e fecond difficulty that gravels fome fera iri
_ 3 . ulou
proc ff(_!s from an At of Parliament under Kinnghm;“S][lnrcx(t)s !
! E;Iveﬁ . u) t)ncﬁ; terms : 7@ st is unlawful for botb, or either ;;f Z-
u‘l;/}}» Y 1 Igj/lzzzme;lzr, ?o raife or levy any War, offenfive or dﬂ_ﬁ’ﬂﬁ’:}e‘
againftehe King. 1t feems indeed a hard matter il
;nec; ii;rlocccdlfqgs ?{f theJConvention with this A& of tl;;rlrizctg:;‘tle
etif 1 may fpeak my Judgment of the matter, Ithink thi ;
plealio may be ealily fatishied W eomber s
o AR Rove ods 1. We muft remember that the
v 1] ~him, who preferves the Ti
Zulfim'éb" gl]c.l notofone who divefts himfelf thereof, by h‘ils‘lltxlnqu(}f
k'i(h?)lp sxg f\exayrrL())etl?or;ment.' The Oath of Obedience, whichjthc
; vear to the Pope, is couch’d inas bindi
be; and notwithftandin ; i o felyes ro
' : g, they do not think themfel y
obliged to obey the Pope ¢ i Tetick, ety
4 pe after he is turned Heretick
G'rotius has obferved,in the T e ad a8
: ¢ place before quoted,Wh
i raign Power is Ihar’ed, as it is in En Ui alwars Lo
1 i rgland, it is alwa
| tfg:'cteh-e lj::‘tiyﬂv‘vhofs ﬂ;]are lés invaded, to d;fend their yfilézvtv%lyl
i e: And though the Kings are invefted with the
, r'l'ligl‘{]é Xirf, dyeft tg}s car;not deprive the Body of thepgtv:te;s gff:
} efending the Laws againft him, when I
gget gvfl hx; Power of levying Atms to opprefs the Law;C- n:va_kﬁs
out lic ’,rthe Pecples Rights and Privileges cannot be f r }'t )
. 2. The terms of this Oathare tobe underftood bp o
paring them with other Oaths, made in oppofition tc; ﬂ)\(ech-

l’ tenfions of the Popes of Rome, toa Power of engaging Subjecs in

Rebellion againft their lawful King, i
go%d t?excommumcam him.u ing, in cafcthe Pope has thonght
ut fome will {ay, That Charles 1. had qui
| : . Charles 11. .quite anoth i
g::::(i):{ngf this A, and paflingit: If that t()]e all, lam :&lirxl]d ;n
grant 3 ?r Popery was engagedat that time to overthrowg lo
arbi aws of the Land, in order to fet up her felf; neither o
{}f ):ltra'(yhpower (whereof he laid the fonndation) ever be e&oslgi
wteu' c,hv;;]te 0(1:1; r::ftl'{:ms awag }:his Curb from Kings, and that z}elalx:
3 ftitution of the Government had i
illegal Enterprizes. For it has al e o their
. ways been acco i
England, to oppofe the overturning of the Laws: %&f&el?ovgullc;g
not

. e
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pot inthelealt doubt, butthat the Papal Party defign'd this Law
for theirown proper ufe,when rime and ptace thould favour them,
tothe end they might themore fecurely deftroy the-Laws that cut-
Led their Defigns. We find smother A&t calculated for thefame
Meridian of Rome ; whereby it was declared High Treafon for
any one to fay that Charles 11.was a Papift; which notwithftanding
was fo great a Truth, that in 1670. he entred into aLesgue with
the ErenchXing, to re-eftablith the Popifh Religion in kis King-
doms, and to overturnthe Laws. Sec here the account Abbot
Primi givesus thereof , in his Book printed in Jtalinn and Fresch
at Paris with Privilege of the King, under the Name of Count
de St. Mayole : After that this Abbot had related the Endeavours
of Colbert de Croiffy, to €ngage King Charles 11. to make War with
Hollind, he adds, That he at the fame time figned a Secree Treaty
with Frazce ; and to make it the furer , the Dutchefs of Orleans
his Sifter, came over to England, and propounded to him, in the
Name of the moft Chriftian King, to ailift him in See the printed
[fecnring to bimfelf an Abfolute Anthority over bis Par-  Relation of this
lyamcent, and fo eftablifh the Roman Catholick Religi- whole matter
on in the Kingdoms of England, Scotland, and Ire- lately publifivd.
land. She propofed alfo the reducing of the States General , to
the only Province of Holland , which would be o . o 0
an cafie matter for two great and powerful Kings, i;;;{;;fdmf:g’l“f
united together, to accomplifli; and that by this A
means the King of Exgland hould have Zealand for bis fhare, to
- ferve him for a Retreatin cafe of nced.  Secing then that we have
reafon to fuppofe that this A& was one of thofe which were fag-
gefted and promoted by the Favourer of Popery, whofe intent
was to fubvert-the Laws fecurely , and without the hazard of
ever beingcalld to an account for it; and that we ought be-
fides to obferve, that the Claufe here alledged,is only 2 prelimina-
ry Introdudtionto the A& concerning the M;litia , which thereby
was putinto the hands of the King 5 and thatafter all, the Frelimi-
naries of a 1 aw are never fo narrowly examin'd, as the,Law it felf

