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R EMAIRIKS
ON AN

ANONYMOUS TRACT

The Author of the Tra&t before me, has thought
proper to conceal his name and quality, in common
with others who have written againft the Obferva-
tions : So that whatever may be his real dignity, I
cannot with propriety {peak of him under any higher
title than that of gemtleman. He is doubtlefs a per-
fon of exccllent fenfe, and an happy talent at wri-
ting ; apparently free from the fordid, illiberal fpirit of
bigotry ; one of a cool temper, and who often fhews
much candor ; well acquainted with the affairs of the
Society, and, in general, a fair reafoner., To fay tbis,
is but doing juftice to the merits of an opponent; a
fpecies of juftice too feldom found in controverfial
writers, And all this I acknowledge with much more
pleafure than ever I had in expoling the contrary qua-
lities in an adverfary : It being far more agreeable to
me to praife, where praife is due, than to blame, even
where blame is highly deferved.

It is not my intention, in the following pages, to ex-
amine every thing which this refpectable writer has offered
in oppofition to my Obfervations, Some, which I thought
did not very materially affcé the merits of the caufe, are
pafled over for the fake of brevity, Others are left un-
- noticed, becaufe the fame things in effect were f{ufficiently
confidered in my Defence of the Obfervations, publifhed
in Bofton fome time ago. I have neither-fo much leifure
nor health, nor fuch an itch for altercation, as to protract
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4 A fecond Defence of the Obfervations

a difpute upon circumftantial matters. Nor doI conceive
that an argument increafes in ftrength by being frequently
repeated, as a {now-ball does in magnitude, by being
often rolled over, If what was offered in my Defence
againft a certain Examiner and Letter-writer, was valid,
it will be equally {fo againft this gentleman, fo far as
their objetions are alike: If not, it would be no ad-
vantage to me to {ay the fame things again, For thefe
reafons [ requeft, that it may not be fuppofed, or taken
for granted, that I concede to every thing in the Tract
- before me, which I do not take a particular Notice of ;
or that I pafs any over, that are material, from a con-
{ciouinefs of my inability to anfwer them. Not thefe,
but thofe which I have already affigned, are the true rea-
fons of my conduct in this refpect.

~ I'muft obferve, though with reluttance, that there are
fome paffages in this Anfwer, which 1 do not well know
how to reconcile with that candor and ingenuity, which
have already been allowed to the author. The firft pa-
ragraph is one of them. Heis there pleafed to fay, that
my book was written, partly againft the church of Eng-
land in general y partly againft the condusd of the Society
and partly againft appeinting bifbops for America. He
indeed grants, immediately after, that the fir? of thefe
three, was not formally propofed by me as one bead of my
work. By which diftinction he plainly leads his reader to
fuppofe, that both the other points were formally propofed
by me, as coming within my defign : Whereas the affair
of bifbops was not, but altogether as incidental as what
relates to the church of England in general; relpecting
which latter, I faid exprelsly, ¢ It was by no means my
¢ defign in this publication, to enter into the controverfy
¢ betwixt the church of England and us *, Notwith-
ftanding this declaration, and the gentleman’s own con-
feflion, he begins with a formal defence of the church of °

|

* Obfirvations, p. 126.——As the gentleman has all along referred
to the London Ldition of the Obferwations, 1 fhall do the fame, when-
ever [ have occafion to refer to them. I fhall alfo refer to the London

Edition of his Anfwer.
r ,
England



on the Charter and Condué?, &c. $

England againft fome of my cafual remarks thereon s

faymg, If fatisfation be previoufly given to candid

¢ perfons on this point, they will be better prepared for
‘ confidering the other two -} :” Stll fuggefting that there
were two other points formally difcufled by me, con-
trary to fact. In him let this pafs for an inftance of 7u-
advertence only : Alzgmmda bonus, &c. But had fome
other perfons fet out in the fame manner, mulnplymg il
defign into zbree, reprefenting it as having been in my
view throughout the whol: of my book , to oppofe the
church of England, and undertaking to give previous fa-
tisfattion to candid perfons on this point, “that they might
be the better prepared to conflider the otber two; had
fome other perfons taken this method, it might na:urally
have been conflidered as a mere piece of craft, or an un-
worthy artifice, to prepoflefs their unwary epifcopalreaders
in favour of their defign, to prejudice them againft me
and mine, and thereby to render them very partial Judges
of the true and only point which I undertook to debate.
Did his readers, who are probably almotft all of them epif-
copalians, need to bethus prepared for confidering the ar-
gument refpecting the Society ¢ But | am very uawilling
0 fuppofe, this gentleman had a defign that would be
fo little to bis b:maur, and would makc my encomiums
have the appearance of flatsery. The reader is therefore
defired to put the moft favourable conftrution he can,
on this conduct; and by that means, if poffible, to juftify
my commendations: For I would not have any one con-
ftrue them into adulation, equally to the difhonour of my
“worthy Aufwerer and myfeif.

In purfuance of th's deﬁcrn, duly to prepare his readers
for ‘confidering the main point, he proceeds to a vindica-
tion of the church of England, and of the hierarchy, in
oppofition to certain expreflions which I occafionally made
ufe of. Some of thefe might perhaps be too harfh and
irritating.  Had epifcopalians in general thewn the fame
love to religious liberty, and the fame moderation towards
non-conformifts, that this gentleman has, I am confident

'I‘ Pi 3. T Ibid.
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6 A fecond Defence of the Obfervations

he would not have thought, that he had any ground of
complaint in this refpect. 1have the honourto agree with
him in what he fays in different -places, concerning the
intolerant {pirit that formerly prevailed, even among-pro-
‘teftants of almoft every denomination, and the better {pi-
rit of mutual forbearance, that ‘has for fome time -been
growing among them, Would to'God that they ‘may
continue to cultivate ‘the latter, without abating in a
zeal that is according to knowledge, for the great, indif-
"putable doftrines and duties of chriftianity, or degene-
rating into a ftate of indifference and fcepticifm about all
“religion ; the oppofite extreme, and not a more innocent
one, - though lefs pernicious to the peace of fociety, and
common riglits of mankind, than bigotry and perfecution.
But my “real ‘Fentiments concerning the conftitution,
worfhip and-difcipline of the church of England, -are no
ways altered by any thing which this gentleman has faid.
'If the Lutherans prefer her communion to the Calviniftic,
the Calvinifts to the Lutheran, and the Greeks to both,
which, by the way, s aﬂérted without proof, or if moft,
or even all of them blame the Englith diffenters for' fepa-
rating from zt-]- yet this “carries no proper ground of
‘conviction with it, that "her communion is the & off, A
" true proteftant judges, not by the majority. of votes or
‘numbers, but by fcnpture and reafon. The 'Gentleman
fays, I feem to entertain the worfe opinion of the church
of England, ©becaufe the members of the church'of Rome
< likewife ¢ffeem it more than they do others.’ Truly'I-
.can hardly think-any church a very pure or fcriptural one,
which has the. ¢ffeem of fo corrupt and antichriftian 2
church as that of Rome, the mother of barlots, and-abo-
minations of theearth. He immediately fubjoins ; ¢ But
¢ we have to reply, that they baze it-more alfo, asthe
‘ moft dangerous enemy to their caufe, and ftrongeft
“ bulwark of thereformation . So that this genrlcman
feemsto draw anargument for the excelle}xcy‘of his church,
"not only from the gffeem, but from the batred of that of
Rome:Neitherof which confiderationshaveany tendency

+Poge 1 Ibid
| to
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to make me think the better of her. Becaufe this efteem
of the church.of Rome on one hand, and her hatred on
the other, are moft naturally refolved into fuch caufes, as
are rather difhonourable to the church of England, than
the contrary 3 her efteem, into the remaining fimilitude
between them, and her hatred, into a rivalfhiv for power,
worldly fplendor and preeminence. What the gentle-
man thinks the church of Rome efteems that of England
for, whether her excellencies or blemithes, he has not told
usy I am fatisfied, it is on account of the latter; and
leave others :to conjecture as they pleafe. But he him-
{elf has .obferved, that the Romap-catholicks hate the
<hurch of England, conlidered as the moft dangerous ene-
my to.their coufe. It is as natural for them to do fo, as
for one gaily-attired lady to look with an evil eye upon
another ; efpecially confidering that the church of Eng-
Jand ;has a2 mighty King for her head, and lays claim to
fome of the higheft powers and prerogatives afierted by
ithe other; © power to decree rites and ceremonies, and
¢ autharity in controverfies of faith +.> Here is a foun-
.dation Jaid, broad .enough to fupport almoft any fuper-
ftructure, though as enormous a one, as that which is
raifed on the fuppofed infallibility and power of §¢. Pe-
ter’s fucceffor.  “Who then can wonder, if the church of
Rome hates that of England, as a dangerous enemy and
1ival ¢ '

And hath not the.church of England acted as if (he
were really .pofiefled .of this extrordinary power and
authority, .refpecting rites, .ceremontes and controverfies
of faith? The gentleman indeed allows, that that
church:hath fome appointments in it, which the [wripture
doth not require. ‘This is candidly, though very cauti-
.oufly faid. But when he fubjoins, a little after, ¢ Ours
“ bath not many things of this kind, nor lays great firefs
¢ upon them {,” Tama little furprifed ; though, to re-
turn one of his compliments to_me, ¢ One muft fuppofe
¢ that be believes bimfelf, and as far as poffible, 1 would
¢ believe him-alfo *.” But it is no eafy matter for a per-

4 Articlezo,  1.P. 4. * P, 8.
A 4 {on



8 A fecond Defence of the Obfervations

-fon who duly confiders the offices of baptifm, confirma-
tion, the Lord’s fupper, ordination, matrimony and bu-
rial ; the numerous fafts and feftivals, faints days and
{inners, the creeds, the liturgy and the canons of that
church in general, to think that appointments of the
kind he fpeaks of, are not many, or that no great firefs is
laid upon them. Can any one live in regular commu-
~ nion with that church, without fubmitting to many fuch
~ Can people come into the world, tarry in, or go out of
it ? can they be born, live or dle, without them ¢ And
. for how. many things which, to. #on-conforming under-
- ftandings at leaft, appear extremely trivial, do the ca-
nons fill in force declare, that people fhall be ipfo faito
excommunicated, and not reftored till they retra& thofe
their wicked errors ?
~ The gentleman feems to think that appointments of
this nature, if they are not fuch as the feripture exprefly
forbids, though it doth not require them, ought to be
complied with, In which I cannot agree with him ;
becaufe, though they may not be exPreﬂy forbidden,
-yet they are implicitly, and by natural conftruction.
‘The law of God may be in a great meafure made void by
the traditions, and numerous inventions of men in his
worfhip, not one of which is perhaps directly repugnant
to any particular precept. . And it is faid, partly with
reference to appointments of that kind, which fome
think fo innocent, comely and expedlent In wvain. do
they wor/bip me, teaching for dofirines the commandments of
men. Some of our Englith epifcopalians have fhewn
a lavdable zeal in this refpet, againft the church of
Rome; for departing from the fcn tures as the only
rule of chriftian faith, worlhip and dlf(:lplme not per-
haps conlidering how juftly this. charge might be re-
torted upon them, in a degree, by proteftant diffenters.
For example ; ¢ The thing I would recommend to
< the confideration of all papifts,” fays a-learned and
able writer, ¢ is their departure from fcripiure.  Why do
< they command abftinence from flegfb, on fo many days

+ P, 8.
in



o1 the Charter and Conduct, &c. 9

¢ inevery week ? WHhy abftain from meats, which God
< bath ordained to be received by all with thanksgiving 2
¢ Whyis fuch a faft enjoined, as may be kept with drink-
¢ ing of wine, and other, even ftronger liquors? Ido
¢ not charge them with allowing of excefies in liquors,
¢ but with enjoining fo many faft and meagre days, ona
< fpiritual, not a medicinal account; and this, without
“ authority from Chrift or bis apofiles *’—If fuch reafon-
ing as this will hold good againft the church of Rome,
as doubtlefs it will, let 1t be fairly confidered, whether
it will not be unanfwerable, if applied to another church;
and fully juftify a feceflion from her; efpecially if many
of her appointments, on which great firefs is laid, are ap-
parently fuperftitious, and not only unfcriptural, but
antifcriptural,

I humbly conceive, the gentleman goes a little too far,
when he intimates that there are (imilar appointments inalf
the churches in the world . I know of fome churches at
feaft, in which there are none fuch. But if tlis were fact,
it would be no juftification of them; but rather a proof,
that all churches and nations have arank too deeply of a
certain poifenous cup, and departed from the fimplicity
that is in Chrift, and which was in the truly apoftolical
churches. Very great corruptions were introduced much
earlier than many are willing to allow ; and were con-
firmed even by general councils. For, to ufe the words of
the fame learned epifcopalian divine, to whom I juft now
referred, in another important tract, < What have gene-
- ¢ ral councils' been, I.fpeak of all wniver/ally from the
< council of Nice to the council of Trent, but the meet-
¢ ings of corrupt, ambitions, iniriguing, contentions men s
¢ who never once attempted to ferve the caufe of Chrift,
¢ but them/felves : Who have ever, by fraud and craft,
¢ and cunning, aimed at fuperiority and power over thofe
¢ whom they had a mind to opprefs, and who never at-

* See an cxcellent and very important Tral, cotitled, An Erguiry
low far Papifls ought to be treated kere {in England] as good fub-
7¢6F, &c. By the late Di, Syhes, |
+ 2.4
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10 A fecond Defence of the Obfervations

¢ tempted to eftablith truth asit liesin Chrift : ‘Who have
¢ endeavoured to gain a majority by art and power,
¢ aithout regard lo the bible, or what is there enjoined:
¢ Who have always.contended for fome addition.or other
¢ to:the gofpel, but never to leave the word of God to
 * its own native fimplicity: Who, laftly, have wrefted and
¢ perverted the feripture, but never have taught it pare

- & and ancorrupted 2 ¥
But to proceed to other matters. Speaking of the
hierarchy, the gentleman f{ays, thatin my fevonrite compa-
.- rifon.of the churches of England and Rome, I quite mif-
lake the matter; becaufe, © not one, but iwe prelates pre-
¢ fide over the church of England;’ and this, he fays,
¢ grevioufly fpoils the fimilitude+.” I heuld have thought
- that an epifcopalian would rather have fuppofed the dif-
parity to conlift in the pretended powers of his Holinefs,
and thofe of an Englith Archbifhop. Moes the difference
Jie principally in this, -that Rome has-but oxe fuch great
prelate, and -England #we? 1think-not, And the gen-
tleman would doubrlefs have {pared this critical.remark,
had he recolleéted that I made ufe.of Mr. Apthorp’s ex-
preflion, who fpake of the Archbifhop of Canterbury. only
as prefiding »—* the excellent prelate, who now fo wor-
¢ thily grefides over the church of :England, and the So-
¢ cietyitfelf T.” It'is enough for meto be anfwerable for
my own miftakes and inaccuracies. As-my Anfwerer has
undertaken ‘that gentleman’s defence -in {fome other re-
{pedls, it is at leaft as incumbent upon himfelf, as it is
.upon-me, either to juftify, or to apologize for that expref-
fion. Thegentleman adds, that I knew the Archbifhops
prefide in fubordination to the king; though he is pleafed
o fay, that I difingennoufly hint a donbt of it||. 1 indeed
well knew, that the King 1s the legal head of the church
of England, thatall her bifhops and clergy take the oath
-of fupremacy, and that they folemnly difclaim all {piritual
* See The Reafonablenefs of mending and executing the laws againft

LPapifls, p. 21, *
| 1' Pi 5- '
~ T Confid. on the Charter, &c.
| Aol p. 5. |
: - power



on the Charter and Condul?, . 11

power and jurifdiction, but as under, and derived from
him. Of thefe things I intimated no doubt; but only,
whether the bifhops and clergy were always confiftent
with themfelves, in reference thereto; or whether they
have not often claimed fuch an independency on the crown
and ftate, as to fhew them very infincere 1n their oaths
and fubfcriptions. And let thofe who are acquainted with
the writings of many high-flyers, and their jure-divino-
pretenfions, judge whether there was any difingenuity or
not, in hinting a doubt in this refpect. Befides, the gen-
tleman is miftaken if he fuppofes, I meant to draw an
exal? parallel between the churches of England and Rome.
And if any perfon of a tolerable capacity, could be fup-
pofed fo ignorant and prefumptuous as to undertake this,
he would not, furely, compare an Englifh archbifhop to
his Holinefs: An Archbifhop in the church of England,
is not-equal éven to a Cardinal in that of Rome. Another
perfon might, with much more planfibility, be compared
to‘the Pope, however abfurd the comparifon would appear
upon due examination. For is-it not declared, 34 Hen.
VIII, ¢ That archbifhops, bithops, archdeacons, and
¢ other ecclefiaftical perfons, have no manner of jurifdic-
¢ tion ecclefiaftical, but by and under the King’s majefty,
¢ the only undoubted fupreme head of the church of
¢ England, to whom, by boy firipture, power and au-
¢ thority 1s given to hearand determine al/ manner of cau-
“ fes ecclefiaftical, and to correct all vice and fin whatfo-
¢ ever 3 and to all fuch perfons asthe King’s majefty fhall
¢ appoint thereunto’—? And is it not alfo declared,
1 Bd. VI, c. 2, That ¢ all autbority of jurifdiction [piri-
¢ ‘tual, is drawn and dedulted from the King’s majefty,
¢ as fupreme Head—and (o juftly acknowledged by the
¢ clergy of thefe realms?” And have not the Roman-
catholics malicioufly reproached the Englith nation with
fetting up, in effect, another Pope, in oppolition to him,
whole fupremacy they renoonced ¢ But Iam far enough
from making any fuch odious comparifon myfelf; being
very fenfible how unjuft it would be in many refpefls,
whatever malice may fuggeft.—To the gentleman’s fur-
mife, that I would deny it to be in [wbordination to the

I King,



1z A fecond Defence of the Obfervations

King, that I prefide over the Weft-Church i# Boston *, 1
fhall at prerent only fay with the Apoﬁle, ¢ Let every
¢ fou]l be fubjeé to the higher powers;’ and that I en-
deavour to conform to the true pirit of that chriftian
precept, © Give unto Cefar the things which are Cefar’s,
¢ and to God the things which are God’s.’
The gentleman goes on to fpeak of our right reverend
Lords the bithops. Amongift other things he fays, thofe
with whom they hve, find not that they are {o high as,
by their elevation, 20 do harm, or caufe fear; and that
_they wear no mitres. He adds, ©If they are ftiled Lords,
¢ itis becaufe, by the ancient conftitution of our country,
¢ they fit in the upper houfe of parliament; where, I
¢ belicve, they are thought as ufeful members as the reft.
¢ And I know not whether the Dotor’s modefty would
¢ propofe, that our conftitution fhould be altered in this
‘ refpect, or whether a much wifer man could forefee
¢ the confequences of {uch an alteration . As to their
being as wufeful members as the reff, 1 am very far from
bemg a competent judge. It is however, pretty evident
from our hiftory, that inarbitrary reigns, and foolifh and
wicked adminiftrations, the blfhops have commonly
been zhe moft ufeful members, or infiruments, that the
crown or court had, in eftablifhing a tyranny over the
bodies and fouls. of men. But yet when Kings have
croffed their ambitious and avaritious defigns, they have
been as forward as any men, if not.more {o, to give them
difquictude. In the words of a fpirited writer, well
verfed in mattcrs of this fort, ¢ Loyalty is not confined to
. the mitre.; Bifhops have given more difturbance, and oc-
. cafioned more diftreffes to princes and people, .than any
» other fet of men upon earth. ThisT can prove, Our
- +_own bifhops, for near an hundred years before the revo-
-~ lution, were in every {cheme for promoting tyranny and
“bondage? / I can affure the gentleman, however, that my
modefly is much too great to propofe fuch cn alteration in
the conftitution, as he {peaks of ; though I know it has
often been withed by much wifer men ; and, that fuch ar-

¥ P. 5’." t+P. 5, 6,
~* guments
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guments have been ufed, as might perhaps puzzle one
near as wife as himfelf to anfwer. "The old cry, Nobifhop,
#o king, has indeed been of mighty efficacy in times paft.
¢ This folid argument, fays one, was ufed with royal fuc-
cefs, by King Fames the firft, when he fat deputy for the
clergy, and difputed with the puritans, at the conference
of Hampton Cours. It was indeed the beft he could ufe;
however he ftrengthened and embellifhed it with feveral
imperial oaths, which he {wore on that occafion, to the
utter confufion of his antagonifts, and the great criumph
of the genmine clergy, and the Archbifbop; who beftowed
the Holy Ghoft upon his Majefty, for his zcal and fwear-
ing on the church’s fide.’ Few, I believe, can fee the
abfolute neceffity of bithops having a {eat in parliament,
except bithops themfelves, and fuch as hope to be fo.
I am far from pretending to fuch Sagacity, as to be able
to forefee all the confequences of that alteration in the
Englifh conftitution, which this gentleman fpeaks of,
I fully agree with him, that a much wifer man, could notj
but even one who is fo f[imple, might pretty calily fore-
fee and predi&t fume of thefe pernicious confequences:
I mean particularly, that certain grave and venerable
perfonages would think themfelves much injured, and,
in refentment, endeavour to throw the nation into a flame;
that they would probably be for introducing a popifh
pretender, or forany other meafures, however deftruétive
to liberty and the proteftant religion, in order to regain
their former dignity:: Which they might alfo claim jure-
divino, with as much propriety as they do fome other
things. Butif not, yet after there has bzen fuch a folemn,
facred ALLIANCE between the church and the flate, as
has been moft profoundiy argued; this alteration in the
conftitution would probably be confidered as a notorious
violation of treaty ; fuch a breach of it, as would give the
church a right (o refume her {fuppofed natural independence
and fupremacy, and refufe any longer to ¢ confer on the
¢ ftare the application of the eflicacy of religion, and put . .
¢ it under the magiftrate’s direction.” And who can tell
which would be the greateft lofer, the church or the

fiaze, by a total diffolution of this ancient and famous
| Alliance 2



14 A fecond Defence of the Obfervations

Alliance? from which each of them in its turn has re-
ceived fo many important advantages; and by means of
which, both have been the better enabled to crufh the
proud, dangerous fpirit of liberty and fation, herefy and
{chifm *, meam

