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L ET TE R

Toa FRIEND, & -

RN AST time I had the pleafure of your

3 company, the difcourfe happening to turn
234 upon Mr.Chandler’s Hiftory of Perfecution,
- da we cou'd not but both of us be {orry, that
=l 3 pood argument had been {poil'd by his
ill managementof it3by the many hot paffions he feems
to be tranfported with, .and his undigefted notions
of thé whole matter, Tho’, I prefume, ncither the
Reverend, nor the Honodrable his fubfcribers, will
repent their generofity, when they read the Hiffory
;:f the Inguifition, a very curious and elaborate pér-
ormance, he has been at the pains of tranflating ; yet
that wietched hotch-potch; and heap of fcandal he has
rak’d up, as an Introdution to it, the fober and judi~
cious part of them, I am apt to believe, cou’d wifh
had not been impos’d upon them: For tﬁcy can’t ap+

prove of his throjving dirt at all hagards, round a2
v A2 " bout




L : 3 [ 4 ] . _1 ..-‘ - ‘
bdutshim : Whilft he is pouring forth expreffians- of
lobe and tendernefs, he ranfacks. dll that he canany
ways - comeé, ‘arifor fcandal, ‘néver minding whéther
in truth people do,. ‘or do net defetve his ‘widths;
unlefs he-fanciey thaty his dreffing them up in< Jear-
skins; is endughto give him a pretence to deftroy
them with his tongue, having no power to do it o-
therwiie.

I cannot blame you, Sir, that you defired to judge
coolly of this matter. Tho’ 'tis difficult not to grow

warm, upon {ucha prevaricating way of proceedure:
To- lanch out {o immoderately, upon .Principles of
Moderation, 15 really . not fufferable. You. feem’d to
take it fo, as well as I; but not to be over-hafty in
judging. you wou’d look further into the matter at
your leifure, and in the mean time,defir’d me to com-
mit to writing what pais’d bétween us upon this fub-
ject: Whicls, tho® the lefs capable of the two, 1 un-
dertook fhou’d be done, to the beft of my abilities,
tho’ not in the very fame expreflions or order, for
ours was a tree converfation ; fuch as it is, kjeave it
to you, to make what ule of it you pleafe.

1. Firft then, as'to Liberty and Perfecution, 1 did
fo far agree with this author, as you do, that there
thou’d be 'no civil punifbment infli&ed on ahy man,
for opinions that have no proper influence or ten-
dency, to difturb the peace of the fare or com-
monwenith. ' That therefore all fe&aries, of what-~
foever denomination, be left to their own thoughtsa-
bout rehigionr and worthip, ‘fo far as they are wil-
ling to keep within reafonable bounds: Whereby we
underftood, that they may u/z their liberty in their
own churches, chapels, = ajfenblies  or  meetings
places 5 and there they may follow, if it is pofhible,
and 1t %hey. pleale, meither difcipline nor order, or
rather, as ‘1t 1s to be fuppos’d, their swn order or
difcipline, in the way they think beft, each of them,
for the prefervation of their body intire, anda good
underftanding *between all its members; thati:hth%
‘ ou
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thould "be willihg dlfo, that the.fame liberty ‘they
ufe themfelves, - others fhould not -enjoy :lefs - than
thein 5 and that they fhould not grudge any other
feG: the privilege of a&ing as they think proper; and
efpecially rhat which happens to. be #ppérmoff in a
nation, and- therefore goes by the name of a4 natio-
nal efiablifbmenr, or church -as it is.. eftablith’d by
law. | ,

- TI. But if, as’ it feems, fome .would pufth furzher
and intend that every one fhould every where teach,
or aét as he thinks fit, without any reftraint, law,
or controul, to hinder him, or abridge his liberty
in any church or: meeting, 1If he has a mind to be
acknowledg’d a member of either, fo far indeed they
fhan’t have our concurrence; for we reckon that to
be fuch a confufion, and wretched anarchy, as is no
ways to be {ought for, or thought of, as a thing
defirable, among either men or chriftians. And, if
I miftake not, Mr. Chandler himfelf muft not allow
of it, though all his oeuicries and declaimings, all
his rancour and bitternefs, all his anger and malice
feem either to tend rhat way, ‘or elle to have his La-
titudinarian Cabal lift up its head above all the now
allow’d f{ocieties of religion, and prelcribe to them
how they ought to behave themfelves, to pleafe this
ftale faction newly reviv'd.

. IIL. To return. I do not for my part, nor do you,
envy the church here or any where clfe, the pro-
tettion of the flate, or any of its legal revenues.
What ! if diffenters think themfelves oblig’d to keep
up their own congregations, and encourage their pa-
ftors, as they are able; is it not fit alfo that the
eftablithment fhould be -kept up by the jovereign,
magifiracy, or mation, that.belong to i1t, or are
members thereof ; and that their. clergy thould be
{upported by all lawful and convenient means? Or 1s
it to be underftood, that there fhould be a liberty
for thofe that happen to be rolerated, and none for
thofe that are epprov’d by the government?

That
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'That the magiftrate thould not meddle at al/ with
. religion, appears to me very ftrange, unlefs he is to
have none bimfelf ; but if he ought to have any, that
which is of his own chufing, he; to be {ure; may
cherifp and protelf. Otherwile, by being a magi-
firate, he would lofe all that he had a2 right to; as a
private man, all the liberty that every other mem-
ber of the commonwealth, all fubje@s whatever;
would have maintain’d inviolably as to ahd fot them-
felves: Which I reckon to be a wild fancy, a mon-
firous imagination. Will any perfon fay the magi-
ftrate, as fuch, muft have no confcience but a pub-
lick one; or that all his bufinefs as a magifiratey pre-
cifely is, to keep every one’s religion and eonfcience
free of all refiraint 2 | won’t oppofe this 3 for tha’
the magiftrate, in that relationy be not the church’s
profeffor, yet he that is a magiftrate, wi/l do it
and cannot belp doing ity if he has any ze¢s/ for the
caufe.

IV. To this it may be objefted, that fuch a fcheme
would, in moft parts of the world, effablifh iniquity
by law, and f{ettle for ever, almoft in a// places, idos
latry and [uperfiitiony, rites and ceremonses, trifles
and things indifferent In do&rine or praéice, be-
fides creeds, fubfcriptions, oaths, ecclefiaflical courts;
and I know not what. Il own there would
be room for this obje&ion, if at the fame time a 70-
leration was not allowed to thofle that diffent from
fuch an eftablifh’d religion, or national fociety of
chriftians. Burt if a toleration be allow’d (for upon
this fuppofition we go here all along, none of us, I
prefume, the leaft inclining towards popery in its
worfe {enfe, or perfecution for conftience fake) and
if chriftians, fo named, chufe all thofe either vani-
ties or enormities, to be part of their religion, and
their own confcience, tho’ erroneous, ficks to ity will
you take from them the liberty and righty to keep
up and [upport that their particular fociety or
church, {o call’d, which they chz/e to be of ? E‘or

they
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they agreeing in their unanimity or uniformity in
thofe things, are no more willing to depart from
it, or to be difturb’d in ity than the otbers in what
they account their /iberzy.