of the fame Authority: ltis evident thatwe
lntention of

is, nor confequently of t
ought always to reftrain the Terms of the Law to the
hen have defign’d, 2s far assthey
power,by exprelling thisPre-

the Lawgivers.  Letthe Court t
could, to allow the King an unlimited 1
amble in indefiniteand very general terms, Wil it follow that this
is fufficient toexcluds a natural Cafc,whichis alwaysinppofed [[)()

C
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be excepted? I mean the ruin of the Government and its Laws,
without which, it cannot fubfift. Let the generality and com-
prehenfivenefs of the Terms be urged as much as they can, it will
neceffarily follow, That thofe who allow them fo great a Lati-
tndeas to except the Cafe now mention’d, muft acknowledge,
That they have abufed themfelves in palling this A&, or that
others have abufed and impofed uponthem.  Now it is evident,
That an Oath that is drawn from me dolo malo, by fraud and de-
ceit, inaCafethat is in it felf altogether unjuft, and which I can
never keep without deflroying ali the Laws that are neceflary for
the fupportof Jultice,is of no force to bind me; which js the De-
cifion Divinesand Lawyers givein this cafe. 2. It is yet more
apparcnt, that this Qath will ftill be of lefs force to oblige me,
when it concernis a Cafe diveétly oppofite to the Conftitation of
the Government; whichbeirg regulated by thelaws, cannot pre-
ferve it felf under Tyranny and Arbitrary Power, if the fame
may rot be rcfifted. 3. ltiscertain, that the Proceedings of the
Convention hive fafficiently made it appear, that this Exception
s in nothing repugnant to this A¢t of Parliament of the 13th. of
Chaiics 11, o rot if we fhould fuppofe, that the terms in which it
wasexprefs'd, might have been capable of ahufing thofe, who
had not {ufficiently apprehended the defign of thofe Exprelflions.
Letno body 0%ject here, That this Claufe is neceflarily cexcluded,
becaube it was neverexcepted againft in fo many words:  For to
miake this Obje@lion of any validity, it would be neceflary to
fuppofe, that the Parliament could be able to grant a Law to
Ch.nles 11, whereby he might furely and fecurely overthrow the
Government s and moreover , that Charles 11 fhould have been
bold cnough to require fuch a Law of them. Now either of
thefe Suppofals are fo foolih, that the mentioning of thear is fuf-
ficient to make out to any, that have never folittle Wit or Reafon,
how groundlefs this Oujeltion is.

I proceed now to the laft Scruple fome make to fwear Alle-
giance to King william and Queen Mary, viz. That they do not
think themfelves freed before God of the Oath they have taken
to be true to Fames 11, They feem to ground their Doubt thus :
Suppofe they have been deceived by the Oath they have taken to
obey this A& of Patliament of the 13th. of Charles1l. What
though they have been malicioufly impos’d upon? Yet certainit
is, That they have fivorn Obedicnce to it in good ecarneft, by

which
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which means their Confcience is become'feirered, aml obliged o
perform what they have fwqrato 3 whence it folloas = .as they:
conceive) that they cannot. derogate fo far. frem  their ( lormer
Oath, as to take this new onesn 1 acknowledge that this Scruple

feems to have fome ground ; for many Divines zfiirm, T hat Oaths

extorted by force, donot for all that ceafe to oblige the Confci-

ence. Thus they determine,Thatif a Man,fallen into the hand of
Robbers,for the faving of hisiife,fwears to paythem a fumof Mony,

heis obliged to pay it honeftly. But thofe who would make anad-

vantage of this their Decifion, muft obferve for their own fatisfa--
{tion, That the fame Divines who maintain,that the Religion of an