- Tapree with the gentleman in almoft every thing which
he fays in feveral pages afterwards, relating to the bigo-
try and perfecutions of former times; and therefore pafs
the whole over without any particular remarks, notwith-
ftanding fome harfh cenfures of mylelf, which 1 find in
this part of his performance, He comes to the main
bufinefs, or to fpeak about the condult of the venerable

Society, page 9. And it is perhaps more than time, that
I fhould come to it myfelf,

- The gentleman is under fome miftake in {aying L own,
¢ that in rhree diftriéts of New-England, i. e, New-
¢ Hampthire, Rhode-Ifland and Providence, much /s
“ care bath been taken for the fupport of a public worfbip,
¢ than in thereft; and that a few miffions from the Society
¢ might be needed in thefe T.°~—~Now Rhode-Ifland and
Providence together, make but one diftrict; I mean but
one colony or government, and that, a very imall one;
there being in all but four in New-England. In that, it
wasindeedacknowledged, fome miffions might be needed.
AstoNew-Hampthire, another{mall government, though
I fpoke of it inthe former part of the Obfervations, as a
government in which lefs care had been taken for the
jupport of God’s worfhip, than in the Maffachufetts and
Connecticut; yet I formally correted my own miitake
herein, page 135, where it 1s faid, that in ¢ New-
¢ Hampfhire there is a legal provifion made for the fup-
¢ port of a public religion,” fimilar to that in thofe two
¢ other New-England governments.” So thatin the four
N. England colonies, where the Soclety have {o many

* Sce a particular account of this Alliance between the church and
the ftate, and the reciprocal advantages which the high contralling
Parties receive from it, in a Treatife upon the {ubjedt, by a profound-
lﬁy learned critic, divine and politician, now a bithop alfo,. Dr. War-

urton, Lo
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miffions, only oné very fmall one was aGtually defti-
tute of a legal fupport for proteftant minifters. Andit
feemed proper to fet this matter in a true light, left it
thould be fuppofed, from the gentleman’s reprefentation,
that the greater part of the New-England miffions were in
places, where I had mylelf acknowledged in effedt, they
were proper and needful: whereas there are near ten
timés fo many in thofe three governments, in which I
fuppofed them needlefs, as in the {mall colony of Rhode-
Ifland, in which it was owned, there might be occa-
fion for them *,

The gentleman is difpleafed with me for attributing to
the Society a defign to root out prefbyterianifin, &c. from
the colonies, and to introduce epifcopacy on the ruins
thereof; and for intimating, that it is partly at lealt with
this view, that they have been fendirg miffionaries to
New England. [See A#uf p. 10, 11, &c.} Nowl
conceive, that I produced clear and fufficicnt evidence of
fuch a defign.  One thing alledged by me to this pur-
pofe, was a ftanding Inftruétion of the Society to their
miffionaries, wiz. ¢ That they frequently vifit their re-
¢ {pettive parifhioners; thofe of our own communion,
¢ to keep them fteady in the profeflion and practice of
¢ religion, as taught in the church of England; thofe
¢ that oppofe, or diflent from us, 2o convince and reclaim
¢ them.”—Upon which | made the following remarks.
¢ This clearly {hews what they are after. It will alfo be
* obferved here, that WL are confidered as parifbioners
¢ of the miffionaries, no lefs than profefled epifcopa-
¢ lians: And we are often fpoken of #s fuch by them,
¢ in their letters to the Society, as appeurs by the ab-
¢ firatls. How affuming is this?’—On which occafion
the gentleman exclaims, ¢ How anfasr is this! The
¢ Inflrutiion plainly relates, not to miffionarics fertled in
¢ prefbyterian or conzregational parifhes,~—but for’ (doubt-
lefs he means ¢0) ¢ incumbents of epifcopal parifhes,

* There 15 one miflion al{lo on the eaftern frontier of the Maffa-
chufetts, about 300 miles from the capital, Bofton, which is nct ob-
jefhed againft by me, -

though
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¢ though with a mixtureof diffenters*.” But, with fubmif-
fion, I had a right to underftand this asa gemneral Inflruc-
tion to all the miffionaries, fettled where there were any
nonconformifts to the church of England; as for other
realons, - fo particularly for this, that I found the New-
England miffionaries underflood it fo themfelves, and
fpoke of non-conformifts hbere, as their parithioners,
But the gentleman intimates a doubt, whether they have
done fo. He fays, 1quote no inflances of this, and that
he remembers noney, allowing that, if they have done fo,
~ they have expreffed themfelvesimproperly, &c.+ Though
I before made no formal citations, to thew how affum-
ing the miffionaries were in this refpeét, he may perceive
by the following, that this was nor faid without grounds.
In the abfiraf? printed 1739, p. 46, are thefe words.
¢ The reverend Mr. Ufber, minifter at New-Briftol,
¢ writes, Sept. 22, 1728, That in obedience to the orders
“ of the wenerable Society, he fends a true and faithful
¢ account of the fpiritual eftate of bis parifh; there are
¢ inita hundred and fifty families, reckoning about
¢ four to a family, and fifty of thefe families are of bi;s
¢ congregation— 1T he other hundred families confift of 4i/-
< fenters of various namesy.> In the fame abfiraf? and
page, it is faid, ¢ The reverend Mr. Fobnfon, minifter
¢ of Siratford in Connefticut [N. E.} writes, O&. 20,
¢ 1737, That fince bis laft, he hath—one good family
¢ added 10 bis church. That there are above three hun-
¢ dred families in bis parifh, of which fixty-one are of
¢ bis. congregation, the reft being generally independents
¢ or congregationali§ts, &c.’ It is needlefs to quote other
abfirails for my vindication in this refpect, though' it
were cafy. The miffionaries certainly knew, that there
were no legal epifcopal parifbes in New-England; and
yet they write in this manper about their diffeniing pa-
rifbioners, Let me alfo remark, that the Society, by
quoting with apparent approbation, fuch extracts from

”

* P, t P. 12 " '

1 New-Br flol was then reckoned to belong to the Maflachu-
fetts, but fince to Rhode-Ifland government; both of them being
" in New-England.

the
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the letters of their New-England miffionaries, feem
themfelves to confider us as their parifhioners, and
therefore among thofe perfons, whom they are inftruct-
ed frequently to wifif, in order to contince ard reclaiis
them. The impartial are now left to judge, whether
this gentleman had good reafon to accufe me of wifair-
nefs, either for faying that the miflionaries were o ffuiiing
in this refpe¢t; or for arguing from the aforefaid /-
firuttion, compared with fuch letters and the ufe made
of them, that the Society as weil as they, had it partly
in their defign, to profelyte the New-England congre-
gationalifts, &c. to the church of England. To chargs
me with a wiffake, 1s one thing; to charge me with ui-
fairnefs, is another, which I take unkindly 3 and, Icon-
ceive, he had no good reafon for cither, in the prefent
cale,

To prove that the Society had the defign aforefaid, 1
alfo produced a paflage from the hiftorical Aecount of the So-
ciety, printed 1706, which I confidered aslittle or nothing
{hort of a formal declaraticn from themfelves, that what
they had in view, in fending miffionaries into thefe Ame-
rican colonies, was not merely providing for the people
of their own communion, as this gentleman would per-
fwade us, but alfo making profelytes to the church of
England. The gentleman fays, he hath ¢ not been
¢ able to procure this Account, or to learn by whom, or
‘ whofe order it was compiled *>  This is fomewhat
ftrange, from a perfon who fometimes {peaks 2s a mem-
ber of the Society, and one who has had recourfe 10 its
books and records on this occafion, The decount
ilelf is fo very advantageous to the Socicty, as to leave
but little room for deubt in tois refpect. It appears to
have been compiled and publifhed by order, and in the
name of the Socicty; particularly from the lalt page—
¢ Thus have we given a true and faithful Aeccznt of the
¢ Society==And we publith it to the world, rot for
¢ oftentation of what has been done,—but to thew what
¢ a mighty trult is committed to vs; how fincerely wx

& P o1a,
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¢ have endeavoured to difcharge it; how willing wE are
¢ to labor in the profecution of ity and how mduch we
¢ want a farther affiftance and fupply from all good and
“ pious chriftians, who may depend on a jult difpofal of
¢ their charity, in promoting the beft defign in the world,
¢ that of the converfion of forls, by the propagation of the
¢ gofpel, &c.’ Belides, the Society formally adopted this
A.count fix years after its publication,  For in the
abSIralE Y712, . 44 they fay, ¢ The Socicty apprehend-
¢ ing that nothing would more effe@ually tend to juftify
¢ their cood endeavours, and to promote the fuccefs of
¢ them, than to inform the world of their foundation,
¢ eftablithment and continual progrefs; did agree,
_ ¢ That the book called Az Account of the Society for pro-
< pagating the Gofpel, &c. printed 1706, in guarto, thould
““ be reprinted, -with a continuation down to the prefent
“ time.” -

But the gentieman thinks that the paffage to which I
referred, in this Account, is not to my purpofe. He
afligns two reafons for this, of the force of which the
reader will judge, after I have cited the paflage more at
large, as follows—¢ It was the unbappinefs of New-
¢ fngland and the adjoining parts, to be firft planted
¢- and inhabited by perfons who were generally difaffeiied
¢ to the church by law eftablifhed in England, and had
¢ many of them taken refuge or retirement in thofe
* parts, on account of their fuffering for non-confor-
¢ mity here at home. So that they fell there generally
¢ into wndependent congregations: And there was no face
¢ of the church of England till about the year 1679,
¢ when upon queftioning the charter of that country,
¢ the lord bifhop of London, upon an addrefs from fe-
¢ veral of the inhabitants of Bofton, did prevail with his
¢ Majelty, that a church fhould be allowed in that town,
¢ for the exercife of religion according to the church of
‘ England, towards the maintenance of’ which, his late
"¢ Majelty King Filliam was pleafed to'fettle- an annual
° bounty of one hundred pounds a year, which is {till
¢ continued, and two minifters are now fupported in it.

¢ Several other ways of divifion and feparation did fo
¢ much



on the Charter and Conduét, &c. ig

¢ much obtain in other of our colonies and plantations,
¢ that this made it more necefflary to think of providing
¢ for a regular and orthodox minftry to be fent and fet-
‘ tled amongft them ; to remove thofe prejudices, un-
¢ der which the people generally laboured, and to pro-
“ mote, as much as poffible, an agreement in faith and wer-
¢ fbip, in order to the recommending our holy religion
¢ to unbelievers *.” The gentleman’s firft objection
againft the argument which I drew from this paffage,
relative to the defign of the Society, in fending miffio-
naries to New-England, is, That it exprefly [peaks, not
of independent or any congregations in New-England, but
of other ways of divifion and feparation in other colonies,
and therefore is nothing to my purpefe-t. Now if that part
of the paffage, which I before quoted in form, does not
{peak exprefly of New- England, or of independent, or
any other congregations bere 5 yet furely the gentleman
will not deny, but that as 1t is here more largely cited,
it fpeaks exprefly of thefe alfo. Let the reader review
the former part of it, if he doubts.” The gentleman’s
other objection is thus exprefled. ¢ Belides, that as
 much agreement as poffible, in faith and worfbip, might .
¢ be far lefs than a general conformity to the church of Eng-
¢ landy which it might be impoffible to obtain, &c.” I
How very acute and fubtle a way of reafoning is this?
Becaufe it might in fa&t be found impoffible, or imprafii-
cable, to reduce the people in thefe colonies to a general
conformity to the church of England; therefore the So-
ciety had never any defign to do this; but to do juf /o
much as, and no more than, was pofible! Nothing but
making the trial, and feeing the event, could {hew them
whether it was, or was not pgffible, to effe€t a general
uniformity of religion in thefe colonies, Surely this
might be in their view and defign, while it remained, as
it {till remains, doubtful, whether it be praéticable or
not. And the expreflion ufed in the paflage aforefaid,
to promote, as much as poffible, an cgreement in faith and

® Hecount, p. 10, 11,
1) A’f/: p. i2. ‘ 1 1bid.
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worfbip, moft naturally conveys the fenfe which I put
upon it; efpecially when the words immediately pre-
ceeding, are confidered—a regular and orthodex minifiry
t0 be fent and fetiled amongst them, 1o remove thofe preju-
dices under which the people generally laboured, and to
prewote, &c.  And does not this plainly relate, not
only to ather ways of divifion and feparation in other
colonies 3 but alfo to the way of the New-Englanders,
who, as it was before obferved, were gencrally difaffeiied
to the church, and fell generally into independent congrega-
- zions? It cannot be reafonably doubted.
~ Belides, Dr, Bearcroft, the fecretary of the Society,
and who is fuppoled to have been thoroughly initiated
into all its myfteries, does in effe¢t avow this defign
which I am fpeaking of, in his fermon before the Socie-
ty, publithed by its order. He laments, that though
the government in New-England had indeed taken care
for God’s publick worfbip, and erefiing [chools for :he edu-
cation of youthy yet this was not according to the true or-
thodox principles of the church of England. And, after
{peaking of their charity in attempting to bring back
their brethren in America to good manners, &c. how does
he glory in it, that ¢ the word of God mightily grows
¢ and prevails in New -England, according to the litur-
¢ py—¢'  Both the condudt of the Society’s miffionaries
here, and many of their letters publifhed in the 44fraéis,
clearly {hew that they confider it as one principal part
of theit bulinefs, in compafling fea and land, 20 make
profelytes from among us.  And though it were allowed,
that the Scciety had it really much at heart, that we
fhould be convinced and reclaimed, and all become epifco-
palians ; yet it would not be eafy to fhew what methods
they could have ufed, more adapted to, and more cléarly
declarative of, fuch a defign, than thofe which they
have aCtually caken, Neither Mr. Apthorp, nor my very
candid (N. England) Examiner, fo far as I can at prefent
recollect, pretended to difown that the Society aétually had
this deflign 5 but feemed rather to juftify it, as what the
Soctety had a right to attempt, if not by the moft eb-
vious fcope of thew charter, yet by virtue of the dif~
N ~ cretionary
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cretionary power therein granted.  And it is well known
that many epifcopalians among us, have afferted this
to have been one primary, original defign of the Infti-
tution ; being, as I {fuppofe, alhamed either to deny a
thing fo manifelt, as that the Saciety were actually en-
deavouring to accomplifh it, or that they had not good
authority to do fo, by their charter.

Now, can it be {uppofed that my unknown Anfeerer’s
aflertions, that the Society have not been endeavouring
to promote a general conformity among us to the church
of England, are fufficient to counter-balance the evi-
dence of fuch a defign, arifing from the words of their
own Account, fiom the Infirudiions aforefaid, from Dr,
Bearcroft’s fermon, from the practices of the miffiona-
ries, and their letters to the Society, by which it ap-

pears that they look on the making profelytes, asa ma-

terial part of their bufinefs, if not the greateft of their
merit? In fuch a cafe as this, the affertion of an un-
known perfon will not be fufhcient with 1mpartial men.
Nothing fhort of the Society’s direét, formal difavowal

of fuch an intention, 18 futhcient to over-balance the
joint evidence of it, refulting from all circumftances.

And indeed, this evidence 1s {o {trong, that I do not be-

lieve they will ever rifque any part of their reputation,
by declaring that they have not had this, at leaft partly
in their viéw, in fending fo large a proportion of their

miffionaries into New-England.
But the gentleman, after mentioning fomething which

Dr. Fobufor and Mr. Beach have faid upon this {ubje&t,

adds, that a very refpectable miffionary ules the following
words, in a paper not printed, but which he hath feen,

viz. ¢ 1 believe very few inftances, if any, can be pro-
¢ duced of any miflionaries beginning with any diffenter,
¢ with a view of reclaiming him to the church. 1 have
* long known the affairs of the Society, and know of
‘ no {uch inftance *> - The paper here cited, and faid

not to be printed, is doubtlefs the fame that was publifh-

ed in Boflon fome time ago, under the title of A letfer

* duf. p. 15,
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20 a friend, containing a fbort vindication of the Sociely,
&c. By one of its Members; and annexed to a rather
more virulent performance, called, by a vfual catachrefis,
A candid Examination: For the paflage which the gen-
tleman .cites, is in page 82 of that abufive pamphlet.
Whoever the very refpeciable miflionary was, that wrote
that Lester, it feems he had too much regard for his re-
putation, to prefix his #ame to, or {ubicribe jt, when
publithed here. My remarks upon it, and patticularly
upon this paflage, may be {een by thofe who think it
worth while, in my Defence of the Obfervations, Sell.
12 3 where there is a brief account of Mr, commiffary
Price’s managements, in order to build up the church
of England at Hopkinton. It is really aftonifhing that
any gentleman will pretend to fay, the miffionaries do
not endeavour to make profelytes from our churches ;
though it would not be ftrange if they were, if poffible,
even more folicitous than they are, to conceal the mean
and fcandalous methods which they fometimes take to
that end, and, I believe, not feldom. The aforefaid
commiffary’s behaviour is a flagrant example. And
fince publifhing that account, I have received fuch fur-
ther informations as render it almoft impofiible not ta
believe, that the Society knew fomething of that un-
happy man’s vile conduét, even when they confirmed
him as a miffionary at Hopkinton; though 1 can truly
fay, it gives me great pain to make a fuppolition,
which appears fo highly difhonourable to that venerable
body. |

Let me now add, upon good authority, though not
upon my own knowledge, that other New-England
miffionaries have received, not to fay courted, to their
communion, perfons under cenfure in our churches
for their diforderly and unchriftian practices, before and
without any fatisfaction given: And that being applied
to, and expoftulated with by the congregational mi-
nifters of thefe churches, thofe miflioparies have an-
{fwered to this effet, that-they received thefe perfons as
never having belonged to, or been fubjet to the difci-
pline of, any cbrifizan churches; they confidering us as

very
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very little, if at all better than mere heathens, One
of thofe zealous miflionaries, as I am credibly informed,
went to preach to fome people at a diftaice, who were
inclining to the church of England, but ftill commonly
attended the public worfhip and ordinances in our way :
But there being no epifcopal church then in the town
where they lived, the congregationat minifter and people
very readily obliged them, on this occafion, with the
ufe of the Meeting-houfe, in which that miffionary ac-
cordingly preached. On his taking. leave of them, to-
make a fuitable return for the civility fhewn him and
to difcover what fpirit be was of, he advifed thofe people
by no means any more to attend the public worfhip with
difienters, as they had hitherto done; but rather to tar-
ry at home upon the Lord’s day, when there was no
epifcopal minifter to preach to them. If I am called
upon, 1 intend to mention names; and give a more par-
ticular narrative of thefe tranfaétions.—If thefe are real
facts, can it be pretended that the miflionaries do not
endeavour to make profelytes from our churches? or can
it be thought {trange, if we are much difgufted at {uch
uncharitable and unehriftian behaviour toward us ?

The gentleman diflikes what ] faid of the church newly
{et up at Cambridge ; particularly, that fcarce ten fami-
lies in that town ufually attend the fervice of the chuych.
This was firictly true; and 1 chailenge any perfon to
mention more fuch families, on penalty of his being
publicly expofed. But then the gentleman fays, ¢ it
¢ was reprefented to the Society that o families in the
¢ town and neizhbourbood were dclirous to attend it *.°
He {peaks to the fame purpofe ref-ecting the number of
petitioners to the Society, in other places, in oppofition
to what Lintimated. And indeed I have reafon to think,
1t has been the common way, to get as many names as
poflible to the petitions fent heme s the names of per-
fons living at 20 or 30 miles diftance from the propofed
feat of the miffions; and of fome, who lived in towns
where there were already epifcopal minifters; as in the

* P, 16.
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dirty affair of commiffary Price at’ Hopkinton, So
that the Society has been greatly impofed on, being
made to believe that all the petitioners lived within fuch
a diftance, that they could ordinarily and conveniently
attend the fervice of the church. As to Cambridge,
the cafle was briefly and plainly this, There were five
or fix gentlemen of figure, each of whofe income, it 1s
commonly {uppofed, was fo large, as to have admitted
of his maintaining a demeflic chaplain y there not being as
many more epifcopalian families in that town. Thofe
gent]emen ufed fometimes to come to Bofton to church,

in their coaches or chariots ; at others, to attend the pub-
lic worfhip in the conﬂregatmnal church 1n Cambridge,

I preflume without burting their confciences by doing To.
But preferring the church of England, for what reafons
Y will not guels, left 1 fhould not bit right, they were de-
firous to have a church built, and a miflionary fixed
there. Sublcribers were to be procured; and, very gp-
parmﬂely, there was a difagreement 1n a nelghbourmg
town ¥, about the place of fetting up a new Meeting-
Houfe: ‘This difference was the means of procuring
fome ; where or who the reft were, I kpnow not. But
Tam wel] informed, whatever was reprefented to the
Society, that there are not commonly at that church, 1
the winier feafon, more than 20 perfons, fometimes not
more than 103 and in the fummer, not more than 30
or 40, except upon fome extraordmary occafions. IfI
am miflinformed in any of thefe points, I am willing,

and even dcfirous to be fet right: If not, let the world
judge,  whether fixing a church and miffionary at Cam-
bridge, one of the molt antient towns of New- England,
and .within about a quarter of a mile of the congrega-
tional meetinmhoufc, 1s conformable’to the true intent
of the Society’s charter; or whether, fuppoling them
to be apprifed of the true ftate and circumftances of
things, ther continuing to fupport a miffionary there,
would not difcover a s ¢fign ditferent from that, which
this gentleman would bave us think the true and only

I
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one—a defign to encourage, ftrengthen and increafe a
party. _

The gentleman thinks I had no juft caufe for faying,
that the epifcopalians affeét 10 reproach us under the ugme
of independents. He fays Mr. Neal, himfelf an ind.-
pendent, calls us fo; thatitis ¢ proper, and not reproach-
¢ ful at all +.> Whatever Mr. Neal might be, or fay,
our churches have all along difowned thar #itle.  Their
platforin of church difcipline exprelly diiclaims it . And
while we declare our diflike of it, we may well confider
it as a term of contempt and reproach, at lealt as it is
often ufed by epifcopalians. But enough of ths.