V. Will the Latitudinarian then fay, that charch
fhould come into my notions ? If you can perfuade
people to come into them, let them; but if not; why
they into your notions, any more than you into
theivs ? Is it becaufe yours are right, theirs are not?
Who fhall be the judge ? Not rkhey for yous that
you reje€t as abominable: Not you for them ; for then
all your fine {peeches would come at laft to 7his, that

ou fet up jyourfelves only for a rule to others :
%Vcll then, Holy Scripture, mere Revelation, muft be
only hearken’d to; but this Scriprure, this Revela-
tiony, happens to be underftood in two appofire, or
different {enfes, the one by the chaurch, or prevailing
party, the other by gou. Here is the knor, gentle-
men! So it is, fays one, that fancies himfelf to be
fome Alexander or other, but 1’Il cut it: Very well,
Oir, we have heard before of thefe fine cutzers, but
are not a jot the Zester for them. What they fay, as
well as we, 15 true, viz. ‘That private judgement, be-
ing the laft refort, is a firm and found foundation
.ofgliberty of conicience. This is plain to any one’s
apprehenfion, but ’tis not fo, when the queftion is~
about a decifion between contending parties. For
fuch a decifion is a pyblick judgment, or a folemn
declaration, made by thofe that fhall come in, as jud-
ges or umpires, to moderate between the faid parties,
and to pronounce which of them teaches aor alts o-
‘therwife than the {ociety, to which they belong, did
formerly, or does now actually approve, fo that it in-
deed takes away a liberty of zeaching or doing any
otherwifg than as it is decided. But neverthelefs, it
lcaves whole and entire liberty of confeience it felf to
both parties, either thofe that affent, or thofe that do
not, For we fuppofe all along that as full a zolera-
{tomy as has been defcrib’d, is allow’d to thofe whofe

| " private -
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private does not agree with the publick judgment.
If fuch a reftraint upon liberty 1s an evi/, 1t is a mes
ceffary evily an evil that can’t be awvoided, as long as
there are men, whether ecclefiaftical or fecalary who
don’t always fee things in the fame light. .And
therefore, 1n both church and flate contending pars
ties there are, and I fuppofe will be, except all
mens minds were exaltly of the fame make and
mould : And decifions will ever follow, or even
fometimes preceed contentions, to prevent them if
poflible before they break out to a high degree. Uni-
verfal and conftant experience proves-sz, It is fo, and
will be fo. And when one goes about.to fuppofe,
that if we had all our defired dear liberty to play
with, we might enjoy {uch a pleafure as never any
dreamer felt (which I won’t take upon me to-deny)
I really can’t help looking upon this {fuppofition as
an Utopian [cheme, a mere Plato’s’ commonwealth,
and as truly vifionary and romantick as the imaginary
caftles in the air, of perfons diforder’d in their fenfes *.
VII. Nothing more like that framtick notion, than
the fine Raree-Show -of a church, of Mr. Chandler's
framing, tho’ he has it not, I know, out of his own
brains ; only, he watits to fhare in the blkefings of 4
worthy and reverend Prelate upon thofe that have con-
tributed to fo good a work . Here then all feés
and parties are brought into one peaceable and well
compacted church or body. You’ll hear a- few
of them enumerated by Mr. Chandler 1, an eccho, it
feems, or an interpreter, if you believe him, of the
now Bithop of L. Sociniansy Ariansy Athanafians, Sa-
bellians, Pelagian:y, Advminiansy Epifcopaliansy Calvinifts,
Presbyterians, Independentsy Anabaptifts, &c. a goodly
ficht in very deed, and an exceeding comfortable one,
to.fee "em all amicably pack’d together ! But believe
you, if you can, that Mr. Chandler belicves, that the

__.—-

 ® Cbhandler’s Introduftion, Page 3. + Bifhop of Bangor that
was, Page 89, 105. - 1 Page 104 ‘

Bithop




{21

Bithop believes. any fuch thing. :Credat. Fudeus Apella ;
non ego. | . o
. ;Vfll. I would not have a Roman-Catholick’ ac-
quainted with this, as it 1s pretended. to be an hypo-
thefis or {cheme of an ortbodox Bifhop. For then
he would have reafou {ufhcient to complain, that hé
is excluded from that bleffed fociety, that has at the
head of it the very fcum of thofe that take upon
them the name of chriftians 3 for that’s his notion
of them, if I be not greatly miftaken. However,
that he is excluded is plain; unle(s he happens to be
comprehended in Mr. Chandler’s, &c. Bur if he is not,
why is he not mention’d? It may be anfwer’d, be-
caufe Papifis allow of principles deffruttive of our ci~
vil conftitution : That’s true; but a Roman-Catho=
lick is not always a Papiff, at leaft then he ought to
have been admitted, fo far as he is only a Roman-
Catholick, who, I think, agrees in all thofe funda+
mentals, that the Socinians themfelves will come into,
and therefore I do infaft he fhould be intermix’d fome
where in that buddie-puddie of Mr. Chandler’s leger
deinain, who fathers upon the good Bithop, what I
dare fay he abhors. - .
- IX. For my part, I do not well {ee why the Deifis
themf{elves thould not be compell’d to come in, that
Mr. Chandler’s houfe may be full; for they have no
great objeltion to Chrifl as a4 Moraliff, or one that
teaches plain natural morality or religion. Indeed,
that he fhould be a reacher from God for that pur-
pofe, they apprehend was not fo very ncedful; but
yet, if chriftians are willing to keep within the
bounds of religion, as marural, I hardly think Deifls
v;ould refufe to be reckon’d {ome of the 2¢f among
thcm. ' _

. X. What then, will one fay, would you not tolerate
a Socinian ? Tolerate! Ay, by all means: Let him
have as ample and full liberty as- any orher diflen-
ter :  He fhall have no hinderance from we. Butl

