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REMARKS 

ON AN 

ANONYMOUS TRACT 

The Author of the Tract before me, has thought 
proper to conceal his name and quality, in common 
with others who have written againft the Obfor,va­
fio/IS: So that whatever 'may be his real dignity, I 
cannot with propriety fpeak of him under any higher 
title than that of gmtleman. He is doubtlefs a per­
fan of excdlent fen fe, and an happy talent at wri­
ting; apparently free from the fordid, illiberal fpirit of 
bigotry; one of a cool temper, and who often !hews 
much candor; well acquainted with the affairs of the 
Society, and, in general, a fair reafoner. To fay thic , 

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 expoung the contrary qua­
lities in an adverfary: It being far more agreeable to 
me to praife, where praire 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 refpeccable writer has offered 
in oppofition to my Objervations. Some, which I thought 
did Rot very materially affect the merits of the caufe, are 
paired over for the fake of brevity. Others are left un­
noticed, becaufe the fame things in effect were fufficiently 
confidered in my Defen,ce of the Objcrvations, publithed 
in Bollon fame time ago. I have neither·fo much ltifure 
nor health, nor fuch an itch for altercation, as to protract 
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A /econd Defence of the Obfervations 

a difpute upon circumftantial matters. Nor do I conceive 
that an argument increafes in ftrength by being frequently 
repeated, as a fnow-ball doe, in magnitude, by being 

. often rolled over, If what was offered in my Defence 
Flgainft a certain Examiner and Letter-writer, was valid, 
it will be equally fa againft this gentleman, fo far as 
their objectionE are alike: If not, it would be no ad­
vantage to me to fay the fame things again. For thefe 
reafons I requell', that it may not be fuppofed, or taken 
for granted, that I concede CO every thing in the TraCl: 
before me, which I do not take a particular Notice of; 
or that I pafs any over, that are material, from a con­
ftioulnefs of my inability to anfwer them. Not thefe, 
but thofe which I have already affigned, are the true rea­
fans of my couduCl: in this refpeCl:. 
. I muft obferve, though with reluctance, that there are 

fome paffages' in this All/wer, which 1 do not well know 
how to reconcile with that candor and ingenuity, which 
have already bu!n allowed to the author. The firft pa­
ragraph is one of them. He is there pleafed to fay, that 
my book was written, partly againft the church of E'Jg­
land in gmcral; partly again1t the conduCt of the S otiety ; 
and partly' againft appGinting biJhops for America. He 
i'ndeed grams, immediately after, that the firft of thefe 
three, was not formally propofed by me as olle head of my 
work. By which diftinCtion he plainly leads his reader to 

ftlppofe, that both the other points were formally propofed 
by me~ as cominfS within my defign: Whereas the affair 
Of bijhops was not, but altogether as incidental as .what 
relates to the church oj England in genmil; refpecting 
which latter, I faid exprefsly, ' It was by 110 mean; my 
, defign in this publication, to enter into the contro~erfy 
, betwixt the church of England and us *.' Notwith­
Handing this decJ~ration, al')d the gentleman's own con­
femon, he begins with a formal defence qf the church of . 

. ! 

*' O"fir'Vatiollf, p. 126. As the gentleman has all along referred 
to the London J;dition of the Objer'IJatiollJ. I /hall do the fame, when­
ever I have oc~afion to refer tp the!ll. I {hlill al(o refer to the LOl\dQIl 
~dilion of his ./],lwer. 
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England againft fome of my cafllal remarks thereon; 
faying, 'If fatisfatl:ion be prtvioufiy given to candid 
, perfons on this point, they will be bettcr preparrd for . 
, conlidering the other two t :' Still fuggefiing that there 
were two other points formally difculfed by me, con­
trary to faCl:. In him let this pafs for an inftance of ill­
advertence only: Aliqual1do bon1ls, &c. But had fame 
other perfons fet out in the fame manner, multiplying olle 
defign into three, reprefenting it as having been ilZ my 
view tbroughout the whole of my book t, to oppofe the 
church of England, and undertaking to give previolJs (a­
tisfaCl:ion to candid perfons on this point, that they might 
be the better prepared to confider the other two; had 
fome other perfons taken this method, it might na:urally 
have been confidered as a mere piece of craft, or an un­
worthy anifice, to prepo1fefs their unwary epifcopahtaders 
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 almoft all of them epif. 
copalians, need to be thus prepared for conGdering the ar­
gument refpecting the Society? But I am very unwilling 
to fuppore, this gentleman had a defign that would be 
fo little to his honour, and would make my encomiums 
have the appearance of flattery. The reader is thtrefore 
de fired to put the mof\: favourable conftruction he can, 
on this conduCl:; and by that means, if pomble, to juftify 
my commendations: For I would not have anyone coo­
ftrue them into adulation, equally to the difhonour of my 

. worthy Anfwerer and myfelf. . 
In purfuance of this defign, duly to p"cpare his readers 

fononfidering the main point, h~ proceeds to a vindica­
tion of the church of England, and of the hierarchy, in 
oppoGtion to certain expreffions which I occalionally made 
ufe of. Some of thefe might perhaps be too harfu and 
irritating. Had epifcopalians in general fhewn the fame 
love to religiolls liberry, and the fame moderation towards 
non-conformifts, that this gentleman has, I am (onfiden~ 

t p, 3. t Ibid. 
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'he would not 'have thought, that he had any ground of 
complaint in tbi's refpeCl:. 1 have the honour to agree with 
him in what he fays in different places, concerning the 
intolerant fpirit that formc;:rly-prevailed,even among'pro­
'teftants of almoftevery denomination, and the better (pi­
rit of mutua] forbearance, that has for fome time been 
growing among them. Would taGod that they 'may 
continue to culii vate ,the latter, withollt abating in a 
zeal that is according to knowledge, for the great, indie-

, 'putable doCl:rines 'and duties of chriftianity, or degene-
- rating into a ftate' of indifference and fcepticifm about all 

'religion; the oppofite extreine, and not a more innocent 
one, ; though lefspernicious to the peace of foeiety, and 
common rights dfmankind, than bigotry and perfecution. 

'But'my real' fentiments -concerning the conftitution, 
wodh!p 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 Calviniftk, 
,the Calvinifts to the Lutheran, and the Greeks to both, 
which, by the way, is affirtel1without prooJ, or if moft, 
or even all of' them blame the Englifu diffinters JorJepa-

, rating from it f;' yet this' carries no proper ground of 
convicHonwith it, chat 'her communion is the b·ffo. A 

'true proteftant judges, not by the majority of 'Votes or 
numbers, butbyfcripture andreafon. The 'Gentleman 
Jays, I [eem to entertain the worfe opinion of the church 

- ofEhgland,' becaufe the members ofthe church'of Rome 
" likewife ejleenz it more than they do others.' Truly I· 
-can hardly think'any church a very pure or fcriptural one, 
which has the efteem of fo corrupt and antichiiftian ~ 
church as that of Rome, the 'mother of harlots, and-abo­
minatiol1S of the ear/h. He immediately fubjoins ; .' 'But 

. ' we have to reply, that chey hate it-more al[o, as the 
, molt dangerous enemy to theircaufe, and ftrongeft 

" bal wark of the reformation t.' So that this gentleman 
feems to draw an a~gu [1lent for the excellehcy'of his church, 

. not only from the ejfeem, but from the hatred of that of 
Rome:' N either of which corifiderations haveany tendency 

./' P. 4· t Ibid. 
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.to,make.me think the better of her. Becaure this efieem . , , 

,of .the church .of Rome on one hand, and her hatrc:d on 
,the other, are mqft naturally,refolved into fuch caufes, as 
,are rather ,dilhonourabJe to the church of England, than 
the contrary) .her .efteem, into the remaining fimilitude 
,betwe~ll them, and her hatred, into a rivallhi!J for power, 
.worldly fplendor and preeminence. What the gentle­
man ,thinks the church of Rome efteems that of England 
for, whether her excellencies or blemifhes, he has not told 
,us; I am fatisfied, it is on account of the latter; and ' 
Jeave,others :to.conjeCl:ure as they pleafe. But he him­
felfhas ,obfer,v:ed, that the Romall-catholicks hate the 
,church of England,co~fidered as the moft dallgerous ene­
my ,to ;their .caufe. It.is as natural for them to do fo, as 
for one gaily-attired lady to look with an evil eye upon 
another; efpe~iaUy confidering that the church of Eng­
Jand ;has.a mighty King for her head, and lays claim to 
{orne of the highefl: powers ,and, prerogatives am:rted by 
,the other; 'P9wer to decree rites ,and ceremonies, and 
, .authority in controverfies qf faith t;' Here is a foun-

. dation llaid, broad ,enough to fupport almoft any fuper~ 
'ftruCture, though as enormous a one, as tnat which is 
raifed on .the fuppofed infallibility and power of St. Pe~ 
:ter's fucceJ!or. ,Who then can wonder, if the <;hurch of 
,R orne hates (that of England~ as a dangerous enemy and 
rival? . 

:And hath not the church of England acted as jf 1he 
were really ,poffeffed ,of this extrordinary power and 
authority, ,refpecting. rites, . ceremonies and controverlies 
of faith? The gentleman indeed allows, that that 
church :hath jome 'appointments in it, which the fcripture 
doth not require. This is candidly, though very cauti­
,Qufiyfaid. But when he,fubjoins, a little after, , Ours 
, hath.not many JhilJgs of this kind, nor laysgreatflrcjs 
c upon them t,' I am a little Jll~prifed; though, to re· 
turn one of his compliments to,me, 'Oqe muft fuppofe 
, that he. believes himftlJ, and as far as pojjible,: I would 

.' believe him 'alfo *,'But i~ is no eafy matter for a per~ 
, 

t Article 20. I< P.8 . 
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. fon who duly corifid~rs the offices ofbaptifm, confirm a- . 
tion, the Lord's fupper, ordination, matrimony and bu­
rial; the numerous fafts and feftivals, faints days and 
finners, 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 flrefs is 
laid upon them. Can anyone 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? Gan they be born, live or die, without them? And 

. for how. many things which, to non-conforming under-
ftandings at leaft, appear extremely trivial, do the ca-
nons ~ill in force dtclare, that people fhall be1jpfo facto 
excommunicated, and not reftored till they retraCi: thofe 
their wicked errors? 

• 

The gentleman feerns . to think that appointments of 
this nature, .if they are not fuch as the fcriptme expre(Jy 

, forbids, though it doth not require them, ought to be 
complied with. In which I cannot agree with him; 
becallfe, though they may not be exprefiy forbidden, 
·yet they are iinplicitly, and by natural conftruCtion • 
. The lclw 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 
reftrence to appointments of that kind, which fome 
th:nk fo' innocent, comely and expedient, In vain do 
they wcrfhip me, teaching for doctrines the ccmmandments of 
men. Some of our· Englifh epifcopalians have lhewn 
a Hmdable zeal in this refpett, againft the church of 
Rome; for departing from 'the fcriptures as the only 
rule of chriftian faith, worfhip and difcipline ; not p~r­
haps cqn(ideriog how juflly this. charge might be. fe-. 
torted upoq them, in a deg'ree, by proteftant dilfenters. 
For example; 'Th~ thing I would rfcommend to 
, the confideration of all papijls,' fays a ·learned and 
able wrirer, ' is tbeir departure/rom Jerip:ure. Why do 
.' thry command abflinence from jlejh, on fo many days 

tP.8. 
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, in every week? Why abftain from meats, which God 
, hath ordained to be recei·ved by all witl; thal1ksgivill[ ? 
, Why is fuch a faft enjoined, as may be kept with drink. 
C ing of wine, and other, even ilronger liquors? I do 
C not charge them with allowing of exce!fes in liquors, 
, but with enjoining (0 many faIt and meagre days, on a 
, Jpiritual, not a medicinal account; and this, without 
c authority from Cbrift or his apojUes *.) " If fuch rearon­
ing as this will hold good againft the church of Rome, 
as doub£1efs it will, let it be £1irly confidered, whether 
it will not be unanfwerable, if applied to anorher church; 
and fuUy juftify a feceffion from her; efpecially jf many 
of her appointments, on which great flre[s 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 fimilar appointments in all 
t~echurches in the worldt. I know of fame churches at 
Jeail, in which there are none fuch. But if this were fact, 
it would be no jullification of them; but rather a proof, 
that all churches and nations have dra11k too deeply of a 
certain poifonous cup, and departed from the fimplicity 
that is in Chrift, and which was in the truly apoil:olicat 
churches. Very great corruptions were introduced much 
"earlier than many are willing to allow; and were con­
firmed even by general councils. For, to ure the words of 
the fame learned epifcopalian divine, to whom I juft now 
referred, in another important traCl:, ' What ha ve gene­
, ral councils been, I.fpeak of all ttniverfotly from the 
( council of Nice to· the council of'1tent, but the meet­
, ings of cbrrupt, ambitious, il/triguillg, contentious men; 
, who never once attempted to terve the 'caufe of Chrijl, 
, but tbemJelves: Who have ever, by fraud and craft, 
, and cunning, aimed at juperiority and power over thofe 
, whom they had a mind to opprefs, and who never at-

• 

• See an excellent and very importont Traa,. entitled, An Elupiry 
lOlV fllr PapijJs Ollghl 10 he treated r.m [in Entilar.d] as grod fob­
jdl, &c. By the lace Do, S)'Ga. 

t !.'. 4· 
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'tempted to eftabli!h truth as,it lies in Chrift: Who have 
~ endeavoured to gain a majority .by art and power, 
.' without regard 10 the bible, or what is there elyoined: 
" Who have always.contended for fome additioll,or :other 
, to the ,gofpel, but never to leave the word of·God to 
, itsownnatjve }imp/icily: Who, lat1:ly, have wrefted and 

" perve~ted the fcripture, but never have taught it pare 
' .. ' and uncorrupted ?*' 
, -But to 'proceed to other matters. Speaking of the 
'hierarchy, the gentleman fays, that in my farvourite ,compa-

.' riJon.of the churches of England and Rome, I quite .mif­
take the matter; becaufe, 'not one, but two prelates pre­
·'fide over the cburch of England;' and this, he fays, 
., grevioufiy fpoils the fimilitudet.' I fhould have thought 
that an epifcopalian would rather have fuppofed the pif­
,parity to conlift in the.pretended powers of his Holinefs, 
;and thofe oEan Englilh Archbilhop. IDoes the :difference 
Jie principally in this, ,that Rome has :butone fuch great 
,preJate,and England .two? I tthink· not. And the gen­
,t1eman would doubtlefs ,have fpared :this critical:r~mark, 
:had he recolleCted that I made ule.of Mr. Apthorp's ex­
.. preffion, who fpake of the Archbilh.op ofCanterbllry,pnly 
as prejidil1g ~ .' the excellent prelate, who now fo wor­
e thily pl'efides over the church of :England, and the 80-
'ci~ty itfelf t.' It ;is enough for me :to be anfweraplefor 
my own miftakes and inaccuracies. As my Jlnfw~rer.h~s 
undeFtaken that gentleman's defence ·in fome·oth,~r re­
-(peCts,itis at leaft asincllmbent upon himeelf, _as it is 
:opon 'me, either to juftify. or to apologize for that ~xpref­
·fiOri. The'gentleman adds, that 1 knew the Archbilhops 
,prefideill Jubordiltation to tbe king; though hejs pleafed 
;to fay, that! dijingl1l1uoujly kint a doubt of it II. I if!d~ed 
.wellknew, that the King is the legal head of the church 
of England, that all her bifhops and clergy take the oath 

, ·of fopremacy, and that they folemnly difcl~im all rphitual 
i 

'" See 'fhe' Renfollab/fllrfs of lIJpJdillg ani executilJg tbe laws agllinJI 
,PaPiJlJ, p. 21. . . 

t P.5· 
. :t: COllfid. on the Charter, s.c. • 

II Anr. p. 5. 
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power and jurifdiClion, but as under, and derived from 
him. Of there things I intimated no dot/bt; but only, 
whether the bithops and clergy were always con6ftent 
with themfelves, in reference thereto; or whether they 
have notofeen claimed fuch an independency on the crown 
and ftate, as to {hew them very infincere in 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 di/ingentlity or 
not, in hinting a doubt in thisrefpect. Befides, th.e gen­
tleman is miftaken if he fuppoles, I meant to draw an 
exafl parallel between the churches of England and Rome. 
And if any perfon of a tolerable capacity. could be fup­
pofed fo ignorant and prerumptuous as to undertake this, 
he would not, furely, compare an Englifu archbifuop to 
l1is Holinefs; An Archbifllop in the church of England, 
is notequal even to a Cardinal in that of Rome. Another 
perfon might, with much more platifibility, be compared 
tothePope, hOwever abfurd the comparifon would appear 
upon due examination. For is it nOt declared, 37 Hen_ 
VIII, 'That archbifuops, bifhops, archdeacons, and 
, other ecclefiaftical perfons, have no manner of juri fdic­
, tion ecclljiaflical,but by and under the Killg's majefty, 
, the only undoubted fupreme ,head of the church of 
, England, to whom, by holy jcriptttre, power and au­
, thority is given to hear and determine all mal111Cr olcau­
e Jes ecclejiaflical, and, to correa: all vice (l11d fin what fo­
, ever; and to all fuchperfons as the King's majefty {hall 
, appoint thereunto>, ,? And is it not alfo declared, 
J 'Ed. VI, c. 2, That ' all authority of jurifdiBion !piri­
'tual, is drawn and deducted from the King's majefty, 
, as fupreme Head.. and fo juftly ac\~nowledged by the 

, ' clergy of thefe realms'?' And have not the Roman­
catholics'maliciouGy reproached the Englilh nation with 
fetting up, in effect, another Pope, in oppofition to him, 
whofe fupremacy they renounced? But I am far enough 
from making any fuch odious comparifon myfelf; being 
very fenfible how unjuft it would be in many rifpeBs, 
whatever malice may fuggeft. -To the gentleman's fur­
mife, that I would deny it to be in !lIbordiJlatioll to the 

I King, 
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King, that I prrjide over the Wefr-Church in BoHon *, I 
1hall at prefent only fay with the Apofrle, ' Let every 
, foul be fubjecr to the higher powers;' and that I en­
deavour to conform to the true (pirit of that chriftian 
precept, ' Give unto Cd!jar the things which are C4ar's, 
, and [0 God the things which are God's.' 