I {ee no reafon, from any thing this gentleman has {aid
in feveral pages |, to change my opinion about the mo-
tives which gencrally induce people among us, to go
over to the church of England: And1know who, and
what fort of perfons they are, atleaft as well as he can
be fuppofed to do. However, I never denied, but
that fome of them could truly plead confcience in the
cafe. He fays I extend the poffibility of this no further
than to allow, that there may be fome things or circum-
flances {in our 'way of worlhip, &c.| which they carnot
entirely acquiefce in or approve of. This language I made
ufe of, as being in effeét the fame that the prefent Arche
bithop of Canterbury ufed in his fermon before the So-
ciety, as quoted by Mr. #pthorp. For one thing which
he fummoned his Grace to bear teffimony to, was, that
in the leaft exceptionabie of our chriftian affemblies,
there were fome things which the confiiences of many could
not ¢ acquiefce in.” Sce Confiderations, London Ldit.
p. 162, The gentleman fays, ¢ Without maintaining
< they {the people of New-Eogland} bave mo gofpel mi-
¢ nifters, or [acramen!s, or orainances, or churches, we
¢ may apprehend, whether jullly or not, is not to be
¢ now difputed, that epilcopacy is of apoftolical infli-
¢ tution, &c.’ It is true, they may apprehend o, for

+ P. 17.
1 See the atteftation to Dr. G, Matber’s Ratio difeit linar fi atrum Nov-
Anglorum.
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what are not people capable of fuppofing, however
groundlefs. He adds, ¢ We may apprehend that after
¢ the ceafing of extraordinary fpiritual gifts, forms of

¢ prayer were alfo vfed, more or lefs, throughout the
¢ church of Chrift, and are needful for the obfervance
¢ of the feripture rule, Let all things be done decently
¢ and in order.” This a]fo they may apprebend. But if
thofe extraordinary gifts ceafed as early as Dr. Middleton,
and many others fuppole, 1 prefume the gentleman can
bring no proof, that forms of prayer were introduced
from that time, or even till long afterward, Asto the
- feripturerule which the gentleman fpeaks of, refpecting de-
cency and order 5 if forms of prayer may be fuppofed to
come under it, o as to benecdful for the obfervance thereof
why may ot the fign of the crofsalfo? Why may not
{quare caps, or any ufages in the worfhip of God, which
fanciful men think conducive to order and dccency?
Where will people itop in introducing their own inven-.
tions, in this lax way of expounding Icripture rules?
or what bounds will be iet to their cenforiouinefs, if they
allow themielves to cenfure thofe, who decline the ufe of
any uninftituted modes and forms, which they conceive
to be decent and orderly? I am, indeed, myfelf far
from being zealous againft all forms of prayer, as fuch;
but to fuppofe they are neceflary, that God cannot be
orderly and decently worfhipped without them, or that
it is finful to decline them, 1s highly unreafonable and
fuperftitious.

/1 do not think myfelf concerned particularly to con-
fider the feveral caufes, to which the gentleman afcribes
the growth of the church of England among us. He
mentions one, however, which I cannot but take a cur-
fory notice of. e fays, that when the epifcopalians
among us were atlacked and reproached for their religious
principles, 7¢ was natural that they fhorld endeavour to de-
fend themfelves, and procure fuch bioks as wonld enable thein
20 do it better. He immediately adds; ¢ Some of the
¢ more candid and inguifitive among the prefbyterians and
¢ congregationalilts adventured to hear their: cefences,
¢ and to read their authors; were convinced by- them,

¢ and
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¢ and became churchmen 1. So, that according to
this gentleman, the profelytes to the church of England
here, have been fome of our mof candid, inquifitive and
bockifb men; fuch as have taken the moft pams to un-
derftand the merits of the controverfy! Doubtlefs he
takes his information in this refpect, from the good
miffionaries, who had a right to {peak as they thought.
I have the fame right; and accordingly declare, from
what I have obferved, that I fuppofe very few inquifi-
tive perfons, or ftudiers of this controverfy among us,
have become churchmen in confequence thereof. Some
fuch there may have been; but, I believe, thefe pro-
felytes have much more generally been young and
thoughtlefs perfons; the volatile and unftable; fuch as
had but a very moderate fhare of underfianding, or but
litcle {obriety ; and who hardly ever read a book in their
lives, really with a view to inform them{elves about the
true ftate of this controverly—DBut it is not worth while
to difpute about fuch things as do not, in their nature,
admit of a decifion on either fide; efpecially fuch as
have little relation to the prefent argument.
Wherefore,

To come diretly to the maip point; the gentleman
acknowledges ¢ that the cafe of the New-Eugland epif-
¢ copalians, is not particularly defcribed and provided for
¢ in the [Socicty’s] charter §.” I conclude he means,
what is certainly true, that the charter does not exprefly
make provifion for fupplying with epifcopal minifters,
perfons in fuch circumitances as they are; or people
who live fcattered here and there, in towns of non-con-
forming proteftants, where due provifion is made for the
adminiftration of God’s word and ordinances, after the
prefbyterian or congregational mode. I cannot fuppofe
he intended only to acknowledge, that New-England
and the epifcopalians here, are not mentioned by name
in the charter; or that their cafe is not very largely and
particularly fpoken of therein. This would be faying
nothing of confequence : For neither is any other parti-

+ P. 22, t D23,
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cular colony, or country, or the people therein, thus
provided for in exprefs terms. But then the thing in-
fifted on, as I conceive with great reafon, 18, that though
the charter does not diftinguith the colonies by name,
faying that the epifcopalians in #bss or that, (hould be
provided for, but not thofe in others; yetit is fo exprefl-
ed, as to amount to the fame thing. For it defcribes the
religious circumftances of thole places and people, which
were to be relieved, as deftitute of the adminiftration of
God’s word and facraments, &c. Now, if the epifcopa-
- lians in fome of the- plantations are actually in fuch a
ftate; but thole in others of them, whether the New-
England colonies, or any other, are not; it may be pro-
perly faid, that the charter exprefly makes provifion for
the former, but not for the latter ; not even by implica-
zion; or any jult confiruftion: That the New-England
epifcopalians were not in fuch a deftitate condition, is
evident: Nor can this gentleman confiftently fay they
were,  Whatever he may think about the apoftolic in-
{titution of epifcopacy, or the antiquity and vfefulnefs of
liturgies; yet he does not fpeak of thefe, as eflential to
the being of chriftian churches: He has far too. much
candor and good fenfe, to fuppole them fo. And fpeak-
ing of us congregationalilts, he fays exprelly, ¢ Without
“ maintaining that they have no gofpe! minifters, or facra-
€ ments, or ordinaices, or churches, we may apprehend,
¢ &c.” We have a right to confider this as a conceffion
from him, that though we rejelt epifcopacy, the liturgy,
and peculiar rites and ufages of the church of England,
vet we have {till truly gofpel minificrs, facraments, ord:-
nances and churches.  And if lo, no perfons inhabiting
thefe parts, whether epifcopalians or others, can juftly be
{aid to Jack, want or to be deftitute thereof 5 and for that
reafon, in danger of falling into atheifin or iufidelity, or
popifh fuperstition and idolairy. So, that by his own con-
ceflion, icappears that the charter makes no provifion,
whether exprefly or implicitly, for fupporting epifcopal

miffionaries in thefe parts, for the fake of the few epif-
copalians living among us. |
The gentleman, having acknowledged that the cafe of
the
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the New-England epifcopalians is not particularly deferibed
and provided for in the charter, endeavours to guard againft
any ufe that might be made of this conceffion, to the pre-
judice of his argument; which is not ftrange. Bucla
little wonder at the method he has taken, to this end:
For he immediately fubjoins—¢ But fo neither 1s the
¢ cafe of any other [udians, than fuch as are the King’s
¢ fubjeits, and peaple living in bis plaitations and colonies 5
¢ for to thefe only the letter of the charter extends, &c.’
And yet the gentleman fays, 1 am /o far from blaming the
Society for applying part of their benefaiiions to the nftruc-
tions of [uch Indians as only border ont his Majefty’s domi-
wions, that I blame them greatly for not apphying rore of
it (them) to that ufe. e goes on to argue, that the
cafe of the N. England epifcopalians may wuch wcre be
looked on as comprebended within the intention of the char-
ter, than the cafe of the bordering Indians. But thefe
cafes are by no means {o nearly parallel, as they are {up-
pofed to be, by this way of reafoning. [For though nei-
ther thefe epifcopalians, nor thofe Indians, are in terms
provided for, or even mentioned in the charter, in which
refpe@ they are on the fame footing, yet the Indians
very fairly, and moft obvioufly come within the intent of
it ; but the others do not.  The Indians are unqueftio-
nably deftitute of God's word and facraments; many of
thofe only bordering on our colonies, have actually pro-
fefed themftlves, and been for a long time treated with,
as the King’s fubjef?s, and befides, the charter exprefly
authorizes the Socicty to ufe their bet endeavours to pro-
pagate the gofpel in thofe parts, where the King has any
plantations, &c.  Which claufe has all along, and on all
hands, been confidered as having a {pecial reference to
the Indians, not only within the Jimits of the Britith co-
lonies, but bordering on them. There is then, no room
for doubt, but that the Saciety act conform.ibly, not only
to the true defign, buteven to the expreflion of the char-
ter, in ufing means in order to their converfion : Since
though thefe Indians themfelves are not particularly men-

+ Tbid.
tioned,
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tioned, vet their cafe is exptelly provided for. This is
not applicable to the epilcopalians among us: Neither
themfelves are mentioried, nor their cafe provided for, el-
ther exprefly, or by juft implication; they not béing de-
ftitute of the adminiftration of God’s word and ordinan-
ces, And, indeed, this gentleman, in order to vindi-
cate thie Society in fending miflionaries to them, is forced
to have recotirfe to the plea of a large difcretionary power
vefted in them ; fo large, as to allow of their making
alterations in their inflitution : For this pofition of Mr.
Apthorp he endeavours to palliate and defend . He fays,
¢ the rules of law require that grants of princés, and par-
¢ ticularly grants 1n favobr of religion, be interpreted as
¢ liberally as theymay be §.0  Agreed: But [till it may be
doubted, whether it is not to interpret this particular grant

more liberally than may [jultly] be, to fuppole the Society
empowered to alter their inftitution, and to makeprovifion

for thofe, for whom the charter makes none. And having
recourfe to this argument, fhews a conlcioufnefs, at leaft
that fuch a condudt is not eafily and natirally reconciled
with the charter: For if it were, furely the defenders of
the Society would not plead for {o extraordinary a power,
or {o very liberal a way of interpretation, Belides, this
~ 1s really prejudicial, not advantageous to religion, in fa-
- gor of which, as is hinted, the charter was granted.

- The gentleman himfelf does not appear to be intirely
fatisfied with this, which he calls an argument 4 fortiori.
He therefore attempts, in the next place, to juflify the
Society, as to thefe miflions, by the very expreflions of
the ariginal charter; referring to0 a claufe of which, he
fays, ©* Now muft not they who lack fapport for fuch
* minifters, as they can with a good confeience attend, w_@zfi{
“ the adiminifiration of God's word and facraments, &c.” §
This he applies to the New-Englard epilcopalians, ‘1A
order to bring them within the defign of the charter. Se-
veral things were faid upon this point, firft in the Ob/fer-
vations, and then in the Defence of them. Let it now be
further remarked, that if thefe epifcopalians could pro-

'l' P' 2-}: I 1 Ibid-
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perly be faid to Jack the adminiftration of God’s word and
{acraments, they would come, not only within the defign,
but, in fome fort, within the letter of the charter; fince
it exprefly provides for fuch of his Majefty’s fubjedts in
the colonies, as lack the aaminifiration, &c. Whereas the
gentleman, before, feemed at lealt to allow, that the char-
ter did not make provilion for the cafe of thefe people.
But not to infift on this conceffion at prefent, I think
thefe people cannot be properly faid to wans the admini-
ftration, &c. upon his own fuppofition, but to decline
and difapprove of it. For he does not deny, but that we
have gofpel minifiers, facraments, ordinances and churches
here ; of which they might enjoy the benefit, in-common
with their chriftian brethren, if they chofe to dofo. How
then could the epifcopalians among us, though there were
no epifcopal churches here, be properly faid, in the gene-
ral terms of the charter, to want, or lack, the adminiftra-
tion of God’s word and facraments? If there had been
any thing in the charter, to fhew that it meant the admi-
niftration of God’s word, &c¢. according to che particu-
lar ufage of the church of England, in oppofition to, or
diftinction from, all other proteftant churches, as well as
that of Rome; it is readily acknowledged, that this rea-
foning would be good, But thisis not the cafe, What
may be juftly faid of thefe epifcopalians, is, that they i/~
ltke, and therefore will not attend on, the adminiftration
of God’s word and facraments in our way; which is quite
a different thing from faying, that they wans, or are de-
fitute thereof : The difference 15 as grear, as between 5
man’s Jacking daily food, and refufing thar which is before
him, becaufe it is not cooked and difhed up a Iz wode,
or in a manner to pleafe his fancy.

To fay that the epifcopalians here, cannot with a geod
confcience attend upon our minifters and their adminiiire-
tions; and cherefore that they waint the adminiftration of
God’s word and facraments, 1s by no micans fatisfuétory.
As 1o the fadt itfelf, that they cinnot in conference attend
upon them ; 1do not believe thereis one in an hundred of
them, who has ever declared, or that will ferionfly declare,
that he thinks 1t fufu/ta dofo.  They may generally, in

their
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their judgment, be it right or wrong, prefer the woifhip
and communion of the church of England to ours ; and
therefore think themfelves boundin cmﬁreme, when both
are in their power, ufually to attend the former, as more
for their edification.  This they may be fuppofed to do,
and in that refpet be juftifiable in their conformity to the
church of England, though it were allowed thar they do
not think it abfo]utely uplawfu] or criminal to worlhip in
our way, or to have’communion with us in chriftian or-
dinances; and could therefore do fo with a good confcience,
if there were no epifcopal churches in thefe parts. I know,
fome of the weaker, the more bigotted and cenforious fort
of them, declare that they could not in confeience do this:
But of the far greater part of them, I have not fo ill an
opinion, Nor have T any reafon to think, that in their
applications to the Society for miffionaries, they have
commonly made ufe of this plea; or gone any further
than to declare in general, their approbation and choice

of the church of England communion, as moft for their
edification: Which is a very different thing from {up-
pofing ours abfo]utely unlawful and finful.

If 1 am nght in what I have here fuggefted, this argu-
ment, drawn from confCience, is of no force, being grcund-
ed on a falle fuppofition. But allowing that thefc epifco-
palians are generally {o imple, bigotted or fuperflitious,
that they cannot with a good confcience attend upon God’s
word and facraments with us, as this gentleman feems to
fuppofe ; though they may be rcal objells of pity and
compaflion, it appears nct that they have any right to
expect relief from the Society, their cafe not being pro-
vided for in the charter, nor coming within the general
defign of the Inftitution: Which, plainly, was not the
affitance of prote{tants of any partlculzu denomination,

living feattered among greater numbers of other prote-
ftants, where provifion was made for the {fupport of mi-
nifters, and the adminiftration of God’s word and ordi-
nances; but ar/y for p{rfons deftitute of thefe advantages.
The Scottifh Somety is of the two lefs limitted by its
charter, than tiis in England, And yet if that Society

fhould annually exPend perhaps a third part of their
revenue,
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revenue, in fupporting, I will not now add, snereafing, the
prefbyterian party, in thofe plantations where the wor-
fhip of God is duly provided for, according to the
church of England, and proportionably neglett people
who were altually deftitute of God’s word and facra-
ments in every proteftant form; epifcopalians would,
without doubt, univerfally exclaim againft this, as an
abufe- and mifapplication of their charitable fund ; ard
as difcovering too great a fondnefs for a party or parti-
cular fe¢t of proteftants. Their pleading that the pref-
byterians, provided for by them, could not with a gead
confeience acquiefce in, ot conform to the church of Eng-
land, would, I am perfuaded, be of very little weishe
with epifcopalians, Nor can any man fHew why this
way of reafoning is not as juft, when applied to the
epifcopal Society in England, as when applied to the
prefbyterian Society in Scotland,  The church of Eng-
land is no more the eftabhfhed religion in one part of
Britain, than the kirk is in the other; King Williain was
equally King of both parts; a charter conceived in the
identical terms with that we are fpeaking of, would have
anfwered as well for a prefbyterian, as for an epifcopal So-
ciety, only the names and titles of the Grantees being chan-
oed, though fome of thefe were actually prefbyterians.
Not does it appear that the Grantor had it any more in
his royal intention, that epifcopalians in fuch circumftan-
ces as are here {uppofed, fhould be provided for, than
that prefbyterians fhould, in the like circumftances.
From whence it may be concluded, that heeither defign-
ed both, orneither: Let this gentleman make hischoice——s

But if there are numbers of epifcopalians among us,
who cannot with a good conjerence hold communion with
our churches in gofpel ordinances, it may be afked,
Whatis to be done ? 1s there no regular way of relief for
them? I anfwer, the {fame and no other than there
“would be for prefbyterians or congregationalifts in the
like cafe. If their numbers and abilities are {uch, that
they can {upport epifcopal minifters for themfelves, they
not only have a righr, but ought to doit.  Orif they

can make fuch reprefentations of their cafe, which, on
» the
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the ‘aforefaid fuppofition, is really an unhappy one, as
to induce charitable people, 1in their private capacity, to
give them affiftance, no one will object againft it. But
if ‘they can do neither of thefe things, there appears no
regular way of relief for them 5 they muft patiently fub-
mit to the providence of God, who has placed them in
fuch circumftances ; waiting, either till more Zight removes
their miftakes and prejudices, or till their numbers and
abilities are fufficiently increafed, to fupport fuch mini-
fters as they chufe to have. A Society incorporated for
different purpofes, not for the fupport of any particular
proteftant fe, as fuch, has no right to provide for them,
-to the neglet of {uch perfons asare indifputably the pro-
per objects of their inflitution,

But the gentleman, after obferving that the Society was
incorporated, primarily, to prevent the King’s fubjeéts
falling into atheif or infidelity, or into popifh fuperfiition
and idolatry, faysy © Now doth not the Dr. think the
¢ epifcopalians, Wwhen they have no minifters in whofe
¢ miniftrations they can acquiefce, muft be grievoufly
¢ Jiable to the one or the other ¥ Upon which let me
obferve, as to thofe who are epifcopalians upon prin-
ciple, or thofe people fpoken of by this gentleman,
who cannot with a good confeience worthip God with us;
that they mult be {fuppofed, at leaft by epifcopalians, to
‘be converfant in the holy {criptures, {erious believers of
them, devout worlhippers of God in their houfes, and
-real, practical chnftians. Now {uch perfons as thefe,
perfons of fo tender a confeience, cannot furely be thought
in dny imminent danger of apoftatizing into atheifm or
- nfidelity  efpecially as they have the common-prayer-book
- to affilt them in therr daily private devotions, and other
- pious books, not to fay the Bible, to read and meditate
on. Can fuch chriftians as the gentleman fuppofes our
epifcopalians to be, and living in a chriftian land, where
-the public worlhip of God is upheld, be grievonfly liable
to turn atheilts or infidels, even though they cannot ac-

quiefce in our way of worlbip ? I'think not; and there-

¥ P. 23,
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fore, that the New England miffions cannot be vin-
dicated upon this footing, I hope this gentleman will
not, for the fake of his argument, deny the epifcopa-
lians here to be fuch good chriftians as he has all along
fuppofed them 5 or fay that they have fo little knowledge
or {obriety, that they are already on the brink of infide-
lity and atheifm ; fo that being without fuch minifiers
~as they can attend, they would be gricvonfly liable fcon
to plunge into that horrible gulph, This would be, for
the {ake of his logic, grievoufly to reproach thofe, whofe
caufe he is pleading. Befides, if they are fuppoicd to
be fuch a profligate fort of people, and fo void of coi-
Jeience, the argument which he draws from their fup-
pofed confcientions non-compliance with our way of wor-
fhip, would be at once overthrown: It would deftroy
itfelf, by its own inconfiftency ; and, indeed, taken any
way, his reafoning is felf-repugnant.