B “muft
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muft beg pardon, if I can’t look upon him as a &ro-
ther, 1n all the emphafis of that appellation; tho’ I
reckon him to be my w#neighboury, and am ready to
do for him, as I would be done by. And when I re-
fiet on the matter feriounfly, I can’t apprehend how
I could be receiv’d into the communion of Socinians,
as a preacher or teacher, fuppofing that I, being a-
mong them, would teach or preach your Athanafian
creed, 1 doubt they would not fuffer it; however,
if they wouwld, I cannot for my life imagine how
they could in very reafon and confcience. And
therefore, tho' I can well agree to be a member of
the fame fate or civil conflitution with any men,
I muft profefs, I can’t fo far ftretch my charity and
confcience, as to be willing to be in one chaurch
or ecclefaflical communion with Socinians and Athana-
fians together. Here one in the morning would preach,
Chrift 1s a mere man ; another in the afternoon, he'is
~ery God ; and if, after having explain’d the pofitive
part of the doltrine, they happen, as it can hardly
fail, to go into the controverted or polemical part of
it, what a fine work for edification muft I be enter-
tain'd with ? What indeed, if it thould happen to
return every Sunday throughout the year? No, but
you’ll fay, they fhan’t touch at all upon thofe points.
That’s very merry indeed ; they will hold their tongues,

won't they? for.fhut their mouths you cannot, upon
your own principles. |

XI. To be ferious. Truth with love 1s chrifhan
preaching, what therefore God has join’d together,
let not man put afunder. ‘YTrue doltrine then, as it
15 fuch, 1In my own private judgment and con-
{cience, ought to be the bafis, rule and mealure of
my love. Then as men, all will be indeed the ob-
jects of love, as being my #eighbours ; but as re-
lizious Profeffors, how is it poflible or reafonable,
that there fhould not be fome difference at leaft, in
the degrees of love, for and towards them. Is it

novt
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not a plain Apoftolical precept? Let us do good unto
all men, efpecially unto them who are of the houfbold of
faith. We cannot then but chufe to be in communion
with thofe that agree with us, in what we look up-
on, with refpe€t to fundamental truths, as that faith
that was once delivered to the [aints. :

XII. Indeed, as to my felf, I could wifth with all
my heart, that thofe things fhould not be impos’d,
in order to chriftian communion, that are look’d
upon as sndifferent, or declar’d to be {o by the Impo-
{ers themfelves :  What 1s taken to be fuch, fhould be
left, methinks, as it is in its own nature. He that
eateth, thould not defpife nor exclude him that eszeth
#ot 3 he that kweels, {hould, in my apprehenfion, let
others fland or fit as they like. -Tho’ an uniformity
1 thofe matters feemss more decenr, yet being not at
all neceffary, nor even the neglec? of it indecent in if
felf (for we fee at prayers people in different poftures
without any {candal) I can’t fee any reafon why fuch
rigidnefs fhould be countenanc’d by /lsws and pénal<
¢ies : And therefore it would be kind and chriftian-like,
I think, to leave every one fo far free, as that he might
follow his own way without refleing upon another,
for tollowing his ;5 and for ought I know of man’s
heart, it would be the proper way to bring them
INto an uniformity of prattice in fuch things, by the
very means of a prevailing fafbion and ufage : Only
thole that {fhould ftill affe&k to be fingular, would be
apt to be ridicul’d for ity as he that wore long pockers,
like thofe of our grand-fires. |

XIII. But in thofe things that are reckoned to be
of necefity in themfeclves, there is no room left for
any unoounded liberty among chriftians united to-
gether in one fociety, church or communion. If
there were, we -might join with Roman-Catholicks,
adoring the boff, worthiping of images, (J¢c. which
I know not whether Mr. Chandler would allow 3 but
iavow I cannot. And therefore unlefs you can fo

B 2 mould
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mould the chriftian world now-a-days, as that it
could umite in what chriftians take, refpeively, to
be the foundations of chriftian doétrine or wor-
thip, you may declaim and rail as long as you pleafe ;
but you’ll hardly bring in fenfible men to have all
their fandamental principles fhaken and ruin’d, for the
fake of a few of one fort of freethinkers, who look
upon them as no principles at all, and yet would
make up an zniverfal church of members fo much
difunited, and adverfe to one another.

X1V. Why {o many broken pieces, or extralts of
{fome one charity-fermon or other, fhould hdve been
brought in with fuch an air, by the reverend the
preacher in his Remarks, is not worth inquiring af-
ter. For I conceive his aim being not fo much di-
re&ed againft our common adverfaries the Papiffs, as
againft his Fellow-Proteflants, and fome of his own
bretbren, he fhould in ‘true reafoning, methinks,
hive done his beft endeavours to thew, how, by their
principles or pratice, they feem now-a-days to wio-
late that their acknotwledg’d duty, univerfal charity
and bemevolence :  They being, as much as he well
can be, againft punifhments ot any fort, and all nega-
tive difcouragements in the ftate for religious opini-
ors ; but yet do apprehend, they are oblig’d to have a
care, that purity of faith, as well as worfhip, fhould
be kept up n their own affemblies. Now had Mr.
Chandler prov’d, that, by fo doing, they blindly at a-
oaint rhar love, that is fo much recommended to us
in. the Gofpels and Apoftolical writings, he would
bave talk’d to the purpofe; but not a word of thar,
at leaft, in a dire? and diflinft way or expreflion,
that I can remembery throughout all this Jutrodaéiion ;
which, to (peak my mind freely, as 1 think I may,
renders very probable what I have heard, fince I have
put pen to paper, that this Mr. Chandler is one, whole
judgment is not taken to equal his vivacizy. How-
cver, 1 muft leave that to thofe that better know him

or
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or are acquainted with him, which T am not, tho’ I
have an efteem for his great parts.

XV. This I muft needs fay, that in Mr. Chandier's
Hiflory and Remarks, there {eems to be fuch a mix-
ture of good and bad, fuch a confounding and 'hud-
dling together, without diftinttion, the different
principles of friends and foes, and in truth, of his
own various apprcheniions of things, that one is
hardly able to make a confiftent f{cheme thereof.
Moft certainly a civil toleration and an ecclefiaflical
one, are things diftinét, tho’ there be a refemblance
and comparifon between them. I readily grant thac
the ome may be perfe€t and univerfal, without the ¢-
ther: The ftate or civil government, being only for
this prefent mortal hife, ts grounded on mere buman
or political principles, that affet one’s natural or civil
intereft : The church or kingdom of Chrift is not
of this world, but is founded upon divine and reli-
gious principles, it affelts one’s fupernatural or hea-
venly intercft. In the former, Iought to be ruled by
the laws of the /snd, in the latter, by thofe of the
gofpel ; they fhou’d not interfere with one another.
If I am a good fubjett, fo far I am intitled to all
the privileges of a good fubjeit ; if 1 am a good
shriftian, {fo far alfo I have a right to all 4is privi-
legess all thisis very true: But then if I join in
fociety or communion with chriftians, Whom fhall
I be determin’d by in this church? Ask, 1 pray,
whom you fhou’d be determin’d by.as a fubjeét in
the flate, and the anfwer to this /uf queftion, will
equally ferve to the firf. If.you judge your private
'a'gvantagc not compatible with the laws of civil
{fociety, why then you muft live by your felf in a
defart, or go into fome country, where the laws
and conftitutions agree with your way of thinking.
Wou'd you pull down all manner of law, fociety,
and rule for your own fake only? No to be fure:
'This wou'd be wild with a wiz#efs; no fuch level-