The gentleman goes on to fpeak of our right reverend 
Lords the bifhops. Amongfl: other things he fays, thofe 
with whom they live, find not that they are fa high as, 
by their elevation, to do harm, or cauft fear; and that 

. they wear no mitres.. He adds, 'If they are ftiled Lords, 
. , it is becaufe, by the ancient conftitution of our country, 

e they Dt in the upper houfe of parliament; where, I 
, believe, they are thought (IS ufoftt! members as the rrft. 
, And I know not whether the Docror's modejfy would 
, propofe, that our conftitution /hould be altered in this 
, refpecr, or whether a much wifer man could forefee 
c the confequences of fuch an alteration t.' As to their 
being as 1tJeftti members' as. the reft, I am very far from 
being a competent judge. It is however, pretty evident 
from our hiftory, that in arbitrary reign£, and foolilh and 
wicked adminifrrations, the bilhops have commonly 
been the mofl ufeful member.s, or inflru111CiZts, that the 
crown or court had" in eftablilhing a tyranny over the 
bodies and fouls. of men. But yet when Kings have 
crolfed. their ambitious and avaritious defigns, they have 
been as forward as any men, if not more [0, to give them 
difquietude. In the words of a fpirited writer, well 
ver[ed in matters of this fort, 'LoyaJry is not confined to 

• the mitre.! Bilhops have given more difiurbance, and oc~ 
· cafioned more diltrelfes to princes and people, than any 

',' other fet of men upon earth .. Thislcan prove. Our 
, '"own billlOPS, for near an hundred years before the revo. 
. . • lution, were in every (cherne for promoting tyranny and 

· bondage:') I can alfure the gentleman, however, that my 
fflodejJy is much too great to propofe Juch an,' alteration in 
the conftitucion,as he fpeaks of; though I know it has 
often been wilhed by much wifer men; and, that fuch ar-

, 
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guments have been ufed, as might perhaps puzzle one 
Itear as wife as himfelf to anfwer. The old cry, No bifhop, 
110 king, has indeed been of mighty efficacy in times paft. 
, This folid argument, fays one, was ufed with royal fuc­
cefs, by King 'James the firft, w hen he fat deputy for the 
clergy, and dtfputed with the puritans, at the conference 
of Hampton Court. It was indeed the belt he could ufe; 
however he ftrengthened and embellilhed it with feveral 
imperial oaths, which he [wore on that occafion, to the 
utter confufion of his antagonilts, and the great triumph 
of the genuine clergy, and the Archbifhop; who beftowcd 
the Holy Gholt upon his Majelty, for his zeal anl fwear­
ing on the church's fide.' Few, I believe, can fee the 
abfolute l1CCeJfity ofbilhops having a feat in parliament, 
except bilhops themielvcs, and fuch as hope to be fo. 
I am far from pretending to fuch Sagacity, as to be able 
to forefee all the confeqLJences of that oiteration in the 
Engltfh conftitution, which this gentleman fpeaks of. 
J fully agree with him, that a much wiler man, could not; 
but even one who is fo fimple, might pretty cafily fore­
fee and prediB: fume of thefe pernicious confequences: 
I mean particularly, that certain grave and venerable 
perfonagts would think themfelves lUuch injured, and, 
in refentment, endeavour to throw the nation into a flame; 
that they would probably be for introducing a popifh 
pretender, or for any other meafures, however denruB:ive 
to liberty and the proteftant religion, in order to regain 
their former dignit;): Which they might alfo c\aimjtlre~ 
divino, with as much propriety as they do fome other 
things. Bllt if not, yet after there has b~en fuch a folemn, 
facred ALLIANCE between the church alld the flate, as 
has been moil profoundly argued; this alteration in the 
conftitution would probably be confidered as a notorious 
violation of maty; fuch a breach ofit, aswould give the 
church a right to refllme her fuppofed natural indepClldence 
and fitprel1lacy, and refufe any longer to ' conter on the 
, ilare the application of the efficacy of religion, and put. . 
, it ~nderthemagiftrate's direCtion.' And who can tell 
which would be the greatelt lofl!r, the church or the 
!la:e~ by a total diifolution of this ancient and famous 

I • Alliance? 
• 

• 
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Allial1ce? 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 oflibercy and faction, herefy and 
fchifm *., -'" 

• • 

• • 
• 

· I agree 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, not with­
ftanding fome harfh cenrures of myfelf, which I find in 

. this part of his performance. He comes to the main 
bufinefs, or to fpeak about the conduC!: of the venerable 
Society, page 9. And it is perhaps more than time, that 
I ihould come to it myfelf. . 
· The gentleman is under fome miftake in faying I own, 
, that in tbree diftriCl:s of New-England, i. e. New­
, Hampfhire, Rhode-mand and Providence, much left 
, care hath been taken for tbe Jupport of a public worjhip, 
, than in the reft; and that a few millions from the Society 
, might be needed in there t.' Now Rhode-Wand and 
Providence together, make but one diftriC!:; I mean but 
one colony or government, and that, a very fmall one; 
there being in all but four in New-England. In that, it 
.wasindeed acknowledged, fome miffions might be needed. 
AstoNew-Hampfhire,anotherfmall government, though 
I {poke of it in the former part of the Objervations, as a 
government in \'; hich lefs care had been taken for the 
fupport of God's worfbip, than in the: Malfachufetts and 
ConneCticut; yet I formally correCl:ed my own miftake 
herein, page 135, where it is [aid, that in 'New­
~ Hamplhire 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 tbat in the four 
N. England colonies, where the Society have fo many 

, 

'II< See a particular account of this Alliance betwee,n the church and 
the frate, and the reciprocal advantages which the high contralling 
Parcies receive from it, in a Treatife upon the fubjell, by a profound­
ly learned critic, divine and politician, now a bifuop a) [0, . Dr. Wa/:­
burtolt.· ., 
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miffions, only one very fmall one was actually defti. 
tute of a legal fupport for proteftant mini!l:ers. And it 
feemed proper to fet this matter in a true light, left it 
ihould be [uppo[ed, from the gentleman's reprefentation, 
that the greater part of the New-England millions were in 
places, where I had myfelf acknowledged in effect, they 
were proper and needful: whereas there are near ten 
times fo many in thofe three governments, in which I 
fuppofed them needle[s, as in the fmall colony of Rhode­
Hland, 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 prefbyterianiftll, &c. from 
the colonies, and to introduce epifcopacy on the ruins 
thereof; and for intimating, that it is partly at leail: with 
this view, that they have been fendirg miffionaries to 
New England. [See /J1Jf. p. 10, I I, &c.} Now I 
conceive, that I produced clear and iufficil'fiE evidence of 
fuch a defign. One thing alfedged by me to thi, pur­
pofe, was a ftanding I1J1rutlion of the Society to their 
million aries, viz. ' That they frequentl y vifit their re­
, fpeCliveparilhioners; thofe of our own communion, 
, to keep them fieady in the profdIion and practice of 
, religion, as taught in the church of England; thofe 
, that oppofe, or dilTent from us, to com;in.-e mrd reclaim 
, them.' Upon which I made the following remarks. 
< This clearly {hews what they are afrer. It will a1fo be 
~ obferved here, that WE are confidered as parf/hiomrs 
, of the millonaries, no le(s than profeffed epifcopa­
~ lians: And we are often fpoken of as fitch by them, 
< in their letters to the Society, as appws by the fib­
~ jlt-afts. How affilmillg is this!' On which occafion 
the gentleman exclaims, ' How unfair is this! The 
, l1if/ruftion plainly relates, not to miffionaries fenled in 
, preJbytcriaiz or congregational parifhes, ·bur for' (doubt­
lefs he means to) , incumbents of epifcopal parilhes, 

• There is one million alCo on the eafiern frontier of the Marra­
~hufctts. ~bout 300 miles flOm the capital, Bofton, which is net ob-
Jetled agiUllft by me! .. . 

though 
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, though with a mixture of diffentm*.' But, with fuhmif­
lion, I had a right to underftand this as a general InJlruc­
lion to all the Oliffionaries, fettled where there were any 
nonconformifts to the church of England; as for other 
l'eai"ons,· fo particularly for this, that I found the New­
England miffionaries underfiood it fo themfdves, and 
fpoke of non-conformifts here, as their pari!hioners. 
But the gentleman intimates a doubt, whether they have 
qone fo. He fays, I quote no injlal1ces of this, and that 
he remembers none; allowing that, if they have done fo, 
they have expreffid thtmfelvesimproperly, &c. t Though 
I before made no formal citations, to !hew how affum­
in..~ the miffionaries Were in this refpect, he may perceive 
by the following, that this was nor faid without grounds. 
In the obflraft printed 1739, p. 46, are thefe words. 
, The reverend Mr. Ujher, minifter at New- Brijlol, 
, writes, Sept. 22, 1738, That in obedience to the orders 
, of the vemrablc Society, he fends a true and faithful 
, account of the fpiritual eftare of his pari/h; there are 
, in it a hundred and fifty families, reckoning about 
, four to a family, and fifty of thefe families are of his 
'congregation The other hundred families conuft of dif­
, /enters of various na111e4.' In the fame abjlraB and 
page, it is faid, ' The reverend Mr. JohnJon, minifter 
, of Stratford in COJineBicut [N. E.) writes, OB. 20, 

, 1737, That finee hIS laft, he hath one good family 
, added to his church. That there are above three hun­
, dred families in his parijh, of which fixty-one are of 
C his. congregation, the reft being generally independmts 
, or congrrgationaliffs, &c.' It is needlefs to quote other 
abjiraBs for my vindication in this refpt'll:, though' it 
were eafy. The miffionaries certainly knew, that there 
were no legal epifcopal parijhes in New-England; and 
yet they write in this manner about their dij[cnling pa­
rijhioners. Let me alfo remark, that the Society, by 
quoting with apparent approbation, fuc~ extracts from 

/ 
, 

,. p. J J. t P. 12. 

t· Nc.w-BI}lol was then ftckoned to belong to the Ma1Tachu­
fetts, but /inee to Rhode-Wand government; both of them being 

. in New-England. 
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the letters of their New- England miffionaries, feern 
themfelves to conGder us as their parilhioners, and 
therefore among thofe perfons, whom they are in!huCt­
ed jfcqllelltly to vijit, in order to cOilt-hlle and reclaim 
them. The impartial are now left to judge, whether 
this gentleman had good reafon to accufe me of lII,faii'­
]lejs, either for faying that the millonaries IVere '1filliiiil~ 
in this refpeCl:; or for arguing from the aforefaid IIJ­
jlrt/ftiOIl, compared with fuch letters and the ufe made 
of tbem, that the Society as weil as they, had it p:ntly 
in their defign, to profelyte the New-England congre­
gationalifts, &c. to the church of England. To cbarg:= 
me with a mijlake, is one thing; to cbarge me with llil­

fairnefs, is another, which I take unkindly; and, I con­
ceive, he hiJ-d no good rcafon for either, in the prefent 
ca!e. 

To prove that the Society had the deGgn aforefaid, I 
alfo produced a paffilge fmm the hifl:orical Account of the So­
ciety, printed [706, which I conlidered as little or nothing 
ihorr of a formal declaration from them!elves, that what 
they had in view, in fcnding millonaries into thefe Ame­
rican colonies, was not merely providing for the people 
of their own communion, as this gentleman would pcr­
fwade LlS, but alfo making profelytes to t:1e church of 
England. The gentleman fays, he hath ' not been 
, able to procure this Account, or to learn by whom, or 
, who!::: order it was compiled ''''.' This is fomewhat 
firange, from a perfon who fometimes fpeaks as a mem­
ber of tbe Society, and one who has had rccolllJe LO its 
books and records on this occaGon. The ACCOllilt 

itlelf is 10 very advantageous to the Society, as to leave 
but little room for doubt in this refpeCt. It appears to 
have been compiled and pub!i{hcd by order, and in the 
name of the Society; particularly from the Jaf!: page--­
, Thus have WE given a true and faithrul !1cwmt of the 
'Society And WE publil11 it tll tbe world, wt for 
, oftentation of what has been done,- but to filew what 
~ a mighty [ruft is committed to l! S; how fincerely wIi 

- ~ PI 12. 
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, have endeavoured to dife-harge it; how willing WE are 
, to labor in the profecution of it; and how n1uch WE 

, want a farther affiftance and (upply from all good and 
, pious chriflians, who may depend on a jun: difpofal of 
, their charity, in promoting the beft defign in the world, 
, that of the convcrjion 0/ follis, by the propagation 0/ the 
, goIPel, &c.' Beudes, the Society formally adopted this 
A,cott11t fix years after its publication. For. in the 

. abflr(/B 1'712, p. 44~ tbey fay, 'The Society apprehend­
, ing that nothing would more effeB.ually tend to juftify 
, their good endeavours, and to promote the fucce(s of 
, them, than to inform the world of their foundation, 
, eflabliOlmcnt and continual progrefs; did agl'ee, 

_ " That the book called /111 AccoZint of the Society for pro­
" pagating the GoJPel, &c. printed 1706, in quarto, fhould 
" be reprinted,wiLh a continuation down t6 the preCent 
" time." 

But the gentleman thinks that the pafi"age to which I 
referred, in this Account, is not co my purpofe. He 
aligns two reafons for this, of the force of which the 
reader will judge, after I have cited the paffage more at 
large, as follows. 'It was tbe unhappinefs of New­
, England and the adjoining parts, to be firft planted 
'. and inhabited by perfons who were gmeraily difaffeBed 
, to the church by law eftablifhed in England, and had 
, many of them taken refuge or retirement in thofe 
, part~, on account of their fuffering for non-confor­
, mity here at home. So that they fell there gemrally 
, into independent congregatiollS: And there' was no face 
" of rhe 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
C veral of the inhabitants of Bofron, did prevail with his 
, Majefty, that a church lhould be allowed in that town, 
, for the exercife of religion according to the church of 
, England, rowards the maintenance of: which, his late 

.. , Majelly King William was pleafed to 'fettle' an annual 
, bounty of one hllndred pounds a year, which is frill 
~ continued, and two minifrers are now fupported in it. 
, Several other ways of divilion and feparation did fo 

, much 
• - • 

• 



On the Charter and Conduct, &c. . . 
19 

C much obtain in other of our colonies and plantations, 
, that this made it more neceJTarj to think of providing 
( for a regular and orthodox mini!try to be rent and let­
( tied among!t them; to remove thofe prejudice5, un­
, der which the people generally laboured, and to pro­
, mote, as much as pojfible, all agreement illfait/; and 'wer­
, flip, in order to the recommending our' holy religion 
, to unbelievers *.' The gentleman's lirft objection 
again!t the argument which I drew ffom this paifage, 
relative to the defign of the Society, in fending miffio­
naries to New-England, is, That it exprllY Jpeaks, 110t 

of i1Jdependmt W IlJJY mzgrrgatioJls in Ne~o-England, btlt 
of other ways oj divi/toll alld Jeparatioll in other colonies, 
and therefore is 110thing to 111] purpoje t. Now if that part 
of the paffage, which I before quoted in form, does not 
fpeak exprefiy of New-England, or of independent, or 
any other congregations bere; yet furely the gentleman 
will not deny, but that as it is here more largely cited, 
it fpeaks exprefiy of there alfo. Let the reader review 
the former part of it, if he doubts.' The gentleman's 
othe'r objection is thus expreffed. 'Befides, that (IS 
, much agreel11C1lt as pojfible, in faith aild worjhip, might. 
, be far left than a general conformity to tbe cburch of Eng-
( land; which it might be impo.JJible to obtain, &c.' t 
How very acute and fubtle a way of rearoning is this? 
Becaufe it might in faft be found impo.JJible, or impraEli­
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 jujl fo 
much as, and 110 more thal" was poffible! Nothing but 
making the trial, and ieeing the event, could !hew them 
whether it was, or was not po.JJible, to effect a general 
uniformity of religion in thefe colonies. Surely this 
might be in their view and deugn, while it remained, as 
it !till remains; doubtful, whether it be praCticable 0[' 

not. And the expreffion ured in the paffage aforefaid. 
to promote, as much as pojfible, all agreement in faith a/ld 

" Account, p. 10, I I. 
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worfhip, moil: naturally conveys the fenfe which I put 
upon it; efpecially when the words immediately pre­
ceeding, are confidered a regular and orthodox 1niniJlry 
to be Jent and Jettled amongft them, 10 remove thoft preju­
dices under which the people generally laboured, and to 
premote, &c. And does not this plainly relate, nor 
only to other ways of divifion and jcparalion in other 
colvnies; but alfo to the way of the New-Englanders, 
who, as it was before obferved, were generally difa.lfetled 
to the church, and Jell generally into indepClldent congrega­
tions? It can not be reafonabl y dou bted. 

Btfi~e~, Dr. Bearcroft, the fecretary of the Society, 
and Vl;'ho is fuppoled to have been thoroughly initiated 
into all its myfteries, does in effect avow this defign 
which I am fpeaking of, in his fermon before the Socie­
ty, publifhed by its order. He laments, that though 
the government in New-England had indeed taken care 
for God's publick worJhip, and eretling fchool! for ;bc edu­
cation of youtb; yet this was not according 10 the trlle or­
thodox principles of the church of England. And, afrer 
fpeaking of their charity in attempting to bring back 
their brethren in America to good manners, &c. how does 
he glory in ie, that ' the word of God mightily grows 
, and prevails in New.England, according to the liftlr­
'gy ?' Both the conduct of the Society's miffionaries 
herr, and many of their letters publiflled in the /lbflratls, 
clearly {hew that they confider it as one principal part 
of their buGnefs, in compaffing fea and land, to make 
projelytes from among us. And though it were allowed, 
that the Society had it really much at heart, that we 
ibould be convinced and reclaimed, and all become epifco­
palians; yet it would not be eafy to ibew what methods 
they could have ufed, more adapted to, and more clearly 
declarative of, fUC(l a deugn, than thofe which they 
have actually taken. Neither Mr. Apthorp, nor my very 
cal/did (N. England) Examil1er, fa far as;1 can at prefent 
. recollect, pntendt'd to difown that the Society attually had 
this deugn; bU[ feemed rather to juftify ie, as what the 
Society had a right to attempt, if not by the moft 0b­
vious fcope of th~~ ~harterJ yet by vir~ue of t~e dif-

creuonary 
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cretionary power therein granted. And it is well known 
that many epifcopalians among us, have affined this 
to have been one primary, original defign of the In!H­
tmion; being, as I fuppofe, afhamed eithl'r to deny a 
thing fa manifeft, as that the Society were aCtu:lIly en­
deayouring to accomplilh it, or that they had not good 
authority to do fo, by their charter. 

Now, can it be fuppored that my Ztilkl10W11 Anf..verer's 
affertions, that· the Society have not been endeavouring 
to promote a general contormity 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, flam the llIjlru[/iol1s aforefaid, from Dr. 
Bearcroft's ferman, from the praCtices of the milluna­
ries, and their letters to tre Society, by which it ap­
pears that they look on the making profdytes, as a ma­
terial part of thdr bufinefs, if not the greateft of their 
merit? In fuch a cafe as this, the atfeition of an un­
known perfon will not be fufficienr with impartial men. 
Nothing than of the Society's direer, formal difavowal 
of fuch an intention, is fufficient to over-balance the 
joint evidence of it, refulting from all circumftances. 
And indeed, this evidence is fa ftrong, that I do not be­
lieve they will ever rilque any part of their reputation, 
by declaring that they have nor had this, at Ie aft partly 
in their vkw, in fending fo large a proportion of their 
millonaries into New-England. 