But fome of thefe good, confcientious people, it is faid,
are grievoully liable, if not to atheifin and infidelity, yet
to popifb fuperfiition and idolatry. ¢ Particularly,” adds
the gentleman, ¢ muft not thofe of them be in great.
¢ danger of popery who, ashe [meaning myfelf ] tells us,
¢ prefer that to the worfhip of the prevailing party in
¢ New England 17 Let me obferve, that 1 did not
{uppofe there was a greaz number of epifcopalians here,
{o deeply prejudiced againft us, or who think fo favour-
ably of the mafs. Suppofing there may be 20 or 30
fuch perfons in New England, {cattered over a country
of 3 or 400 miles in‘extsnt, can this be thought a fub-
ftantial reafon for fupporting 20 or 30 miflions here, at a
great expence ! efpecially when it is confidered, that
there are bere no popith priefts or emiffaries known of,
further to pervert and to confirm them papifts; but
many people to diffwade them fromn thole errors, and all
worldly motives on the other fide. There is no reafon
to think that the Society ever had the cafe of thele New
England bigh-flyers in their mind, or confequently, that
they have fent the more miffionaries hither on their ac-

+ P. 23,
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~ count. And if not, this cannot be properly ufed as an

s

argument to joftify their f{ending them. I,can hardly

- think the gentleman is in earneft, or thinksit a folid

one. He feems to have laid hold on what I have faid of
fome few of the more bigotted epifcopalians among us,
(whether he believed it or not, I cannot tell) as a plau-
fible pretext for fupporting miflions here. Burt the So-

ciety have apparently atted upon different principles, with

other views and motives ; not to keep the people of New
England from turning roman catholicks, deifts and atheifiss
(of “all which there now is and ever was MUCH LESS
DANGER than of the people of London doing fo,) but
to fupport and ftrengthen the epifcopal party, and gra-
dually to bring us into the bofom of the church; or, in
the language of their own Account, ¢ to remove thofe
¢ prejudices under which the people generally laboured,

¢ and to promote, as much as paffible, an agreement in

 faith and worfbip.’
Let me add, that this plea of confcience, as it has of

late years been ufed by the defenders of the Society’s nu-

-merous miffions in thefe parts, is the lefs fatisfactory up-

on this account: There would, in all probability, have
been hardly any of thele fcrupulons people among us at
this day, had it not been for the Society ; and if the
miffions were withdrawn, it is likely the far greater part
of them might foon return to the communion of our
churches, Is it reafonable that the Society, when there
was but a handful of thefe people, as one may fay, in
all New England, fhould cherifh their difcontent, and,
by their condudt at leaft, encourage them in their pre-
judices againft us, and afford them affiftance, til] their
numbers became much more confiderable: And then
avail themfelves of thufe prejudices, to juftify their nu-
merous miffions here, under a notion that there are many
people among us, who cannot with a good confcience wor-
fhip God with us, and who are, for that reafon, griev-
oufly liable, without epifcopal miflionaries, to become
atbeifls, infidels, or reman-catbolicks 2 It may poflibly de-
ferve to be confidered, I fay it with much re{pe¢t and

deference to that Vcncrablc body, whether it would not
have



on the Charter and Conduét, &, 27

have well become the Society, when applications were
firft made to them for miffionaries by people here, to
hint to them, that their oppofition to our way of wor-
{hip might be too great; that they had better be con-
tent with it, till they fhould be fufficiently numerous and
able to {upport minifters themf{elves, more agreeable to
their principles and inclinaticns 3 that many other people
ftood in much greater peed of the Society’s charitable
care and affiftance, being either ftill in a ftate of heathen-
ifm, or wholly deftitute of the adminiftration of God’s
word and ordinances 1n any proteftant way; and that
thercfore it ought not to be taken unkindly, if their
requefts were not complied with. Had fome {uch me-
thod been taken at firfl, inftead of countenancing a party
{pirit, the Society would have had much more money
to expend in f{upporting the worthip of God in places
- deftitute of it, and chriftianizing the Indians and Ne-
aroes ; and there probably would have been but few per-
{fons among us at this day, but what could with a good
contfezence hold communion with us 3 in which they would
be as effeCtually guarded againft atheifm, infidelity and
popery, .as in that of the church of England. But the
Society have really contribuied much towards firength-
ening prejudices againft us, and increafing this party ;
till their prejudices are grown to fuch an height, and
their numbers are {o confiderable, that a neceffity is now
pleaded for continuing to give them large afliftance, to
prevent their becoming roman-catholicks, infidels or
atheilts; becaufe, 1t is faid, thetr confeiences will not al-
Jow them to attend the adminiftration of God’s word and
{acraments in our churches. In which way of proceed-
ing and -reafoning, the more miflions are eftablifhed here
the greater will probably be the demand for them ; lince
it 1s-hkely there will be fome increale of profclytes to the
church, to fay nothing of its increafe by watural, ord;-
dinary generation, and therefore more fuch tender con-
[eciences to be confidered : Till, in procefls of ume, the
Society’s whole fund may be too little to fupply New
England only with miffionaries; unlels perhaps, by the
epifcopal party’s becoming a majority in thefe colonies,
the church of England thould alfo become the eftablifhed

C 3 religion,
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religion, and a comtnon tax be'impofed by law for thé
{upport of her clergy, fo-as to rendet any further affift-
ance -from the Society unneceffary, in which cafe, the
unprovided colonies and the heathens may reap the whole
advantage of its benefactions; of which they have hi-
therto been in fo great a mealure deprived, for the fake
of the epifcopalians among us, at firlt but few, and thofe
not, inany jult or proper fenfe, deftitute of the admini-
ftration of God’s word and facraments. |
The gentleman fometimes argues that the Society has
formed no fuch defign as [ have fuppofed, from this cir-
cumftance, that they did not fend miflionaries carlier into
New England, when there were but few churchpeople here,
and confequently more need of miffionaries than afterwards,
if making profelytes had been the point in view *. "This
is more plaufible than folid. They may be fuppofed to
have had that defign before they fent miffionaries to
profecute it ;. waiting only for a favourable occafion and
opening, It would bhave been a romantic, Don-Quixote
enterprize, for them to fend miffionaries hither for that
purpofe, before there were a number of people ready to
receive and embrace them. They muft have fome foot-
ing, fome ground #o0 fland on, in order, by their engines
aforefaid, to fhake this part of the earth ; and they were
not, I conclude, fuch ftrangers to the art and principles
of Archimedes, as to attempt it without. Nor does it
appear, but that the Society embraced the firlt opportu-
nity that offered, to eftablith miffions here, It is, I
think, fufhciently plain, that they had the defign afore-
faid, as early as their Aeconnt was printed, 1706. But
even though it could be proved, that they had it not for
feveral yeats after the firlt miffions, it will not follow that
they have not formed it fince ; being encouraged by the
increafe of the epifcopalian party here. And{uch a defign
might very plaufibly be carried on, under the notion of
only providing for thofe epifcopalians, who could not with
a good confcience attend on the adminiftration of God’s
word and facraments in our way. But enough of this.
From page 25 to 29 the gentleman fpeaks of ortho-
doxy, heterodoxy and herefy, in oppofition to what I faid
* P. 29 .
concerning
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concerning the terms orthodox minifiers, in the charter
which, I fuppofed, ftand there in oppofition to Romifh
priefts andjefuits only 5 but he, it feems, thinks cribedox
mintfiers can mean only thofe of the church of England,
in oppofition to thofe of all other denominations, evin
among proteftants. Itisonly from this fenfeof the terms,
that he can deduce any confequences to the advantage of
his caule. But he hasoffer’d nothing in confirmation of
it, which, appears to me of any weight ; Iam therefore
content to fubmit this ma:ter to the judgment of our.im-
partial readers, without adding any thing further upon i,
But I cannot but takea brief notice of one or two perfonal
refleCtions on myfelf, in this part of his performance. He
has, without grounds, and very ungeneroufly, reprefent-
ed it as my opinion, that whocver diffents from wme in any
point relative te chriftian faith, is an nEreTIC*. And
what a candid ufe he would make of this remark, appears
from his words immediately following: ¢ His New Eug-
¢ land brethren, if ndeed they will acknowledge bim for a
¢ lroiber, are NESIRED to confider the confesnences of
¢ this way of thinking. WE bave not fo learined Chrift.
Now, I am very far from thinking all thofe heretics or
heterodox who diflent £ om me in any point relative to
chriftian faith. I'have never given the lealt occafion for
fuch an afperfion. There is, I believe, no profefled
chriftian, of any denomination, lefs difpofed to entertain
hard thoughts of other people, merely on account of dif-
ferences in opinion relative to points of faith, or who has
been more remote from cenfuring and reproaching thole
who think differently, as heterodox or heretical ; neither
of which opprobrious epithets is, in my opinion, properly
applied to any, but thofe who pertinacioufly deny fome one
or more of the moft plain, indi{putable and important
dottrines of the gofpel. It s thus, that I have learned
Chrifi, and the {piric of his religion, And whereas the
gentleman intimates, that they of the church of England
are not accuftomed to cenfure as heretical, or rafhly to
judge and condemn others 3 let the Athanafian creed, and
the ¢canoiis of that church (according to many of which,
people are ‘to be ipfe faflo excommunicated for mere

* P, 28,
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trifles) witnefs,” how very unlucky he was in fetting up
thofe of that communion, for patterns of chriftian for-
kearance, or a catholic dlfpof ition 3 unlefs to catholic we
prefix another epithet, very oiten jowed therewich,  In
this, and feveral other places, the gentleman infinuates
plainly enough, that I am an heredc myfelf, and fo ac-
counted by my drethren, if indeed they Wl” at all acknow-
Jedge me for a brother, This piece of fcandal was taken
up, as 1 fuppole, upon the credit of fome of the profli-
gate writers who have lately appeared againft me in New
England. It is no honour to this gentleman to repeat
1t after them 3 nor would it be ai all to his advantage if
one were, from fuch paflages oxly as this, without con-
fidering the general tenor of his witirg, to conjecture
bow be bimfelf bas learned Chriff.  And thefe reproach-
ful innuendoes I take ta be the lefs ingenuous, and more
injurious, as coming from him, becaufe, if I have ieceiv-
ed unfraternal treatment from a few of my brethren, as
indeed I have, this was chiefly becaufe I was fuppofed,
whether truly or not, to approach too near, in fome of
my religious opinions, to thofe of certain of the moft
eminent bithops and other divines of the church of Eng-
land, who were defpitefully treated as heretics by many
of #heir brethren 3 and whole names will be remembered
with veneration, when thofe of their [fuppofed] more
orthodox revilers will either be forgotten through con-
tempt, or remembered with execration, like thofe of the
Lauds and Sacheverells of former times. Thefe perfonal
reflections of the gentleman, feem to me quite unworthy
of 4ispen; elpecially fince I think them unworthy of a
more particular reply from fo mean a one as misne.

The gentleman blames me, in the page laft referred
to, for intimating that our congregational minifters ge-
nerally adhere more clofely to the doctrinal articles of the -
church of England, thaneven her own clelgy do. ¢ We
“ can only deny the charge , fays he, ¢ and put him on
¢ the proof, as we do.” To which I fhall only fay at
prefent, that I appeal for the truth of it, to the fermons, -
&c. publifhed by them refpectively s not thinking it
waorth while, by making large extracts from each to fell
this publication, in which I aim at brevity.

In
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- Tn page 29 and 30 the gentleman fpeaks of Dr. Bray’s

teftimony refpecting N, England, and of fome fuppofed
mifreprefentations of the miffionaries here ; endeavouring
to invalidate what I {aid upon thefe points, [ am willing
to leave our readers to judge, without adding any thing
further upon them. In anfwer to what [ intimated about
the Society’s continuing to fupport miflions in N, Eng~
land, in places where the epifcopalians were able to main-
tain their own minifters, the gentleman fays: ¢ Now
¢ the Society hath always been defirous to know, when
¢ any congregation became able to fupport itfelf without -
¢ their help—If their friends have been too flow in gjv-
¢ ing them inteliigence, which may have happened, and
¢ the Doctor will tavour them with any, which on in-
¢ quiry (hall appear to be well grounded, they will both
¢ be thankfu) to him, and fhew the world that they are
¢ far from withing to increafe the church party by pro-
¢ fufe liberalities *.> T'his 1s very candidly faid, and I
take the gentleman at his word, though without flatter-
ing myfelf, thatlcan ever merit the thanks of that vene-
rable body, however ambitious [ may be of it.—The
people of the church of England in Newport on Rhode-
Ifland, where the Society have long had a miflionary,
are nunerous, and very wealthy. There are but few
churches or congregations of any denomination in Ame-
rica, {o able to maintain a nunilter as this. I give this
account upon good authority ; and particularly upon the
credit of a gentleman of principal diftinétion, belonging
(0 that congregation, who, fince the publication of my
Olfervations and former Defence of them, gave me this
account in converfation. He alflo frankly owned, that
he looked on the Society’s continuing to fupport a mi-
nifter for them, at Newport, as an evident mifapplication
of their charity; and not the only one of the kind, in
New-England. Without {peaking at prefent of any of
the epifcopal congregations 1n Connelticut, let me juft
oblesve, that the good people of Chrift’s Church in Bofton,
though not {o rich or numerous as thofe of the church at
Newport, are yer, wichout doubt, more able to fupport
a minifter, than divers of our congregational churchesin

* P, 30,31,
this
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this metropolis; And if fupporting a miffionary for
them, be at all an abufe, confidering their own ability,
and the exigence of other places, the abufe is ftill the
greater, becaufe there are two other churches of England
in the fame towny which churches are neither fo remote,
nor fo thronged, but that the people of Chris¥’s Church
might be accommodated in them ; if not with fuch bigh
pews or feats as they might poffibly chule, yet fuch as,
I thould think, humble and good chriftians would rather
take up with, than either violate their confeiences by go-
ing to diffenting meetings, or receive the Society’s charity,
of which fo many other people ftand in far greater need.
If the venerable Society fhould condefcend 16 pay any re-
gard to thefe reprefentations, either fome other perfon or
‘myfelf, may probably be encouraged to mention other
inftances of abufe of a fimilar nature. But this I can
hardly hope, when I confider what treatment the repre-
fentations of other non- conformifts have met with in times
palt: This gives me lefs ground to expe&t thanks, than
either filent neglect, or blame and reproof.

What follows, in feveral pages, relates to the piety
and good morals of thofe in general, who, from among
us, become profelytes to the church; to the reformation,
or better flate of religion here, compared with what it
formerly was; and to the extermination of a fpirit of per-
fecution in the New-Englanders; all attributed by M.

- Apthorp, and by this gentleman after him, to the increafe
of the church of England here. The whole of which,
to one who has a right underftanding of things and faéts
here, mult appear fuch a jeff, that he can hardly fpeak
ferionfly aboutit. And yet I will not now venture to
{peak merrily or ludicroufly of it, left I 'thould again dif-
pleafe this good gentleman, who is already difgufted
with me in that refpect; thinking it a proof that I have
not a duly ferious heart. For 1t is upon this occalion,
that he fays; ¢ What the Doétor’s countenance is, I know

" ¢ not’ [none of the moft jocular, 1 can affure him] ¢ but
¢ I with he gave as good proofs of a ferious beart, as the

¢ miflionaries generally do *.> And can it be wondered

at, if thofe reverend gentlemen, who received the Holy
“*P.133.

Ghoft
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Ghoft at their ordination, by means of the bands or breath
of a bifhop, fhould have more ferious bearts than a per-
fon, who has had only what thorough-pac’d churchmen
account lay-ordination, in one of thofe wnconfecrated
places, in which {fome zealous epifcopal divines have fup-
pofed, the Haly Spirit never was 1. And yet | cannot
think with this gentleman, that {peaking Jocofely about
fome facerdotal IUPEI'ﬁltIOBS, rites and forms, is a proof
that 2 man hath not a ferious beort.  But lome men con-
clude all thofe profane and impious, who have not the
fame reverence for fuch things, that they have themfelves,
or that they would have the common people entertatn,
for the honcur of an eftablifhment and the hierarchy.

In fpeaking about telerazion, and the growing efteem
of it, the gentleman fays, be bopes the gencrality of the
miffionaries carried that efteem with them into N. Eigland.
If fo, 1 wifh they had generally, by their meeknefs and
charity towards non-conformifls, given better proofs of it
than they have., He adds; ¢ Their need of 1oleration
¢ muft recommend it thil more to thetr good opinion,
¢ &c.> Neither the clergy nor laity of “the charch of
England here, will, I beleve, thank him for arguing
their efteem of toleration,” from this circumftances it
being a plain conceffion, that that church is not the effa-
éiz/bm' religion of New-England. For certainly thofe of
the eftablifhed religion In any country, cannot properly
be faid to need toleration therein, And many, if not
molt of our epilcopalians, triumph exceedingly in a pre-
fumption, that their church exclufive of all others, is
eftablithed here; and confequently that, not they, but
we, need toleration, ‘The virulent Examiner of my Ob-
Jervations harped long upon this ftring, and was very con-
fident: And it is, 1 fuppofe, in a great meafure on the
fame prefumption, that the epifcopalians here, efpecially
the clergy, have been fo haughty, difdainful and over-
bearing 1n their car riage toward us; giving themfelves
airs of l‘upermmy, as if we did not b; any means {tand
on equal ground with them: Though I do not intend

t This was faid by a great and zealous churchman of the diffenting -

Meeting- Houfes,
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this as a general charge, there being perfons among them
of ‘a very different temper and behaviour, and who are
accordingly to be much refpected.
- The gentleman comes, p. 37, to fpeak of the fuppofed
neglect of the beathen; which he thinks a groundlefs im-
pmatlon And here he taxes me with mifapplying
bifthop Wiiliams's words, in his fermon before the Society.
¢ Unbappily for the Dottor, fays he, bithop Williams
¢ doth not fpeak-of the Society, in the words which he
¢ quotes, but of the Englifh nation.—But the bifhop’s
- ¢ words founded fo plaufibly for a charge upon the So-
- ¢ ciety, that he conld not forbear mifapplying them ).
Now,_ if the gentleman will be pleafed to review the pal-
fage i in the Obj&; vations, p. 98, he may find himfelf un-
der a miftake, 1did not fay, that the Society had in
fome fort allowed the complaint againft zbemfelves to be
juft, as he fuppofes ; nor quote bithop /#illiams to prove
this, but that the natives had affually been negleted.
However, I acknowledge I did, both jufl before and af-
. ter, fpeak of the Society’s negle&ing them; fo that I
can eaflily account for the gentleman’s thinking, 1 cited
bithop Williams to prove thisy and therefore ¢o not ac-
cufe him of wilfully injuring me in this refpet.  After
citing bithop Williams, 1 added; ¢ Itis unneceflary to
¢ confirm and juflify this complaint, by an appeal to
¢ any of the later fermons before the Society; which
<-would be no difficult matter.” Upon which words the
gentleman hath put a wrong conftruction, -by faying that
I affirm, 1t would not be z]zﬁm[f to 1uflify this complaint by
an appeal 1o any of the later jérmwz.r as if my fenfe was,
that 4// the later fermons might be cited in Juﬂlﬁcauon
of it. This is the import of the word any, as ufed by
him 3 whereas it means only foine, as ufed by me in the
claufe aforefaid; as any one who underftands the Englifh
idiom, may eafily perceive. So that the gent]eman has -
here fallen into a double error in reprefenting my fenfe ;
which, however, Ido not impute to any ill defign.. But
he has perverted my words and meaning in the fame page,
in a way that I cannot fo ealily apolomze for:. I mean,
by faying, that inone place I exgrefs a doubt whether the
I P37,
* Sociely



on the Charter and Céﬂd;tﬁ, &e 4 g

Sotiety bave © fo much as begun to ufe methods of con-
¢ verting either the Negroes or the Indians.” Now, in
the place alluded to in the Obftrvations, p. 135, whatl
exprefled a doubt concerning, was not, whether the So-
ciety had begun to ufe eny methods to this end, as his
words plainly imply; "but whether they had begun ¢ to
¢ ftudy, and to-ufe diligently the moft probable methods
¢ of converting, &c.” In which {entence the chief em-
phafis is put upon the words #fe diligently, which were
accordingly before printed in zzafics, but which he has
intirely omitted in his reprefentation of my fenfe; whe-
ther for any better reafon, than that he might make me
appear to charge the Society with more negligence than
1 did, or thought of, he himfelf can beft tell.

The gentleman goes on, from page 37 to 49, to fpeak
of the endeavours ufed by the Society to chriftianize ths
Indians and Negroes; of the difficulties and difcourage-
ments attending this good work; and of the fuppofed
injuftice done the Society by me, in accufing them of any
negligence in this refpect.  He has faid many things.very
judicioufly and folidly upon this head. And 1 frankly
own, that, taking for truth what he has produced from
Dr. Humpbrey’s Hiftory, which I never faw, relative to
what the Society have done for the Indians, I ufed feve-
ral expreflions, much too diminutive of the pains taken
by them in this department. I am forry I ufed any ex-
preflions, whether for want of better information, or
through hafte in writing, which tended to lead my rea-
ders to think the Society had taken lefs pains than they
altually have, toward the converfion of the Indians.
Their endeavours to this end have been very confidera-
ble, according to that Hiffory, as cited by this gentle-
man. But ftill I mult beg leave to think, that, all
things confidered, much lefs has becn done-in this matter,
than might have been reafonably expeéted; and that
much more probably would have been done, to the fpi-
ritnal good of the natives, and the great benefit of the
Britifh colonies, lad not the Society been {0 deeply ¢n-
oaged, and fpent fo much of their revenue, in fupport-
ing and increaling the epifcopal party, as fuch, in New-
England, What the gentleman has oifered as to Mr,

(now

|
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(now Dr.) Barcay’s miffion to the Iroguois, his fmall
encouragement from the Society, and being refufed a
{chool-mafter and interpreter to affift him, appears to me
unfatisfatory. I will not, however, fpend time in con-
troverting that matter 5 but-am willing all fhould form a

_ judgment, by comparing the extracts from Mr., Barclay’s
own letters in the Obfervalions, with what this gentle-
man has offered upon the point.