ling
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ling principles will be fic for any ftate whatfoever;
you muft be concluded by a majority, or be exclu-
ded {ociety, I fee no medium; and this obfervation
may be applied to the other fubjeét. If you do not
Like church-communion, you are free as to that, fo
far as that no body in this world can infli& upon
you, by right, any civil punifhment for this your
opinion or pralice : But if you have a mind to
join in communion with any fociety of chriftians,
to be f{ure you muit agree with them, or leave them,
and make a fociety of your ows, conftituted of
thofe that agree with you; and even then you muft
be raled one way or other, if any difagreement hap-
pens to be among your felves; and he that won’t muft
be expell’d, 1t can’t be help’d, how broad foever the
principles of your fociety are,

For let it be form'd upon that very principle, that
there be s order or rule at all; if {o, even this is
its order and its rule. So that if any wou’d intro-
duce any thing into it, befides that oxe rule, without
the concurrence of the many, there’s an end of the
fociety, upon its own principles, it will come to
nought; what a fine fabrick this is, I will give you
time to confider. N

XVL In the mean while, I may and will appeal to
Mr. Chandler him{clf, if he 1s pleas’d to ftand to his
own decifions, as I think he ought; for his very
words are, at his firft fetting outy, 7 will not indeed
deny ®* but that the appointing perfonsy, whofe peculiar
office 1t fbow’d be to wminifter in the external [ervices of
publick and [ocial worfbip, is, wben under proper regu-
lationsy of advantage to the decency and order of di-
vine fervice.  What do you think he means by
proper regilations, no regulations at all, or none
that muft be followed, or fuch as ought to be regu-
Iated themfelves by every ones will or fancy? If

® Page 3.
there



[ 15 ]

there be proFet' regulations to be had or imagin’d,
I thou’d be glad to know what they are, or of what
ufe, if no {ubmiffion is due to them at all. Befides,
here is an appointing of perfons to miniffery, and who-
ever appoints them {eems to be moft naturally a judge
of their miniftration; and then here is alfo a decency
and order, which 1 can’t well reconcile with #o
refiraint at ali upon thofe that wou’d fpoil it or de-
viate from it at pleafure. Some time after, he is heard
preaching to nations, #of to enlarge the autho-
rity and jurifdittion of [piritual men, beyond the
-bounds of reafom and revelation, which is very
wholefome advice, and ’tis moft evident by his own
warning of nations, that f{piritual men have, or
ought to have fome [mall degree of authority and
jurifdition upon the very principles of reafon, as
well as revelation; fo that, without f{pending his
time in declaiming, he wou’d have better employ’d
it, in giving us a plain leftare about what he takes
to be lawful authority and jurifdiction of (piritual
men, and the precife bounds thereof, fo as we might
know, once for all, how far we muft or may either
reje€t ity or fubmit to it: For to rail at random a-
gainft authority, and call it domineering over o-
thers faith and confcience, and then to fuppole
there is to be fome authority, without explaining
awhat this authorty is, appears to me fomewhat like
a certain Prelate’s perplex’d an{wer to a2 committce
of latter times, that did indeed make people flare,
but never made them the wifer, nor ever wou’d, if
they were to chew all their life-time upon that Spi-
ritual Man’s political cud.
X VIIL. That indeed Mr. Chandler infifts much upon
a minifler’s preaching, exborting, giving good exam-
pley and {o on, I do freely acknowledge, and thank -
him for 1t; that being what a #rue clergyman, or
ecclefiaftical perfon, ought above 4/l to mind and {ct
his heart upon, But this does not take off the dif-
ficulty
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ficulty 1n this matter, neither as to the [everal memje
bers of the {ociety in gencral, nor as to the wisniv
flers in particular, that are the chief members of ity
tho’ they are not its maffers, nor are they the fo-
ciety it felfy and therefore are no lefs fubjeét than o-
thers to its rules. Suppole then vyour clergy
aéting only, as it {eems Mr. Chandler underftands 1t,
in the way of mere perfuafion, and fome of the hearers
will not be perfuaded, but fet themfelves up to dif-
order either the {ociety it f{elf, or 1ts guides and re-
preientatives, which it has impower’d to at for it ;
15 there then no way to oppofe the difturbers, but by-
preaching over and over again, when the {uppofition
plainly takes in, that that preaching is not minded at
all by the diforderly laicks? What muft be done in
this cafe? You fee perfuafion will not remedy the
cvil, and if there is mo remedy Jefides for it, the
evil is enzail’d upon fociety for ever, I mean, a fo~
ciety ot cbrifiiansy that never can be umited on a
certain foundation 1in any focial worfbip at all;
which 1s monftrous. For {o you put them in a con-
dition of not being able, in the nature of things, to
do whar, in the nature of things, they muift and
ought to do, viz. to jeirn and unire together in focial
wor/b:d.

XVIII. Now as to muniffers, we’ll put a plain
cafe. The two churches in Great Britain, tho’ pretty
much alike as to the fane7 parts ot religion, are at
a great diftance as to externals: One has a precom-
pofed form of prayer, that is read by the minifter
adorn’d with a furplice, the other wou’d have the
minifter ule comceived prayers, and. generally 1ts
done by him in a cleaky or fome fuch like veftment.
Wou’d you have him that officiates in the church of
Scotland, appear with a furplice rcading common~
prayer; or, in the Church of England, one mounte
ing the pulpit with his cloak, to fay all there with-
out book? For my party I cou’d well endure 1ty as ;:lo

the
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the. thing it felf, that is of no great confideration:
But, as it rclates to ordery, I can’t imagine how it
cou’d beendur’d ; I am fure it wou’d not: Nor wou'd
any undertake it, but oneoxt of bis fenfes, or fome
furious zealot, who, to be fure, has no right to come
and difturb others in the poffeflion of their ufages
and cuftoms. Such a one then is to be check’d tar
it; efpecially if he wou’d not refrain from his wild
attempt. To this it may be f{aid, a man that has his
wits about bim, thou’d not a&t in this manner: Bug
fhall not he preach againft what he reckons to be
an abufe, or evilin the church? Yes, he may and ought
but at his own peril, if his preachingis not /ik’d: An
this being {ufficiently fignified or infinuated to him,
he muft either forbear, if his confcience permits
him, or go and preach to thofe that are or will be
difpos’d to hear him. But that he fhou’d perfift
where he 1s #not lik’d, is an untoward pretenfion, or
that the fociety muft yield againft her own con-
vition or her quiet, are abfurdities to be ridicul’d,
rather than anfwer’d. .