. -- But the gentleman, after mentioning fomething which 
Dr . John/on and Mr. Beach have 'faid- upon this fllbjeer, 
adds, that a very reJpectable mijfionary ufes the following 
words, in a paper Jtot printed, but which he hath feen, 
viz. ' I believe very few inftances, if any, can be pro­
, duced of any millonaries beginning with any diffenrer, 
, with a view of reclaiming him to the church. J have 
, long known the affairs of the Sociecy, and know of 

, 'no fuch inftance if.' - -The paper here cited, and {aid 
• not to be prillted, is doubtlefs the fame that was publifh­
cd in Bollon fome time ago, under the title of A letter 

.. An/ p. 15. 
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to a friend, containing a fhort vindica/fon of the Society, 
/!!lc. By 011e of its Members; and annexed to a rather 
Plore virulent performance, ,called, by a ufual catachrefis, 

, A candid Exam;nation: For the p!lifage ~hich the gen­
tleman .cites, is in page 82 of that ;ilbufive pamphlet. 
Whoever the very refpectable ,milIionary was, that wroce 
that Letter, it feems he had too much regard for his re­
putation, to prefix his name to, or fubfcribe jt, when 
publifhed here. My remarks upon it, and particularly 
UpO(l this paffage, may be feen by thofe who think it 
worth while, in my Defence of the Obftrvations, Sea. 
12; where there is a brief accoqnt of Mr. commiffary 
Pri~e.'s managements, in order to b).lild up the church 
of England at Hopkinton. It is really aftonifhing that 
any gend,eman will pretend to fay, the miffionaries do 
not endeavour t,o make profe)ytes from our churdies; 
though it would not be ftrange if they were, if poffible, 
even more folicitous than they are, to conceal the mean 
,and fcandalolls methods which they fometimes take to 
that end, and, I believe, not feldom. The aforefaid 
commiifary's behaviollr is a ~agrant example. And 
fince pllbli1hing thac account, I have received fuch fur­
ther informations as render it almoft impoffibJe not to 
believe, that the Society knew fomething of that lln­
happy man's vile conduct, even when they confirmed 
him a,s a miillonary at Hopkinton; though I can truly 
fay, it gives me great pain to make a fuppofition, 
which appears fo highly difhonolln~ble to that venerable 
body. ' 

Let me now add, upon good allthority, though not 
upon my own knowledge, that otlm New· England 
miillonaries have received, not to fay coumd, to their 

, commllnion, perfons under cenfllre in our churches 
for their diforderly and unchriftian practices, before and 
without any fatisfacrion given: And that being applied 
to, and expoftlllat~d with by tbe congregational mi­
nitters of thefe churches, thofe miffionaries have an­
fw,ered to this elfecr, that ·they received thefe perfons as 
never having belonged to, or been fllbjecr to the difci­
pline Ofl any cbriJiia1z churches; they confidering us as 
, 
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very little, if at all better than mere heath.ens. One 
of thofe zealous miffionaries, as I am credibly informed, 
went to preach to tome people at a clift,lIke·, who were 
inclining to the church of England, but ftill commonly 
attended'the public worlhip and ordinances in our way: 
But there being no epifcopal church then in the tf)wn 
where they lived, the congregational minifter and people 
very readily obliged them, on this occaGon, with the 
ufe of the Meetil1g-haufe, in which that miffionary ac­
cordingly preached. On his taking leave of them, to· 
make a fuitable return for the civility (hewn him and 
to difcover what Jpirit he 'Was of, he advifed thofe people 
by no means any more to attend the public worlhip with 
difi'enters, as they had hitherto done; but rather to tar­
ry at home upon the Lord's day, when there was no 
epifcopal miniiter to preach to them. If I am called 
upon, 1 intend to menrion 1Iames; and give a more par­
ticular narrative of thefe tranfactions. If thefe are real 
facts, can it be pretended that the millionaries do not 
endeavour to make profdytes from our churches? or cal) 
it be thought ftrange, if we are much difgufted at tuch 
uncharitable and unahrifrian behaviour toward us? 

The gentleman di!1ikes what I faid of the church newly 
fet up at Cambridge; particularly, that fcam 1m falJli­
lies in that taWJl tljl/ally attend the jer-vice of tbe churel,. 
This was ftridly true; and I chailenge any per/on to 
mention more fuch families, on penalty of his being 
publicly expofed. But then the gentleman fays, , it 
, was reprelented to the Society that 50 families in the 
, town and 11ekhbourhood were dcGrous to attend it *.) 
He fpeaks to the fame purpoie ref~eaing the number of 
petitioners to the Society, in other places, in oppofition 
[0 wlm I.intimated. And indeed I have reafon to think, 
it has been the common way, to gtt as many names as 
pomble to the petitions It-DC heme; the names of ptr­
fons living at 20 or 30 miles diftance from the propored 
feat of the millions; and of fome, who lived in towns 
where there were already epifcopal minifiers; as in the 
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dirty affair of commiffary Price at' Hopkinton: So 
that the Society has been greatly impofed ori, 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, 

I. the cafe was briefly and plainly 'this. There were five 
,! or fix gentlemen of figure, each of whore income, it is 
! commonly fllppofed, was fo large, as to have admitted 
! of his maintaining a d()1J1eJlic chaplain; there not being as 

many more epifcopalian families in that town. Thofe 
gentlemen ufe:d fometimes to come to Bollon to church, 
in their coaches or chariots; at others, to attend the pub­
lic w~ralipin the congregational church in Cambridge, 
I prefume without bur/il1g their cOfljcicHces by doing fo. 
;But preferring the church of England, for what reaions 
1 will not guefs, leO: I lhollid not hit right, they were de- . 
firous to have a church buiir, and a miffionary fixed 
there. Subfcribers were to be procu~ed; and, very op­
portunely, there was a difagreemenc in a neighbouring 
town *, about the place of fetting up a new Meeti1Jg­
Houfe: This difference was the means of procuring 
{orne; where or who the reft wer~, I know nor. But 
I am well informed, whatever was reprefented [0 tpe 
Society, that [here are not commonly at that church, in 
the wimer fearon, more'than 20 perJons, fometimes not 
more than J 0; and in the (ummer, not more than 30 
or 40, except upon fame extraordinary occafions. If I 
am mifinformed in any of thefe poinrs, I am willing, 
and even ddirous to be fet right: 1f not, let the world 
judge,' whether fixing a church and miffionary at Cam~ 
bridge, one ofrhe moll: antient towns of New-England, 
and .within about a quarter df a mile of (he congrega.­
tional meering-houfe, is conformable' to the true intent 
of the Society's charter; or whether, fuppoung them 
to be apprifed of the true fiate and circllmfiances of 
things, the r continuing to {upport a millonary there, 
would not difcover a dejign dilterent from that, which 
this g(:ndeman would have lls think the trlle anq only 
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one a defign to encourage, ftrengthen and increafe a 
party. 

The gentleman thinks I had no juft cJufe fJr faying, 
that the epiJcopalians affect to reproacb liS ullder the lltllm: 

of independents. He fays Mr. Neal, himfelf an iiId<·· 
pendent, calls us fo ; that it is ' proper, and not reproach­
, flll at all t.' Whate\'er Mr. Neal might be, or fay, 
our churches have all along difowned that title. Their 
platform of church difcipline expreOy dilclaims it t. And 
while we declare our di(like of it, we may well confider 
it as a term of contempt and reproach, at leaft as it is 
often ufed by epifcopalians. But enough of th:s. 

I fee no reafon, from any thing this gentleman has faid 
in feveral pages II, to change my opinion about the mo­
tives which generally ind uce people among llS, to go 
over to the church of England: And I know who, and 
what fort of pei-fons they are, at leaft as well as be can 
be fuppofed to do. However, I never denied, .!:lUC 

that fame of them could truly plead cOilfcimce in the 
cafe. He fays I extend the poffibility of this no further 
tban to allow, that there may be fame tl,higs or cirm/ll­
jta/zceJ (in our 'way of worlhip, &c., which tbey cm:not 
entirely acquiefce in or approve of. This language I made 
ufe of, as being in elfet1 the fame that the pl'e[cnt Arch. 
billiop of Canterbury ufed in his fermon bt'f()re the So­
ciety, as quoted by Mr. lipthorp. For one thing which 
he fummoned bis Grace to bear teflimollY to, \yas, that 
in the leaft exceptionable of our chriftian a(femblies, 
there were jome things '{;)l;icb the conjcimccs of m{/ny could 
1101 ' acquiefce in.' See Conjiderntions, London Edit. 
p. 162. The gentleman fays, , Without maintaining 
.' they [the people of New- England 1 have 110 go/pe/mi­
, l1i/lcl's, 01' jacramm!s, or ordinmlces, or cburcbcs, we 
, may apprehend, whether juH ly or not, is not to be 
, now difputed, that epifcopacy is of apofiolical infii. 
~ tlltion, &c.' Ie is true, they liIay apprehend fo; for 

• 

t P. 17· 
t See the atteftation to Dr. C. Matbir's Ratio dijCijlinaf fi atrllm Nov­

Ang/arum. 
~ P; 18 ' ~z. 

what 



, 

, , 

, • I 

, 

A flCOl1d Defence if the Obfervations 

what are not people capable of fuppofing, howe\'er 
groundJefs. He adds, , We may apprehend that after 
, the ceafing of extraordinary fpiritual gifts, forms of 
, prayer were alfo ufed, more or lefs, throughout the 
, church of Chrift, and are needful for the obfervanee 
, of the fcripture rule, Let all things be done decently 
, and in ,order.' This a/fo they mayapprehel1d. But if 
thofe extraordinary gifts ceafed as early as Dr. Middleton, 
and many others fuppofe, 1 prefume the gentleman can 
bring no proof, that forms of prayer were introduced 

, from that time, or even till long afterward. As to the 
'fcripture rule which the gentleman fpeaks of, refpeCl:ing de­

cency and order; if forms of prayer may be fuppofed to 
come under it, fo as to beneedfitl for the obfervance thereof; 
why may not the fign of the crofs alfo? Why may not 
fqllare caps, or any ulages in the worfbip of God, which 
fanciful men think conducive to order anel decency? 
Where will people Hop in introducing their own inven­
tions, in this lax way of expounding fcripture rules? 
or what bounds will be fet to their cenforioufnefs, if they 
allow themlelves to cenfure thofe, who decline the u(e of 
any uninftituted modes and forms, which they conceive 
to be decent and orderly? 1 am, indeed, myfelf far 
from being zealous againft all forms of prayer, as fuch; 
but to furpore they are neceJfary, that God cannot be 
ordtrlyand decently worfilipped without them, or that 
it is finful to decline them, is highly llnreafonable and 
fuperftirious. 

I I do not think myfelf concerned particularly to con­
lider the feveral call(es, to which the gentleman afcribe5 
the growth of th~ church of England among u~. He 
mentions ant', however, ,which I cannot but take a cur­
fory notice of. He fays, that when the epifcopalians 
among us were attacked and reproached for their religiolls 
princip!ef-, it was natural that the)'jhol!ld e1ldeavour to de,­
fe1ld thcmfelves, and procure foch b~oks as wo,dd enable them 
'10 do it better. He immediately adds; , Some of the 
, more etmdid and il1qtlijitive among the prefbyterians and 
, congregationalilb adventured £0 hear their' defences, 
, a~d [0 read their amhors; were convince~ by-them, 

, and 
, 

.. 
'. 

, 



012 the Charter and COllduC!, &c. 27 

, and became churchmen t.' So, that according to 
this gentleman, the profelytes to the church of England 
here, have been fame of our mofl candid, inquijiti't,c and 
booki/h men; fuch as have taken rhe moll: pains to un­
derftand the merits of the controverfy! Doubtlefs he 
takes his information in this refpect, from the good 
miffionaries, who had a rigllt to fpeak as they thought. 
I have the fame right; and accordingly declare, from 
what I have obferved, that I fuppore very few inquifi­
tive perrons, or ftudiers of this controverfy among us, 
have become churchmen in confequence thereof: Some 
fuch there may have been; bur, I believe, there pro­
fdytes have much more generally been young and 
thoughtlefs perfons; the volatile and unftable; ruch as 
had but a very moderate ihare of underftanding, or but 
little [obriety; and who hardly ever read a book in their 
lives, really with a view to inform themfelves about the 
true ftate of this controverry -But it is not worth while 
to difpute about fuch things as do not, in their nacure, 
I1dmit at a decifion on either fide; efpecially .cuch as 
have little relation to the prefent argument. 

Wlwrefol'e, 
To come directly to the mai,n point; the gentleman 

acknowledges' that the cafe of the New-Eilglaild epif 
, copal/alls, is not particularly de1Cribed and provided for 
, in the [Society'sJ charter t.' I conclude he means, 
what is certainly true, that the charter does not expreOy 
make ,provifion for fupplying with cpifcopal minHters, 
perfons in fuch circumfrances 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 ancl ordinances, after the 
prefbyterian or congregational mode. I cannot Cuppofe 
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 confeqllence: For neither is any other parti-

t P. 22. t p, 23. 
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cuJar colony, or country, or the people therein, thus 
provided fur in exprefs terms. But then the thing in­
fifted on, as I conceive with great reafon, is, that though 
the charter dots not diftinguilh the colonies by name, 
faying that the epifcopalians in this or tbat, lhould be 
provided for, but not thofe in otbers; yet it is fa exprelf­
ed, as to amounr co the fame thing. For it defcribes the 
reJigious circumftances of thofe places and people, which 
were co be relieved, as deftitute of the adminijlration of 
God's word and jacraments, &c. Now, if the epifcopa­
lians in fome of the' pldnta'tions are aeruaJly in fuch a 
flate; but thofe in ochers of them, whether the New­
England col6nits, 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
tion; or any jut!. conjlruflion; That the New-England 
epifcopajians were not in fuch a deftitpte condition, is 
evident: Nor can this gentleman confiftently fay they 
were, Whatever he may think about the apoftolic in­
ftitution 'of epifcopacy, or the antiquity and urefulnefs of 
licurgies; yet he does not fpeak of thefe, as elfential to 
the being of chriftian churches: He has far too much 
candor and good fenfe, to fuppore them (0. And fpeak­
ing of us congfegationali!ls, he fays exprel1y, ' Without 
., maintaining chat they have no goJPelminijlers, or Jacra­
., tnei1!S, or ordillances, or churcbes, we may apprehend, 
'&c.' We have a right to confider this as a conceffion 
from him, that though ~e rejeer epifcopacy, the liturgy, 
and peculiar rites and ufages of the church of England, 
yet we have ftill truly goJPel millijlers, jacrammts, ordi­
nances alld churches. And if fo, no perfoos inhabiting 
thef:: parts, whether epifcopalians or ochers, can juftl y be 
laid to lack, Wall! or to be demtute thereof; and for that 
reafon, ' in danger of falling into athei[m or Midelit)I, or 
popijh juperflilio1t and idolatry.- So, chat by. his own con­
eeffion, it appears that the charter makes bo provifion, 
whether exprefly or implicitly, for fupporting epifcopal 
miffionaries in theCe parts, for the fake of rhe few epiC­
cop:llians living among us. 

The gentleman, 'having acknowledged that the cafe of 
the 

, 
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the New-England epifcopalians is not pm'limiarly drft"ibe~ 
and provided Jor in the charter, endeavours to guard agai"ll: 
any ufe that might be made of this conceqion, to the pre­
judice of his argument; which is not ftrange. Bm I a 
little wonder at the method he has taken, to this end: 
For he immediately fubjoins .. ' But (0 neither is the 
, cafe of any other Indians, than fuch as are the King's 
, !ubje[fs, and people living in his plantatiolls alld colollies; 
, for to thefe only the letter of the clwter extends, &c.' 
And yet the gentleman fays, I am fo Jar jrom blamillg the 
SOciel)' for applying part of tJ.leir benejafliol1s to the injJruc­
lions of fuch Indians as on£v border Oil bis Majejl)"s domi­
llio1l5, that I blame them greatly for iJut app6'iilg liIore of 
it (them) to that ufe. He goes on to argue, that the 
cafe of the N. England epi(copalians may much mcre be 
looked on as comprehe1lded wilbin the intmtioil o/the char­
ter, than the cafe of the bordering Indians t. But there 
cafes are by no means (0 nearly parallel, as they are fup­
pofed to be, by this way of reafoning. For though nei­
ther thefe epifcopalians, our thofe Indians, are iii terms 
provided for, or even mentioned in the charrer, in which 
refpeB: they are on the fame focting, yet the Indians 
very fairly, and moil: obviouG y come within the intent of 
it; but the others do not. The Indians are unquell:io­
nably deftitute of God's word and facra/ileilts; many of 
thof~ only bordering on our colonies, have actually pro­
fe{fed themfdves, and been for a long time treated with, 
as the King's }ubjeas; and bdidcs, the charter expreGy 
authorizes the Society to ufe their belt endeavours to pro­
pagate the f,ofpel il1 thoft parts, where the King has any 
plantations, &c. Which cldufe has all along, and on all 
hands, been confidcred as having a fp~ciaJ reference to 
the Indians, not only within the limits of the Britilh co­
lonies, but bordering on [hem. There is then, no rOom 
for doubt, but that the Soj~ty act conform,ibly, not only 
to the true defign, but even to the exprefiiolJ of the char­
ter, in uung means in order to tllt-ir converfion: Since 
though thefe Indilns themfelves are not parcicularly men-

or Ibid. 
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tioned, yet their cafe is exptelly provided for. This is 
not applicable to the epifcopalians among us: Neither 
thC1l1fllvcs are mentioned, nor their caft provided for, ei. 
ther exprelIy, or by juft implication; they not being de­
£liMe of the adminiftrati6I1 of God's word and ordinan. 
ces. And, indeed, this gentleman, in order to vindi­
cate the Society in fending .tnilIionaries to them, is forced 
to have recolirfe to the plea of a large difcretionary power 
vefted in them; fa large, as to allow of their making 

. alterations in their inflittttion: For thiS pofition of Mr. 
Apthorp he endeavours to palliate and defend t. He fays, 
, the rules of law require that grants of princes, and par­
, ticularly grants in fwour of religion, be interpreted as 
, liberally as thiY may be t.' Agreed: But frill it may be 
doubted, whether it is not to interpret this particular gram 
more liberally than may [julHy] be, to fuppofe the Society 
empowered to alter their inftitution, and to makepro.vifion 
for [hofe, for whom the charter makes none. And having 
recourfe to this argument, 1hews a confcibufnefs, at leafl: 
that fuch a condua: is not eafily and 1zalurally reconciled 
with the charrer: For if it were, furely the defenders of 
the Society would not plead for (0 extraordinary a power, 
or [0 very liberal a way of interpretation. Befides, this 

. is really prejudicial, noc advantageous to religion, infa • 
. ' -vor of which, as is hinted, the charter was granted • 

. The gentleman himfelf does noc appear to be intirely 
{atisned with this, which he calls an argument it fortiori. 
He therefore attempts, in the next place, to juftify the 
Society, as to thefe miffions, by the very expreffions of 
the original charter; referring to a c1aufe of which, he 
fays, • Now muft not they who lack fupport for ruth 
" minillers, as they can with a g~od confcience attend, wfl.iz.~ 
, the admillijlratio1t oj God' J word mId jacral11ents, &c.' t 
This he applies to the New-England epifcopalians, ,iii 
order to bring them within the defign of the charter. Se­
veral things were faid upon this point, Brft in the ObJer~ 
'Vations, and then in the Defence of them. Let it now be 
further remarked, that if thefe epifcopalians could pro;, 
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perly be faid to lack the adminiftration of God's word and 
facraments, they would come, not only within the deCign, 
but, in fome fort, within the letter of the charter; finee 
it expre.fly providts for fueh of his Majefty's fubjeCts in 
the colonies, as lack the admilzijlration, &c. Whereas the 
gentleman, before, Jeemed at Jeaft to allow, that the char­
ter did not make proviGon for the cafe of thefe people. 
But not to infiil: on this conceffion at prefent, I think 
thefe people cannot b~ properly (lid to wallt the admini­
ftration, &c. upon his own fuppofition, but to declbze 
and diJapprove of it. For he does not deny, but that we 
have gofpel1llil1ijicrs, facranzcnts, ordiiUmces and churches 
here; of which they might enjoy the benefit, in ·common 
with their chriil:ian brethren, if they chofe to do fo. How 
then could the epifcopalians among us, though there were 
no epifcopal churches here, be properly laid, in the gene­
ral terms of the charter, to wallf, or beK, the adminilha- , 
tion of God's word and facraments ? If [here had been 
any thing in the charter, to (hew that it meant the admi­
niftration of God's word, &c. according to rill particu­
lar ufage of the church of Englan'.l, in oppo!ition to, or 
diftinction from, all other proteftant churches, as wdl as 
that of Rome; it is readily acknowledged, that this rea­
foning would be good. But this is not the cafe. What 
may be juftly faid of thefe epifcopalians, is, that they dif 
like, and therefore will not attend on, the adminiitration 
of God's word and lacrament, in our way; which is quiee 
a different thing from faying, that they 'want, or are de­
j!itllte thereof: The difference is as great, as between -;; 
man's lacking daily food, and refujillg that which is before 
him, becaule it is not cooked and diDled lip a Itl mode', 
or in a manner to pleafe his fancy .. 