He proceeds, page 49, 50, 51, to fpeak of what the
Society has done for thé fupport of God’s public wor-
thip in the #nprovided colonies, 1 fhall not gointo a par-
ticular confideration of what he has offered upon this
head ; partly, to avoid prolixity, and partly becaule it
is fufficient for my purpofe, if thofe colonies and the na-
tives have aftually had {o much the lefs care taken of,
and the lefs money employed for their benefit, in pro-
portion to what has been taken of, and expended for,

~ the New-England Epilcopaliansy wbich is undeniable,
fince this money could not be employed in both thefe
ways at once. Let me, however, juft obferve, that I
can prove by a fubflantial living witnefs, that I received
the account given by me of the repeated ineffeftual ap-
plications of the Ner¢h Carolinians to the Society for mif-
fionaries, from a gentleman of principal diftin@ion of
that country ; though I did not recollect, whenI wrote
the Obfervations, that I could bring any perfon to atteft
to the truth of ir, and fpoke with a degree of caution,
being unwilling to truft my own memory too far; at
which this grave gentleman is pleafed to make himfelf a
little mervy.  If 1 am publicly called on, by any perfon
who has a right to further information, I will, for my
own juftification, mencion the #ame both of my informer,
and the witnefs to whom I refer; though I flattér my-
felf, that with thofe who know me, this will be needlefs.
The gentleman objeéts, page 52, againft what I fa'd
‘of the fum expended by the Society in New-England;
“and fays, .1 fhew the [ame inclination to exapgerate in this,
as in every thing, Now heknew, becaufe I exprefly faid,
Idid ¢ not pretend to be very exalt as to the quantum.’
Burt yet he has offered nothing, to fhew I was under any

miitake in this refpect; and 1 am perfuaded that I rather
kept
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kept much within bounds, than exceeded them. But [
own that I was much out, in faying that 40 or 50 miffions
might have been comfortably maintained among the In-
dians, and in heathenith places, with 35,000/, fterling,
for moré than 3o years paft. Iknow not how toaccount
for this error; but fure I am, that I was deceived my-
{elf, and had no defign to deceive others; as may well
be fuppofed, from the very nature of the error, I wil-
lingly ftand correted as to this. DBut et it be obferved,
that this.is a miftake, which does not affet the main ar-
sument. For though but half, or much lefs than half
{fo many miffions could have been fupported with the
fum aforefaid, as I then fuppofed; ftill a confiderable
number might, and, as I humbly conceive, ought to
have been, for the benefit of the Indians, &c. The
queftion is not, hew much money has been mifapplied,
or how many miflions might have been {upported there-
with, where they were moft needed ; but whether any
* confiderable fum has been, and whether that might not
have been employed in ways plainly conformable to the
charter. Unlels thefe things are difproved, it is of
little confequence to fhew, that I was miftaken as to the
other points.

The gentleman proceeds to object againft what was
{aid refpeting the Englith diffenters being induced to
affift the Society, upon a prefumption that their fund was
employed, not for the fupport and increafe of the epifco-
pal party, as fuch, but for the common caufe of proteftant
chriftianity. He fays, it cannot be fuppofed that they

were ignorant what the Society was doing in New-Eng-
land ; that the prefent Archbifhop of Canterbury men-
tioned the cafe of the Epifcopalians here, very explicitly,
above 20 years ago, in his fermon; and chat it was taken
notice of in other of the anniverfary fermons, and in the
abfiradis. This, he fays, isvery remote from fraudulent
dealing 3 and that the difienters muft be prefumed to have
done whatever they did to affilt the Society, with their
eyes open*, But from accounts which 1 have received
from England, and from perfons whofe charatiers I am
acquainted with, 1 have good reafon to think, not only
‘2 53, §4-
! that
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that many diffenters, but even many epifcopalians there,
have contributed their help to the Society, without any
diftinct knowledge of the ways, in which the money was
employed ; particularly, without fufpe&ing that any of it
was expended in the manner that fo much has been, in
thele parts, where the fupport of God’s public worfhip
was fo well provided for. And if the gentleman is right
in his {fuppofition, ¢ that the diffenters, atleaft for many
¢ years paft, have contributed little or nothing 13 to
me this Is an evidence, that their eyes are, of late years,
snore opened than they were before; and that their with-
holding their charity, is owing to their both feeiny and
difliking the ufe that was made of it, in building up the
church of England here, in oppofition - to churches of
their own denomination. This is rendered the more pro-
bable, by what the gentleman adds a little after, fuppot-
ing him not to be ‘miftaken in point of falt, viz. that
¢ fome, if not many of them, have taken great pains to
¢ difftade members of the church of England from giving
¢ on fuch occalions.” If any of them have really done
{fo, the moft natural account and folution that can be
given of it, is, that this money was, in great part, now
found to be mifapplied, in fupporting and ftrengthening
the caufe of epifcopacy, to the negleét of the heathen,
&c. and to the prejudice of their brethren in New-Eng-
land. . Surely, it cannot be fuppoled that the diffenters
would have had any objeCtion againft the Society’s being
affifted in propagating the gofpel among the Indians and
Negroes, or in fupporting the public worfhip of God in
places deftitute of it. There is no reafon to doubt, but
that they would have readily contributed themfelves to
thefe pious defigns, inflead of diffwading epifcopalians
from doing fo. We are well informed, indeed, that the
epifcopalians, not to fay the Society, lately made great
oppofition to our having a charter smerefy for propagating
the gofpel among the Indians, at our own expence; but
I do not believe that the Englifh diffenters have fhewn
the fame {pirit againft the eftablifazd church, or the So-
ciety ;- though the gentleman fays, with a degree of acri-
mony, that ¢ on the whole, the Society would certainly

T Pu53, 540
S ¢ come
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¢ come off very well in refpect of the diffenters, if sbey

“ would neither do it good nor barm¥*.’
He fays further, in vindication of thefe miffions, that

¢ probably much more money hath been given to the So-
¢ ciety by the members of the church of England, on
¢ account of the provifion which it hath made for the
¢ epifcopaliansin the Maffachufettsand Connecticut, than
¢ they would have given if it had made none:’ That
therefore ¢ other parts have not fuffered on their account ;'
and that ¢ fhould thefe benefadtors be brought to think
< the Society an improper channel for fuch their bounty,
¢ or fhould it be forbidden to employ in this manner any
< fhare of what it receives, the confequence might be, that
¢ they would withdraw a proportion of their prefent li-
< berality—and eftablifh a feparate fund, &c.” Letit
‘be obferved, that however plaufible this reafoning may
-appear, it is grounded on mere fuppofitions and conjec-
tures. The gentleman thinks thefe things proéadle, and
that they might take place: Others may think them im-
probable, and perhaps with greater reafon. But even
{uppofing them certain, though they may be pleaded by
way of apology, they cannot be pleaded as a full juftifi-
.cation of the Society, unlefs it is authorized by its char-
ter, to employ a part of its fund in this way; which is
the main point in difpute. And this the gentleman does
 in effe@t acknowledge, by faying, ¢ If indeed the cafe
¢ of the epifcopalians In the Maflachufetts and Connec-
¢ ticut doth not, by the charter of the Society, come
¢ under its care, bounties to them are at prefent convey-
¢ ed through wrong hands I.” That is, in plain Eng-
lith, then the Society apply a great part of their fund im-
properly, and without authority for fo doing, or mifap-
ply it. So that he allows the confequence to be jult;
let others judge of the premifes. |
~ In the next place, the gentleman exprefieth his diflike
at my {uppofing, fome would juttify thefe miffions under
a pretext, that re@tifying the ttate of religion among us,
or, in other words, fupporting and propagating the
church of England in thefe colsnies, 1s one neccflary
means of converting the Indians. He fays, he queftions

* P, oy 1 Vid. p. 1_34, 55, 50, + 1bid,
whether
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whether the defenders of the Society have ever applied
this 2o the New-England prefbyterians or congregationalifis;
that the bifbop of §t. David’s, whom alone I quoted, inti-
mates no fuch things and that L must be ynderSiood to put
this plea tuto their mouths, only as an opporiunity of intro-
ducing my wit, and abufing the miflonaries *.  Now, let
it be obferved, that if fuch a plea has aCtually been ufed,
this gentleman owns it to be a weak one. But Mr.
Apthorp cited the bithop of St. David’s fermon, appa-
rently with this view; I mean in part. And though
New-England is not particularly mentioned; yet, 1 think,
the expreffions quoted by Mr. Apthorp, will fairly admit
of this conftrution. I therefore took them'in the fenfe
which, I fuppofed, that gentleman did. Speaking of
the Society’s care to remedy the ill flate of religion in odr
¢:lmies, his Lordfhip fays, ¢ without this care, the con-
¢ verfion of the neighbouring Savages can hardly be ef-
¢ feCted.” Mr. Apthorp applied this, as his argument
required, to thofe colonies, againft the epifcopal miiffions
in which, objellions had been made; and thefe, all
know, are principally the New-England colonies. With
the fame view he cited bifthop Berkley’s {ermon, 'in which
it is faid, ¢ It fhould feem the likelieft ftep towards con-
verting the heathens, would be to ¢ begin with the Eng-
¢ lith, &c.” And part of his citation from the prefent
Archbifhop of Canterbury’s fermon. before the Society,
has fo muoch the appearance of being to his purpofe in
this refpect, that I cannot think it very ftrange, if he
conceived this to be the real {cope of it, though it might
n tbe fo. For, after fpeaking of the epifcopal miflions
in places where there were already cbriftian focieties eftablifh-
ed and fupported; which, as he intimates, had proved
happily nstrumental to bring people over to the chureh, his
Grace {ubjoins; ¢ Indeed, unity of profeffion amongft our-
¢ {elves—will greatly recommend our religion to the in-
¢ fidels; who elfe may be tempted to continue as they
¢ are, for want of knowing with whom to join.” All
thefe are My, Apthorp’s authorities, produced by him to
juftify thofe epifcopal miffions, which are objeted againtt;
and thefe, as was before obferved, are the New-England
’ * Vid. p. 56, 57.
ones.
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ones. And when the tenor of thefe paffages is confiders
ed, together with his more manifelt defign in introducing
them, am not I improperly accufed of putting a ridicu-
lous plea into the mouths of the Society’s defenders, for
the pleafure of laughing at, and expofingit? Bot what
if the Society have exprefled themfelves, in their own
printed Account, in {fuch a manner, that it may be well
{uppofed, they judge it a good one? 1 think they have
actually done fo, in the paffage cited by me, page 13 and
19 of thefe Remarks. For after fpeaking explicitly of
the independent congregations in New-England, as well as
of other ways of divifion and feparation in other colonies, and
the need of providing for a regalar and orthodox minifiry
among them; they exprefs the propofed end thereof, in
thefe words, viz. ¢ to remove thofe prejudices, under
¢ which the people generally Jaboured, and to promote,
¢ as much as poffible, an agreement in faith and worfhip,
© in order to the recommending our holy religion tounbelievers.®
Now, if this is a weak plea, as the gentleman feems to
allow, I leave him to thew bis ownwit, either in making
the beft of it, or in excufing himfelf for infulting me, as if
I had invented, and put it into the mouths of the Society’s
defenders, as an opportunity to introduce miie, 1n €X-
pofing it to ridicule.

This refpectable gentleman having faid thus much, by
way of Anfwer to me, proceeds very candidly and oblig-
ingly, page 57, toanfwer bimfelf; at leaft, to make fuch
conceffions, and to apologize forthe Society in fuch a way,
as in a great meafure to juftify the complaints againft its
conduct. He fays, ¢ InallthatI have hitherto faid, 1
¢ am far from intending to affirm, that the Society hath
¢ not laid out in the Maffachufetts and Connellicut Zoo
" ¢ large a proportion of the money put into their hands,
¢ conflidering the neceffities of other provinces.” It feems
then, that the controverfy between him and me, 1s no
longer, whether there has been juff canfe ¢f complaint
given, with reference to thefe miflions; but wherher there
has been fo much as 1 have fuppofed. Again; fpeaking
of the Society’s having a difcretionary ‘power within the
bounds of their trust, which 1 never denied, though Ide-

nicd a power to make alterarions iv their inflituticn, he
D 2 fays,
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fays, ¢ But ftill they oughf to ufe their power judicionfly,
¢ and in that they may bave failed *.°  And the gentle-

man well knows, I did not impute to them any known,
wilful abufe of their power, or mifapplication of monies ;
but ftudioufly guarded againft fuch a conftruftion of my
words: So that he has here acknowledged, in fubftance,
the main point which 1 laboured to prove. He adds,
juft after, with a farcaftic air; ¢ Even the Do&or’s two
¢ blamelefs Societies might poffibly exhibit fome tinClure
¢ of human frailty, if they did not warily keep their
“ tranfaltions umpublifbed, whiift thofe of ours /e open to
< the world’ 'The Societies to which he alludes, can
never need any defence of mine; efpecially, not before
he accufes them of any thing, and only infinvates that
there might be grounds for it, if their tranfattions were
made public. But {ince he fpeaks of thele, as warily
kept in the dark, while thofe of the epifcopal Society
~ lie open to the world; 1 cannot but obferve, that though
Abftrafls of their proceedings are annually printed with
the {fermons, it is no eafy thing for us non-conformifts
to get a fight of them. It has been taken notice of by
others, as well as myfe'f, that the epifcopalians here are
often very fhy and referved as to lending them ; as if they
apprehended, there were fome things in them, which
fhould tot be /00 narrewly looked into ; perhaps the mif-
fionaries letters 3 I know not.  But it was partly for this
reafon, that in the year 1759, Iapplied to a Book-feller
ih Bofton, tofend for 25 of the anniverfary fermons and
abftralts for me, He accordingly wrote for them to
his correfpondent, a noted Book.feller in London,
whole anfwer is now in my hands, with. his name {ub-
fcribed.  In this he fays, that the annual fermons are things
which are not to be bought 5 that bad they been fo, money
would have purchafed themy ¢ but as they are’ ({o he ex-
prefles himfelf) ¢ it 1s folicitations that muft do it.> He
adds, that be applied to Dr. Barecroft, the Society’s fecre-
tary, for the fermons, who told him, he had not the five
Jirft lent fors and as for the twenty lafty unlefs be knew
¢ the perfon they were for, he could not part with them ;
¢ for as the Society printed them to diftribute, and not
" Py
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¢ to fell, they had ordered him to do fo as 20 be of for-
¢ vice to the Society.” 1f need be, I will hereafter men-

tion both the Loondon and the Bofton Book-feller by #name.
And from the foregoing little anecdote it may be infer-
red, that though . fome of the Society’s tranfactions are
annually printed, yet they do not lie altogether fo oper
20 tbe view of the world, that the gentleman had any rea-
{un to boalt thereof, in comparifon with the wary conduét
of the other Societies. And one who deals in {ufpicions
and innuendoes like his,i:might hint, thar it 4/ of them
did {o, this epifcopal Socicty might poffibly exbibit fome
linéture of buman frailly, even beyond what he has fo can-
didly acknowledged. But I cannot think infinuations of
this nature, juftifiable, by whomfoever uled.

The gentleman goes on to excufe the Society’s fending
fo many more miffionaries to New-England than was pro-
per, even in his own opinion. He intimates that the
epifcopalians here, have been more preffing folicitors than
thofe in other plantations: That when the earlier appli-
cations were-made, it could not be forefeen whether more

would follow 3 {o that the mifions became infenfibly nume-
vousy and that when many requefts had been granted, it

was the harder to refufe others, for which the. fame plea
could be made ®, 1t i1s owned that thefe things have weight,
confidered as an apology for what does not, firictly
fpeaking, admit of a juftification. It is apparently with
the former view, not the latter, that they are here intro-
duced; and, confidered in that light, I hope no man
{hall be found more ready than myfelf, to acknowledge
their pertinence, or to allow them their due force. The
gentleman immediately adds another circumlitance of
moment, conlidered in the {ame view: ¢ Some mem-
¢ bers of the Society approved this increale { of miffions;]
¢ others thought it was going #o0 far. And in all bodies
of men, whofe ‘opinions differ, there muft be mutual
conde{cenfions, and time allowed for one {ide to come
over into the fentiments of the other, elfe they cannoct
proceed together,” This is flill apologizing, not jufti-
fying. And hence it appears, that not only many peo-
ple out of the Society, but a confiderable number of its
* D, 58, |
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own members; have long thought its proceedings amif$
in this refpe@, The gentleman ought therefore, me-
thinks, to ]udge candidly of the former; ef pecially fince
it frems, by what he fays, that thofe mcmbers of the -
Society, who fo nearly agree with us in the main point, _
have at length convinced the others, induced them to
ccme over into their fentiments, and thereby ratified the
Judgment of all,” who thought thofe proceedings unjufti-
able: This is but 2 natural. conftruction of the oentle-
man’s words ; who adds, alittle after, ¢ And now, for
. ¢ fometime paft, the Society have excufed themfelves from

- ¢ complying with any application from that quarter.” This,
being compared with what was faid juft before, about
difference of opinion in the Society, and the need of con-
defeenfions, and time for one fiae to come over into the [enti-
ments of the otper, is faying in effet, that the Socicty are
now generally convinced, that thofe of their meibers,
who were againit mu]tlplymcr miffions here, were in the
right; and that, in confequence hereof, they have ex-
cufed themfelves from fending miflionaries into thele
parts, I cannot but be very glad of thefe important
hints. ‘They at once juftify myfelf and others, who have
‘objeted againft thefe miffions, at leaft in' fome meafure
and alfo afford grounds to hope, that this charitable fund
will, for:the future, be employed in ways more agreeable
to its original defign, more beneficial to the world and
therefot'e ‘more honourable to the Society. The gentle-
man adds; ¢ Surely this alone is no inconfiderable argu-
¢ ment, ‘that profelyting thofe two diftriéts to epifcopa-
¢ ¢y, hath not been the point in view.” I confefs, that
if the *Society fhiould difcontinue their miffions here, it
~ would be a good argument that they are #o longer profecut-
ing that fcheme bUt, howit would prove that they nevér
had any fuch deﬁgn, is as much beyond my poor capa-

city, as to reconcile this fuppolition with their paft con-
duét, or with their own Account. '

There is fo much good {enfe and candor in the gentle-

man’s next ‘paragraph; fuch a plain conceffion that the
Society’s conduct has been unjuftifiable, and,fuch clear

intimations that an alteration of meafures is intended ;
that,
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that, notwithftanding fome blame is laid upon me in it,
I cannot forbear citing it at large. |

¢ What is paff, as the Doltor obferves, camnot be re-
¢ called. But if miftakes have happened, they may be
¢ avoided for the future, and the Society is not above al-
¢ tering its Meafures. Doubtlefs it would have liked,
¢ and might have expected, civiler and fawrer Treatment,
¢ than he hath vouchfafed to give it. But however, fas
¢ ¢t &5 ab bofte doceri. It cannot defert and abandon the
¢ Congregations which it hath taken under its Protec-
¢ tion, unlefs they fhould become either too rich to need
¢ 1ts Affiftance, or too inconfiderable to deferveit. But
¢ more Care may be ufed to know, when either of thefe
¢ Things falls out, All Forwardnefs in Miffionaries to
* moleft Perfons of other Perfuafions, and all Encourage-
¢ ment of Parties and Factions in order to ferve-Eccle-
¢ fiaftical Schemes, may be flrictly prohibited, and on
¢ reafonable Complaint feverely checked. The eyes of
¢ the Society may be turned more attentively to the dark
¢ Corners of the Colonies, to the Methods which pro-
< mife well for the more effe€tual Inftruétion of the Ne-
¢ groes, and to the openings for doing good amongt the
¢ Judians, which his Majefty’s new Acquifitions will pro-
¢ bably difclofe. A friendly Correfpondence may alfo be
¢ carried on between fome of the Members of that Body,
¢ and {ome of the Preflyterian or Congregational Mini-
¢ fters, whofe Difpofitions are mild and ingenuous; and
¢ thus Animofities and Jealoufies may by Degrees be
¢ extinguifhed, of which, I am perfuaded, the Society
¢ 15 very delirous *.’