Oath fworn to God,obliges a Man to pay to Robbers the fum he has '
promifed by Oath to them, do notwithftanding, in cafe ot like na.’
ture, Reafon after a quite other manner, becaufe of te Con-
fequences it draws after it.. 1f-a Robber has forced a Perfon to

fwear that he will not difcover the Robbery, or declare it before

the Magiftrate, Is he obliged to keep this Oath? Here they de-
fine peremptorily, That he is not obliged to keep his Oath the
Reafon is evident, becaufe his Oath inthis cafe is unjuft: If he
keeps.it, he hinders the courfe of Jufticé; he encourages the
Robber in his Crimes, he expofes bis Neighbours to the {ime
danger, he hinders the Publick from delivering her felf of an
Enemy , whom it is her Intereft to deftroy. This Decifion
therefore makes it apparent, that thofe who might kecp their
Oath, in a cafe only concerning their particular Intereft, may
notdofo, when the publick Intereft is concernd. Whatfoever
torce an Oath may be fuppolzd to have, yet it mult be acknow-
ledged, - .

‘ ngrﬂf, “That an Oath about a thing unlawful, doth not oblige 5
otherwife Herod would have deferved Praife for beheading Fekn
the Baptift. Now an Oath whereby I engage my felf o fuffer
the overthrow of Religion and Government, without oppofing
the fame, to my Power, by preferving the Laws and Religion,
is anOath to a thing unjult and anlawful, as being deftructive to
the Government, and to Religion.