To fay that the epifcopalians here, cannot with a good 
cOl1fcience atcend lIpon our minifl:~rs and their adminilir,:~ 
tions; and therefore that they wail! the admini(hation of 
God's word and facrJ.t11rm" is by no me·IOS fati"faCl:ory. 
As (0 (he faCt itfelf, that they Clnnot in cOil[cimce attend 
upon them; 1 do not believe there is one in an hundred of 
thern, whn ha~ evu" dec\'ared, or that will firiolljl), decI,lre, 
that he thinks itjillful t~l do [0. They may generally, i!l 

thm 

• 

• 



32 A ficrmd Difmce if/he Obfervations 

,their judgment, be it right or wrong, prefer the WOI fhip 
and communion of the church of England to ours; and 
,therefore think themfelves bound in c(;njcimcc. when both 
are in their power, ufually to attend the former, as more 
for their edification. This they may be fuppoftd to do, 
.and in that refpeCt be ju~ifiable in their conformity to [he 
church of England, though it were allowed that they do 
not think it abfolutely unlawful or criminal to worfhip in 
our way, or to have'communion with us in chriftian or~ 
dinances; and could therefore do fo with a good cOllfciencc, 
if the're 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 cOI1Jcicllce do this: 
But of the far greater part of them, I have not fo ilJ an 
opinion. N or have J 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 moil: for their 
edification: Which is a very different thing from fup­
poling ours abfolutely unlawful and finful, 

If! am right in what I have here fuggefted, this argu­
ment, drawn from c01tfcie11cc; is of no force, being ground­
ed on a falle fuppofition. But allowing that thefe epifco­
pali~ns are generally fo fimple, bigotted or fuperftitious, 
that they cannot with a good confcimce attend upon God's 
word and facraments with us, as this gentleman feems to 
fuppore; thollgh they may be real objecrs of pity and 
compaffion, it appears nct that they have any right to 
expect relief from the Society , their caie" tiot being pro­
vided for in the charter, nor coming within the general 
ddign of the Inftitmion: Which, plainly, was not the 
affiltance of proteftants of any particular' denomination, 
.Iiving fcattercd among grearer nllmbers of other prote­
il:.lOts, where provilion was made for the fupport of mi­
nifiers, and the adminiflration of God's word and ordi­
nances; but OI:£V for perfons deftitute of thefe advantages~ 
The SCortifll Society is of (he two lefs Ii mitted by its 
charter, than t!:is in England. And yet if that Society 
iliollld annually expend perha.ps a third part of thdr 
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revenue, in fupporting, I will not now add, incrcnji!lg, the 
prefbyrerian party, in thofe plantations where the, wor­
iliip of God is duly provided for, according to the 
church of England, and proportionably neglect people 
who were actually deftitute of God's word and f.1cra. 
ments in every proteftant form; epifcopalians would, 
without doubt, univerfally exclaim .againft this, as an 
abufe' alld mifapplication of their charitable fund; and 
as difcovering too great a fondne(~ for a party or parti­
cular feet of proteftants. Thdr pleading that the pre[. 
byterians, provided for by them, could not with a good 
cOl!fcience acquiefce in, ot conform to the church of Eng­
land, would, I am perfuaded, be of very little weight 
with epifcopalians. Nor can any man !hew why this 
way of reafoning is not as juft, when applied to the 
cpifcopal Society in England, as when applied to the 
prefbyterian Society in Scotland. The church of Eng­
land is no more the eftablilhed religion in one plm of 
Britain, than the kirk is in the other; King William 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 prefuyterian, as for an epifcopal So­
ciety, only the names and titles of the Grantees being !=han­
ged, though fome of thefe were aC1:ually prefuyterians. 
Nor does it appear that the Grantqr had it any more in 
his royal intention, that epifcopalians in fuch circumftan­
ces as are here fuppofed, fhould be provided fo~, than 
that prefbyterians {bould, in the like circumftances. 
From whence it may be concluded, that he either defign­
cd both, orneither: Let this gentleman make his choice, . 

But if there are numbers of epifcopalians among us, 
who cannot with a good cOl1/dmce hold communion witll 
our churches in gofpel ordinances, it may be aiked, 
What is to be done? is there no regular way of relief for 
them? I anfwer, the fame and no other than there 

. would be for prefbyterians or congregadonalifts in the 
like caCe. If their numbers and abilities are fuch, that 
they can fupport epifcopal minifters for themfelves, they 
not only have a right, but ought to do it. Or if they 
can make fuen repreCentations of their ear~, which, on 
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the 'aforefaid fllppolition, is re?.Ily an unhappy one, as 
to induce charitable people, ,in 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; they muft patiently fub­
mie to the providence of God, who has placed them in 
fuch circumftances; waiting, either till more light removes 
their miftakes and prej udices, or till their numbers and 
abilities are f~lfficiently increafed, to fupport fuch mini­
fiers as they chufe to have. A 'Society incorporated for 
different purpofes, not for the fupp~rt of any particular 
protefrant feCI:, as fuch, has no right to provide for them, 

, to the negleCl: of fuch perfons as are indifputably the pro-
per objects of their inl1itution.' I 

But the gentleman, after obferving that the Society was 
incorporated, primarily, to prevent the King's fUbjeCl:s 
falling into atheifm or infidelity, or into popiJh /uperjlitiol1 
and idolatry, fays,: , Now doth not the Dr. think the 
',epifcopalians, ~when they have no minifters in 'whofe 
, miniftrations they can acquiefce, mllft qe gricvouj/y 
, liable to the one or the other '*?' Upon which let me 
obferve, as to thofe who are epifcopalians upon prin­
ciple, or thoCe people fpoken of by this gentleman, 
who 'Cannot with a good eOllfcienee wodhip God with us; 
that they mull be fuppofed, at leaft by epifcopalians, to 
'be converfant in the holy fcriptures, ferious believers of 
them, devout worlhippers of God in their houfes, an,d 

,real, practical chriftians. Now fuch perfons as theCe, 
perfons of fo tender a eon/timee, cannot furely be thought 
in any imminent danger of apoftatizing into atheiJm or 

; i'ifidelity;' efpecially as they have the common-praJcr-book 
, ,to affil1 them in their daily private dS!votions, and other 
, pious books, not to fay the Bible, to read and meditate 

'on. Can fuch chrifl:ians as thegentl~man fuppofes our 
epifcopalians to be, and living in a chriftian land, where 

, the public wor111ip of God is upheld, ,be grievoujly liable 
to tllrn atheifts or infidels, even though they cannot ac­
quie[ce in our way of worlhip? I think not; and there-

. . , . 
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fore, -that the New England millions 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 chrifHans as he has all along 
fuppored them; or fay that they have fa little knowledge 
or fobriety, that they are already on the brink of infide-
lity and atheifm; fa that being without ruch miniilers 

, as they can attend, they would "be grievotifly liable foo[1 
to plunge into that horrible gulph. This would be, for 
the fake of his logic, grievoufly to reproach thofe, whore 
caufe he is pleading. Be6des, if they are fuppored t-o 
be fuch a profligate fort of people, and fa void of COlt­
jcience, the argument which he draws from their fup~ 
pored cOl1fcielltious non-compliance with our way of wor­
fhip, would be at once overthrown: It would defiroy 
itlelf, by its own inconfifiency; and, indeed, taken any 
way, his reafoning is felf-repugnanr. 

But fame of thele good, confcientious people, it is faid, 
are grievouOy liable, if not to atheifill and infidelity, yet 
to popijh !uperflitiolz and idolatry. 'Particularly,' adds 
the gentleman, ' muft not thofe of them be in great, 
C danger of popery who, as he [mcanillg myfelf] tells us, 
c prefer that to the worl11ip at the prevailing party in 
, New England t?' Let me obferve, that I did not 
fuppafe there was a great number of epifcopalians here, 
fa deeply prejudiced againft us, or who think fa favour­
ably of the mafs. Suppofing there may be '].0 or go 

. fuch perrons in New England, (,cateered over a couniry 
of 3 or 400 miles in 'exttnr, can this be thought a fub­
ftantial rearon f0r fupporting 20 or 30 rniffions here, at a­
great expenee? efpecially when it is confidered, that 
there are bere no popilh priefis or em:lfaries known of, 
further to pervert and to confirm them papifis; but 
many people to dilfwade them from thofe errors, and all 
worldly motives on the other fide. There is no rearon 
to think that the Society ever had the .cafe of theiC New 
England higbjlyers in their mind, or confequently, thac 
they have fent the more ,mill1onaries hither on their ac· 
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count. And if not, this cannot be properly ufed as al1 
, argument to juftify their fending them. I. can hardly 

thini). the gentleman is in earneft, or thinks it a folid 
bne. He Jeems to have laid hold on what I have faid of .. 

, fame few of the more bigotted epifcopalians among us, 
(whether he believed it or not, I cannot tell) as a plau­
fible pretext for fupporting millions here. But the So~ 

. dety have apparently acted upon different principles, with 
other views and motives; not to ,keep the people of New 
England from tLirning rOilZaJZ catholicks, deijlJ and atheifts; 

, (of all which there now is and eV,er was MUCH LESS 

'DANGE R than of the people of ,London doing fo,) but 
to fup,port 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 poJlible, alZ agreement in 
, faith and 'lIJorjh/p.' . ' 

Let me add, that this plea of conJciC11ce, as it has of 
late years been ufed by the defenders of the Society's nu-

,rnerous miffions in thefe parts, is the lefs fatisfaCtory up­
on tbis account: There would, in all probability, have 
been hardly any of thefe Jcruptllotls people among us at 
this day, had it not been for the Society; and if the 
millions 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 :i handful of thefe people, as one may fay, in 
all New England, {boula cherifil their difcontent, and, 
by their conduct at leaft, encourage them in their pre .... 
judices againft us, and afford them affiftance, till their 
numbers became much mure confiderable: And then 
avail themfelves of thufe prejudices, to juftify their' nu­
merous millions here, under a notion that there are many 
people among us, who cannot with a good conJcience wor­
!hip God with us, and who are, for lh~t reafon, grie~ 
oufly liable, without epifcopal millionaries, to become 
atheijls, i11fidels, or roman-catholicks? It may poffibly de­
ferve to be confidered, I fay it with much refpeCl: and 
deference to that venera lJle bodY3 whether it would not 

. - - - - -- - - - . have 
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have well become the Society, when applic,ltioos were 
firft made to them for mimooaries by people here, to 
hint to them, that their oppo.lition to Qur way of wor­
fuip might be too great; that they had better be COn­
tent with it, till they fhould be fufficiently numerous and 
able to fupport minifters themfdves, more agreeable to 
their principles and inclinati;~ns ; that many other people 
frood in much greater need of the Society's charitable 
care and affiftance, being either frill in a frate of heathen­
jfm, or wholly deftitute of the adminiftration of God's 
word and ordinances in allY proteftant way; and that 
.thertfore it ought not to be taken unkindly, if their 
requefts were not complied with. Had fame luch me­
thod been taken at firft, inftead of countenancing a party 
fpirit, the Society would have had much more money 
to expend in fupporting the worihip of God in places 

. deftitllte of it, and chriftianizing the Indians and Ne­
groes; and there probabiy would have been but few per­
fons among us at this day, but what could with a good 
c01ifciellce hold communion with us; in which they would 
be as elfeCl:ually guarded againft atheifm, infidelity and 
popery, .as in that of the church of England. But the 
Society have really contributed much towards ftrength­
ening prejudices againft us, and increafing this party; 
till their prejudices are grown to fuch an height, and 
their numbers are'fo confiderable, that a neCemty is how 
pleaded for continuing to give them large affiftance, to 
prevent th~ir becoming roman-catholicks, infidels or 
acheif1s; becaufe, it is faid, their cOIl/dences will not al­
low them to attend the adminHhation of God's word and 
facraments in our churches. In which W,ly of proceed­
ing ancl'reafoning, the more millions are efrabli{bed here 
the greater will probably be tbe demand for them; lince 
it is likely there will be f0me increafe of profiMr"s to the 
church, to fay nOJhing of irs incre;lf~ by natural, ordi­
dinar] g81leratiol1, and therefore more fuch tender COIZ­
jcieJZces to be conodered: Till, in p~ocefs of time, the 
Society's whole fund may be too little to fuppl] New 
England only with miffionaries; unle(s p~:,haps, by the 
epifcopll party's becoming a majority in thefe colonies, 
the church of England {bollld alfo become the cftabliflled 
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religion, and a common tax be'impofed by Jaw for the 
fupport of her clergy, f?as to rendet any further affift­
ancefrom' the Society unnecelfary, 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 meafure deprived, for the fake 
of the epifcopalians among us, a~ firft bur few, and thofe 
not, in any juft o~ proper fenfe, deftitute of the admini­
fl:ration of God's word and [;lcrament~. , 

,The gentleman fometimes argoes that the Society has 
formed no fuch ddign as I have lllppofed, from this cir­
cumftance, that they did not fend miffionaries carlier into 
New England, when there were but Je-w cbttrchpeople here, 
and eonfequently more need oj mijJionarics than afterwards, 
if making profelytes had been the pDint in view~. This 
is more plaufible than folid. They may be fu'ppofed to 
have had that defign before they fent miUionaries to 
profecute it; .waiting only for a favourable occafion and 
opening: It would have been a romantic, Don,§2Jiixoie 
enterprize, for them to fend miffionarie3' hither for that 
purpofe, before there were a number of people ready to 
receive and embrace them. They muft have fome foot­
jng, fame ground to jland 011, in order, by their mgincs 
aforefaid, to !hake this part of the earth; and they were 
not, I conclude, fuch {hangers to the art and principles 
of Archimedes, as to attempt it without. Nor does it 

, appear, but that the Society embraced the firlt opporcu­
nicy' that offered, to eftablilh millions here. It is, I 
think, fufficienrly plain, chat they had the defign afore­
faid, as early as, their Account was printed, 17oq. But 
even though it could be proved, that they had it not for 
feveral yeats after the firft miffions, it will not follow that 
they have not formed,it finee; being encouraged'by the 
increafe of the epifcopalian party here. And fuch a defign . 
might very plaufibly be carried on, under the notion of 
only providing for thofe epifcopalians, 'rho could, not with 
a good con(cimce attend on the adminiftration of God's 
word and .facramfnts in Ollr way. Butenough of this. 

From page 25 to 29 the gentleman fpeaks of ortho- ' 
doxy, heterodoxy and herefy, in oppofition to what I faid 

• 
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concerning the terms orthodox mi1lijJers, in the charter; 
which, I fuppofed, frand there in oppofition [0 Romijh 
priejls and ie/llits only; but he, it (eems, thinks G?':hodo),' 
miJzijlers can mean only thofe of the church of England, 
in oppofition to thofe of all other denominations, evm 
among proteftants. It is only from this fenfeof the terms, 
that he can deduce any confeguenees to the advantage of 
his eaufe. But he has'offer'd nothiilg in confirmation of 
it, which. appears to me of any weight; I am therefore 
content to fubmit this ma:ter to the judgment of our. im­
partial readers, without adding any- thing further upon it. 
But I cannot but take a brief notice of one or two perronal 
refleCtions on myfelf, in thif. part of b;.5 perfnrmance. He 
has, without grounds, and very unge\lerou(ly,repre(ent­
ed it as my opinion, that whoever diffints from me in any 
point relative (a chrifliallfaith, is all HERETIC*. And 
what a candid ufe he would make of this remark, appears 
from his words immediately following: ' His New Eng­
, land brethren, if indeed they will acknowledge bim for a 
, brother, are DESIRED to confider the cOnlCG.llenees of 

• 

, this way of thinking. WE bave 110t fo ler.r;;edChrijt.' 
Now, I am very far from thinking all thofe heretics or 
heterodox who dilTent f om me in (my point relative to . 
chriftian faith. I ·have never given the leaft: occafion for 
fuch an arperfion. There is, I believe, no profelTcd 
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 thofe 
who think differently, as heterodox or heretical; neither 

, of which opprobrious epithets is, in my opinion, pro?erly 
applied to any, but thofe who pertillaciotljly deny fome one 
or more of the moft plain, indifputable and important 
doCtrines o( the gofpel. It is thus, that I have teamed 
Chrijl, arid the fpirie of his religion. And whereas the 
gentleman intimates, that they of the church of England 
are not accufiomed to cenfLlre as heretkal, or rafhly to 
judge and condemn others; let the Alh{il/(ljian creed, and 
the cal10ilS of that church (according to many of which, 
people are' to be ipfo jaflo excommllniCa,red for mere 
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trifles) witners; how very unlucky he was in fetting up 
thofe of that communion, for patterns of chrifiian for­
bearance, or a catholic difpofition; unltfs to catholic we 
pie fix another epithet, very often joilled thtrtwich. In 
this, and feveral other places, the gentleman infinuates 
plainly enough, that I am an heretic myrtlf, and fo ac., 
counted by my brethren, if indeed they will at all acknow­
ledge me for a brother. This piece of fcandal was taken 
up, as 1 fuppofe, upon the credit of fome of rhe profli­
gate writers who have lately appeared againft me in New 
England. It is no honour to this gentleman to repeat 
it after them; nor would it be at all to his advantage if 
one were, from fueh palfages ollly as this, without con­
fideririg the general tenor of his wr;tir'g, to conjeClure 
how be himfelf has learned Chri;l. And thefe reproach­
ful innuendoes I take to be the lefs ingenuol!s, and more 
injurious, as coming from him, becaufl', if I have leceiv­
ed tmfraternal treatment from a few of my brethren, a~ 
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 moil: 
eminent bilhops and other divines of the church of Eng­
land, who were defpitefully treated as heretics by many 
of tbeir brethren; and whore names will be remembered 
with veneration, when thofe of their [fuppoleq] more 
orthodox revilers will either be forgotten thro~Jgh con­
tempt, or remembered with execration, like thofe of the 
Lauds and Sachevcrdls of former times. Thefe {Jerfonal 
refieClions of the gentleman, feem to me quite unworthy 
of his pen; efpeciaIIy fince I think them I.jnworthy of a 
more particular reply fron1 fo mean a one a~ mine. 