One can hardly too much praife the candor, and chri-
ftian temper, appearing in the foregoing paflage. Iam
very forry, however, that the gentleman thould fpeak of
me as an enemy to the Society, for endeavouring to fet
fome of their conduét in a true point of light,  And he
had the lefs reafon for this, becanfe he has plainly con-
ceded 11 general, that my objetions were nor without
foundation. I fay, in general; for I cannot pretend to
the honor of having him, who appeared {o oppolite to
me inthe former part of his Anfwer, satirely of my opi-

* P, 58, 59.
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nion before he got to theend of it. Thus far, I think,
we are’ agreed, vz, That conlidering the neceflities of
the Indians, Negroes, and fome of the colonies, the So-
ciety have expended too great a proportion of their re-
wvenue on the New-England miffions; and confequently,
that an alteration of meafures in this refpeét, was much
to be defired. The chief remaining differences, I take
to be thele, viz, He thinks one principle on which my
argument proceeds, is falfe; mamely this, That a few epif-
copalians living: among congregationalifts, where the ad-
miniftration of God’s word and facraments is duly pro-
vided for 7n their way, cannot properly be faid, in the
general terms of the charter, to want the adminifiration of
Goa’s word and facraments, merely becaufe they have it
not after the particular mode of the church of England.
He thinks they may. Another difagreement is the ne-
ceffary refult of thiss viz. That I {fuppofe 4// the money
expended by the Socicty, in the affiftance of epifcopa-
lians here, whoare in thofe circumftances, mifapplied:
Whereas he fuppofes, that part of it applied rightly,
though not /o muckhy and though he acknowledges that
their cafe is not particularly defcribed and provided for inthe
charter T. o

If the aforefaid principle is right, my conclufion from
it cannot be wrong ; both are fubmitted to the judgment
of the intclligent and impartial. But let it be remem-
bered, that though I lay great ftrefs upon this principle;s
yet I never have refted, nor do now reft the controverfy,
wholly upon the trath of 1t, In the Obfervations 1 repeat-
edly putin a caveat to this purpofe. And agreeably
hereto, this gentleman, though he difallows this prin-
ciple, which [ think fo juft a one, yet is far from af-
Jirming that the Society hath not laid out, 1n thele parts,
200 large a proportion of their money y and faye, that mif-
fakes may be avoided for the future. 1f the grounds of
complaint are removed, as he intimates they are likely
to be, all ought to be content; though this fhould not
- be done for the fame formal reafon, that fome fuppofe it
ought to be. 1 am confirmed in my general opinion,
that the Society®s conduét has been juftly exceptionable,

t P23,
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not only by what this gentleman grants, whofe judg-
ment has great weight with me ; but by the'credible in-
telligence which I have had, concerning the fentiments
of bis Grace the Archbithop of Canterbury, exprefled at
a meeting of the Society the laft fummer; which, as
I am informed, were exaltly agreeable to this gentle-
man’s, in the conceffionary part.of his performance. And
it may be worth confidering, whether thefe do ‘not come
{fo near to mine at laft, that in cafe of a third edition of
this Traé, fome more proper title may not be found for
it, then that of An Anfwer to me; though I cannot agree
with fome who have hinted, that it might nearly as well
be intitled, An Anfwer to Thomas @ Kempis, or to Don
Quixote. , | '
" The gentleman proceeds, page 59 and onward, to
{peak largely of the propofal for American bifhops ; of
which he is a warm favourer. This is a matter which
I did not undertake to difcufs, and only touched upon,
en paflant. And yet the gentleman is at once fo defirous
to have me for his opponent herein, and fo very obliging,
that he has undertaken to propofe my objeitions difiinéily for
me 3 becaule, he fays, I was a great deal too vebement to
do it myfelf *. How can I refufe, after fuch a piece of
courtefy, and fo great an obligation laid upon me, to fay
fomething further upon this point ¢ But inftead of par-
ticularly confidering what he has faid in anfwer to thofe
objections, which, as he intimates, he fo kindly put into
proper order for me, (fome of which, by the way, I did
not fo much as think of when | mentioned this affair of
American bithops) I will briefly ftate his fcheme relative
to bithops here, and make a few remarks uponit. And
if I thould be fo0 vebement, or have my ideas too con-
fufed, to make thefe remarks diffinézly enough, I may well
be thought very happy, in having an opponent of fo cool
and clear a head, and fo benevolent a heart, as to fupply
that defect for me, without taking any ungenerous ad-
vantage of it, or upbraiding me with the favour after-
ward,

The gentleman briefly mentions the good ends pro-
pofed, in having bifhops in America. Thefe are in fub-

* P, 60, 01,
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ftance the fame with thofe which are more diffinly men-
tioned in the Aufiraft, printed 1715, and which are
chleﬂy thefe; viz, 1. ¢ To rule and govern well thofe

¢ people who aredefirous to be committed to their charge.’
2, ‘* To dg’md and protel -both the clergy and the
¢ laity.’ “ To unite the clergy themfelves, and re-
¢ duce tbem 10 order. ¢ And lattly, to confirm new con-
¢ verts from. fehifm~—<¢ That the laity who have been
¢ initiated into the chriftign faith by baptifm, may not
< only have the denefit of confirmation ; but alfo in con-
¢ junction with the reft of the members of the church
“ in thofe remote parts, be partakers of the denign influ-
¢ ences of the epifcopal function ; 3 ¢ in ordaining mini-
¢ fters from amongft themfelves ; in confirming weak bre-
¢ thren, and blgffing all mannerof people fufceptible of fuch
¢ boly imprefliuns, as are made by the impofition of the
¢ bifbop’s bands§.  As thefe are the reafons for bifhops
here, which the Society has publithed, it may be con-
cluded this gentleman approves them all, though he has
not {o particularly mentioned them. It might be thought
foreign, perhaps prefumptuous, diftinétly to examine the
force of them; how much the epifcopalians here, need
to be well ruled and governed; how muchboth the clergy
and laity need defence and proteftion againft non-conform-
jfts ; how much the clergy need to be awited, and re-
duced to order. 1 was going to fay fomething about the
confirmation of new converts from [chifm, and of other
weak bretbren and fiffers 5 the necefiity of having epifco-
pal ordization here 5 the benign influences of epifcopacy in
general 3 and of the dlefiugs which all manner of people,
Jufeeplible of fuch holy impreffions, might receive by the isn-
pofition of the bifbop’s bands, - But 1 forbear; and the ra-
ther, becaufe I might probably exprefs myfelf in {uch a
‘manner, as to confirm this gentleman’s {ufpicion’ about
the ferioufnefs of my beart. For ] am fo confcious of my
own infirmity, as to be almoft certain that I could not
fpeak of thefe.things with quite fo much gravily and fo-
lemnity, as he would think proper, in treating of matters
{o fublime, myfterions and facred. They are therefore
.pafled over with a bare mention,

+ déﬂfﬂﬂ 1715, Pe §3: 54y
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The gentléman, 1 muft own, has, in his fcheme, fet
this propofal for American bifhops in a more plaufible;
and lefs exceptionable point of view, than I have feen it
placed in before. For, ~

Firft, He propofes that they fhould ¢ have no concern
¢ in the leaft with any perfons who.do not profefs them-
¢ felves to be of the church of England §.

Secondly, He fays, © it is not defired in the leaft that
¢ they thould hold courts to try matrimonial or tefta-
¢ mentary canfes, or be velted with any authority, now
¢ exercifed either by provincial governors or fubordinate
¢ magiftrates, or infringe or diminifh any privileges and
¢ Jiberties enjoyed by any of the laity, &c. |’ but that
they fhould be intirely confined to {uch religrous and
facred offices as the aforefaid.

. Thirdly, As to the place or places of the epifcopal re-
fidence ; he believes no fingle perfon bath once named or
thought of New England, as a proper place for the refi-
dence of a bifhop; © but epifcopol colonies have been al-
¢ ways propofed *.> And he thinks that fuch perfons
fhould be fent in this charalter, ¢ as are lealt likely to
¢ caufe uneafinefs .

This, he aflures us, © is the real and only {cheme that
¢ ‘hath been planned for bifhops in America ; and who-
¢ ever hath heard of any other, hath been milinformed
¢ through miftake or dehign §.° -

To ipeak for myfelf, then, I am one of thofe who
have been thus mifinformed ; and 1 know of others who
have been {o, in common with me. I did not fuppofe,
the 7rye {cheme was, that American bifhops fhould bave
no concern, but with epifeopalians 3 or that they fhould
be wholly confined to the facred offices-aforefaid. Asto
the place”of the epifcopal refidence; I thoughr it not
improbable, that if feveral bifhops were fent, one of

' them would be ftationed in New England, to confirm
and -orcain; and to blefs all manner of people here, fuf
ceptible, &c. Let me add; fince 2 miffion was efta-
blilhed at Cambridge, and a very fumptuous dwel-
ling-houfe, for this country, crefled there, that town
hath been ofien talked of by epifcopalians as well as
$P6o, | lbid, *P G }P.6. §P.6o.
others,
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others, as the propofed place of refidence for a bifhop;
which I thought not improbable. And I have reafonto

take it amifs. that this gentleman, fpeaking of what I
~ hinted about Mr, Apthorp, and a fuperd edifice in a neigh-
- bouring town, has impeached my integrity ; fuggelling
that 1 did not entertain any fuch apprehenfion, as I ex-
prefled. He fays, with a farcaftic air, on this occafion,
¢ So much wit and archnefs, how greatly {foever the Doc-
¢ tor abounds in it, would have been too great a facti-
¢ fice to make to dull truth and faf2*’ IHe may be
pleafed to know, that he cafts this afperfion on a man,
who, unlefs he is quite a ftranger to himfelf, would not
facrifice what he calls 4w/l truth and faiZ, for any worldly
confideration, not even to be an Archbifbops much lefs
for the airy reputation of archnefs. Noris this the only
time by feveral, that he has accufed me of being wizty;
a charge, but very little, if at all, deferved by me.
However, I will not retort the accufation, though it is
my real opinion, that if this gentleman never degene-
rates from good fenfe into down right wit himlelf, he

fometimes makes alarming approaches towards it, and
- fhews at leaft a ftrong inclination thereto ; in which, I

fuppofe, the effenceof the fin, if it be one, chiefly conlifts,

But to return. I pretend not particularly and certainly
to know, what the real {cheme is, as to bifhops in. Ame-
rica. But certainly the non-conformifts at leaft, of all
denominations, have great reafon'to deprecate the ap-
pointment of any fuch bifbaps here, as not only I had an
idea of, when I tranfiently touched upon this fubjeét be-
fore, but as 1 fuppole, people here have generally had in
view, when this affair has been difcourfed of, The
{cheme mentioned by this gentleman 15, without doubt,
liable to fewer objections ; and he {peaks of it with great
affurance, as if he were at bead-quarters, and certainly
knew this to be the 7eal and only one.” Pofiibly this may
be the cafe. But he is not known 3 nor has he informed
us, upon what ground or authority he goes, in giving this
account of the matter, The declaration of an anonymons
writer, how confidently foever he may exprefs himfelf, is
not, furely, fufficient to fatisfy us, that this is the rrue

¥ P, 66,
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{cheme planned. How much regard foever he might
juftly claim, if he were known to be a perfon of that
eminence and dignity, which fome of his expreffions in-
timate him .to be; yet while this is unknown, he will
excufe us if we do not intirely rely upon his word, that
no otber {cheme has been propofed. This may poflibly
be only his own fcheme, the fcheme of a private man:
And, till it comes from better authority, orin a more
authentic way, we may confider it as an imaginary one,
calculated to ferve a prefent turn, or to lull us into fecu-
rity as to bithops here, till, by the #e2/, and much more
falal {cheme’s being carried into execution, 1t is too late
to remonftrate.

But let us for the prefent take it for granted, that this
gentleman’s is the real and only fcheme,  Let us fuppofe,
that bifhops are to be at firft fent to America with fuch
limited powers, to refide in epifcopal colonies, and to
have no concern, but with epifcopalians. Have we {of-
ficient ground to think that they and their fucceffors
would, to the day of doom, or for a long time, remain
contented with fuch powers, or under {uch limitations?
in a word, that they would continue fuch inoffenfive,
harmlefs creatures, as this gentleman fuppofes; only
diffufing bleffings around them, on all manner of people
fufceptible of fuch boly impreffions as are made by their bands
on the good people in England ; {o that we can reafon-
ably apprehend no mifchief from them ? Has this order
of men been remarkable for a quiet, inoflenfive behavi-
our? Have they ufually been free from ambitious views
and projelts ? from a difpolition to intermeddle in fecu-
far, worldly matters, and to enlarge the {phere of their
domination >~—~from attempts to encroach upon the rights
of mankind, religious or civil? from intriguing with
princes, or the governors of countries, for their own ad-
vantage? from lending their affiftance, and joining with
them, in carrying on {chemes of oppreffion? Is it natu-
ral to {uppofe, that American bithops would long con-
tent themlelves in a condition fo inferior to that of their
‘brethren, the fucceffors of the apoltles in England ?—
without any of their temporal power and grandeur, {o
as, in the eyes of moft people, to appear of a lower or-

cer;
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der ; and confequently wanting that authority and refpe¢t
which, it might be pleaded, is needful ? Ambition and
avarice never want plaufible pretexts to accomplith their
end. . The gentleman fays, he cannot perceive why the
people, even of New England, ¢ might not as fafely
“ breath the [ame air with a bithop, as their brethren in
¢ Old England do. However (as he goes on) we are
¢ unwilling to difquiet any of them, by importing and
¢ fettling amongf} them a creature, which it feems fome
¢ of them account to be fo moxious. Only we hope, that
* his occaflionally iravelling through the country, cannot
¢ infef# it very dangeroufly I.”. One, of fuch a difpo-
fition as he propofes, might not. But what if, inftead
of this, -he thould .be anather Sacheverel? no impofiible
fuppofition! And fuch a man would probably be the
moft acceptable to the major part of :the epifcopal clergy,
if not of the laity, in New England. Might not He be
a very noxious creature, fufeff the country in fravelling
through ir, and diffufe plagues inftead of bleffings, in his
progrefls? What the gentleman fays upon this head,
brings to my mind what I -have read of that great
church-man: ¢ When the Jpiritual bydra began to belch
¢ forth his poifon, when the—prieff went his progrefs,
¢ the air was corrupted with bis breath, and the fell con-
¢ tagion {pread itfelf far.and near, 'T'he fuakes which had
¢ luin long in the grafs, began to fhow their heads, and
< hifs; they fung many, and did much mifchicf, &c. ¥

I am very remote from fufpecting, that this gentleman
would think fuch a perfon a proper one for a bithop in
America, or any where elfe ; -fince he appears to be of a
very different {pirit himfelf. And it is intimated by him,
that' we fhall have no ground for apprehenfions, fince
bithops here, if any there are, will be appointed by the
crown, and intirely dependent on the government in
England; that the finalleft attempts towards an oppreffrve
enlargement of [piritual power wounld e immediately crufbed
with indignation by the legiflature there s and that both the
moderation of the clergy, and the watchfulnefs of the laity
cver them [God be thanked, if it be {o] are muchmore likely
to increafe than diminifb +. Thefe are good words; and
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fair fpeeches ; nor do 1 doubt, but that the gentleman
fpeaks his real fentiments. But fuppofing all this; ta-
king it alfo for granted, that in the prefent adminifiration,
there has been a difcovery of fo much wifdom and in-
tegrity, of fuch a great regard to the /fberties and pri-
vileges of the fubjet, and, particularly, of fuch a tender
concern for the intereft and profperity of bis Majefty's Ame-
rican colonies, as leaves us no room to fear an-opprefive
enlargement of [piritual, or any other power, during the
continuance of it : All this being taken for granted, yet
may not times alter, and adminiftrations change? Who
knows what the next reign and adminiftration may be?
or whether attempts towards an oppreflive enlargement
of power, may not be as much encouraged, as it is {up-
pofed they would be frowned on, during the prefent ?
We are certainly much more fecure againft fuch oppref-
fion, in the abfence of bifthops, than we fhould be if they
were once fixed here. Obffa principiis, was never thought
an ill maxim by wife men. Bifhops being once fixed in
America, pretexts might eafily be found, both for en-
crealing their number, and enlarging their powers : And
thefe pretexts might probably be hearkened to, and pre-
vail; on fuch a change of times as may be fuppofed. To
fay the leaft, thisis much more to be apprehended, than
it is, that, on fuch a change, bifhops fhould be fent hi-
ther at firft with fuch oppreffive powers, or powers that
interfere with the prefent rights.and privileges of the Co-
lonifts.” People are not ufually deprived of their liber-
ties all at once, but gradually; by one encroachment af-
ter another, as 7t is found they are difpofed to bear them
and things of the moft fatal tendeacy are often intro-
duced at firft, under a comparatively plaufible and harm-
lefs appearance. It cannot therefore be thought ftrange,
if we like the aforefaid maxim, as to oppofing the firft at-
tempts, in the prelent cale 3 and are defirous to keep the
apprehended evil at as great a diftance as may be.  All
prudent men at upon the fame principle : Nor can I
- bring myfelf to reafon as he did, who faid, ##bat bath
pofterity done for us, that we fhould be concerned for pofte-
rity 2 And fhould bifthops be once fixed here, to me it is
highly probablz, that our poflerity would not find it half

o
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fo difficult as this gentleman thinks it is for us now, be=
fore the experiment is made, to anfwer his fpirited de-
mands, ¢ Where are the perfecutors 2- Where is the dra-
< gonT 2 Elfpecially if it be true, as many affirm, that
bigh-church, tory-principles and maxims are lately revived
in England ; and favoured greatly by fome, whofe in-
fluence may go far toward bringing them into as much
reputation, as they have been in difgrace fince the death
of Queen Anne.
The gentleman confiders as perfectly chimerical, the
apprehenfions which I formerly hinted, refpetting the
inconveniencies that might refult from the appointment of
bifhops in America, Particularly, that by the increafe of
the epifcopal party, they might get a majority in our
houfes of aflembly ; that in confequence thereof the
.church of England might become the eftablithed religion
of all thefe colonies; that a facramental teft or fomething
like it; might enfue, to exclude non-conformifts from
places, preferment, and civil offices, asin England; and
that taxes might be impofed on us all in common, for the
maintenance of thefe bithops, and the epifcopal clergy.
I...d not, however, imagine that thefe dangers were very
néar at hand in. New England ; nor do {o now, con-
fidering the fmall proportion that epifcopalians bear to
proteftants of other denominations. Should bithops be
fent, and the Society bend its whole force to increafe the
church among us, it is not probable that thefe events
would fpeedily take place. But even remote evils may
- be reafonably apprehended, as well as thofe which are
imminent; and are to be guarded againft, as much as
may be, That appointing bithops for America, would
- be a probable means of increafing the epifcopal party
. here, will not be denied. This is doubtlefs one prinei-
pal reafon, why it 1s fo much defired ; though neither
this gentleman, nor the Society, fo far as I can at pre-
fent recolleét, has particularly mentioned 1t ‘There is,
however, {fomething which looks a little this way in the
- Abfiralt before-cited, wherein the reafons for bifhops here .
are enumerated ; one of which is, ¢ to confirm wew cone
¢ verts from fehifm T.0 But even fuppofing a majority
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of eplﬁ_opallans in the legiflative body, in any [ muf? net
fay either, bemzfﬁ’ there are more than two} of thefe colo-
nies, the Uentleman afks, ¢ Why fhould a teft law fol-
¢ Jow? Is there any fuch law in the epifcopal colonies ?
¢ Or even though there were, can it be imagined, that
¢ifa prevallmg party in New-England were wild cnough
¢ to propofe, his M1]eﬂy would ¢ver be advifed to pa[‘s
“ one for that country 2>  Whether there is any fuch
law already in any of the epifcopal colonies, is with me a
doubt. But by what I have obferved of the over-tearing
{pirit of epifcopalians aniong us, it is ftrange to me if there
is not. The very Candid Examiner of my Obfervalions,
plainly enough intimated his defire of fuch a law here.
And if there were a confiderable majority of epifcopalians
in the legiflature, with a zealous, not to fay bigoited and
oppreffive eptfcopallan Governor at their head, and bifhops
in thefe parts to- countenance and forward fo pioys a
{cheme for edifying the churchy I make no doubt, but
that the church of England would foon be eftablifhed
here by a provincial law, and a teft-act {peedily paffed.
Nor am [ able to fee any gmund for the gentleman’s great
confidence, that the King would not be advifed to allow
that teft; feeing thereis fuch a one in our mother-coun-
try, I prefume, the gentleman could affign no folid rea-
fon for a teft-law in England, by which preteffant diffen-
ters are excluded from offices there, which would not
hold . good in favor of alaw of the fame tenor here; I
mean on the fuppofition cf fuch an increafe and majority
of theepifcopal party. Can what is fuppofed reafonable
and equitable in Old-Iingland, be fuppoled unreafonabie
and 1njurious in New? OCris it to be imagined, thar
the Head of the church of England WDd[d, at the de-
fire of the legiflative body in any of his colonies, refufe
to allow of laws for eftablifhing that church therem
and for introducing a teft? Jaws manifeltly adapted to
the worldly randeur, if oot to the fpmtual cood of
that church, wluch 1s as 1t were bis bodyy and to bring
i, if not-to convince {chilmatics? If' the gentieman
was able, I could wilh he had done fomething more to-
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ward removing our apprehenfions 1n this refpe@, than
to treat them with fcorn; which is not the moft likely
method to convince thofe that think calmly of the
matter.

He treats as. ftill more wild and chimerical, the fup-
pofition of our ever being taxed in common, for the
fupport of bifhops and their clergy. Says he, ¢ The
¢ terror of being taxed for bifhops, &c.—is yet more
< chimerical than the former *.”  But in cafe of fuch an
increafe of the epifcopal party, of the government’s com-
ing into their'hands, and of the church of England’s
being here eftablifhed by a provincial law, which things
muft be prefuppofed; where is the abfurdity of fuch an
apprehenfion? I can fee none, except it lies in the i#-
jurions and oppreffive nature of fuch a fuppofed tax: But
this confideration will never prevent the doubtsand fears
of thofe, who refle€t on what has been done-in almoft
every age and country in chriftendom, by the prevailing
religious party, for their own eafe, and the further wea-
kening and vexing the minority. The gentleman ob-
{erves, that ¢ tithes are paid in England to the clergy
¢ by virtue of grants, which laid that burthen upon
¢ eftates many ages before the prefent poffeffors enjoyed
¢ them +.> 1. e. in the days of popery. He alfo ex-
prefles himfelf very pofitively, thatif this had not been
done, an at of parliament could not now be obtained,
of this or the like nature, by which diffenters in common
with others, fhould be taxed for the maintenance of the
hierarchy, And having, for oughtI can fee, merely by
his peremptorinefs, compleated his vi€tory in this refpet,
he immediately begins his triumph, by faying: ¢ With
¢ what modefly then can the Doétor fuggeft, that fuch a
¢ thing might be feared in New-England 17 I am
very glad, if the governing part of the nation have fo
much moderation refpecting proteftant diffenters, that
fuch an aét could not now be obtained there; which
might, as it appears to me, be juftly looked on as a
great hardfhip; or inftance of oppreflion. It may na-
turally be fuppofed, this gentleman is of the fame opi-
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pion: Why elle could not an act of that nature be now
obtained, if the hierarchy were not already provided for,
by virtue of grants, when Popery was triumphant,
which laid the durthen of tythes on eftates? But [ do
not pretend to have a thorough underftanding of the doc-
¢rine of tythes, as profeffed and greached in the church of
England ; never having made this any, much lefs a prin-
cipal part of my fludy, however important an article it
may be.