Secondly, That the State of Thingsand Perfons being changed, -
neceffarily carries along with itachange in the Obligatiorof t e
Oath. Common fenfe taught Semeca, De Bemefic. L. 4 ¢ 34. 1 hat
for the obliging of any one 10 perform what be has promifid, it is nectf-
fary that things continue in the fame cffate they wire, when he )IMfl'C!
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the promift., “beoaufe 1o body promifes, bue wpon cevain ' Conditions;
which being changed, be is neither a Lyer; nor unfaithful, for not per-
formingit. Suppofe then that we have prodiifed to Charles1l,
all that the ACL of the 13rh. year of his Relgn does import, 'be-"
caufe Charles Il. had declared: that he would obferve tlie Laws,
and not opprefs either the Liberty or Religion of his Subjects;
docs it follow that therefore | am bound to keep that promife to’
a_ Succeffor, whofe carriage all-along' has evideheed, beyénd a-
poflibility of doubting,: that he was refolved to ‘averthrow the'
Laws of the Kingdam, and. the Proteftant Religion? © "~
Thirdly, That Reciprocal Oaths are diflolved and made’ void;’
by the non performance of one of the Parties: Now it is apparent
that this ACt of Parliament of the 13¢h, of Charles 11, is no'other.
Qath but what is. taken at.the Coronation,though the Papifis
have endezvoured to-biafs it;in favour of their defigns, and to nake:
it a fupport for Tyranny,which they were'refolved to introduce;
as appears from the Letters of Coleman, and feveral other'attempts,”
which have cleared it to all the World; butthis Oath, fuppofeth
the King ought to keep the Coronation Oath; which OQath he-
having violated, it follows that this Qath’camwno longer oblige:
thofe who have takenit; this being a thirig I have already ob:'
ferved, I fhall no longer infift wponit. To ‘what has’ been faid-
may beadded, Thac they that harbour thefedoubts, do net’ fuffi-.
ciently coufider the Party wherewith they engage themfelves,
aud by their example, thofe alfo who rely upon their honefty.
t. How canthey think it Lawful for them in this cafe, to con-
demn thofe, who reprefent the Body. of the State, if they think
themielves bound by the Authority of the Parliament of the 13k
of Charles 11? How s it they do not perceive that the prefent
Conventionand Parliament being vefted with the fame'Authotity,
are fufficient to difcharge them of an Oath they have been made
to take by any preceding Parliament? 2. Isitnota thing direct-
ly oppolite to the Spirit of Chriftianity, for any to arrogite to
themicives the examining of thefe matters,’ or to enaage every
private Perfon in the ventilating of publick Declerations, ‘whHick-
eftablith the Authority of Temporal Superiors? Suppoft e that
the Prince of Orange had invaded England, and thac by Conquett
he had obtained the Royal Authority, woild not they have been
obliged to fubmit to him, in cafe they were refolved to ftay in
the Land, and to fwear Allegjance to him, if they would enjoy I¥s
. . protection.
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protection. -If they will-not own-this Truth, muft it not follow
that all the Billiops-and ‘People that Kave-ever livediunder Ufur-
pers, have théreby made; themfelves lable to. Everlafting Dam-
nation? 'Where deth iGdd -command every Chriftian uponpain of
smaation, te examine the Titles ofthofe, who make themfeives
‘Mafters of 'a Kingdom? ‘And how muach lefs of thofe, who have
been exalted tothe Royal Digrity by thofe, in whom the Autho-
ity and- Praft of theiwhole Body of the Community did refide
‘What 4 hete propeund, isa matzer foincorteftableas well in the
‘Comufonwealth as'in'the Church, that on the one-fide a Pardon
granted to'Criminals, by a King who is only fo de facto, is ac-
counted irrevocable;,” when the King de Fure, returns to the
pollefion of the :Government he had loft ; as we find it deter-
minedt by Coke3” Institi ¢ 1. f. 7. The reafonfor it is demonftrs-
tive, 'becaufe this -pardon proceeds front the Authority Royal
waerewith ‘he s invefted. ‘We have a like cafe decided Ly
Lawye-s, and 'tis this; That thefewho aflit a King de fucto, arc
«exempt from any punifhment;- wiken the King de Fare is reftored
1o the Pollellion-of his Kingdoms, which-is fo determined by Cote
in the fame' place; Coke 3 inktiric i f. 7. ~On-the other fidde che
‘Englifh Divires,- whoare-moft employed ahout the l|k§ Notiors,
as ;Bi{hop".ﬂ‘aéz‘_dmfnn,"havc‘cleaﬂy :decided the cafe of’ Lonfcwng,c.
‘Bihop Sanderfon has-writ'a {imdll Treanfg on purpofe, ._whcrcm,
‘upon’ tccalion of the Engaemint impofed-in Crommel's time, »nd
conceived infthefe terms: I do prowiife 10 betrue and Faithful ta the
Commin-Wealip of Eogland , as it is now eftablifhed withour King or
Lordsy which raifed ‘Seruples in fome; like thofewe meet with
-ar-this time, he exhorts his Ffiend to take ir, ftrongly mainain-
‘ing’and-provirighe might deit with a geed Cenfcience. 1 would
advife ovr-JSerapulous Gentlémen, toread thit fmall Treatife
-withattention, -thorghl cannot diffemblea palpable contradition
it contains, when the Author fuppofes, a Man may take that
‘Gath, -end yet prefervie:the obligation he was under before, iz
-of being Faithfulto the King.: “For my-part] freely proffs, 1 can
mo way ‘corpreliend howany Divinescan ferapletaking the Oaths
‘of Allegianee tothe King end Qaeen,- when they atrentively re-
iedt -on-our Saviour's behaviour. - The Fers believed .nndl rhat
truly, that they were under a Monarchy, immedi-rely mﬂuu'{d
v God himfelf: The Law of Soveraigrty 'amm‘.,«;f? them was,t hat
theThrone coaid not be poflefied hutEhy one of their Breihreiy h.;g
. 2y
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is of their own Nationand Religion. The Pharifees building on this
ground, rcjected the Authority of the:Roman Emperours, whom
they looked upon no better tiian Ufurpers. ; Let-us fee how our
Saviour dides the Controver(ie, wherein the Pharifees differed
from the Effnians, who fubmitted themfelves to that Foreign
Power: He declares himfelf in favour of the Effenians, not-
withftarding all the fpecious pretences wherewith the Pharilees
endeavourcd to defend their Rebellion. It is therefore evident,
that thouzh we thould foppofe that: James H. had been as imme-
diately : ppointed to the Thyonc of Englandy asany of the Fewifh