The gentleman blames me, in the page lait referred 
to, for intimating that ollr congregatiollal miniiters ge­
nerally adhere more clofdy to the doClrinal articles of the· 
church of Englllnd, than (-ven her own clergy do. • We 
~ can only deny the charge', fays he; • ~nd put him on 

. ~ the proof, as we do.' To which I !lull only fay at 
prefent, rIm I appeal for the truth of it, to the fermons, . 
&c. publilhed by them refpdl:ively; not thinking it 
worth while, by making large extracts from each to fwell 
this publication, in which I aim at brevity. 
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, In page 29 and go the ,gentleman fpeaks of Dr. Bray's 
. teftimony refpeCl:ing N. England, and of fame fuppofed 
mifreprefentations of the miffionaries here; endeavouring 
to invalidate what I faid upon thefe points. I am willing 
to leave our rea::lers to judge, withoUt adding any thing 
further upon them. In anfwer to what J intimated about 
the Society's continuing to fupport miffions in N. Eng- ' 
land, in places where the epifcopalians were able to main­
tain their own minifrers, the gentleman fays: ' NOlv 
, the Society hath always been defirous to know, when 
, any congregation became able to fupport it(elf withou!: . 
, ,their help If their friends have been too fiaw in giv-
, ing thrm inteliigm_e, which may have happened, and 
~ the Doctor will favour them wi:h any, which on in-
~ quiry /hall appear to be well grounded, they will both 
~ be thankful to him, and /hew the world that they are 
, far from wiilling to increafe the church party by pro-
~ fufe liberalities <f..' This is very candidly f.1id, and I 
take the gentleman at his word, thoUI2,h withoUt flatter­
ing myfelf, that I can ever merit the tbanks of that vene­
rable body, however ambitious I m:ly be of it. The 
people of the church of England in Newport on Rhode­
Inand, where the Society have long had a millonary, 
are numerous, and very wealthy. There are but few 
churches or cong~egations of any denomination in Ame­
rica, fo able to maintain a minill:er as this. I give this 
account upon good authority; and particularly upon the 
credit of a gentleman of principal dHtinction, belong;ng 
[0 th.lt congregation, who, !ince the publication of my 
Obfeyvatiol1S and former Defelice of them, gave me [his 
account in converfation. He alro frankly owned, that 
he looked on the Society's continuing to (uppon a mi­
nifrer for them, at Newport, as an evident mif.lpplication 
of their charity; and not the only one of the kind, in 
New-England. Without fpeaking at prefent of any of 
the epifcopa\ congregations in ConneCticlIt, let me jult 
ob[erve, that the good people of Chrifl' s Church in Bo!l:on, 
though not fa rich qr numerous as thofe of the church at 
Newport, are yer, without doubt, more able to (upport 
a minifrer, than div(':rs of our congregational churches in 
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tpis metropolis. And jf fupporting a miffionary for 
them; be at all an abufe, confidering their own ability, 
and the exigence of other places, the abufe is frill the 
greater, beca~fe there are two other churches of England 
in the fame town; which churches are neither fo remote. 
nor fo thronged, but that the people of Chrifl's' Church 
might be accommQdated in them; if not with [uch high 
pews or feats as they might pollibly chufe, yet (uch as, 
I lbould Ehink, humble and good chriftians would rather 
take up with, than either violate their cOltJdencej by go-

. jng to diJ!enting meetings, or receive the Society'S charity, 
of which fo many other people ftand in far greater need. 
If the v~nm.ble Society lbould condefcend to pay any re­
gard to thefe reprefentations, either fame other perf on or 

. myfeJf, may probably be encouraged to mention other . 
infrances of abufe of a fimilar nature. But this I can 
hardly hope, when I confider what treatment the repre­
fentations of other non·conformifls have met with in times 

. pall: This gives me lefS ground to expect thanks, than 
either liJent neglect, or blame and reproo£ 

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; aJl attributed by Mr. 

. Apthoyp, and by this gentleman after him, to the increafe 
of the church of England here. The whole of which, 
to one who has a fight underfranding of things. and facts 
here, mull: appear fLl~h ajejt, that 'lie can hardly fpeak 
firioufly about it. And yet I will not now venture to 
fpeak merrily or ludicrollfiy of it, left J 'fuould again, dif­
pJeafe this good gentleman, who is already difgulled 
with me in that refpect; thinki11g it a proof that I have 
not a duly ferious heart. For it is upon this occalion, 
that he fays; 'What the DoCtor's coullt~nance is, Iknow 

'/ 'not' [none of the moll jocular, I can 31fure him J 'but 
, I wilb he gave as good proofs of a ferious heart, as the 
.' miffionaries generally do *.' And can it be wondered 
at, jf thofe reverend gentlemen, who received the Holy 
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Ghofl at their ordination, by means of the hands or breath 
of a bifhop, !hould have' more ftrious henrts than a per­
fon, who has had only what thorough-pac'd churchmen 
account lay-ordination, in one of thofe ttJJcolljecrqlcd 
places, in which fome zealous epifcopal divines have fup­
poCed, the Holy Spirit never was t. And yet I cannot 
think with this gentleman, that fpeaking jocofely about 
fome facerdotal fuperftitions, rites and forms, is a proof 
that a man hath not a flriou! heart. But lome men con­
clude all thofe profane and iri1pious, who have not the 
fame reverence for fuch things, that they have themfelves, 
br that they would have the common people entertain, 
for the honour of an efiablilhment and the hierarchy. 

In fpeaking about tole-,fllion, and the growing efteem 
of it, the gentleman fays, he hopes the gmera/ilJ of the 
mi,ffio11tl1'ies carried that ejlmn with them into N. Engla11d-i.. 
Jf fo, I willi they had generally, by their meekners and 
charity towards non-conformifts, given better proofs of it 
than they have. He adds; , Their lIeed of toleratjoll 
, mull: recommend it (bll more to their good opinion, 
'&c.' Neithrr the clergy nor la:ty of the church of 
England here, will, I believe, thank hini for arguing 
their efieem of toleration; from this circllmftance; it 
being a plain concemon, that that church is not ~he ejla­
blijhed religion of New-England. For certainly thofe of 
the e!l:ablilhed religion in any country, cannot properly 
be faid to need lolmllion therein. And many, if not 
moll: of our epilcopalians, triumph exce,edingly in a pre. 
fumption, that theif church excluuve of all others, is 
eftabliOlld here; and conCequently that, not they, but 
we, need toleration. The virulent Examiner of my Ob~ 
jerva!t2ns harped long upon thi~ fhing, and was very con­
fident: And it jil, 1 Cuppore, in a great meafure on the 
fame prefumption, that the epifcopalians here, eCpecially 
the clergy, h;lVe been 1'0 haughty, dirJainful and over­
bearing in their carriage toward us; giving themle!ves 
airs of (uperiority, as if we did not by any means fiand 
on equal ground with them: Though I do not intend 

t This was (aid by a great and zealous churchman of the ditrenling . 
Meeting. HOllie!. 
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this as a general charge, there being perfons among them 
ofa very different temper and behaviour, and who are 
accordingly to be much refpeCl:ed. ' 
, The gentleman comes, p. 37, to fpeak of the fuppofed 
negleCl: of the heathen; whic,h he thinks a grollndlefs im­
put,ation. , And here he taxes me with mifapplying 
bifhop Williams's words, in his fermon before the Society. 
~'Unhapp:ly for the DoCl:or, fays he, bilhop Williams 
~ 'doth not fpeak,of the SoCiety, in the words which he 
, quotes, but of the Englilh nation. But the bilhop's 
~ words founded fo p/aujibly for a charge upon the So-

, ~ ciety, that he could no,! forbear mifapplyil1g them II.' 
Now" if the gentleman will be pleafed to review the paf­
fage in the Obfervations, p. 98, he may find himfelf un­
der a miftake. I'did not fay, that the Society ,had in 
fome fort allowed the complaint againft thenifelves to be 
jufi, as he fuppofes; nor quote bilhop Williams to prove 
this, but that the natives had aat/ally been neglected. ' 
However, I acknowledge I did, both jun before and af-

, ter, fpeak of the Society's negleCtir.g them; fo that I 
can eamy account for the gentleman's thinking, I cited 
bifhop Williams to prove this; and therefore cO not ac­
cufe him of wilfully injuring me in this refrea-. After 
citing bilhop Williai'11S, I added; , It is unnecdfary to 
~ confirm and juflify this com plaint, by an appeal to 
, any of the later fermons before the Society; which 
,"~ol1ld be no difficult matter.' Upon which words the 
gentleman hath put a wrong confi:ruCtion, ,by faying that 
I affirm, it would not be difficult to JZt}fify tbis complaillt by 
tin app~al to any of tbe later Jermolls; as if my fenfe wao, 

that all the later fermons might be cited in juftification 
of it. This is the import of the .word all), as tired by 
'him; whereas it means only fame, as ured by me in the 
c1atlfe aforefaid; as anyone who underftands the Englilb. 
idiom, may eafily perceive. So that the gentleman has 
here fallen into a double errOr in reprele/lting my fenfe ; 
which, however, I do not impllte to any ill dt:fign., But 
he has perverted my words and meaning in the fame page, 
in' a' way that I cannot fa eafily apologize for: I nlean, 
by faying, that in om place 1 expeJs a doubt whether the 
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Satiety have ' fo much as begun to ufe methods of con~ 
, verting either the Negroes or the Indians.' Now, in 
the place alluded to in the Objervatial1s, p. 135, what I 
expreifed a doubt concerning, was not, whether the So~ 
ciety had begun to ufe any methods to this end, as his 
words plainly imply .. but whether they had b~gun 'to 
, ftudy, and to.ufediligently the moll: probable methods 
, of converting, &c.' In which {entence the chief em~ 
phafis is put upon the words uft diligmt/y, which Were 
accordingly before printed in Italics, but which he has 
intirely omitted in his repre(emation of my fenfe; whe~ 
ther for any better reafon, than that he might make me 
appear to charge the Society with more neg!igence than 
I did, or thought of, he him[elf can bdl: tell. 

The gentleman goes on, from page 37 to 49, to fpeak 
of the endeavours ufed by the Society to chriftianize the 
Indians and Negroes; of the difficulties and difcourage~ 
ments attending this good work; and of the fuppoled 
injuftice done the Society by me, in accufing them of aoy 
negligence in this refpect. H~' has faid many things. very 
judicioufly and folidly upon this head. And I frankly 
own, that, taking for truth what he has produced from 
Dr. Humphrey's Hiflory, which I never Jaw, relative to 
what the Society have done for the Indian~, I u(ed feve­
.ral expreffions, much too diminutive of the pains taken 
by them in this department. I am forry I ured any ex­
preffi,ons, whether for want of better information, or 
through hall:e in writing, which tended to lead my rea~ 
ders to think the Society had taken lefs pains than they 
actually have, toward the converfion of the Indians. 
Their endeavours to this end have bten very confidcra­
b!e, according to that HiJiory, as cited by this gentle­
man. But fiill I mu[t btg leave to think, thJt, all 
things confidered, much lees has been done,in this matter, 
than might have been reafonably eXtJeCteJj and that . 
much more probably would have been done, to the fpi­
ritual good of the natives, and the great benefit of the 
Britiili colonies, had not the Society been fo deeply tn­
gaged, and fpent fa mllch of their revenLie, in fupport­
ing and increaung the epifcopal party, as fuch, in New­
England. What the gent:eman has alfered as to Mr. 
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(now Dr.) Barclay's mimon to the Iroquois, his [mall 
encouragement from the Society, and being refufed a 
fchool-mafter and interpreter to amft him, appears to me 
unfatisfaCtory. I will not, however, fpend time in con· 
troverting that matter; but am willing all /hould form a 

_ judgment, by comparing the extraCl:s from Mr. Barclay's 
own le,trers in the Ob[erva!ions, with what this gentle­
man has offered upon the point. 

He proceeds, page 49, 50, 5 I, to fpeak of what the 
Society has done for the fupport of God's public wor­
fhip in the ul1provided colonies. I /hall not go into a par­
tic!llar confideration of what he has offered upon this 
head.; partly, to avoid prolixity, and partly becaufe it 
is fufficient for my purpoft·, if thofe colonies and the na.:. 
tives have aCtually had fo much the lefs care taken of, 
and the lefs mon<;y employed for their benefit, in pro­
portion to what has been taken of, and expended for, 
the. New-England Epifcopalians; .which is undmiable, 
fince this money could not be employed in both thefe 
'ways at once. Let me, however, jult obferve, that I 
can prove by a fubfiantialliving witnefs, that I received 
the account given by me of the repeated ineffeCtual ap­
plications of the Ncrtb Carolinians t~ the Society for mif­
fionaries; from a gentleman of principal diltinCl:ion of 
,that country; though I did not recolleCl:, when I wrote 
the Ob[ervations, that I could bring any perron to atteft 
to the truth of ir, and fpoke with a degree of caution, 
being unwilling to trult my own memory too far; at 
which this grave gentleman is pleafed to make himfelf a 
·little merry. If I am publicly called on, by any perf on 
who has a. right to further information" I will, for my 
own jufiification, mention the 11ame both of my informer, 
and the witnefs to whom I refer; though I flatter my­
felf, that with thore who know me, this will be needlefs. 

The gentleman objeCts, page 52, againft what I fa:d 
. of the Jitnl exprnded by the Society i/n New-England; 
-and fays, .1 jhew the Jame inclination to' exoXgerate in this, 

IZJ h: every thilJg. Now he knew, besaufe I exprefly faid, 
I did ' not pretend to be very exaCl: as to the qUa1ztum,' 
13m yet he has offered nothing, to /hew I was under any 
miftake in this l'cfpeCl:) and I am p~r[l1aded that I rather 
. '. kept 
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kept much within bounds, than exceeded them. But r 
own that I was much out, in faying that 40 or SO milions 
might have ?een com~ortably main~ained among the. In­
dians, and In heathemfh places, with 35,000/. fterlmg, 
for more than 30 years paft. I know not how to account 
for this error; but Cure 1 am, that I was deceived my­
felf, 'and had no defign to deceive others; as may well 
be fuppofed, from the very nature of the error. I wil­
lingly ftand corrected as to this. But let it be obferved, 
that this,is a miaake, which does not affect the main ar­
gument. For though but half, or much lefs than half 
fo many millions could have been fupported with the 
fum aforefaid, as I then fuppofed; fiill a confiderable 
number might, and, as I humbly conceive, ought to 
have been, for the benefit of the Indians, &c. The 
qucftion is not, how much money has been mifapplied, 
or how many milions might have been fLlpported 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. Unlefs there things are difproved, it is of 
little confequence to !hew, that I was mifraken as to the 
other points. 

The gentleman proceeds to object againft what was 
_ faid refpecting the Engli!h diifenters being induced to 
aIDa 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 pre[ent A rchbilbop of Canterbury men­
tioned the cafe of the Epifcopalians here, very explicitly, 
above 20 years ago, in his fermon; and that it was taken 
notice of in other of the anniverfary fermons, and in the 
abjlr.l[jj. This, he fays, is very remote from fraudttlmt 
dealing; and that the diffentel's mua be prefumed to have 
done whatever they did to alifl: the Society, with their 
eyes open*. .But from accounts which 1 have received 
from England, and from perrons wboft cbaracters I allJ 

acquainted witb, I-hare good reafon 'to thinJ" not only 
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that many dilfenters, but even many epifcopaJians ther~, 
have contributed their help to the Society, without any 
difrinCt knowledge of the ways, in which the money was 
employed; particularly, without fufpeCling that any of it 
was expended in the manner that fa much has been, in 
there parts, where the fupport of God's public worlhip 
was fo well provided for. And if the gentleman is right 
in his fuppofition, ' that the dilTenters, at leaft for many 
, years paft, have contributed little or nothing t~' to 
me this is an evidence, that, their eyes are, of late years, 
more opened than they were before; and that their with· 
holding their charity, 'is ow~ng to their both feeing and 
dijliking 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, fuppof­
inghim ,not to be 'mifraken in point of £11:[, viz. that 
, fame, jf not many of them, have taken great paim to, 
C diifuademembers of the church oFEng!and from giving 
, on fuch oc,calions.' . If any of them have really done 
fo, the moO: 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 tbe negleCt of rhe- heathen, 
&c. and to the prejudi~e of their brethren in New-Eng­
land., Surely, it cannot be fuppofed that the dilfenters 
would have had any objection againft t,he Society's being 
affiO:ed in propagating the gofpe! among the Indians and 
Negroes, or in fupporting the public worlhip of God in 
places deftitute of it. There is no reafon to doubt, but 
that they would have readily contributed themfelves to 
there pioLls deligns, in(lead of dilfwading 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 merely for propagating 
the gofpe! among the Ind:ans, at our o,Wn expence; but 
I do not believe that the Englifil diffenters have lhewn 
the fame fpirit againO: the efr;;blifn~d church, or the So­
ciety;' though the ,gentleman fay~, with a degree ofacri­
mony, that' on the whole, the SOciety would certainly 

• 
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,; come off very well in rerpeCl: of the diffentw, if tbey 
, would neither do it good nor harm *.' 

He fays further, in vindication of th~fe minions, that 
, probably much more money hath been gi\Ten [0 the So­
, deey by the members of the church of Englan.d, on 
, account of the provifion which it hath made for the 
c .epircopalians in the Malfachufettsand Connecticut, than 
, they would have given if it had made none:' That 
therefore' other parts have not fuffered on their aCCollnt;; 
and that' fuould thefe benefaCl:ors be brought to think 
, the Society an improper channel for fuch their bounty, 
, or (hould it be forbiddell to employ in this manner any 
, 1hare of what it receives, the confequence might be, thac 
, they would withdraw a proportion of their prefent li­
e berality" and eftablifu a feparate fund, &c.' t Let it 

· be obferved,- that however pIau fib Ie this reafoning may 
· appear, it is grounded on mere fuppofitions and conjec­
tures. The gentleman thinks thefe things probable, and 
that they might take place: Others may think them im­
probable, and perhaps with greater rearon. But even 
fuppofing them certain, though they may be pleaded by 
way of apology, they cannot be pleaded as a fu\l juftifi-

· cation of the Society, unlefs it is authorized by its char-
· ter, to employ a partof its fund in this way; which is 
the main point in difpute. And this the gentleman does 
in effect acknowledge, by faying, , If indeed the cafe 
, of the epifcopalians in the Malfachufetts 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 t.' That is, in plain Eng~ 
lilli, 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 jull ; 
let ochers judge of the premifes. . 

In the next place, the gentleman expreneth his dif!ike 
at my fuppofing, fame would juftlfy there millions under 
a pretext, that rectifying the I.tate of religion among us, 
or, in other words, fupporting and propagating the 
church of England in theft co/cnies, is one tiecc{fary 
means of converting the Indians. He fays, he queftions 
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whether the defenders of the,Society have ever applied 
this to the New- Engla/zd prcjbyt erians or congregationalifls; 
that the biJhop of St. David's, wbom alone I quoted, inti­
mates no luch tbing; and that I mull be underllood to put 
thij plea illto tbeir moutbs, only as an opportunity of intro­
ducing iny wit, and ~lujing the miffionaries *. 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 bi{hop of St. David's fermon, appa­
rently with this view; I mean in p~lrt. And though 
New· England is not particularly mentioned; yet, I think, 
the expre$ons quoted by Mr. Apthorp, )Viii fairly admit 
of this conftruCl:ion. I therefore took them in the fenfe 
which, I fuppofed, that gentleman did. Speaking of 
the Society'S care to remedy the ill fiate of religion in our 
dmies, his Lordfhip fays, , without this care, the con­
, verfion of the neighbouring Savages dm hardly be ef­
'feCted.' Mr. Aptborp applied this,' as his argument 
required, to thofe colonies, againft the epifcopal miffions 
in which, objeCtions had bee,n made; and thefe, aU 
know, are principally the New-England colonies. With 
the fame view he cited bifhop Berkley's fermon,in which 
it is faid, ' It fhould fctem the likelieft ftep towards can" 
verting the heathens, would be to 'begin with the Eng­
, hill, &c.' And part of his citation from the prefent 
Archbiiliop of Canterbury's fermon before the Society~ 
has fo much the appearance of being to his purpofe in 
this refpecl, that I cannot thihk it very ftrange, if he 
conceived this to be the real fcope of it, though it might 
n t be fo. . For, after fpeaking of the epifcopal millions 
in places where there were already chriflian facieties eflablifh­
cd and Jupported; which, as he intimates, had proved 
happily il1llrummtal to bring people over to tbe chzireb, his 
Grace fllbjoins; , Indeed, 'tinily of prof1Jion amongft our­
, lelves· -will greatly recommend our religion to the in­
c fide)s; who elfe may be tempred to continue as they 
, are, for want of knowing with whom to join.' All 
thefe are Mr. Apthorp's authorities, produced by him to 
juftify chofe epifcopal millions, which are objeCl:ed againft; 
and thefe, as was before obferved, are the New.England 
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ones; And when the tenor of thefe pa{fages is confider .. 
ed, together with his more manifell: defign in introducing 
them, am not I improperly accufed of putting a ridicu­
lOllS plea into the mouths of the Society's defenders, for 
the pleafure of laughing at, and expofing it? But what 
if the Society have expreffed themfdves, in their own 
printed Account, in {uch a manner, that it may be well 
fuppofed, they judge it a good one? I think they have 
aCl:ually do~e fo, in the pa{fage cited by me, page 18 and 
19 of there Remarks. For after fpeaking explicitly of 
the independent congregations hI New- England, as well as 
of other ways of divifioll a1ld [eparation ill other colonies, and 
the need of providing for a regular and orthodox miniflry 
among them; they exprefs the propofed end thereof, in 
thefe words, viz. ' to remove thofe prejudices, under 
, which the people generally laboured, and to promote, 
, as much as pojfible, an agreement in faith and worlhip, 
, in order to the recommending our holy religion lou1Jbe!ievers.' 
Now, if this is a weak plea, as rhe gentleman feems to 
allow, I leave him to !hew his own wit, either in making 
the beft of it, or in excufing himfdf for infuldng me, as if 
1 had invented, and put it into the mouths of the Society's 
defenders, as an opportunity to introduce mim, in ex­
poling it to ridicule. 