Be this matter as it may, while there is a law in force,
which bears fo hard on proteflant diffenters, as the teft
does, I fhall not eafily be perfwaded, ‘that it would be
impoffible, if the hierarchy was not already provided
for, to obtain an act for that purpofe, by which the bur-
then fhould be-faid upon diffenters in common with
others; which, in {fome refpects, might be thought a
lefs grievance than the other: Particularly as it would
be much lefs reproachful and ignominious to them, to be
only obliged to pay to the fupport of a clergy difapprov<
ed by them, than to be treated as if they did not merit
the charalter, and were therefore unworthy to enjoy the
privileges, of Britifh {fubjeéts; though it is well known,
his Majefty, whem God prelerve, bas none more loyal

and faithful, -
But to return.  If bifhops are fent to America, they

muft be well fupported; this 1s beyond doubt. By
whom ? or by what means? [ fuppofe there is not yet
a fund provided by legacies, near -adequate to the fup-
port of one; it not being a fmall matier, that fuffices
{uch dignified and apostolical perfons, The Society will
probably think, this burthen fhould not lie upon them;
as they are not able to {upport a fufficient number of mif-
{ions among people, whofe neceffities are great and ur-
gent. Isit Lkely then, that the Britith nation, fo deep-
" ly plunged in debt, and in which there is fcarce a poffi-
bility of laying any new taxes, will undertake to main-
tain bithops for America? No furely., Will the bithops
and rich clergy in England do it, out of their abundance?
This 1s at leaft as improbable ; efpecially fince it is fup-
- poled, that many of them cannort, to this day, be in-

E 2 | tirely
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tirely perfwaded, but that it is rather more bleffed to re-
ceive than to.give, Will American bifhops then, truft
to the generofity. of the pegple here ; depending upon
grovidence and alms, or, in,other words, upon the good-
will of the Americans? . Will they be content without
reaping any other carmal things here, than what the peo-
ple may judge an adequate recompence for the Jpiritual
things fown by them; particularly, fince bithops feldom
preach, for confirming weak brethren, and for thofe boly
mpreffions made.by their bands, on all manner of people
~ fufeeprible thereof- 2 IF this is all, or the principal part of
* what they receive, their maintenance will not probably
half, fatisfy them ; except perhaps at firft, while wonder-
ful effelts are expetted from their-blefing, and the benign
influence of their funtiion, Nor-will they run this rique,.
ynlefs they have more faith in God, and lefs-love to the
world, than moft of their order; have had, fince Conflan-
ting the Great became-a nurfing father to the church,
and the pious, material council of Nice fuckled her with.
the clear and pure, the uncorrupt and * fincere milk’ of
- Homéoufianity, that fhe -might, ¢ grow thereby.): Can.
there: then, be a more probable fuppofition. than this ;
that in confequence of the epifcopal party’s increafing in
thefe colonies, and becoming "a majority in the legifla-.
turcs, the church of England would be eftablifhed by
provincial laws, and the people in common- taxed for
the fupport of bithops ard their clergy ?  Have. we rea-
fon to think that, from brotherly affeftion and tender-
ne(s, for [chifmaticks, they would exempt them from
bearing a. part of this burthen? I with there was net
more reafon to apprehend, that they would oblige non-
conformifts to bear a double proportion of ity not, to .
be fure, out of any enmity, but only as an inftance of
wholefone feverity, and a probable means of bringing
theny into the bofom of the church, to their eternal fal--
vation=—However, if a Jaw for an equa) tax upon con-
lormilfts and non-conformifls were paffed in any Britith
colony, for the purpofe aforefaid, theré is fcarce any
room to doubt, but that it would be confirmed by the
cyown: The Head muft take care for the good of the
body,
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body, and all its members. Nay, if bilhops were {pee-
dily to be fent to America, it feems not wholly impro-
bable, from what we hear of the unufital tenor of fome late
parliamentary acts and bills, for raifing money on the
poor colonies without their confent, that provlﬁon might
be made for the fupport of thefe bifhops, if not of all
the church clergy alfo, in the fame way,

The gentleman h'wmcr enceavoured to expofe to ridi-
cule the aforefaid apprehenﬁons, as perfectly chimerical,
and called my modefly as well as underftanding in queftion,
even for hinting them, immediately adds, © Befides,
‘ would it have been a good reafon at the nwlr.!ian, for
¢ debarring the diffenters from the full exercife of* their
¢ church government and worfhip, that if they obtained
¢ 1t, they might perhaps increafe till they got a major
¢ gofe n both houfes, and then enadt no mortal knows
¢ what *.” Thefe cafes, it is conceived, are much tco
diffimilar, to argue thus from one to the other. The
church of England had an exclufive legal eftablifhment,
at the time fpoken of; the King for her Head, and
{worn Protector, and almoft all pexfons of intereft and
power for her members. Conformity was almoft, if
not the only path to preferment, civil honors, ofhces
and emoluments. In fhort, the conftitution both in
church and ftate was {o fecured, fo guarded both by laws
and numbers, and non-conformifts were fo few, and un-
der fuch difadvantages, that there was not roomy for any
fear that they would ever increafe o as to become the
major and leading part in parliament, or be able, if they
defired it, to over-turn the cftablifhment, and opprefs
epifcopalians. Apprehenfions of this fort, would indeed
have been perfe&ly chimerical at that time; efpecially
confidering the difunior ¢f non-conformifts among thems-
fclves, and the moral 1mpoffibility of their uniting, 1n
eftablifhing any other particular form of church govern-
ment. What parity ? what fimilitude is there between
the circumftances of New-England and Old, in thefle
refpects?  The cafes are fo writiy different, that it 1s
firange a gentleman of fo much penetration and acumen
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fhould, by his manner of reafoning, fuppofe them pa-
rallel,  We have no fuch ecclefiaftical eftablithment, -
as that of England; and, I hope, never fhall, Our
churches have no royal Head and Protector, in the fenfe
which that has;—only ONE in beaven, whom we pray to
be the Proteior of the other. We are not an indepen-
dent people, or fovereign ftate, but dependent on Eng-
Jand, wherein epifcopacy 1s eltablifhed, and which we
‘honor and obey, as our mother-country. Our Gover-
nor, and all provincial Governors appointed by the
crown, I {uppofe are, and by law muft be, conformifts
to the church of England. A confiderable number of
perfons, even in the N. England colonies, are perfons
of much wealth, influence and power, In moft of the
colonies, the refpe€tive Governors have all military of-
fices at their free difpofal, and the nomination to civil 5
and in fome, a negative on the choice of counfellors.
They muft alfo be fuppofed, as a thirg of courfe, moft
to favor epifcopalians; fo that conformity, inftead of
being a bar to preferment here, is perhaps generally
found the readielt way to it. Epifcopalians may be, and
often are, chofen members of both houfes of affembly
in-the colonies of New-England ; nor is there either law,
or any thing elfe, to prevent this, if, by their qualifica-
tions and good bchaviour, they can recommend them-
{felves to the eleCtors. And I bope this gentleman would’
not have the people obliged by law to chufe them, whe-
ther they approve of them or not; though this feems to
be the amount of what he fome-where fays. Befides,
the epifcopalians here are more united among themfelves
than we are, being of different feCts and parties. And
fhould they [the epifcopalians] hereafter approach .any
thing near to an equality with us in point of number,
they will have the advantage greatly in this refpeét;
{ince they may more eafily unite their {trength, in pure
fuing mealures for their {eparate advaijtage,” and to our
commpn detriment, than we fhall ours, in any par-

~ ticylar methods of oppofition to them: So that they

may carry their points, even with s#ferior numbers; ef<
pecially being moft favoured by an epifcopal Governor,

- I whofe
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whofe influence is ordinarily very great ot of court, as

well as his proper conftitutional power iz,
Our circumftances being fuch, is there not a hundred,

a thoufand times, more reafon to apprehend that epifco-
palians may in time become the major and governing
party here, and enalt fuch laws as I have been {peaking
of, than there was at the revelution, that the non-con-
formifts in England might do the like there? I can
hardly think that the gentleman, upon a little reflection,
will difown it, Which being the cafe, the grand prin-
ciple on which he fets out, in fpeaking of American
bifhops, is not applicable to the flate of thefe colonies;
at leaft, not by far, very far, fo applicable as it was and
is to that of England. The principle I intend, is this:
That ¢ all members of every church are, according to
¢ the principles of liberty, intitled to ¢very part of what
¢ they conceive to be the benefits of it, intire and com-
¢ pleat, fo far as confifis with the welfare of civil govern-
“ mentT.” Itisreadily owned, that our apprehenfion of
what ‘may poflibly or probably be the confequences of
bithops being fent hither, ought not to put us on in-
fringing the religious liberty of our fellow {ubjeéts, and
chriftian bretbren, if they will pardon thisfreedom : Nei-
ther have we any power to do fo, if we ‘were unreafon-~
able and wicked enough to defire it; our charter granting
fuch liberty to all protefients.  But the epifcopalians here
may enjoy this liberty, as they now do, without bifhops
in America, though uncer fome inconveniencies; prin-
cipally perhaps, for want of boly impreffions made by their
hands in the ceremony of confirmation; their fack of
which, it muft be owned, is fometimes but too vifible in
their bebaviour. We are therefore, methinks, very ex-
cufable, if we exprels a reluizance at the propolal of a
{cheme, which we really apprehend may bring great trou-
ble and temporal inconveniencies upon us; and be the
fource of much-divifion, difcord and confufion: Efpe-
cially, if 1t be alfo a fcheme tending to promote that par-
ticular mode or profeflion of chriflianityamong us, which
we cannot but think, on the whole, much lefs conform-
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able to the golpel, and therefore lefs conducive to. the
eternal happinefs of mankind, than that which at prefent
generally prevails among us,
But one thing mentioned by this gentleman, in order
to reconcile us to this {cheme, had almoft efcaped me,
It is this. ¢ Popifb bifbops refide bere,’ fays he, ¢ and
¢ g0 about to exercife every part of their function, with-
¢ our offcnce and without oblervation +.> But this has
a much lefs tendency to reconcile us to the propofal about
American bifhops, than to give us an alarm for the wel-
fare of our mother country; with which, we are very
fenfible, our own 1s connected. If popilh bifhops exer-
cife their funttion in England withcut obfervition, as the
gentleman fays, it is not ndecd firange, if they do it alfo
without offence. But I cannot r...adny cemprehend what
he means by faying, that they do this witbont oiferva-
tion, when at the fame time he fpeaks of it as a notorious
faé: Though bis meaning cannot be miftaken, when
he fays, this is done withous offence. It mutk be, that it
gives no confiderable umbrage or_]ealr)uly, but-that the
people, atlealt thefe of higher rmz!e ate contented it fhould
be fo. Forhefpeaks of this as an inftarice and proofof the
mutual candor, forbearance and moderation, whicl'pres
vail at this day in Englind, among chriftians of different
denominatidns;, and fo, as a reafon why we fhould be
well fatisfied with having bifhops of the church of Eng-
Jand ‘in thefe parts.  But if this proves any thing, it
proves too much ; viz. that we {hould be content to fee,
not only Englith, but Popith bifhops, freely exercifing
their functions among us; the latter of which is not ar‘rcva-’
able to our charter and laws. " And thoughlama warm’
friend to religious liberty in the largeft f-nf ; and though
-mutual forbearance cannot be too much recommended,
wherethe differences are merely of a reliyigns nature, or fuch
as do not affeé the liberty, fafety and natural r;ghts of
mankind ; yet I muft own, I hop= never to feé popith
- bifhops thus going about awithont offénce, in New-Eng-
land; being perfuaded, from the very nature of divers

P{)p';fh ;cnc;s that roman catholics cannotbe fafely to-
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ferated in the free exercife of their religion, in a’prote-
ftant goyernment,

If I may be permitted to make a fort of digreffion
here, does not the prevalence of popery in England, af-
-ford matter for very ferious reflexions?  The papifts, only
in London, were by computation an hundred thoufand,
in the year 1745. Since which; their numbers are valtly
increafed there, and in other parts of the kingdom; the
people being, as it is faid, perverted by popith bifhops,
priefts, jefuits, &c. by hundreds and thoufands, if not
ten thoufands, yearly. Noris this, as it feems, done
in fecret, and in corners; but openly and boldly, as this
oentleman intimates. And has not a Jirge mafs-houfe
been built fince 1745, 1n Stanhope-Street, May-Fair,
London, contiguous to the houfe of the Neapolitan am-
baffador; which hasadagor always open to another {treet,
on purpofe to accommodate the public? What is becomae
of the fmall, old, crazed popifh chapel, called the Sar-
dinian chapel? Was it nct burnt two or three years
ago, probably with a politic delign, by the papifts them-
{elves, prefuming that they had many friends, and but
few zealous powerful enemies? I mean, with a defign
to rebuild, greatly enlarge and adorn it. Has nor this
. altually been done? though, to be fure, not intirely
without obfervation; fince the chapel has now an organ,
to catch the atiention of the lovers of mufic.  And has
not that chapel been boldly fpoken of in a public adver-
tifement, doubtlefs by the papifts, to invite the idle and
curious thither, asone of the RANDSOMEST flaces of WoOR-
sHip abont town? s it not furprizing, if thefe and fuch
like things are, indeed, tranfated in the metropolis,
without any oppofition from, or gffence to, perlons of
rank ? even the venerable bifhops and Society, who are
{o zealous to fupport and propagate the proteftant church
of England abroad; and, according to this gentleman,
{o very folicitous to preferve the Britifh colonies from po-
pifh fuperfistionand idslatry 2—~even thofe colonies, in which
there are #o popsfi2 bifaops nor priests, and hardly a papift !
While they are fo char:table to us remote Colonifts, are
thefe things done before their eyes without offence? Par-

| ticularly
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ticularly, do the popith bithops, without giving them
any umbrage, go about to éxercife EVERY PART of their
funition 2~—1{uch as ordaining priefts, uniting the [popifth]
clergy, making profelytes, confirming new converts from
febifm, with other weak brethren of that communion ; and
bloffing all manner of people, fufceptible of fuch holy im-
preflions, as are wade by the impofition of bifbops hands ;
with many e/ caetera’s! What? All this, without offence
to fuch zealous proteftants! How can that be ?—1s po-
pery more harmlefs in’its nature and tendency, and there-
fore lefs offenfive, now than formerly? Is it lefs dange-
rous, either to the fouls or bodies of men? lefs perillous
to the eternal falvation of its profelytes and profefiors,
or'to the temporal fafety of proteftant communities? 1f
not, how can we account for thefe things being tranfact-
ed without offence to fuch good proteftants, as the vene-
rable Society and bifhops? How would America be bet-
ter fecured againlt popery, by having fuch bifhops here ?
And if not againft popery, how, againft other pernici-
ous errors ?  Or do their Lordfhips and the Society love
New-England better than Old ? or America better than
Europe? Are they more folicitous for our welfare, than
for their own, and ‘the fafety of the good people of Eng-
land? Is the infernal gun-powder plot? are other trea-
fonable and execrable confpiracies of Englith papifts, for-
gotten? Is the horrid maffacre of the proteftants in Ire-
land ? 1s that on Black- Bartbolomew 1n Paris, one of which
at lealt was ever applauded by the popes and papifts *,
no more remembered?  Are all their diabolical treache-
ries and cruelties buried in oblivion? Can they who be-
lieve the Pope’s fupremacy over all Kings, and confe-
quently deny the independency of the Britith crown and
empire, poflibly be good loyal fubjeéts to King Georae,
or any other proteftant King? Are there no laws now
in force againft papifts? or is there no-body to execute

* Le fucceflear de St, Tierre et fon confiftoire ne peuvent errer, lls
approuvérent, célcbrerent, confacrérent allion de la 8¢, Parthelemi,
Donc cette aélion était tres {ainte, Donc de deux aflaflins éganx en piété,
celui qui anrait éventre vingt-quatre femmes grofles huguenotes, doit
étre élevé en gloire du double de celui qui n’en aura éventré que

douze, Traité fur la Tolérance. By M. Voltaire.
o them ¢
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them? Ts the fword of thelaw rofted in the hands of the
'magiftrates, as well as that of the Spirit, where it is faid
{o mr:{y to come, in the mouths of the prelates? One
would fufpedt both, from the account this gentleman
gives of opn'h blﬂmps going about, to perform every
part of theu' fun@ion without cﬁnce [ But how will the
gentleman well reconcile this with what he elfewhere
{ays; that the Roman catholics Aate the church of Eng-
land more than they do others, ¢ as the moff dangcrous ene-
¢ my to their caufe, and firongeft bulwark of the reforma-
¢ tion?’* Surely, they have norealon to do fo, if fuch
things arc tranfaCted in England witbont offence. 1 could
with he had explained himfelf a little further, vpon fo
interefting a point.

Poﬁ]bly the gentleman, who can be very arch when he
pleafes, intended by writing thus, to give a public hint,
that there was a blameable remiffnefs in the proteftang
bithops and their clergy, if not in fome otber perfons, with
reference to popifh bifhops going about fo freely, and
to the great and dangerous increafe of popery in England,
without any offence “taken thereat. I can, fomeumeq,
hardly forbear looking on this as a defigned, fevere,

and curting, though difguifed fatire, on the prelates at
leaft, if not on the admlmﬁratmn But whatever might

be his real defign, as to which I am in {fome doubt, one
would think, that, according to the reprcfentatlon he
has given, whether juft or not, there was at this day in

England great occafion for

T e e — € honeft ze2,

¢ To roufe the watchmen of the public weal,
¢ To virtue’s work provoke the tardy hall,
¢ And goad the prelate flumb’ring in his fall.’

I am far enough from pretending to know, further
ftill from prefuming to fay, what the true ftate of things
now is 1n Lngland. But 1t is fufficiently apparent, what
have in times paft been the reafons why the pernicious
practices of papills, and the increafe of popery there,
have been winked at. At fome times the King and the
miniftry, the principal bifhops, and other ecclefiaftical

* P, 4.
dig-
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-dignitaries, together with fome of the magiftrites, have
feemed really inclined to 2 thorough coalefcence with the
church of Rome : Witnefs fome, at leatt, .of the Stuari-
reigns. At other times, it feems, a corrupt, abandon’d mi-
'm[’cry have both had occafion for, and by concert receiv-
ed, the parliamentary intereft of the wealchier papifts : In
con(equence of which, and as 2 grateful return for the
favor, if fuch perfons can be fuppofed to have any grati-
tude, they have wholly connived at the practices and
perverfions of papifts, ‘The magiftrates of courfe be-
came lefs watchful, more remifs and inactive. ‘The
clergy, efpecially thofe of fuperior rank, and who aim-
ed:ac riches or higher prelerment, or both, oblerving
this conduit of the miniftry, and the path neceflary 7
commendam, wholly connived alfo at the practices of
papifts, and the progrefs of popery; except perhaps
they coldly appeared againft them on certain days and
occafions, of mere neceffity and form. Sothat, at fuch
times, cruel, blood-thirfly and rebel-bearted roman-ca-
tholics, had hardly any oppofition made to them, or
any thing to fear in England, either from law or gol-
pel. A few learned, hoeft and active men, who aimed
lefs at preferment in the church, than at the fafery and
good of their country, have indeed ftepped forth at fuch
times, to oppcfe this mafter-hydra of popery : But be-
ing moftly poor, with little influence or intereft, and un-
jupported by their fuperiors, who ought to have been
FOREMOST in this oppolition, the public received but
little benefit from their virtuous and heroic endeavours,
exerted to a'certain detriment in their promotion, 3ndto -
their perfonal difadvantage. By fuch-like means has the
Scarlet Whore, with whom the Kings and great men of
the eaith have commitred foruication, at certain feafons
oot fairly mounted on her berned be(zﬂ, and rode, with
the cup. of abominaticns in her hands, almoft triumphant
through Engiand : Seeming to want,only a little more
time, “and a favourable concurrence of circumitances,
by means of foreign or domeftic broils and jarrings, to
thew her execrable, infernal face in its moft hideous atti-
tudes, and to exert a bloody, fiery, diabolical ftrengihi;
the
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the utmoft confequences of which, noone could forefee,
but all had great reafon to dread! Such has heretofore
been the ftate.of things in England. How it is: at pre-
fent; I pretend not particularly to know. But, as was
intimated before, I could with that my penetrating and
able opponent, who is on the fpot, had explained him-
felf a Little further, when he hinted that popery was faft
gaining ground there, and:appeared fo boldly, yet wib-
out offence ! |

- For this digreflion, methinks, he ought to be partly
refponfible, fince he gave the occalion; and I hope he will
be {o good as to fhare the blamewith me. It is not, how-
ever, I think, entirely foreign from my fubjeét, as was
hinted before: For, {urely, bithops, or other perfons,
who are fo little mimical to popery, as to take no of-
feace at popifh bifhops going about to exercife every part
of their funétion in England, if this be.really the cale,
are not likely to be of much fervice to the proteftant
religion, in the character of bifhops in America. "I am
very fure, there are none of our waortbodsx New Eng-
land clergy,. baut what would be both greatly offend:d and
alarmed at {uch things; souNp A LouD ArLaRrM to the
people of “their paftoral charge, and exert themfelves to
the utmoft, to.prevent the fatal effeéts chat might be ap-
prehended from the praétices of 475 minifters and agents,
who oppofeth and exalteth bimfclf above all that is called
God, or ikat.is worfbipped 5 and whofe comiig is afler the
working of Satan, with cll power, and figns, and lying
wonders, and with all deceivablenefs of wnrighteoufinefs in
them that perifb, But notwithftanding the greag elevation
and authority of the Englith bifhops, this gentleman
fays, ¢ That any of them are fo high, astodo barm, or
‘ .caufe fear, by their clevation, the perfons amonglt
‘ whom they live, findnot - And in this, itislikely,
the papifts and popifth bithops will agree with him,
if it be true, ashe intimates, that the latter exercife every
part of ‘their function without offence to them : Which
may, perhaps, help to expliin his meaning in thele
words..