XIX. If you’ll give me leave, I wou'd further
{uppofe, that there was neither church nor meetng,
as there 1s amongft us, but a number or multitude
of individuals, that fingly, if poffible, did profels
chriftianity without any difcipline or miniftry at
all, and fuppofe fome of them inclinable to join in
one religious fociety, upon laws agreed by them fo
be Chrift’s own laws, together with {ome 4y-/aws of
their own, not contrary or repugnant, as they proe
fume to the others; wou’d it be proper for any one
that is for Jiberty, to call them enemies of that
liberty becaufe of their by-laws, as they affect no
body but theinfelves, that are willing to be bound by
them? And tuppofe laftly, the great men of the
pation, and the Sovereign himfelf to come into, this
{ociety, and {o give thofe 4y-/aws the more credit,
with regard to the mcmbtf:és of that fociety : What
“ye : OCCa~
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occafion of juft and reafonable complaint this would
give others, I cannot underftand; and wupon this
footing, I muft not find fault with the a& of uni-
formity, as temper'd by the a& for toleration, or
that the Jtargy in South-Britain, and a direffory, I
{fuppole, in the northern parts, be eftablifh’d by the
s of union, which may well ftand without any
infringement on theliberty of diffenters of any fort,
cither north or fouthward.

« XX. That one fhou’d call emprifoning, confif-
cating, banging, €Fc. by the odious name of perfe-
wtiai you have my confent, as faras it will ferve. In
the ftate, the man ought to be regarded; not the
[eflary as {uch, and the man as far as he is, or may
be zfeful to the ftate. That 1s {o plain an opinion,
that it wants no proof at all. No proof being a
more clear evidence of the thing, than the thing it
felf is. If there are men that do not fee ity they muft
be fomewhat like thofe that do not fee the {un at
noon-day, and with them I have done for ever.
Bur if by perfecution, you mean not to be look'd
upon as a member of a churchy, whofe doétrines
you don’t believe, whofe worfhip you won’t prac-
tife, or whofe difcipline you can’t {ubmit to, as
Jong as you may follow your own that you like dez-
ter, or take to be the only true one, then in truth |
am not of your opinion; I fhall never be brought
to call perfecution what I think is as much the refuls
;f I:bsrty, as any thing elle. And for the very rea-
on that I am for as perfeft a liberty as can bé had,
I am for every fociety, as well as all individuals, en-
joying and exercifing their own full liberty towards
and among themfelves, {o far as that their Liberty
docs not break in upon the civi/ flate, or acknow-
ledg’d publick good ot nations; therefore then, let
the church or party duminant have its laws, fta-
tutes, or canons to be govern’d by, till that church

or paity think it convenient to alter them, or any
parg
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part of them. Let thofe alfo, that- do not - hke the.
eftablifhment, fet up meetings and :there alt as it
feems beft in their own eyes. And if a member in
any church or meeting whatfoever does not like what
is faid or done there, and will break its peace and
order, by quarrelling and contentions, ’tis very fit
{fuch opinionative men, that violate their neigh-
bour’s liberty and peace, fhou’d be admonifh’d either -
to abftain from doing fo any more, or to leave the
{ociety, or, having torfeited their right to it, {hou’d
be expell’d it, as awilful perturbators of, other
mens liberty, peace and quict. All this I reckon
to be plan common [enfe, and warranted fuﬂ'icicntlly
by the gofpel and all the writings of the new tel-
tament, more particularly by this general and fhort

rule given by the holy apoftle. ; Let all things be done
decently and in order.

.. XXI. But wou'd it not be better to have none of
thofe [ubfiriptions, oaths, €F¢? Suppofing it wou’d,
what of that? As-long as it 1s thought fit by them,
that judge thofe means necefary for the prefervation
of their fociety entire, 1s there any reafon to pre-
fcribe to them, with hard {peeches, to take away
what they -keep in their own defence? Here you
have the church of Ewngland, that has a mind to be
uniform as to its govermment, articles, liturgy and
difcipline : How fhall that church, fo conftituted, be
able to keep its conftitution, without fome fecurity
or other, from thofe that are admitted to the pub-
lick miniftration and office in the faid church; and
alfo without fome rales, canonsy, or laws, to ob-
lige every one of her members to conform, to that
order ? For to tell the church-men, they fhou'd
have #no0 laws of that nature.; that is as much as to
{ay, thofe things they do well /ike of, they ought
not to have a liberty of liking, which appears to me
to be very abfurd, elpecially as it comes from that
quarter that pleads for unbounded liberty, the na-

C 12 ture
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ture of hberty being {uch, that that man is equally.
free that binds, as he that lefes himfelf. If indeed
you went about to give them good reafons why théy
fhou’d not be ih love with thofe things, they appear
to you to bc over fond of, I don’t know but you
might do fomething ro the purpofe. But to /zold and
firike, and mix heaven and h::-ﬁ together; to brand
with the odious name of perfecution, what is as-far
from it as heaven from hell it felf, ferves only to
give a mean opinion of the man, as being fomewhat
diforder’d in bis fenfes. Pray fee how he raves on the
{ubje&t, fays he, This mamner of fubfiribing is infamouns
in it5 naturey and vindicable upon no principles of con-
[cience and bononur. Isit {o indeed ? How then comes
your blefing Prelate to be {o rigid in that way to his
own dear bofom-friend and fellow-companion one
Mr. ¥ ? As Mr. Whifton has publickly declar’d
to the world, in a pamphlet concerning the late
Dr. Clark. .

XXII. I am forry that the Zeff-a& does exclude
the diflenters from publick employments, if they
won’t fubmit to take the facrament. I never liked
{uch a profanation, if I am allow’d to call it by its
right name; and if I cou’d help it, the blame thou’d
not lie upon any of thofe that are the true fons of
the church. But fo much of that has been faid lately,
that we may well leave it here without any farther
di{quifiuon.