This refpeCl:able gentleman having faid thus much, by 
way of AnJwcr to me, proceeds very candidly and oblig­
ingly, page 57, to anJwcr himJelf; at leaft, to n~ake fuch 
conceffions, and (0 apologize fortheSociety in fuch a way, 
as in a great meafure to juftify the complaints againft: its 
conduCl:. He fays, ' In all that I have hitherto faid, I 
, am far from intending to affirm, that the Society hath 
, not laid out in the Maifachufem and ConneCl:icut too 
C large a proportion of the money put into their hands, 
, confidering the nueffities of other provil1ces.' It feems 
then, that the controverfy between him and me, is no 
longer, whether there has been juft caufl ef c~mplainr: 
given, with reference to thefe millions; but whe!her [h~re 
has beenJo much as I have fuppoftd. Again; fpeaking 
of the Society'S having a difcretionary 'power withill tl'e 
bounds of their truff, which I never denied, tbough I de­
nied a power to ma,~e altera/iDIIS iI/ their il1Jliltl!i~n, he 
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fays, ' But frill they ought to ufe their power judiciorUIJ, 
, and in that they may bave failed ;il.' And the gentle­
man well knows, I did not impute to them any kl1own, 
wilful abufe of their power, or mifapplication of monies; 
but frudiouily guarded againft fuch a conftruCl:ion of my 
words: So that he has here acknowledged, in fubftance, 
the main point which I laboured to prove. He adds, 
ju(l after, with a farcaftic air; , Even the DoCl:or's two 
, blamelefs Societies might pollibly exhibit fame tinCture 
, of human frailty, if they did not warily keep their 
, uanfaCl:ions unpubliJhed, whilft thofe of ours lie OpC11 to 
, the world." The Societies to which he alludes, can 
never need any deftnce of mine; efpeciaIly, not before 
he accufes them of any thing, and only infinuates that 
there might be grounds for it, if their tranfaCl:idns were 
made public. But fince he {peaks of thefe, as warily 
kept in the dark, while thofe of the. epifcopal Society 
'tie open ,to the world; I cannot but obferve, that though 
AbjiraCis of their proceedings are annually printed with 
the fermons, it· is no ea'fy 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 Ihy and reftrved as to lending them; as if they 
apprehended, there were fame things in them, which 
fhould riot be too l1arrowly looked into; perhaps the mif­
fionaries letters; I know not. But it was partly for this 
realon, that in the year 1759, I applied to a Book-feller 
in Bofton, to fend for 25 of the anniverfary fermons and 
abftraCl:s 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 iub­
fcribed. Tn this he fays, that the annual Jermans are things 
wbich are not to be bought; that had they been fa, money 
would have purchafed them; C but as they are' (fo he ex­
pre/fes himlelf) , it is folicitations that rjJuft do it.' He 
adds, that he applied to Dr. Barecroft, the Society's Jecre­
tary; for the jennol1s, who told him, he had not thefi've 
firft fent for; and as for the twenty lafl, U1tlefs he knew 
, tbe pe1'[ol1 they were for, h~ coulunot part with them; 
~ for as the Society printed them to dHhibute~ and not 

'* P. 5i. 
, to 

, , 



071 the Charter and COJ2duC/, &c. 53 

, to fell, they had ordered him to do fo as to be of jer­
, vice to the Society.' If need be, I will hel:eafrer men­
tion both the London and the Boiton Book-feller by 1Z1lll1e. 

And from the foregoing little anecdote it may be infer­
red, that though .fame of the Society's tranfaCl:ions are 
annually prinred, yet they do not lie altogether fo opm 
to the view of the world, that the gentleman hat! any rea­
f,m to boall thereof, in comparifon with the wary conduCl: 
of the other Societies. And one who deals in fufpicions 
and innuendoes like his,l;mJght hint, that if all of chern 
did fa, this epifcopal Society might pofJibly exhibit fame 
,tincture of human frail!)·, even be)'olld what he has fo can­
didly acknowledged. But I cannot think infinuations of 
this nature, juftifiable, by whomfoever ufed. 

The gentleman goes on to exclIje the Society'S fending 
fo many more miffionaries to New-England than was pro­
per, even in his own opinion. He intimates that the 
epifcopaJians here, have been more preffing Joliettors than 
thole in other plantations: That when the earlier appli­
cations were· made, it could not be f(;rejem whether ?J1orlJ 
would follow; fo that the mifJions became inje1!1ibly 11Umc­
rottJ; and that whm mall} reqttefts had been grallted, it 
was the harder to refufe others, for which the: fame plea 
could be made *. It is owned [hat thefe things have w~ight, 
conGdered as an apology for what does not, ftriCl:ly 
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 myftlf, to acknowledge 
their pertinence, or to allow them their due force. The 
gentleman immediately adds another circumftance of 
moment, confidered in the fame view: ' Some mem­
, bers of the Society approved this increa[e (of miffiol1s;] 
, others thought it was going too far. And in all bodies 
, of men, whofe 'opinions differ, there mult be .mutual 
, condefcenfions, and time allowed fur one fide to come 

• 

, over into thefentiments of the other, elfe they cannor 
, proceed together.' This is {till apologizing, not jufti­
fying. And hence it appears, [hat not only many peo­
ple out of the Society, but a confiderable number of its 
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own members; have long thought its proceedings amifs 
in this refpett The gentleman ought therefore, me;;. 
thinks, to judge candidly of the former; efpecially fince 
it ftems, by what he fays, that i:hofe members 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; whb thought thofe proceedings unjufti­
able: This is but a naturaLconftruCtion of the gentle­
man's words; who adds, a lilltle after, 'And now, for 
, fome,t-ime paft, the Society have excuftdthemfelves from 
, complying with any application frcm that quarter.' This, 
being compared with what was faid juft before, a,bout 
difference,of opinion in the Society, and the need of can­
dejcenjions, and time for one fide to come 'over into the fenti­
mentsof1he alper, is faying in effect, that the Society are' 
now generally convinced, that thofe of their meinbers, 
who wereagainft multiplying millions here, were in the 
right jllnd that, in confequence hereof, they have ex­
cu{cd themfelves from fending miffionaries into thefe 
parts. I cannot but be very glad of tbefe important 
llints. They at once j!Jilify myfelf and others, who have 
'objeCted again ft thefe millions, at leaft in fome meafure ; 
and alfo 'afford grounds to hope, that tHis charitable fund 
will, for:the futlTre, be employed in ways more agreeable 

, to its original deugn, more 'beneficial to the world, and 
therefore more honourable 'to the Society. The gentle. 
man adds; , Surely this alone is no inconliderable argu~ 
, menr, 'that profelyting thofe two diftriCts to epifcopa-

, ' cy,hath not been the point in view.' I confers, that 
jf tbe ; SoCiety fliould :difcontinue their millions here,it 

. would be a good argument tbat ,they are no longerprofecut­
ingthat fcheme; -bu.t,'howit would prove that they nevcr 
had any fuch deugn, is as much beyond my poor 'capa­
city, as to reconcile this fuppofition with their paft con .. 
duCt, or with their own Account. • 

There is fo much good fenfe and candor in the gentle­
man's next paragraph ? fuch a plain coneemon that the 
Society's conduCt has been uojuftifiable, and/uch clear 
imimations that an alteration of meafures is intended; 

that, 
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that, notwithftanding fome blame is laid upon me in it, 
I cannot forbGar citing it at 'large. . 

, What is po), as the DoCtor obferves, canllot be re­
'called. But if miftakes have happened, they may be 
, avoided for the future, and the Society is not above al. 
e tering ils Meafitres. Doubtlefs it would have liked, 
, and might have expeCl:ed, civiler and faker Treatment, 
, than he hath vouchfafed to give it. But however, fas 
, fjI & ab bojJe dami. It cannot defert and abandon the 
e Congregations which it hath taken under its Protec­
, tion, un/efs they ihould become either too rich to need 
, its Allftance, or too inconfiderable to deferve it. But 
, more Care may be ufed to know, when either of thefe 
e Things falls out. All Forwardnefs in Millonaries to 
c moleft Perfon~ of oth~r Perfuafions, and all Encourage­
, ment of Parties and Fatl:ions in order to ferve-Eccle­
, fiafticaI Schemes, may be ftriCl:/y pro,hibited, and on 
, reafonable Complaint feverely checked. The eyes of 
, the Society may be turned more attel1tiyely to the dark 
, Corners of the Colonies, to the Methods which pro­
, mife well for the more eff'etlual Inf1:ruCl:ion of the Ne~ 
, graes, aQd to the openings (or going good ~mongfl: the 
( I11dimis, which his Majefty's new Acqllifitions will pro· 
, bably difcIofe. A friendly Correfpondence may alfo be 
, carried on between fome of the Members of that Bod y, 
, and fome of the Prejbyterian or Congregational Mini­
, frers, whofe Difpofitions are mild and ingenuous; and 
, thus Animofities and Jealoufies may by Degrees be 
, extinguilhed, of which, I am per[uaded, the Society 
-, is very defirous *.' 

One can hardly too much praife the candor, ;md chri-
. ftian temper, appe~ring in the foregoing palfage. I am 

.very forry, however, that the gentleman iliOllld fp~ak of 
me as an enemy to the Society, for endeavouring to fet 
fome of their cOridll~ in a true point of lighr. And he 
had the lefs reafon for this, becallfe he has plainly COll­

ceded in general, that my objections were not without 
foundation. I fay, ill gel1Crai; for I cannot pretend [0 

,the honor of having him, who appeared fo oppofite to 
.me in the former part of his Anfwer, intire!j of my opi-

• P. 58, 59' 
D4 • mon 

, 



• 

, 

. S6 A fecond Difence if the Obfervatlons 

nion before he go·t to the end' of it. Thus far, I think, 
we aw agreed, viz. That confidering the neceffities of 
the Indians, Negroes, and fome of the colonies, the So­
ciety have expended too great a proportion of their re­
,venue on the New-England millions; and confequently, 
that an alteration of meafures in this refpeCl:, was much 
to be defired. The chief remaining differences, I take 
to be thefe, . viz. He thinks one principle on which my 
argument rroceeds, is fiMe; namely this, That a few epif .. 
copalians living- among congregationalifts, where the ad": 
miniftration of God's word and facraments is duly pro .. 
vided for in their way, cannot properly be faid, in the 
general terms of the charter, . to want the adminijlration of 
Goa's word and facraments, merely becaufe they have it 
not after the partict/lar mode of the church of England. 
He thinks they may. Another difagreement is the ne­
ctifary refult of this; viz. That 1 fuppofe all the money 
expended by the Society, in the affiftance of epifcopa~ 
lbns here, who are in thofe circumflances, mifapplied: 
Whereas he fuppofes, that p.1rt of it applied rightly, 
though not Jo 1ntuh; and though he acknowledges that 
their caft is 1101 particularly defcribed and provided for in the 
fharter t. 

If the aforefaid principle is right, my conclufion from 
it cannot. be wrong; both are fubmitted to the judgment 
of the intelligent and impartial. But let it be remem.,. 
bered, that though I Jay great ftrefs upon this principle; 
yet I never have refted, nor do flOW reft the controverfy, 
wholly upon the truth of it. In the ObftrvatiOl1s I repeat~ 
edly put in a caveat to this purpofe. And agreeably 
hereto, this gentleman, though' he difallows this prin­
ciple, which I think fo juft a one, yet is far from aF 
firming that the Society hath not laid out, in there pans, 
·(00 large a proportion of their money; and fay~, that mif 
takes may be avoided for the future. If the grounds of. 
complaint are removed, as he intimates they are likely 
to be, all ollght to be content; thollgh this 1hould not 

. be done for the fame formal reaJon; that fome fuppofe it 
ought to be. I am confirm~d in my general opinion, 
~hac the Society'-s conduct has been ju(tly exceptionable, 
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not only by what this gentleman grants, whore judg­
ment has great weight with me; but by the credible in­
telligence which I have had, concerning the fentiments 
of his Grace the Archbilhop of Canterbury, exprelfed at 
a meeting of tbe Society the 1aft fummer; which, as 
I am informed, were exaaIy agreeable to this gentle­
man's, in the concejJi01lary partofhis 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 TraCt, fome more proper tide may not be found for 
it, thm that of An Anfwer to me; though I cannot agree 
with fome who have himed, that it might nearly as well 
be intitled, All AnJwer to 'fh011las a Kcmpis, or to DOli 
ftuixote. , ' . 

. The gentleman proceeds, page 59 and onward, to 
fpeak largely of the propofal for American bilhops; of 
which he is a warm favourer. This is a matter which 
I did not undertake to difcufs, and only touched upon, 
ell paffant. 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 nry objeElions dijlil1Clly for 
me; becaufe, he fays, I was a great deal too vehement to 
tIo it 1I1yJelf*. How can I refufe, after fuch a piece of 
courtefy, and fa great an obligation laid upon me, to fay 
fomething further upon this point? But infread of par­
ticularly confidering what he has {aid 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 Jo much as think of whm I mentioned this alTair of 
American bifhops) I will briefly fiate his Icheme relative 
to bilhops here, and make a few remarks upon it. And 
if I lhould be too 'Vehement, or have my ideas too con­
fufed, to make thtfe remarks dijiillflly enough. I may well 
.be thought very happy, in having an opponent of fa 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 favotlr after­
ward. 

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

I P. 60, 61, 
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france the fame with thofe which are more dijJin.Clly men": 
tioned in the Abflr~ft, printed 17 I 5, and which are 
chiefly thefe; viz. I.' To rule and govtrn well thofe 
, peoplewhoaredefirous to be committed to their charge.' 
2. 'To defend and proteC/· both the clergy and the 
, laity: .3, 'To unite the ~Iergy the1l1felves, and re­
, .duce them to order.'. 'And laftly, to confirm new con­
, vertS ftom fchifm "rhat .the laity who have been 
" initiated into the chrim"n faith by baptifm, may not 
" only have the benefit of confirmation ; bQt ~Jfo in con­
" juntl:ion wit~ the refr of the members of the church 
" in thofe remote parts, be partakers of the benign inJlll­
" ences of the epifcopal fIJQai<;>o;" , in ordqining mini. 
, frers from amongft themfelves; in confirming 'lJ!e()k breo: 
, thrm, and bldfing alJ manner.of people Jujceptible of filch 
'holy imfreJ/i.qns, .as are made by the impo}ition of the 
, bifhop's .hands to' . As there .are the reafons for bi/hops 
here, which the So,ciety has publi1hed, it may be con­
duded this gentleman approves them all, though he has 
not fo parti.c,ul~rly mentioned them. I t might be thought 
foreign"pe,rhapsprefumptuGus, diftinaly to examine t~e 
force of them; how much t4e epifcopali~ns here,me4 
.to be well ruled .and gpv,erned; how much both the clergy 
.and laity- n~ed defence and proteCtion againftnon-conform­
jfts; how much thecIergy n~ed to be united. and re­
.duced to order. I ~as going to fay fomething about the 
,confirmation ,of new con.verts from /chi/tn, and of other 
weak brethren and /tjlers; ~he neceflity of having epifco­
pal ordization ~ere; the}mign influences of epifcopacy in 
.general; and of the bldfings which all manner of people, 
fll/ceptible of fuch holy imprdfions, might receive by the im­
po}itiolt of the bifoop's han4s • . But I forbear ;;mdthe ril­
ther; becaufe I might probably exprefs myfelf in fuch a 
'manner, as to confirm this gentleman's fufpicioo' about 
.the Jedoufnejs oj my heart. For J am fo confcious of my 
.own.infirmity, as to be almoft certain t,hat I could not 
fpeak of thefe,[hings with quite fo much gravity and /0-
lenmity, as he would chink proper. in treating of matters 
.fo fublime, ·myflerious and facred. They are therefore 
. paffed over with a bare mention. . 

t Aijlrall J7 15. P.53. 54. 
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-
The gentleman, I muft own, has, in his fcheme, fet 

this propofal for American bi!hops in a more plaufibll!; 
and lefs exceptionable point of view, than I have feen,it 
placed in before. For, . 

Fir), He propofes that they fuould ' have no concern 
, in the leaft with any perfons who do not profefs them­
~ (elves to be of the church of England t. 

Secondly, He fays, ' it is not ddired in tbe leaft that 
, they Ihould hold courts to try matrimonial or tefta­
, mentary eaMes, or be ve1ted with any authority, now 
, exercifed either by provincial governors or fubordinate 
, magiftrates, or infringe or diminifu any privileges and 
, liberties enjoyed by any of the laity, &c. II' but that 
they fuould be imirely confined to [uch religious and 
focred offices as the aforifaid .. 
. 'fhirdty, As to the place or places of the epi[copal re­
.fidence; he believes no jingle perfm hath once named or 
thought of New England, as a proper .place for the refi­
dence of a bijhop; , but" epifcopol colollies have been al-
e ways propofed *.' And ,he thinks that fuch perfuns. 
fhould be fent in this charaCter, ' as are kart likely to 
, caufe '1.1neafinefs t .' 