(A |
’ "~ Poflibly,
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Pofliply, though I am not willing to fuppofe, the
gentleman may fay of me on this occafion, as he did on
another : ¢ But why—{uch difmal apprehenfions ? why
¢ fuch outcries? where are the perfecutors? where is
¢ the dragon? All the world muft fee, the Dottor
¢. himfelf muft fee, that this declamation is foreign from
¢ ‘the purpofe ; and on his firft recollection, he fhould
¢ have been afbamed of it, and have fruck it out. But
¢ paternal tendernefs would ‘not let him deftroy fo pa-
< thetic a rant on {o darling a fubjet 1. The former,
and -this prefent fubjelf, are not wholly difimilary 1
thank God they are not more nearly alike. With me
“they are both important, though in very- unequal de-
orees, But if this gentleman and I had taken each
other’s council as to firiking out, on one fide pathetic
rants and declamations, and on the other, I will not fay
ananimated, buot cool, yet inconclufive reafonings, itis pro-
bable that both our 77445 would have been reduced to
a much fmaller ize: And who, on this fuppofiiion,
would have had moft grief, reflulting from paternal ten-
dernefs, 1 capnot, and prefume he will not, very po-
fitively determine. |

I have freely and fully laid open my thoughts, fuch
as they are, refpecting the New England miffions, I
have alfo explained myfelf as to the propofition con-
cerning bifhops in America; and though not fo fully,
yet more particularly than I intended to do; having
been almoft compelled to it, at once by this gentleman’s
formal attack upon a few expreffions, which occafion-
ally dropped from my pen, and by his great courtefy in
attempting to propofe my objeltions diffinézly for me, be-
caufe he thought I was g great deal too vebement to do it
myfelf. By what has now been faid, he may-perceive,
at leaft that he has not wholly diffipated ¢ the poor
man’s fears I,” either by his reafoning or rallying on
the fubject. 1 have attended to his ferious requeft, at
the conclufion of his Argument—¢ if heis fill diffatif-
¢ fied, 1 intreat him to confider, for all men ought, what
¢ manner of fpirit be isof * StiLL p1ssaTisFIED Lam;.

1 P. 63, 1 P. 64, * P, 67.
: and,
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and, I hope, from fuch a fpirst as he will not wholly
difapprove, however wrong he may think my opinions :
—from a love to fruth, cultivated in my early days;
from a love to what I take to be the mof primitive chrif-
tianity; from a fincere concern for the welfare of iy
country; and an apprehenlion that this {cheme of bifhops,
if put in execution, will be greatly detrimental to i, both
in civil and religious relpects, This, I think, is the fpirit,
from which my difatisfaliion chiefly arifes. The gentle-
man has doubtlefs well confidered, from what [pirit it
is, that he is fo much (et upon this fcheme of bifbops; and
it would. be very uncharitable in me, to conclude it a
bad one ; as I do not, whatever I may think of the
fcheme itfelf. However, I think it but juftice to him
to acknowledge, that if fuch a fcheme as he has propofed
were to be put in execution, and only fuch confequences
were to follow, as he profeffedly has in view, as the ends
aimed at, I could not objett againft it; except only upon
the fame principle, that T objeét againft the church of
England i general, and thould be forry, from a regard
to what I fuppofe a more {criptural way of worthip, to
fee that church prevail here: Which yet, I {folemnly de-
clare, I would not prevent, though it were abfolutely in
my own power, by any methods inconfiltent with that
full, entire hberty 1n religious matters, which I defire
for myfelt; and which all men, whole principles or prac-
tices are not inconfiftent with the fafety of Society, have
a right to enjoy. Thus far I have the honor fully to
agree with this gentleman.

I hope I have not treated the gentleman with any

rudenefs or indecency. There 1s much eood fenfe, good
temper, candor and chriftian catholicifm difcovered in

various parts of his Traét, The venerable Society, I

believe, never had fo able, and never will have a more
able defender :

e

—-¢ 31 Pergama dextra
“ Defendi poflent, etiamn Adc defenfa fuiffent.?

He has, I think, once or twice exprefied himfelf civilly
even of me, though never without blaming me at the

fame
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fame time. I would- not be wantmo' in a fuitable re-
turn's But if it fo happens; that the neceffary confe-
quence of attending to any gentlcman s réafoning, is his
ippearing fometimes in a 1¢fs advantageous llght thaii ‘at
others, it 15 not difficult to fee where the blame lies,
Nor is the diffeterice {miall, betwiéen going out of oneé’s
way, on purpole to’ give murdérous thruts to the 7e-
putation of a writer, and barely not preventing him from
being too carelefs of it himfeif, and ufing it very un-
kindly, by undertaking to defend what is not defenfible.
This performance is doubtlefs, in all refpects, much fu-
perior to any of thole which ﬁrﬁ appeared againft the

Obfgrvations in Amerita. And, upon the whole, by
what I can learn, it is writfen thh too much catholi-

ciftis, and too litele raricor againft me, to be generally ac-
ceptable to the eplfcopallans among us: Which are pro-
bably the chief’ reafons, why there was fo much -diffi-
culty in obiainihg ‘a ﬁrlaﬁrzptm for reprinting it in
Bofton.

But though there is too much charity and moderation
difcovered in many ‘parts of this Tra&, to pleafe the
tafte of fome among us; yet, mcthinks, the gentle au-
thor has at times, when off bis puard, uled mein fucha
manner as might almoft have jatified them 3 and, pofs
fibly, vpon a review of fome paffages, they may have
an higher opinion of this performance in that refpect ;
among which, I beg leave particularly to recommend to
them the following, all relating to me and my Obferva-
tions—* He contents himlelf with—reproachful names,
¢ and ludicrous reprefentations; a likely method to pleafe
¢ the prejudiced, and lead the thoughtlefs along with
¢ him.”  Anfwer p. 4. —* What he means—befides in-
¢ determinate abule,” p. 5.—* had berter judge.by the
¢ experience of others, than by his own heated imagi-
¢ nation.” fbid.—* he hath not explained what his own
¢ [trade] 1s. But certainly reviling his brethren is a
¢ very bad one,” p. 6,—¢ Some perfons are ftrangely
¢ fubje&t to violent gufts of paffion—his malady bath a
¢ deeper root in his frame, and influenceth him more

* conltantly’” p. 9.—* an artful def:ign to procure him-
- ¢ fclf
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¢ felf a difpenfation for his outrages,” Ibid.—* frequent
¢ and copious effufions of a bad {pirit in his work,’ p. 10,
—¢ place fome part of his religion in railing at epifco-
¢ palians,” p. 31.—*¢ according to the old cuftom of his
¢ party—of difcharging mifapplied texts of fcripture in
¢ the faces of {uch as happened to offend them,” p. 55.
—¢ The poor man’s fears, if you will believe him, run
¢ to vaftly farther lengths yet,” p. 64.—¢ {o patheric a
‘ rant on fo darling a fubject,” p. 65.—¢ wit and arch-
¢ nefs— would have been too great a facrifice [for him]
¢ to make to dull truth and fact,” p. 66.

Thefe and fome other of his compliments, however
agreeable they may be to others, Iown, I do not very
well relifh myfelf; and the lefs, becaule they may pof-
fibly ferve in fome meafire, to keep in countenance my
American antagonifts in this controverf{y ; who have ob-
{erved no meafures in their abufes and inveltives. But I
can bear, without returning, {uch language as this; efpe-
cially as this courtly gentleman intimates, that thefe
¢ freedoms’ thould ¢ not be imputed to any wwkinder mo-
< tive *,” than that of fhewing me tomyfelf ; and that, if 1
* amend upon admonition,’ {o fenderly adminiftered, I
may be entitled to fome refpes?. 1 defire to amend all
my faults, which are far, very far, too many. Not
will I deny, but that I am in fome meafure defirous to
procure refpe¢t, by fair and honorable means; efpeci-
ally refpe@ from a perfon, for whom I have {o fincere a
one myfelf, asI have for my &ind admonither.

The gentleman, after having {poken of me in fuch
terms as the aforefaid, is {o charitable as to make an ¢po-
logy for me, by obferving, that 1 feem to bave naturally
& moft vebement [pirit, and to have imbibed, perbaps in my
early days, equally vebement prepoffeffions agasuft the wvery
name of bifhops, and every thing conneted with then,—
¢ I am fenfible,” adds he, ¢ that thefe things plead in his
“ excufe +, &c. My nawral temper is perhaps too
warm : And I own, that early in life, [ imbibed ftrong
prepoffeffions againtt diocefan bithops; 1. e. if a full per-
{uafion, the refult of free enquiry and reading, that theip

| * P67, + Ihid. . '
k order
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order itlelf is unfcriptural, and that they have generally
been a pernicious fet of men, both to church and ftate,
may properly be called prepoffefion.  And if thefe things
plead in my excife for any unwarrantable expreffions
ufed by me, I am much obliged to the gentleman for,
his candor in fuggefting it. 'What his own early prepof-
feffions might poflibly be, in favenr of epifcopacy, and
fome things connelted with it, 1 forbear to conjeéture ;
left I (hould fall into a miftake that might be offenfive to
him : Which I chufeto avoid. If the gentleman labours
under any natural foible, imilar to that which he fup-
pofes in me, I am extremely defirous that he fhould reap
all the advantage from 1t, as a pleain his excsfe, that he
charitably fuppofes I fhould reap from mine; and fo,
while he is far happier in many excellencies, may alfo
have more caufe to glory in bis infirmities *, Butif, on
the contrary, he is naturplly of a cool, difpaffionate tem-
per5 though T fincerely congratulate him on his felicity
in that refpect, yet 1 cannot but exprefs my forrow, that
this puts it out of my power to return his civility, by
making as handfome an apology for fome expreffions
that have efcaped him, as he has made for fome of
mine, .

~* I'am indeed, even hterally, a ¢ poor man,’ as this gen-
tleman calls me, 1 {uppofe, in another fenfe: And in
that refpe€t I have been publicly upbraided by fome of
the wery decent writers againft the Obfervations ; nor has
even the honelt, irreproachable memory of my Father
wholly efcaped their infults. However, through the
goodnefs of God, and the generofity of his people, 1
. “have a comfortable {ubfiftence, with contentment; which,
if but attended with ntegrity and godlinefs, is all the gain
that my foul afpires after in this world. Let-me add,
on this occafion, that I had much rather be the poor fon
of a good man, who fpent a long life and his patrimony
in the humble and laborious, though apoftolical em-
ployment of preaching the ¢ unfearchable riches of -Chrift’
to poor Indians 3 and One, as I {uppole, now at reft from
his labours with ¢ the fpirits of juft men made perfect 5’

* 11 Cor. x11. § & 10.
than
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than even the rich fon and heir of One who had, by tem-
porizing in religion, and tampering with politics, by
flattering the Great, and proftituting his conlcience,
made his way to a bifhoprick, and the worldly dignity
of a peer; how large a dag foever he had carried with
him through a life of idlenefs and pride, of intrigue and
luxury, or left behind him at death, the dlack period of
all his greatnefs and glory.

The good gentleman concludeshis performance in fuch
a fenfible, cand:d and charitable way, as does him great
honor ; and fhews the amiable {pirit of chriftianity in an
advantageous light. I can, however, hardly {uppofe,
that if he had ever feen certain outrageous publications
of the American epifcopalians againft me, relating to
the Society and the church, he would have expreffed him-
felf in {o cautious and tender a manner as he has there
done, after having reproved and admonifhed me, with
fome {everity, though only for my good : Since he is doubt-
lefs as kindly difpofed toward tbem, astoward me. ¢ IF
¢ any writers on o#r fide,” {ays he, ¢ have been /s cool,
¢ or lefs civil, than they ought, and defigned {to be fure}
¢ to have been, we are forry for it, and exhort them to
¢ change their fiile, if they write again *. Methinks,
One that appears partly in the charater of a moderator
and peace-maker among warm difputants, ought, not only
to abftain from all {uch contemptuous and opprobrious
language as he bldmes in them, but to be impartialin his
reproofs and admonitions. For which reafon I conclude,
this worthy gentleman was an utter ftranger to fome late
writings of the epifcopalians here ; which would, no
doubt, if he had feen them, have extorted from a per-
fonof his miid, meck and gentle difpofition, a fharp re-
ouke, inftead of fuch a gingerifb exhoriation,

Though Mr. Aptherp kept to his prudent refolution,
¢ once for ally” and has been dead as to this difpute,
ever fince he began it in form ; this gentleman has re-
vived the rememdrance of him, by fometimes mentioning
him, endeavouring to defend divers of his moft unjuf-
tifiable pofitions, and biaming me for treating him ¢ un-

*P.os.

[ 2 ¢ mercifuiy,
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¢ mercifullyy &c.”. All which I confider as the effet of
his great bumanity, rather than the refult of his deliderate
judgment. And though 1 have had frequent occafions,
yet I have, as much as poffible, avoided fpeaking of that
oentleman 5 left, in my own vindication, I fhould have
teen almoft obliged to tranfgrefs the old maxim, De mor-
tuis nil niff bonum, - |
Plaufible colors may be put upon almoit any thing,
‘however falfe or wrong in itfelf, by men of great inge-
nuity, and fire fenfe. But plain, common [enfe, with a
competent knowledpe of fass and circumflances, (which,
to be fure, is the utmoft th:at I can pretend to) and much
more, . an equal capacity on the fide of vuch and nighe,
will ever have the advantage inan argument.  This will,
commonly at leaft, be able to fhew, that round is not
{quare, or black white; to {trip a bad caufe of the zxge-
nious glofies put upon it; to puff away the duft, and
bruth off the flimzy, cobweb reafonings that are {pread
over it, to keep it from appearing what it 1s. |

¢ Spin all your cobwebs o’er the eye of day!

¢ The mule’s wing fhall bruth them all away.—

< All, allbut zruth, drops dead-born from the prefs,
¢ Like the laft Gazette, or the laft Addrefs.—

¢ Not Waller’s wreath can hide the nation’s {car,

¢ Nor Boileauturn the FEATHER to a STAR,’

¢ That which is crooked cannot be made firair.’ I will
not apply this; it will be done by others, if it is in any
mealtre applicable to the cafe in hand.

But to draw to a clofe of thefe Remarks. Having,
for {eme -years, been not unacquainted with the religious
ftate of New-England, nor unknowing to many tranfac-
tions relative theteto ; I have fincerely aimed at {ctting
things in a true light, as to the miffions here. A child
" may hold a candle to a man, or a weak and fimple man
to a wife one; and thereby be of fervice to him, while
employed about matters of great importance and difhicul-
ty. If any thing has been offered by me, which, from
‘the nature of it, juftly claims attention, I hope it will

not be entir ely difrt_:garded? on account of any difagree-
| | able
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able appendages. If 1 have faid nothing that deferves
any regard, 1 beg the venerable Society candidly to ex-
cufe my well-meant officioufne{s; as alfo to pardon any
expreflions ufed by me, which may feem not {ufficiently
refpeéful. I think, whatever faults I may have, (would
to God they were much fewer!) Iam not of atemperde-
liberately to juftify any thing, too hattily faid or done by
me, after being convinced of the error. Though I may
be thought to have faid fome harfh things about the mems
bers of the church of England, and am often blamed in
that refpet by my worthy Anfwerer; 1 have repeatedly
declared, and again declare, that 1 highly refpect and
honor many of them, as perfons of great probity, piety
and goodnefs; particularly among thofe who were edu-
cated in that way, Whatever my opinion may be of the
conftitution and worthip of that church, I fhould be ex-
tremely glad to fee a friendly, obliging intercourfe pre-
ferved between her members among us, and people of
our own perfualion: And notwithftanding I am caxed
with being uncharitable to, and vebement againft them;
I can fay, with the {incerity becoming a chriflian, that
whenever 1 happen to have any concern with any of them,
who appear to me to be perfons of principle and candor,
not over-bearing and affuming, but willing to treat non~
conformiflts as their fellow-chriftians and brethren; I take
a very particular pleafure in thewing them all the tokens
of affetion, efteem and honor. But, I fay 1ic at once
with grief and reluctance, 1 have much feldomer found
perfons of this charaéter among them, than I could have
wifhed to do; and contempt and difdain on one fide,
very often produce the fame on the other. However,
I recolle&t a very juft obfervation of the genticman, to
this purpofe, That people of different religious fects and

parties may zhink much too i/ of, without at all wifbing
ill to, cach other. Both thefe are faults, which ought

to be carefully guarded againit: If { have ever fallen
into the fir/, I hope I am notchargeable with the fecond ;
which is far the moft criminal and inexcufable, [ like-
wife hope, we fhall on all hands, as far as pofiible, put

on that charity which zhinketo no evil; which fuffereth
long,
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longs and is kind; which envieth not, vaunteth not itfelf,

is not puffed up; which doth not behave itfelf unfeemly

rejoicetlrmot in iniquity s but rejoiceth in the trath. No one
can read the facred oracles, unlefs he is {piritually blind,
without clearly feeing. that though we had all faith, as
well-as all knowledge, fo that we could remove moun-
tainsy as well as underftand all myfferies; though we had
alfo the tongues of angels, as well as of men, and de-

claimed ever {o loudly with them, either for or againft
any. particular church; and yet had not charity, we
fhould be but empty, noify formalifts in religion; mere
founding brafs, and tinkling cymbals. And.the words
with-which this gentleman concludes, though he may
be but a lay-man, are certainly worthy the pen of the

moft eminent bithop in England, not excepting even

his-Grace the Metropolitan and Primate of aLr England*;

whofe chriftian moderation is not the leaflt thining part of
his refpeétable charalter: ¢ Itis the duty of all men,”
fays he, ¢ how much foever they differ in opinion, to
¢ agree in mutual good will, and kind bebaviour., Would
to God that all bithops had, and that all proteftant bi-

fhops at leaft, would, preach the fame good doltrine,

. and prattile according to it: The former might in a
great meafure have prevented uncharitable divifions in

the chriltian church; the latter might go far towards

healing the prefent animofities among proteftants; and

lead them to unite in love, and point their force againit

infidelity on one hand, and popery on the other: Both

how neceffary ! '

.. And thus I take leave for the prefent, Ihope for ever,

of this controverfy, of which Iam heartily weary ; though

* This being a title commonly given to the Archbithop of Canter-
bury, may be one reafon why Mr. Aptkorp {poke of him only, as pre-
fiding over the churchof England, [See page 10, 11, of thele Remark:, ]
For this, doubtlefs, gives his Grace fome pre-eminence above the
Archbifhop of York, who is ftiled only, Metropolitan and Priniate of
England., And this fecms to have been long a‘fettled point; though
in former ages therc was much grace/e/s contention between their
Graces predeceflors, for the Fighiff feat in the fynagogue, and the upper-
moff room at feafls; or for rank and precedency in the CHURCH and
COURT,

not
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not from a convi@ion that I have been on the wrong
fide, in any material point. If any perfon, without ha-
ving fomething that is both zew and weighty to offer upon
it, fhall write and publifh, merely for the fake of having
the laff word, 1beg to'excufe myfelf from being his op-
ponent: I will not contend with him for that point of bo-
aory efpecially if he will be {o sngentons as to own, that
he writes for that end. 'The author is not folicitous, on
whofe fide the /o word is, if barely the sruth is on his.
If, by any thing hereafter publifhed, he fhould be con-
vinced that he has been materially in the wrong, he will
publickly acknowledgeit; and give the venerable Society
all the fatisfation in his power: But'One who has writ-
ten {o -much upon the fubject already, may furely be con-
tented hereafter with only thinking bimfelf in the right,
without again telling the world his opinion. And if he
had ufed as much ar¢ on one fide, as fome perfons have
on the other ; and played the hero as {uccefsfully as they
feemed very fure They had done, he might not improperly
put a period to this Second, and, as he hopes, Laft De-
fence, with,

——-—~Hic Victor caeftus artemque repono.

But inftead of that, he fubmits the whole, with all pro-
per deference, to the judgment of the reader.



ADVERTISEMENT ,

HE foregoing Remarks may poffibly fall into the
. hands of fome, public-fpirited gentlemen of ample
fortunes abroad, whe heartily wifh well to New Eng-
Iandrin all refpects, and particularly to the encourage-
ment and increafe of Learning there. ‘The Author
therefore, not without the advice and requeft of fome
gentlemen among us, whofe opinion has much weight
with him, takes this opportunity juft to mention, the
very grievous lofs which Harvard College in Cambridge,
near Bofton in New England, lately {uftained in the entire
deftruction of one of its buildings by fire, together with
the whole and valuable 4pparatus for experimental Phi-
lofophy, and the whole public Lidrary, a very valuable
one, excepting a few books which happened to be out
of it at that time; and how gratefully and refpectfully
any expreffion of their good-will to that College, toward
repairing fo heavy a lofs, would be received.

Bofton, Fune 20, 1764. | 7 Maybers, -