XXIIf. What I wou'd obferve further 1s, how he
has made perfecutors of the [fubfcribing miniflers at
Salters-Hall. ‘W hy fo furious? A rumour was {pread
all over the city and fuburbs, that the’ diffenting
clergymen were moft of them become Arians: To
take off the odium of this injurious report, {ome
very pious and lcarned men among them, thought the
beft expedient was to fubfcribe all in 2 body an arti-
cle of the Church of England, and one of the #ef-
minfler catechilm’s queftions and anfwers.- This they

pro-
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propos’d in a mumerous affembly, when, as it hap-
pened, fome did not think fit to fubfcribe, others
did. And, mn my apprehenfion, if the /s, by {ub-
{cribing, did perfecute the firf}, thofe firff, by not
{ubfcribing, did perfecate the . laff. For who has
given one party the liberty of not fubfcribing, if the
other neither has. nor ought to have that of fub-~
[eribing. Is it only” ome party that is to bave all the
Iiberty to bimfelf? 1 am afraid there isfomething of
this in the matter. After all thefe fad outcriesa-
gainft perfecution, they will hardly fignify any more
than if one fhou’d fay roundly; ¢ I won’t be perfecu-
‘“ ted my felf,nor have my liberty abridg’d or dimi-
““ nifh’d in the lealt; but hark-ye, I will not be bound
“ by the fame rale of patural and chriftian equity,
“ and I’ll declare againft thofe as perfecurors, that
““ think they have a right to be as free as my {elf,and
“ do act accordingly”. The various circumftances of
that affair I {hall not meddle with, being little ac--
quainted with either party ; only one thing I can't.
but wonder at, and that is to {ce the deteftable name
of Inquifition faftned, with relation to this bufinefs,
upon the principles of diflenters. For if the gen-
tlemen, that met at Salters-Hall, had once {ub-
{crib’d the article abovemention’d, as ’tis prefum’d
they had, I don’t apprehend how it thou’d be againft
their principles to {ubfcribe a fecond time, unlefs’
they reckon {ubfcribing is like bapti{fm, never to be
reiterated. But as 1 never heard of this, it furprifes
me to {ee the very moderate Mr. Chandler inveigh at
fuch a rate againft his once dear brethren, upbraid
them for a farious oppofition, call them Zealots for
their pains, and infiouate as if their zeal had been
meer hypocrify, to ferve their own paffions and in=~
tereft, in 2 moft fhameful and profane manner. — It
wou’d not be fit for me to imitate him, tho’ it were
afar off, otherwife it wou’d be pretty natural to ask
if this long {croll of an [ntroduition to the Hiflory

of the Inquifition, has not partly been calculated to
ferve
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ferve his refentent and batred, 1n a manner fo
fpitcful and unbecoming, againft the [wbfcribing mi-
wiflers ; fome of which, and not the leait worthy,
are now lying quiet in their graves.

Tho’ they {eem indeed not to have much more
caufe to complain than meff other fects and parties,
cither old or new: I'll beg leave to except the Soci-
nians, whom he has not found ims his heart to bring
in for-any fhare in the lift of perfecutors. Burt to
bave it filI'd up, all muft be and are fuch to him, as
have thought it their duty to exercife mere chrif=
tian difcipline, and for that only he fets them off in
fuch black outrageous terms, as if they were, or
had been, the moft unwortby of ali mortals. Does
he really think the proper way to convince men 1s
t0 blacken them, to afperfe and wilify them? Or 1s
it only to pleafe 2 gang that attends him, that he
aCts and writes with the very fame high ({pirit, he
does not like in others ? Happy they, his fulmina-
tions againft them have neither civil nor church
effe&t! For he his given caufe fufficient to apprehend
how he wou’d be inclin'd to a& with others, 1f he
was to havwg rule over them. Tho’ they abhor per-.
fecution in the ftate, as much as he well can do,-
when reafon guides him, yet becaufe they are for
maintaining, by lewful chriffian means, what they
take to be true and fundamental do&rines in the
church, they are defam’d bv him as {o many .ncen-
diaries, and perfecutors, as-the plagues and curfes of
mankind, for that their innoxious and at leaft par-
donable error, by one that profefles fo much of
tempery moderation, charity, bumanityy impartialityy
peace, concord, f[ocial wirtue, liberty, fincerity, and
what not, that the gentleman and his friends pay as

fo many compliments to themfelves, and one ano-
ther, exclufively of all otbhers.

[n the name of wonder, what wou’d they have?
Muft a2l mens minds be on the level with theirs,

or
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or have the fame latitude or ftraitnefs, what fhall
I call ic? It’s impoflible in the natare of things. Our
principles give them all the liberty they can defire,
if in their f{enfes, of thinking, [peaking, writivg, in
matter and form as they beft approve. Let all thofe
that take on them the name of chriftians, nay, let ali
Pagansy Mabometans, Deifts, Infidels enjoy the {ame
liberty to the full, provided the foundations of civil
{ociety are not thereby fabverted or fhaken. W hat
will you have more, gentlemen? Muft all others, in
order to pleafe you, give up their opinions, or ways,
tho’ in nothing hurtful to you? - if they are o,
that’s to themfelves. ’Tis none of your bufinefs, if
they value what you f{cofhngly call orthodoxy in
them. Nor even is it any thing to you, if they
won’t admit you into their own aflfemblies, fo long
as they are willing you fhou’d be wholly free to
preach ‘and publith without control, in your affem-
blies, and in print to the nation, and the whole
world, what you may ¢4/l truth or religion, altho’
it happens to be the greareft deviation from boih.
However, Siry I muft not forget what I promis’d
you fhou’d have as a fort of a Supplement to the
Hiftory of Perfecution. *Tis as follows, in a thort but
curtous abftralt of Socinus’s life *. ¢ At that time
‘¢ the opinion of Francis Dawvids, concerning the
¢“ nower of Clirift and the homour due to him,
¢ caufed a great difturbance in the churches of
““ Tranfilvama: And Georgius Blandrata, who was
¢¢ very great with the prince there, try’d to find a
« remedy to this evil. For that purpofe, he call'd
“ Socinus from Bafil, that he might bring over this
¢ Francis from his {candalous and pernicious error.
¢ Thar this might be done the more eafily, lodg-
¢ ings were hired at a very great mate that they

* Vita Socini, Aut. Sam. Przipavio Eq. Polno. p.m. 19 &5 z0.
““ might
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¢« might live together, and eat at the fame table,
¢ which they did for above three months. But
¢ Francis, unwilling to recant, and preaching pub-
¢« lickly his errors, was immediately, by the Prince’s
¢« order, caft into prifon, wherein a little after, he
¢¢ died’. Here then 1s the falt, and there follows a
{fort of apology for Socinus; the thing having ex-
pos’d him very much. But, fays his Panegyriff, he
furely cou'd not approve of it. (No indeed; un-
lefs be too happen’d to be a Perfecutor) for, adds the
Polifb Knight, ** nothing cou’d more prejudice Soci-
€ 5x5’s caufe, than that the contrary opinion thou’d
«« be decfended by that eflicacious teftimony of
¢ Francis’s dying for it, his death looking in. the
« eyes of all, like a martyrdom”. To fome it
might even appear a very ba/e and horrid way of
taking an adverfary out of the world. However,
there feems to be {omewhat in the circumitances
that is wery [u/picious. But we’ll leave it as it ftandss
a periecution there was by Socinians of all forts, Baz-

tory the prince of the country, Blandrata hisfavou-
rite, and the dlejjzd Socinas himlelf,

Iam, §SIR, &c.