This, he affures us, e is the real and only fcheme thac' 
'hath been planned for bifhops in America; and who­
e ~verhalh heard of any oeher, hath been milinformed 
, through miftake or defign §.' . 
. To lpeak for myfelf, chen, I am one of thofe who 
have been thus mffinformed; and I know of others ,who 
have been fo, in common with me. I did not fuppo[e, 
the true fcheme was, that American bi!bops !bould baye 
no concern, but with epijcopa/ians; orthae they !bould 
be wholly confined to thefacred offices-aforefaid. As to 
the place- of the epifcopal refidence; I thought it not 
improbable, that if feveral bifhops were fent, one of 

. them would be ftationed in New England, to confirm 
and ordain ; and to blef; oIl mmmer of people here, Juf­
ceptible,&c. Let me add; ·finee a million was efta­
blilhed at Cambridge, and a ,very fumpruous dwel­
ling-haufe, for this counrry, ereCted there, that tOWn 
~ath been of len talked of by epifcopaJians as well as 
~ P,60, II Ibid. ' p, 66. t P.67' § P.60. 
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others, as the propored place of refidence for a bilhop; 
which I thought not improbable. A nd I have reafon to 
take it amifs. that this gentleman, fpeaking of what I 
hinted about Mr.,Apthorp, and afuperb edifice in a neigh­
bouring lawn, has impeached my integrity; fuggefiing 
that I did not entertain any fuch apprehenfion, as I ex· 
preffed. He fays, with a farcaftic air, on this occafion, 

: " So much wit and archneJs, how greatly foever the Doc­
, tor abounds in it, would have been too great a facri· 
, fice to make to dull truth and faCt *.' He 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 attll truth and JaB, for any worldly 
confideration, not even to be an .If.rchbiJhop; much lefs 
for the airy reputation of archneJs. Nor is this the only 
time by feveral, that he has accufed me of being witty; 
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 himrelf, he 
fo~etimes makes alarming approaches towards it, and 
fuews at leaft a ftrong inclination thereto; in which, I 
fuppore. the effenceof thejin, if it be one, chiefly confifts • 

.But to return. I pretend not particularly and certainly 
to know, what the real fcheme is, as to bifhops in.Ame­
rica. But certainly the non· conformifts at Ieaft, of all 
denominations, have great reafon . to deprecate the ap­
pointment of anyJuch biJhops here, as not only I had an 
idea of, when I !ranfiently touched upon this fubject be­
fore, but a~ I fuppore. people here have generally had in 
view, when this affair has been difcourfed of. The 
fcheme mentioned by this gentleman is, without doubt, 
liable to fewer objections; and he fpeaks of it with great 
affurance, as if he were at head-quarters, and certainly 
knew this to be the real and only one.' Poffibly this may 
be the cafe. But he is not known; nor has he informed 
us, ~pon what ground or authority he goes, in giving this 
account of the matter. The declaration of an anonymous 
writer, how confidently foever he may exprefs himfelf, is 
not, furely, fufficient to iiltisfy us, that this is the true 
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fcheme planned. How much regard foever he might 
juftly claim, if he were known to be a perron of that 
eminence and dignity, which fome of his expreffions in· 
timate him .to be; yet while this is unknown, he will 
excure us if we do not intirely rely upon his word, that 
no other (cherne has been propofed. This may pollibly 
be only his own fcheme, the fcheme of a private man: 
And, till it comes from better authority, or in a more 
authentic way, we may confider it as an imaginary one, 
calculated to ferve a prefent turn, or,to lull us into feCtl­
rity as [0 hifhops here, till, by the real, and much more 
fatal fcheme's being carried into execution, it is too late 
to remonfrrate. ' 

But let us for the prefent take it for granted, that this 
gentleman's is the real and only fcheme. Let us fuppole, 
that biihops are to be at firfl fent to America with fuch 
limited powers, to refide in epifcopal colonies, and co 
have no concern, but with epifcopalians. Have we fuf· 
ficient ground to think that they and their fuccelTors 
would, to the day of doom, or for a long time. remain 
contented with fuch powers, or under fuch limitations? 
in a word, that they would continue fuch inoffenfive, 
harmlefs creatures, as this gentleman fuppofes; only 
diffufing blejJings arollnd them, on all manner of people 
JuJceptible of!uch holy imprejJions as are made by their hands 
on the good people in England; fa 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 ufuall y been free from ambitious views 
and projeB:s? from a difpo(ition to intermeddle in feeu­
lar, worldly matters, and to enlarge the fphere of their 
domination? ·from attempts to encroach upon the rights 
of mankin.d, 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 fuppofe, that American bilhops would long con­
tent theinfelves in a condition fo inferior to that of their 

. brethren, the Jucceffors of the apolHes in England ?­
without any of their temporal power and grandeur, (0 
as, in the eyes of moLt people, to appear of a lower Of-
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der ; and confequently wanting that authority and refped: 
whicn, it might be pleaded, is needful? Ambition and 
avarice never wan~ 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 fame air with a bithop, as their brethren in 
, Old England do. However (as he goes on) we are 
, unwilling to difguiet any of them, by importing and 
, fettling amongft them a creature, which it feems fome 
, of them account to be fo noxious. Only ,we hope, that 
, his occafionally travelling through the country,' cannot 
, infect it verydangeroufiy t.', One, of [uch a difpo­
fidon as he propofes, might not. But what if, inftead 
of this,-hdhould .be another Sacheverel~? no impoffib/e 
fuppofidon I And filch a man would probably be the 
moll: acceptable to the major part of :the epifcopal clergy, 
if not of the laity, in New England. Might no~ He be 
a very noxious creatur~, infect the couQtry in travellhzg 
through ,ir, and diff'ufe plagues inftead of blejJings, in his 
progrefs? Wha,t the gentleman fays upon this head, 
brings to my mind what I ,have read of that great 
church-man: ' When'the fpiritual h)'dra began to belch 
• forth his poifon, when the prieft ,went his progrefs, 
" the air was corrupted with his breath, and the fell con­
., tagion fpread itfeJf far. and near. Thefitakes which had 
, i.linlong in the grafs, began to thow their heads, and 
, hifs; they flung many, and did much miJchief, &c. *, 

I am very remot.e from fufpeCl:ing, that this gentleman . 
. would think f\1ch a perfon a proper one for a bithop in 
America, or any where eife; ·{jnce he appears to be of a 
very different fpirit himfelf. And it is intimated by him, 
that we {hall have no ground (or apprehenGons, fince 
bifuops here, if any there are, will be appointed -by the 
crown, and intirely dependent on the government in 
England; that the fmalleft attempts towards an opprejJivc 
enlargement offpiritual power would /;~' immediately crujhed 
with indignation by the legif/ature there; and that both the 

, moderation of the clergy, and the watchfull1efl of the laity 
over thel?1 [God be thanked, ifit be foJ are much more likely 
to increaJe than diminijh t. Thefe are good words, and 

• 
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fair fpeeches; nor do I doubt, but that the gentleman 
fpeaks his real fentiments. But fuppofing all this; ta­
king it alfo for granted, that in the preJent adminijlration, 
there has been a difcovery of fo much wifdom and in­
tegrity, of fuch ,a great regar~ to the liberties and pri­
vileges of the fubJeCt, and, particularly, of Juch a tmder 
concern for the il1terrft and proJperity of his MajejJy's Ame­
rican colonies, as leaves us no room to fear an-opprcjJivc 
enlargement of Jpiritual, or any otber 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 oppreffive enlargement 
of power, may not be as much encouraged, as it is fup­
pofed they would be frowned on, during the prefent ? 
We are certainly much more feeure againft [uch oppref­
fion, in the abfence of bilbops, than we fhould be if they 
were once fixed here. Obfta principiis, was never thought 
an ill maxim by wife men. Bilhops being once fixed in 
Ame'rica, pretexts might eafily be found, both for en­
creating 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, this is much more to be apprehended, thall 
it is, chat, 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
lonifls. - People are not ufually deprived of their liber~ 
ties all at once, but gradually; by one. encroachment af~ 
ter another, as it is found tbey are difpofed to bear them; 
and things of the moft fatal tendency are often intro­
duced at firft, under a comparatively plaufible and harm­
lefs appearance. It cannot therefore be thought ftrange. 
jf we like the aforefaid maxim, as to oppojiJJg the firJt a/­
tempts, in the prelent cafe; and are defirous to keep the 
apprehended evil at as great a diftance as may be. All 
prudent men aCt upon the fame prinCiple: Nor can I 

. bring myfelf to rear on as he did, who faid, What hath 
poJlerity done for us, that we /hot/fa be concerned for pofte­
rily? And fhould bilhops be once fixed here, to me it is 
highly probab~C', that ot!r poj/crily would not find it half 

-
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fo difficult as this gentleman thinks it is for us now, be': 
fore the experiment is made, to anfwer his JPirited de­
mands, 'Where are the perJecutors ? Where is the dra­
, gon t ?' EfpeciaUy if it be true, as many affirm, that 
high-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, refpecting the 
inconveniencies that might refult from the appointment of 
bilhops in America. Particularly, that by the increafe of 
the epifcopal party, they might get a majority in our 
houfts of afiembly; that in confequence thereof the 

. church of England might become the eftablilhed religion 
of all thefe colonies; that a facramenral teft or fomething 
like it; might enfue, to exclude. non-conformifts from 
places, preferment, and civil offices, as ilz E1zgland; and 
that taxes might be impofed on us all in common, for the 
mllintenance of thefe bithops, and the epifcopal clergy. 
I ,:.J not, however, imagine that thefe dangers were very 
nl~ar. at hand in. New England; nor do fo now, con­
fidering the fmall proportion that epifcopalians bear to 
protefiants of othe,r denominations. Should bilhops be 
(ent, and the Society bend its wholeforc~ to increafe the 
church among u~, it is not probable that thefe events 
would fpeedily take place. But even remote evils may 

· be rearonably apprehended, as well as thofe which are 
immintnt; and are to be guarded againft, as much as 
may be. That appointing bilhops for America, would 

· be a probable means of increafiflg the epifcopal party 
· here, will noi: be denied. This is doubtlefs one prim:i­

pal rear on, why it is fo much defired; though neither 
this gentleman, nor the Society, fo far as I can at pre., 
fent recollect, . has particularly mentipned it. There is, 
11Owever, fomething which looks a little this way in the. 
.I1bflraft before-cited, wherein the reafons for bilhops here . 
are enumerated; one of which is, ' [0 confirm new (On .. 

, vcrts from JchiJm t.~ But even fuppofing a majority 
. t P.65· t AlllraEl, 17 15- p. )4. . 
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of epifcopalians in t?e legit1acive body, in any [1/1it/fillet 
fay :eit~er, ,~~catij< t~er~ are 1II0l"t tbalt two J of thefe colo­
nies, -the gentleman afks, ' Why t1lOuld a telt Jaw fol­
, .low? Is there any filch law in the epifcopal colonies? 
, Or even though ~!lere were, can it be imagined, [hat 
, if a prevailrrig'pa~ty,in New'-E~gland were \~ild enough 
, to propofe, _IllS M~lefiy would ever be ad\'!fed to pafs 
, one for tbt country;;o?, Whether there is any fuch 
law already in any of the epifcopal colonie~, is with me a 
doubt. But by what I have obf~rved of the over-bearing 
fpirit of epifcopalians alJiolJg us, it is Change to me if there 
is not. The very Cal1did Examiller of my Objervalions, 
plainly enollgh intimated his delire of fueh a law here. 
And if there were a confiderable majority of epifcopal,ians 
in the legiilature, with a zealolls, not to fay hi got/cd and 
opprejJivc epircopalian Governor at their head, and bifhops 
in thefe parts to, countenance and forward fo pious a 
fcheme for edifying the church; I make no doubt, but 
that the church of England would loon be e(labliOled 
here by a provinciallaw~ and a teft:-aCl: fpecdily pafTed. 
Nor am I able to fee any ground for the gent!em:lO's great 
confidence, that the King would not be advifed to allow 
that teft; feeing there is fuch a one in our mother-coun­
try. I prefume, the gentleman could affign no foJid rea­
fan for a teft-Iaw in England, by which pretejfant dillen­
ters are excluded from offices there, which would not , 

hold ,good in favor of a law of the fame tellor here; I 
mean' on the iuppofition cf fuch an incre,lfe and majority 
of the epifcopal party. Can what is flJPp~bl rC:lfonable 
and equitable in Old-Engbnd, be fuppofcd unr.eafonab1e 
and il~urious in New? Or is it to be imagined, that 
the Head of the church of England would, at the de­
fire of th'e legina.tive body in any of his coionies, refufe 
to allow of laws for eftabliOling that church therein, 
and for introducing a tca? Jaws manifeflly adapted to 
the worldly grandeur, if nilt to the fpiritual gooJ of 
that church, which is as it were bis bed}; a'no (0 bring 
!11, if not· to convince fchifl113tics? If [he gentleman 
was able, I could wiih he had done fometbing more to· 
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ward removing our apprehenfions in this refpeCl:, than 
to treat them with !Corn; which is not the molt likely 
method [0 convince thofe that think calmly of the 
matter. 

He treats as aill· more wild and chimerical, the fup-
. pofition of our ever being taxed in common, for the 
fuppore of bilbops and their clergy. Says he, ' The 
, terror of being taxed for bilbops, &c. is yet morc 
'chimerical than the form,er '*.' 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 eltablilbedby a provincial law, which things 
. mull: be prefuppofed; where is the abflirditY' of fuch an 
apprehenfion ? I. can fee none, except it lies in the in. 
jttrious and opprifJivc nature of fuch a fuppored tax: But 
this confideration will never prevent the doubts and fears 
of thofe, who refleCl: on what has been done'in almoft 
every age' and cOtmrryin chriftendom; by the prevailing 
religious party, for their own eafe, and the further wea­
keningand vexing the minority. The gentleman ob­
ferves, that ' tithes are paid in England to the clergy 
, by virtue of grants, which laid that burthen upon 
, eltates many ages before the prefent poffeffors enjoyed 
~ them t.' i. e. in the days of popery. He alro ex­
preifes himfelf very politi vely, that if this had not been 
done, an aCl: of parliament could not now be obtained, 
of th:s or tbe like nature, by which dijJcnters in common 
\vith others, fllJuld be taxed for the maintenance of the 
hierarchy. And having, for ollght I can fee, merely by 
his percmptori1teJs, compleated his viCl:ory in this refpeCl:, 
he immediately begins his triumph, by faying: ' With 
, what 1I10deJl'Y then can the DoCl:or fuggefl:, that fuch a 
, thing might be feared in New-~ngland t?' I am 
very glad, if the governing part of [he nation have fo 
much moderation refpeCl:ingproteltant diifenters, that 
fuch an aCl: could not now be obtained there; which 
might, as it appears to me, be juftly looked on as a 
great hardlbip; or inltance of oppr~mon. It may na­
turally be fuppofed, this gentleman is of the fame opi-

- , 
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nian: Wby eIre 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 bm'lhell of tythes on eftates? But I do 
not pretend co have a thorough underfranding of the doc­
trine of tyches, as profeJfod and preached in the church of 
England ; never having made this any, much lefs a prin­
cipal part of my fiudy, however important an article it 
may be. 

Be this matter as it may, while there is a law in force, 
which bears (0 hard 00 protefiant diifeoters, as the ceft 
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 !hould be -laid upon di£fenters in common with 
others; which, in fame refpeCl:s, might be thought a 
lers grievance than the other: Particularly as it would 
be much lefs reproachful and ignominiolls to them, to be 
only obliged to pay to the fupport of a clergy difapprov .. 
cd by them, than to be treated as if they did not merit 
the charaCl:er,. and were therefore unworthy to enjoy the 
privileges; of Briti!h fubjeCl:s; though it is well known, 
his M;yefi:y, whem God preferve, haJ none more IOYlt 
alld faithful. '. 

But to return. If bilhops are fent to A merica, they 
muft be well fupported; this is beyond doubt. By 
whom? or by what means? I fuppore there is not yet 
a fund provided by legacies, near adequate to the fup. 
port of one; it not being a flllall malter, that {uffices 

-fuch dignified and apoflolical per[ons. The Society will 
probably think, this burthen lhotlld not lie upon them; 
as they are not able to fuppore a fufficient number of mif .. 
fions among people, whofe neceffities are great and ur­
gent. Is it l;kely then, that the Britilh natioll, fo deep· , 

- ly plunged in dc:bt, and in which there is fcaree a pam· 
bility ot laying any new taxes, will uncerrake ro main­
tain bilhops for America? No fUtely. Will the bi010ps 
and rich clc:rgy in England do it, out of their abundance r 
This is at Jeatt as improbable; _ efpecially fince it is fup~ 
pored, that many cf them cannor, to this day, be in· 
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tirely perfwaq~i:l, b~~. that. it is rather more bleffed to re'; 
~~ive tban. togiv:e. Will A~erican bifuops then, truft 
to the gen~!ofity. of the peqpJe here; depending upon 
pro.vidC1li:eand IIlms, or,. in,other words, upon the good. 
will of the. Americans? . Will. they be content without. 
reaping any other carnal things here, than what the peo­
ple may judge an adequate recompence for theJpiritual 
tp,ingJ [oW1Z by them; particularly, fince bifllOps feldom 
preacb, for c01lfirming weak brethren, and for thoJe holy 
i1jlpreiJions made. by their hands, on all'ila1t1Jer of people 
fufceptible th~rtof? If this is all, or the principal pm of 
what they receive, their maintenance will not probably 
~alf,J~fiify·them; except perhaps at firft, whilf! wonder­
fid effetts,are:e.xpeEteq from the~r·NejJing,. apd the benign, 
injlu.enc~ of their: [unflion. N or will they. run this rifque,. 
l)nl~fs the~ haye; more faith in God, and leI!!' Joye to the 
'lVorld, than moft of their qrder have had, finceCo!1;flan-

. tille the Great became a nttrjing' father tQ the church,. 
and the pious, materJial councilof Nice fuc.kl~d her with. 
tJle clear and pure, the uncorrllpt and 'fincere milk' of 

, Hom66uji~flity, that llie qlig.ht, ' grow thereby /. Can. 
(here: t~en" be a more 'probable fuppofitioll, than this; 
that inconfe.quence of the epifc9.pa) pa~t¥'s i,nc~eafing in . 
there colonies, and becoming' a majority in .the legifla. 
rurcs, the church of England, would be, eftablilhed by 
provincial laws, and the people in common taxed for 
t~e fupport of. bifuops acd their clergy? Have, werea~ 
fan to think that, from brotherly affeCtion and tender­
nefs, for fchifmatkks, they would exempt them from 
bearing a part of this burthen ? I' willi there was not 
more reafon to' apprehend, that they would oblige non· . 
conformifts to bear a double proportion of it; nor, to . 
be fure, out of any enmity, but only .as an inftan.ce. of 
~iJbole!oiJ1c /'evcrity, and a probable me.ans of bringing 
them into the bolom cf the church, to their eternal fa 1- . 
vation, .. However, if a law for an equal tax upon con­
(ormifts and non-wnformills were palfed in any BritHh 
colony, for the purpofe afol'efaid, there is (caree any 
room to doubt, but that it would be confirmed by the 

. crown: The Head mllft cake care for the good of the . 
body, 
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body, and all its members. Nay, if bifl19PS were fpee­
dily to be fent to America, it feems not wholly impro­
bable, from what we hear of the 1IIm/ual tenor offome late 
parliamentary acts and bills, for railing money on the 
poor colonies witbolit tbeir cOllJent, that provifion might 
be made for the fuppore of there bifllops, if not of all 
the church clergy alCo, in the fame wo)'. 