"Kings, aslong as the Throuc at prefent is filled by the King and

Qicen, weare obligedto obey themn, and confequently to Swear
Allegiance to them,  What, did Jefus Chrift our Blefled Saviour
think himfelf obliged to own him for a Lawful High-Pricit,
who was made fo: by onc of the Empcrour’s Commiflioners,
though again(t Law, which ordered the eldeft Son of the High-
Pricft to fucceed in his Father’s place, only becaufe he was put
into that Station by him who reprefented the Soveraign Power in
Fewry at that time; zand fhall any one offer to difpute the lawful-
nefs of owning the Authority the King and Qieen enjay by con-
fent and agreement of the State? Surely whatfoever notions any
may have concerning the Original of Soveraignty, we cannot

" rationally imagine any thing more advantageous in favour.of it

than this, That it wasinftituted by God for the Government and
Prefervation of the People.  And as to the Perfons invefted with
the Royal Dignity, I don't believe any Wife Man can pretend

that thercis an immediate Grant of the Soveraignty, to any one
Prince at prefcnt in the World; much lefs that God has marked
out any Family,for tofettle upon themthe Rights of Soveraignty.:
let them fhew this Grant or a tranfcript of it if chey can; it
would be great fatisfaction to the Houfe of Commons. The
reafon therefore why any Perfon is invefted with this Diganity

Is only the choice that has been made of him, by the confent oi”
the People: This confent of the People, or of the moft confi-
derable among[t the People, " has conftituted the Forms of all
Lawful Governments, and has legitimated thofe Empires, that
were at firft obtained by Conqueft or Violence. And we may
in particalar add, that after this manner things have been carried

in Exglind, as we muy fce in the Mirrar of Jufticesyc, 1.§. 2.

Now
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- Now this beiog once gramed 5 fotalmuch as the Peaples Con-
fent cannet be. Jfuppofeds; -withoutithe Condition of keeping

_the Fundamental Lawsof the Government, which are of abfo-

folue Neceflity to the Subfiftenice ot the Srate, it is- inconteltd-
ble, That whena Prince has endeavoured’ the Overthrow of all
the Laws, the Obligation of obeying him muft needs ceafe and be-
come vojd, This is a thing {o felf-evident, That a Papilt who
has ,13“”; publithed (the Renonfirance and Proseftation of all the
gaod; Proteftants ,of 1his Kingdom, declares, that it Fames 1. were
‘once canvicted pf. wborning the Prince of Wales, of the League
with France, of the Murther of the Earl of Effex, and of Charles
11. we had done with him forever. It is notorious, that with-
out putting our felvesto the Trouble, to lay open thefe particular
Altions, whereof he pretends Jemes 1l. ought to be convicted,
there are but too many.others, known to al, which are futlicient
to render him convict', of having overturned the Laws of the
Governtagat, -and she Gonftitutiou of: it, and to acquit his Sub-
je@s of their Oath of Allegiance. Nay, I'tl go further, Thatit
is impoffible to keep the Faith we have promis'd to an Arhitrary
Prince, without involving our Telvesin an Infinity of Sins and
Crimes; for as oft as we render him any At of Obedience, we
make our felves Partakers of his lrregularitics, and we foment
and encourage them, we become the Enemies of our Country,
Traitors to the State, and Community of which weare Mem-
bers, and draw down the Curfe of God uponus. 1 ardently de-
fire, That thofe who are uneafie under the Scruples I have here
examingd, would [erioufly confiderof it. The idivifions they
may occafion, canuot but prove very tragical.  Their Scruples
are only founded on Prejudices, and tomented by thofe who would
deftroy them ; thefe their Prejudices are condemp’d by all Di-
vines in geaeral, whether Papils or Pruteftants, who without
Intereft have writ on this Sabjeét.  Here can be no dallying in
the Cale, if they think themfelves bouad by their Oath to Fames
IL. to anfwer this Obligation, they muft pay him “Taxes ard all
his Dues, and oppofe themfelves tothe Eltablil'd Governments
they muit exhort others todo the fame 3 -for no Government will
harbour Neuters in her tofom: Their fufpended and doutful
State. deferves nobeiter Charalter, than that of a “pirit of Ly
content, which politickly fmutkers its Averfion, till it have an
Opportnnity of raifing fo powctiul & Fultion, that it may tare-
fac'd own its Obedience. We
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Weinay pity thofe,who by their Writings have defénded thefe
-kind of Maxims, (o pernicious to Societyy dndthe fich-daules of
-thefe Scruples, becuferwerare ‘willing:tobelieve, 'that"*t:hey'1 hiave
-been trepanr’d by thk erafty wiles-of a Courty whoatade Tools
lo{themunknown to themftlves : But it would be a thib'g moft