POST-
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P o STSCRITPT

' Ince I wrote this letter, an anfwer to Dr. Rersia
man by Mr Chandler is come to my hands. The
Docétor had faid, that ’tis plainly Mr. C.s defign un=
der the odious name of perfecutiony to decry and wilify
all legal eftablifbments of religion. 'To this Mr. C.
feems to anfwer in the way and manner of the Cu/-
prits at the Old-Bayley. He neither confeffes, proper-
ly fpeaking, nor denies what he is accus’d of : But
taking the advantages the law indeed does there al-
low, he pleads #noz guilty, and puts himfelf upon 4l
the equitable part of mankind. 'This I would allow to
be fair, if that equitable part did fit like a jury be-
fore one’s eyes, ready to judge between the contende
ing parties. But one may well doubt whether ’tis
the faireft method amotig (cholars and divines, thofe
efpecially, that fet themfelves up for patterns of fin~
cerity, and the moft, if not the ox/y impartial in-
quirers after truth: As to myfelf, he’s very free to ufe
his own liberty in making the beft defence he is a-
ble; and as I hope I do {omewhat belong to the
equitable part of mankind, 1 think he fhould be heard
in this his defence by fo netable a jury, all of his own
chufing.

W e'll then fuppofe the judge fhould ask him, What
have you to fay for your felf? His an{wer as to the
accufation above, is;, Firfl;, by asking the Docttor,
but did Mr.C. ever tell you fo? To which my reply
would be, if allow’d to {peak on the queftion, I {up~
potfe nor. But whether Mr. C. told it the Dofior or
no, is nothing to the purpofe; if he has told it to o~
thers by word of mouth, or rather to the wor/d 1n
prinit; for this way the Doftor could as well Know i,
as 1f he had heard it from Mr. C.’s own mouth. |

Secondly, He adds, or were you ever in the infide of
his heart ? Ridiculous! Pbhyfically, if 1 may ule the

D ex-
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expreflion, he was not; but in 2 moral fenfe, why
not? If a man fays a2 thing, or gives it fufhciently
to be underftood by fome outward fign, fo that 1 may
well perceive or judge that to be his opinion er
thought, who will be fo very dull as to apprehend,
I might be in the infide of his beart locally, or fo much
given to cavilling as to ask, whether J was in the in-
Jfide of bis beart? But not to wrangle about words,
hear him further.

Thirdly, Then, fays he, If not, you fbould not have
begun with aun affertion, that Mr. C. knows tis in bis
power to convince, I will not (ay you, but all the equit-
able part of mankindy of the untruth of. Very well, he
fays the truth, the whole truth, and nothing bu#
the truth, ’tis a full anfwer. He ought to be ac-
quitted, and the court will allow him his plea againt
the Do&or : For the plain fenfe of the anfwer feems
to be this. The Do&or is a falfe accufer in his re=
ference to the Introduftion, wherein Mr. C. has af-
firm’d in terms or fenfe exprefly, that he allows of
an eftablithment of religion having the fané&ion of
the law, viz. penalties annex'd to 1it. Indeed other-
wife, 'tis impofible in the nature of things to have a
law: A law without f{an&tion, without a penalty,
being of no ufe at all; ’tis no law. S0 common
(enle inftru&@s us, fo does Holy Scripture and all the
legiflators in the world, but efpecially our ows le-
giflature here in England. " If then Mr. C. minds what
he fays, and does not equivocate, he muft have al-
{ferted, one way or other, in his faid Jntroduttion, that
the eftablithment he is for is fuch, that thofe that do

not conform to it, fhould be liable to fome penalty
cither of an ecclefiaftical (not to fay fpiritual) or ci-

vil nature. But if by a legal eftablithment, he
means {fomewhat that neither /s, nor ever was, NOT can

be legal, that 1s to fay, no eftablifhment a2z a/, then
it appears his anfwer is trifling; and further 1 think

needlefs to fay, but refer all to the jary, the fenﬁt:il_e
judi-
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judicious equitable Part of Mankind. Ay, but here

Mr. Ch. wants to explain himfelf, lLet him be

heard 5

- Fourthly, fays he, 7 have indeed written againft perfe-

cution. But does this vilify all legal eftablifbments ? Are thew
all legal eflablifbments infeparably attended with perfecati

on? If notymy writing againft the latter is no proof that my
Intention is to vilify the former. Pray obferve, he does

not fay all legal eftablifhments gre wor infeparably at-

tended, {9c. but if noty, viz. Dato non concefJo: or 'us

a fort of an argumentum ad bominem, that indeed may-
put to fthame, and filence one that is for an eftablifh~
ment, that enalts perfecution properly fo call’d, and:
yet dares not avow it. But I anfwer, perfecution and

a legal eftablithment may ecither be feparated, or
joined. We know of legal eftablithments that are in-
{eparably attended with perfecution, and thofe we ab-

hor, whether at Rome or elfe where. Tros Rutulus-ve

fuas nello difcrimine habeto. Away with perfecution for
conlcience fake, whoever be the perfecutor. So far

indeed writing againft what is really perfecution, 1s not

to awrite againft all legal eftablifbments, becaufe there

may be one or more attended only with {fuch penalties

on the violators of the law, as has nothing of perfe-

cution, I mean what in common acceptation by men

of fenfe is fo call’'d, and that I think I have already

fhewed in my letter. But as Mr. C. calls thar per-
{fecution, which is nor perfecution, his writing againit

ity 1S 2 proof that he wvilifies all legal effablifbments in-
[eparably atrendedy, with what be brands with that infa-

mous Name.