naworthy pf Divines , of Chriftians , and .of honeft and wife
Men, obftinately to elpoufe fuch Maxims, as are good- for ‘no,

hing but toencraafe Arbicrary Power in ‘the World ;efp ially
at-thisitime,. when God. has delivered us from is ‘Ravé hnde;"rji‘ .
“Thecfimacy.of thefe Maxims is fo apparént: in*Fr)n?ce that “Y
niny ealily apprehend what they are capable of infj piri,ng Vp'r'o'ué:
and hanghty Spirits with. Our good God be for ever blefled, fo

1hat thofe Divines,who havefo far been impofed-apon, as to-d 3
fend thofe Maxims which haftned their own ritine; "and’made“tlre ':;
ofthe State mevicahle,.'-ha‘\rednwwAan_oppoi‘m’nff’y‘to -uné{étcix‘:‘
a}‘\e.n.‘f:.lves, by.a fofreriund cheaper way than thofe of Popifth Ba :
Cweries anql A rbmér_“-y’:PQWGr', whici without queftion w'};uld havg"-
(‘oi)'(.:n_}fj chcn‘hEycs wide erioudh,and made them ‘hare thofe Ma\'im:
:(‘)lee thh)'mgw attoo la.e‘fc?r; -t;h: go’oq”of the gl\mrch and Fommon_—
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- .and‘#Wadferth, about Religion. S S :
——Two Letters written upon the Bifcovery of the Popith Plot ; together with
a Colléction of feveral.other Tracts and ‘Difcourfes : Written by him
- betwixt the years 1678,and 1685. To which isadded, a Letter written
© . fo Dit Burnet; giving an Accountof Cardimat, Rool’s Secret Powers, The
=7 Wilkory:of the Powder-Treafort, with a. Vindi¢ation of the Procii:eding;
.+ theveapon. An Impartial Confideration of the Five 'jcfuits-d'ying Spee-
“ches, who were Executed forthe Popifh Flot, 1679. TLoa
—— A:Vindication of the Ordinations of the Chureh of England : Tni which s
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ws Sermomnpreactied befove the Prindeaf Qrasige, 234. Decemb 1688. :
- —Thankfgiving Sermair before the Houle: ofc Commons, 31. Fan: 3683
—— Eighteen Papers relating to the Aairs of; Churcl: and' State, duringthe
Reign of Kingf ames 11’ Seventeen wiiereof weve written in Fidnd, and
. " firftprinted there ; the other at Exeriyfeon after the Prince of Orange’s
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w—Letter to Mr. Tiievénos ; containing a Cenfure of Mr. Le Grard's Hiftory
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. Second part of a Seriron,preached before the Prince of Orange, N

A Letter written by the Emperour to the late Kuig Fams fetting forth the True

“Occalion of Hs Full, and the Treachery and Cruclty of the French. :

King William or King Lewss; wherein is fet forth the inevitable neceflity
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“and the mattey in Controyerfieispot now -between K. William and K. Fames,

“but between K Williampand R. Lews of. France for the Government-of thefe
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King and Queen. 4°.
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Lord Bithop-of Sarum : By Anthony Horneck , D.D. 4% o - -
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Rigid Laws for Univerfal Conformity to it, untoitstalt End. With a profpect
.of, thefe. near approaching Revolutions, vs%.The Revival of the Proreflant
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End of all Turkib Holtilities.  The general Mortification of the poirer of the
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An Account of the Proceedings of the Convention of the Etates of Scot/and,
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the Private League which he entred’into at the fame Time with the French King:
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As they arefet down in the Hiftory of the Dutch War; Printed in French at
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to be immediately Supprefied at.the Inftance of the Engliyfb Embaffadour. Fol.
A Dif¢ourfe concerninig the Worfhip of Images, Preached before the Univer-
fity of Oxford the 24th. of May,  1686.. by George Tullie Sub Dean of Zork ;
{ For which he was fufpended.]. 49 C [
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