Fiftbly, Mr. C. {ays, I have alfo very freely cenfur'd
all ecclefraflical tyranny, and declar’d againft [etting #np
the pricfis as lords of the beritage, and making thewns
kings in the voom of the Son of Gody becaufe wheneve ,
they have bad their defir’d powery 1heir language ..
beeny ““ up ilracl to the prey,” and their pre dice to

 J

¢ execute punifhment upon the people to "4ind their
D 2 ““ kings.
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“ kings with chains, and their nobles with fettgrs
“ of iron.” Here is declamation with 4 vengeance,
but all ftale and trivial ! It has been repeated over and
over by all the men of his ffamp. And indeed as ma-
ny times exploded becaule of its wrong application
50 that it 15 become a confus’d found, only fit ta
fun tbe hearers, but can makce no impreflion upan
the equitable part of mankind. No, they are never led
by outcries and moife, as when one without wunders
{tanding bawls out tbe Church, another Pricft-craft,
one the great Diana, another Perfecution. But thag
we may know for once, how to reafon about the mats
ter: Prav, Sir, be pleas’d to declare in plain terms
what vou mean by ecclefiaflical tyranny. Is it that
which was exercis’d by popifb priefis againft proze-
flan:s, by the bigh-church againit the diffenters, or
by fome of the lzff-mention’d, when uppermoft, againfk
their adver/aries? Why {hould you not fpeak out, that
one may be appriz’d of your meaning ? For 1t by ec-
clefiaflical tyranny, you mean ?rue chriftian difci=
pline (as you confound and mix together {pinitual and
civil punithments, or fuch a juft authority as Chrifk
has oiven to his church to keep 1t {elf pure, as much
as may bc in this earthly ftate ) then, Sir, when
vou ccnfure this, either authority or difcipline, you
not oruy cenfure fome lezal effablifbmenty but you
aare to cenfure the very gofpel eftablifhinent itfelf 4
nav, you go over Tq ausrpia T avicruns, to thole very
men you do not like for their principles, 1 mean the
engiitics of rewclatisn.  Take heed then that you be
not traxivortad with a zeal without knowledge. Y ou
run into one cxtreme, for very batred of the other.
ircidis i [oyilam cupiens witare charybdim. As to the
pricfis that are {uch as you defcribe, them I very
heartily give over to your wrath. But when Mr. C,
ado'S that wlci ever Ko, 2o bind their kings, &ec. 1
wons. ¥ he mentions it here 1n thofe terms, which
have bee, t2-en :ong ago as a fort of proverb a-

mongft
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mengft us, to be intended again{t fome“of his reputed
hrathren, tho’y in my apinion, injurioufly and falfly,
ag to mo of them. b
Sixthly, Mr. C. fays, £ will ever proteft whilft I bave
4 pen tq wrile, &_C,.. and {o he may 3 No hody, 1 réce
kan, will Ziuder him. ,The more paper he wafles, the
mere fome body or ‘other may be shankful to him;
The queftion is, Quid dignum feret tanto bic promiffor
biatu ?
 Seventbly, But, {ays hey, what is there in all this to
%ilify all legal efiablsfiments ¢ Nothing at all, as to
thofe whofe clergy is not chargeable with any worjd-
Iy deminion ; for when men that have been call’d
te inftruét and rule others by a found doétrine and
chriftian difcipline are encourag’d by the ftate of
government, and have fome privileges granted them,
exclufively of fuch as do not care to fubmit to the
eftablithment, I profefs I can’t fee any more in it,
than what is done every day and every where, in evee
1y family, club, or meeting, where generally you fee
them that are #feful, more belov’d or employ’d than
the anryly or flubborn, or that appsar fo to be in
the eyes of thafe that have the {way over others, in
the {aid focieties : Common fenfe and univerfal expe-
tience fheweth this. The gofpel has nothing againft
the ufe of that order, tho’ much indeed againft the
abufe of it. |
Now if Mr. Chandler does really approve of an
fuch legal eftablifhments, as have been mention’d,
fhould he not have told us fo in plain terms, inftead
of placing indifcriminately all thofe that like them
among the favourers of perfesution? But fince he has
not, it is, in my opinion, reafonable to conclude, that
there never was a legal eftablifhment fo happy, as ta
deferve Mr. Chandler’s approbation. That of his own
framing is to be look’d for among the clouds ; there
it moves, till it happens to burft out in zhunder and
Jishtning ; but there are none upon carth, he thintl?s,
tnac
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that have mifs’d coming into the meafures of perfe-
cutors, becaufe of the very law they are govern’d by,
how little foever it may differ from that order, which,
in the nature of things, is infeparable from fociety and
church-communion. Therefore fince he afferts this
in fenfe, if not in words, I dare affirm there is /fome-
thing at leaft, if not a great deal in all this be has
apritten —to vikify all legal efiablifhments.

Eighthlyy Again {ays Mr. C. Point out a fingle paffage
of my Introdution from whence this can be inferr’dy as you

( Dr. Berriman ) would not be eficem’d a falfe accufer.
Very hard upon the Doctor! but I muft leave it ta

him, who is well able to fpeak in his own juftifica-
tion. As to me, it 1s really a {urprife that Mr. C.

thould ask a fingle paffage to prove a point, that runs
throughout bis Introduiiion, and without which this
Introduction has neither body nor foul, and is at moit

an empty found in the whole of it, or a confus'd
heap of nonfenfe. But he’ll {ay,

Ninthly, If an effablilbment was made upon my good
Lord of l.ondon’s foundation I know not a fingle

diffenter in England rbat would be againft it. 1F, fays
he —and with fuch an I'F, I myfelf could eafily make
Mr. C. to be the beft writer that fets pen to paper.

IF aneflablifbment was made upon my good Lord of Lon-
don’s foundation: Who {peaks this? Adrrige auresy, Pam-
phile 7 the Bithop of London Mr. C—'s good Lord?

If fo, then pray good Lord deliver us! 'Tis high
1ime this good Lord thould-interpofe fo far, at leai},

as to have 1t declar’d to the world his name is abus’d 5
for that in honour and confeience he can’t accept of
this his ironically humble 8ervant, §. C.

Of the thing 1t felf, I have faid enough in my let-
ter, only this [ take leave to add here, that I don’t
believe there is any more truth in what he fays fur-
ther, that not a fingle diffenter, &c. 'This can’t be
true, and is »ot true to my certain knowledge.

W hat



[ 31 ]

W hat follows in the anfwer, is work enough cut out
for the Dottory as Mr. C. boldly exprefles it. How-
cver, the former appears to me a Jearned man, and
well acquainted with that part of ecclefiaftical anti-

uity he treats of, tho’, it may be, he has overlook’d
EJmc one paflage or other in the hiftorians. But this
may be faid in general, that being employ’d in apolo-
gifing for thofe he {peaks of, he {eems to be lefs blame-
able for not mentioning fome things, that might go
agsinft him, than Mr. C. who is their gccufer, in im-
puting to them fome very heinous crimes, they, for
ought appears, are not chargeable with. Yet 'tis what
he has done by perverting the true fenfe of Eufebius *,
Socrates +, and Sozomen 1, and, if this thould be ne-~

le€ted by the Doétor or his acquaintance, I can’t fay
gut fome time or other, when I happen to be at lei-
fure, I may chance to take Mr. C. to task about it.

# Page 23. 28. of the Anfwer. 1 Page19. 1 Page8. 9. 25,
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