The gentleman having endeavoured to expo[e to ridi­
·cule the aforefaid apprehenfions, as perfeCl:ly cbimerical, 
and called my modefly-as well as underltanding in queftion, 
even for hinting them, immediately adds, ' Befides, 
, would it have been a good rearon at the revo!tJioll, for 
, debarring the dilfenters from the full exercife of their 
, church government and worlhip, that if they obtained 
, it, they might perhaps increa(e till they got a majOl' 
, vote in both houfes, and then ena..9: no mortal knows 
, what *.' Thefe caCes, it is conceived, are much too 
diffimiIar, to argue thus from one to the other. The 
church bf England had an cxclufive legal el1:ablifhment, 
at the time [poken of;, the King for her Head, and 
f worn Protec1or, and almoft all per[ons of intereft and 
power for her members. Conformity was ;1lmoft, if 
/lot the only path ~o preferment, civil honors, offices 
and emoluments. In !hart, the conftitution both in 
church and Hat\! was [0 fecured, [0 guarded both by laws 
and numbers, and non-conformifrs were fo few, and un­
der fuch diradvantages, that there was not room for any 
fear that they would ever increafe fo as to b~come the 
major and leading part in parliament, or be able, if they 
defired it, .to over-turn the cfl:ablifhment, and opprefs 
epifcopalians. Apprehenfions of this fort, would indeed 
have been perfeB:ly' chimerical at that time; efpecially 
confidering the difunion cf non· conformifts among them­
[elves, and the moral impoffibility of their uniting, in 
el1:ablifhing any other particular form of church govern. 
mem. What parity? what fimilitude is there between 
the circum{tanw of New-England and Old, in thefe , 
tefpeCl:s? The cafes are fo widely diff~rent, that it is 
'firange a gentleman of fo much penetration and acumen 
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lhould, by his manner of reafoning, fuppofe them' pa~ 
rallel. We have no Juch ecclefiaftical eftablilhment,·, 
as that of England; and, I hope, never fhall. OUf 

churches have no royal Head and Protector, in the fenfe 
which that has; only ONE in beaven, whom we pr.1Y to 
be the protector of the other. We are not an indepen­
~ent people, 'or fovereign ftare, but dependent on Eng­
land, wherein epifcopacy is eftabrllhed, and which we 
honor and obey, as our mother-country. Our Gover­
nor, and all provincial Governors appointed by' the 
crown, I fuppofe are, and by law mua 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 moil: of the 
colonies, the refpeClive Governors have all military of­
ficts at their free difpofal, and the nomination to civil; 
and. in rome, a negative on the choice of counfellors. 
They mufi: alfo be fuppofed, as a thing of courfe, moil: 
to favor .epifcopalians; fo that conformity, inftead of 
being a bar to preferment here, is perhaps generally 
found the .read;eft way to it. Epifcopalians may be, and 
often are, chofen members of both houfes of alfembly 
in the colonies of New-England; noris there either law, 
or any thing elfe, to prevent this, if, by their qualifica ... 
tions and good bthaviour, they can recommend them­
felves to the electors. And l hope this gentleman would' 

. not ha.ve the people obliged by law to chufe them, whe-
ther they approve of them or not; though this (eems to 
be the ~mollnt of what he fome ... where fays. Befldes, 
the epifcopfllians here are more united among themfelves 
than we are, being of different ftcts and parties. And 
fhould they l the epifcopaliahs] hereafter approach .any 
thing near to an' equality with us in point of nUlbber, 
they will have the advantage greatly in this refpect; 
!ince they may more eamy unite their 0 reng~h, in pur., 
fuing me~rures for their fepflrate a,dva:jt(lge,' and to 01tr 

common detriment, than we {hall o llrS , in any par-
. ~iCLJlar methods of oppofition to them: So that they 

way c~rry th~ir points, even with illfirior number~; ef~' 
pecialJy being moft favoured by an ~pifcopal Governor, 
. .' .. . . whore 

• 
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whofe influence is ordinarily very great oul of (otlrt, as 
well as his proper conftitutional power in if. 

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 enaCt fuch laws as I have been fpeaking 
of, than there was at the revolufirm, that the non-con­
formifts in England m:ght 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 
bilhops, is not applicable to the fiate of thefe colonies; 
at leaft, not by far, very far, fo applicable as it was and 
is to that of England. The principle 1 intend, h this: 
That ' all members of every church are, according to 
, the principles of liberty, intitled to every part of what 
, they conceive to be tbe benefits of it, intire and com­
, pleat, fa far as confrfls with the welfare of civil [ovent­
, ment t.' It is readily owned, that our apprehenfion of 

. what may pollibly or probably be the confequences of 
bilhops being rent hieher, ought nOt to put us on in­
fringing the religious liberty of our fellow fubjects, and 
chriflian brethren, if they will pardon this fredom: N ei· 
ther have we any power to do fa, if we. were unreafon­
able and wicked enough to ddire it; our charier granting 
fuch liberty to all prote.ftallts. But the epifcopalians here 
may enjoy this liberty, as they now do, without bifhops 
in Amtrica, though under fome inconveniencies; prin­
cipally perhaps, fur want of holy impreJ!ions made by their 
hands in the ceremony of confirmation; their lack of 
which, it muft be owned, is fometimes but too vifible in 
their behaviour. We are therefore, methinks, very ex­
cufable, if we exprefs a rellitltmce at the propofa\ of a 
fcheme, which we really apprehend may bring great trou­
ble and temporal inconveniencies upon us; and b~ the 
fource of muc1r divifion, difcord and confufion: Efpt­
cially, if it be alfo a (cheme tending to promote that par­
ticular mode or profeillon of chril1ianiryamong us, which 
we c;annot but think, on the whole, much lefs conform-
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able to the gofpel, and therefore Iefs c,onduciv.e ,to. t,he 
eternal happiner.~ of mankind, than that which at prefent 
g~nerally prevails among us, . ..... . 

But one thing mentioned by tillS gentleman, In order 
to reconcile us to this fcheme, had almoll: efcaped me: 
It is this. 'Popifh b.ifhops refide here,' tlYS he, ' and 
, go about to exercife every part of their function, '~ith-
, out off."nce and without obfervation t." But this has 
a mUGh Jef.~ tendency to reconcile us to the propufal about 
American bi!hops, than to give us an alarm for the wel­
£-ite of olfr mother country; with which, we are very 
fenlible, our own is connected. If pOpinl bifhops exer­
cJfetheir function iri England 'lOithcut obJer~''atiOil, as tbe 
gentleman fays, it is not indeed llrar:ge, if they do it alfo 
withollt offence. But I cannot readily ((,mp~th[nd what 
he means by faying, that they do this ~vithol!t obJerva­
{ion, when at the faf!le time he f peaks of it as a notorious. 
flct: Though his meaning, cannot be mifbken, whel\ 
he fays, this is done without ofJe11ce. Ie mull: qe, th~t it, 
gives no confiderable umbrage or jealoufy, but· thar the 
people, afleaft thcfe of higher ral1k, ate conrentedjdhould 
be fo. For he fpeaks of this as an inftarice and proof of the 
mutual candor, forbearance and moderation, which' pl:e­
vail at this day in Engl.,nd, among chrill:ians of different 
denominations;. and fo, as' a reaftlll why \ye {houldbe 
well fatisfled 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 010uld be content to fee" 
not only Englifh, but P~pifh bifhops, freelyexercifing 
their functions among us; the Idtter of whiCh i~ /lot agree.' 
able to Our char~er ancllaws.' And though I a'nia wahn: 
friend to religious liberty in the largell: ftnf:'; a~d tho,ugh_ 

, inutual forbearance cannot be too much recom.me~dtd, 
where the differerlccs are nwery of a r~ligiol/s nature, or fuch 
as do not afiect the liberty, Mety and nat~;ral rights 'of 
mankind; yet I mull: own, I hopo:! ,never to fee popllh, 
pinlOpS thl1s going about without offellce, in New-Eng­
J~nd; being perfuaded, from the very nature of divers 
pOpifll ~ene~~, tha,t roman cat~olics cannot' be fafely to-

, . 
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Jeraled in the free exercife of their religion, in a' prote:.. 
Aant goyer~mem. . 

If I may be permitted to make a f9rt of digreffion. 
here, does not the prevalence of popery in Englan,d, af­

,ford ,matter for very jeri.ous ref/exions? The papift~, only 
~n London, were by computation an hllndred ,thouf.1nd, 
in the y.ear 1745' Since which; their numbers are vaaIy 
increafed there, and in other p~rts of the kingdom; the 
people being, ~s it is {aid, p~rverted by popilh bi!hop5, 
priefts, jefuits, &c. by hundreds and thoufands, if not 
ten thoufands, yearly. Nor is [his, as it teems, done 
in feeret, 'and in corners; but openly and boldly, as this 
gentleman intimates. And has not a large mafs-houfe 
been built fince 1745, in Stanhope-Street, May-Fair, 
London, contiguous [0 the houfe of the Neapolitan am­
baffador; \vhich hasa dqor al ways open to another (heet, 
on purpore to accommodate tbe public? W113C is become 
of the fmall, old, crazed pGpilh chapel, called the Sar­
dini~n chapel? Was it not burnt cwo or thrle years 
ago, probably with a politic defigl1, by tbe papifts them­
felves, prefuming chat they had many friends, and but 
few zealous powerful enemies? I mean, with a defign 
to rebuild, greatly enlarge and adorn ir. Has not this 

. aCtually been done? though, co be Cure, not intirely 
'Withollt obfervalion; finee the chapd has now an organ, 
to catch the attention of the lovers of mulle. And has 
not that chapel been boldly fpoken of in a pUblic adver­
tifement, dqubtlefs by the papifts, to invite the idle and 
curious thither, as olle of the HAN DSOMEST places of WOR­

SHIP abottt town? Is it not fi.lrprizing, if thefe and fuch 
like things ar.::, indeed, tranfaCl:ed in the metropolis, 
without any oppoGtion from, or ojfeilce to, perfons of 
rank? even the venerable bilhops and Society, who are 
fa zealous co fupport and propagate the protellant church 
of England abroad; and, according to chis gentleman, 
fo very folicitous to prel~rv,et.he Britiili colonies from po­
pifh jilper)1itiol1 and id~latry ? even thofe colonies, inwhicll 
there 'are 1io pop(/h bifhops n9r priefts, and h~rdly a papijl! 
While they are fa char;table to us remote Colon ills, are 
Pl~fe things done before their eyes wilholft offence? Par-

. ticularly 
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ticular1y, do the popifh bifhops, without giving them 
any umbrage, go about to exercife EVERY PART of their 
/untiion? .' fuch as ordaining, priejls, !mitil1g the [popilh] 
dergy, making proftlytes, cOltftrming new converts from. 
fchifin, with other weak brethren of that communion; and 
bl1Jing all manlier oj teople, JuJceptible of Juch holy im~ 
pre mons, as arc made by the impojition of bijhops hands; 
with many et caetera's! WEat? All this, 'without offence 
to fuch zealou~ proteftants! How can that be? Is po~ 
pery more harmlefs in its nature and tendency; and there­
fore lefs offenfive, now than formerly? Is it lefs dange~ 
rous, eith.er to the fouls or bodies of men? lefs perilIolls 
to'the eternal. falvation of its profelytes and profelfors, 
or'to the temporal fafery of proteftant communities? If 
not, how can we account for there things being rranfacr­
ed witbottt offence to fuch good proteftants, as the vene­
rableSocietyand bilhops? How would America be bet­
ter fecured againft popery, by having fuch bifhops here? 
And if not againll: popery, how,- againft other pernici­
ous errors? .or do their Lordfhips and the Society Jove 
New.England better than Old? or America better than 
Europe? Are they more folicitous for our welfare, than 
for their own, and 'the fafetyof the good people of Eng­
land? Is the infernal gun-powder plot? are other trea­
fonable and execrable confpiracies of Engli/h papifts, for­
gotten? Is the horrid malfacre of the proteftants in Jre~ 
land? is that on Black-Bartholomew in Paris, one of which 
at Jeaft was ever applauded by the popes and papifis *; 
no more remembered? Are all their diabolical treache­
ries and cruelcies buried in oblivion? Can they who be­
lieve the Pope's fupremacy over all Kings, and can fe­
quently deny the independency of the Britifh crown and 
empire, poffibly be good Joyal fubjeCl:s to King GEORGE, 

or any other protefbnt King? Are there no laws now 
in force againft papifts? or is there no-~ody to execute 

. I . 

• Le fucedfeur de SI, fierre et fan conlifioire ne peuvent errer, lIs 
approuverent, celeb"rerent, conf.1crerent l'aClion de la SI, l!t/rlhefmli, 
Done eette action etait tres fainte. Done de deux aflilllin' igal/x en Ifhi, 
celui qui aurait cvcntre vingt-quatre femmes groifcs huguenotes, doir 
cere elevc en gloire d u double de eelui qui n'en aura cventre qUI< 
dO!1zc, 'Irt//'e jill'la'roUrt/IICe. By M. I'o/Iaire. 
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them? Is the fw.ord of tbe Jaw rufted in the hands of the 
. magiftrates, as well as that of the SpIrit, where it is fai d 
fo rarely to come, in the mouths of the prelates? One 
would Jufpecc both, from the account this gentleman 
gives of popi!h bifuops going about, to perform every 
pal't of their funCtion withollt offence! But how will the 
gentleman well reconcile this with what he elfewhere 
fays; 'that the Roman catholics hate the church of Eng­
land more than they do others, 'as the moji dangerous ene­
, my to their caufe, and flrol1geft bulwark of the reforma­
, tion r' lIi Surely, they have no rea(on to do (0, if fuch 
things are tranfatl:ed in England withottt offmce. I could 
willi he had explained himfelf a little further, upon fo 
intere!ting a point. 

Poffibly 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 prote!t:mt 
biihops and their clergy, if not in fome other pcrjo1/J, with 
reference to popilh bilhops going about fo freely, and 
to the great and dangerous increafe of popery in England, 
wichout any offence taken thereat. I can, fomecimes, 
hardly forbear looking on this as a dellgned, fevere, 
and cutting, though difguifed fa/ire, on rhe prelates at 
leaf\:, if not on the adminiftration. But whatever might 
be his real defign, as to which I am in fame doubt, one 
would think, that, according to the re'prefentation he 
has given, whether ju!t or not, there was at this day in 
England great oecaGon for 

. .F'..... .".' honeft zeal, 
« To roufe the watchmen of the public weal, 
, To virtue's work provoke the tardy hall, 
e And goad the prelate numb'ring in his frail.' 

I am far enough from pretending to know, further 
ftill from prefuming to fay, what the true !tate of things 
now is in England. But it is fufficicntly ~pparent, what 
have in times pafl been the reafons why the pernicious 
praCl:ices of papi!ls, and the increafe of popery there, 
have been winked at. At fome times the King and the 
tuiniftry J the principal billiops, and other eccIefiaftical 
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,digbita'ries; together with {orne Of the niagifl:rates; have 
feemed really inclined to 'a t1~orough coalefcence with the 
church of Rome: Witnefs fome, at le~ft, ,of the Stuart­
reigns .. At Other tim~s, itfeems, a corrupt, aba11don'd mi-

. niftry have hoth h,ad occafion for, and by concert receiv­
.ed, the parliamentary intereft oftbe wealthier papif1:s: In 
coorequence of which, and as a grateful return for the 
favor, if fuch perfoos can be [uppored to have any grati­
tude, they have wholly connived at the practices and 
.perverfions of papifts. The magift;rates of courfe be­
came leIs watchful, more remifs and inactive. The 
c1ergy~ efpecially thofe of fuperior rank, and who aim­
ed:at riches or higher preferment, or both, obferving 
this' conduct of the minifl:ry, and the path neceffary iit 
commendiml, wholly connived alfo at the practices of 
papifts, and the progrefs of popery; el'cept perhaps 
they coldly arr.eart:d againfr them on certain days and 
occafions, of mere necemty and form. So tliat, at [uch 
times, cruel, blood-thirfly and rebel· hearted roman-ca­
tholics, had hardly any oppofition made to them, ot 
any thing to fear in England, either from law or gof­
pel. A few learned, honeft and aaive men, who aimed 
lefs at preferment in the church, than at the [afety and 
good of their country, have indeed ftepped forth at fuch 
times, to oppelt: this mafter-hydra of popery: But be­
ing mofl:ly poor, with lirrle influence or interef1:, and un­
fupported by their fuperi.ors, who ought to l};lve been 
FOR EMOST in this oppofirion, the public received but 
little benefit fr()n1 their. v,irtuous and 'heroic endeavours, 

• # • • 

exerted to a' certain .detrime!1t iJ.l their promotion, 'lnd to . 
their perfonal difadvantage. By fuch·like means has the 
Scarht-1Yhore, with whom the Kings and great men of 
the earth have commitred lomication, at certain [earons 
got fairly mounted on her horned beafl, and rode, w·ith 
tbe cup. of abominations in her hands, almofr triumphant 
through Engiand: Seeming to want / only a ·Iittle mOre 
time, and a favourable concur.rence of circumf1:ances,' 
by means of foreign or domefric broils and jarrings, to 

. {hew her execrable, infernal face in its mofr· hideous atti-
tudes, and to exert a bloody, fiery, diabolical ftrengrl:!;; 

the 

• 
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the utmoft confequenees of which, no one could forefee, 
but all had great reafon to dread! Such has heretofore 
been the Hate,of things in England. How it is at pre­
fent;' I pretend not particularly to know. But, as was 
intimated before, I could wilh that my penetrating and 
able opponent; who is on the fpot, had explained him-' 
felf a little further, when he hinted that popery was fafl: 
gaining ground there, and:appeared fa boldly, yet ~lJilh-, 
Ottt offence! ' 
. For this digreffion, methinks, he ought to be partly 

refponfible, fmee he gave the oecaGon; and I hope he \vill 
be fa good as to lbare the blame.with me. It is not, how­
ever, I think, entirely foreign from my fLlbjeB:, as was 
hinted before.: For, furely, bilbops, or orhe::r perfons, 
who are, fo little inimical to pop.ery, as to take flO of­
fmce at popilb bilbops going about to exercife every part 
of their function in England, if this be really the cafe, 
are not likely to be of much fervice to the proteftant 
religion, in thecharaB:er of bi!bops in America. 'I am 
very fure, there are none of our Ullorthod?x New Eng­
land cJerg,y,: but ,what would be poth great! y offended and 
alarmed at fuch things; . SOUN~ A LOU D ALA RM to the 
people of'their paftoral chai'ge, and exert themCelves to 
the utmoft, to prevent the fatal effects that might be ap­
prehended from· the praCl:ices of his minifters and agents; 
who oppofeth aud exalteth himfllf above all that is called 
God, 01' tbaUs worjhipped; and 'lohoft cOI.~ii!g is afler 'he 
working of Satml, with all power, (iild jigl1S, tlnd lj'ing 
wonders, and witb all decei'L·ablenejs of tmrighteoufllcfs iI~ 
tbem that periJh. But notwithftanding the grcac elevation 
anti authority of the EngliOl biOlOPS, tbis gentleman 
fays, ' That any of them ,are 1'0 high, as to do btli'ilI, or 
, . cattje fear, by their elevation, the Ferfons amongfl: 
, whom they live, find not t.' And in this, it is likely, 
the papifts and popilh bifhops will agree witb him, 
if it be true l as he intimates; that the latter exercif'e e'very 
part of "their function ~()itbout offmce to them: Which 
may, perhaps, help to expl;lin his meaning in thefe 
words., 

• 
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Poffiply, though I am not willing to fuppofe, the 
gentleman may fay of 'me on this occafion, as he did on 
another: ' But why .ruch difmal apprc::henfions? why 
, fuch olltcries? where are the perfecurors? where is 
, the dragon? All the world muf!: Jee, , the DoB:or 
'. himfelf muft fee, that this declamation is foreign from 
'the purpofe; and on his firft recolleB:ion, he 1hould 
, have been ajbamcd of it, and have flruck it out. But 
, paterr.al tendernefs would 'not let him delhoy fo pa­
c thetic a rtint on fo darling a Jubjetf t.' The former, 
and this prefent Jubjetf, are not wholly dijJimilar; I 
thank God they are not more nearly alike. With me 

. t~ey are both important, though in very' unequal de­
grees. But if this gentleman and I had taken each 
other's council as to flriking out, on one fide pathetic 
rants and declamations, and on the other, I will not fay 
unanimated, but cool, yet inconclujive reaJonings; it is pro­
'hable that both our 'frafts would have been reduced to 

a much finaller fize: And who, on this fllppofi,ion, 
would have had mof!: grief, refulting from paternal ten­
derneJs, I' cannot, and prefllme he will not, very po-
fitively determine. . 

I have freely and fully 'laid open my thoughts, fuch 
:IS they are, refpecting, the New. England miffions. I 
have alfo explained myfelf as to the propofition con­
cerning bilhbps in America; and though not fo fully, 
yet ~10re particularly th.an I intended to do; having 
beenalmofl: compelled [0 It, at once by this gentleman's 
formal attack upon a few expreffions, which occafionm 

ally dropped from my pen, and by his great cOlJrtefy in 
attempting to propofe my objeCtions dijJinflly for me, be" 
caufe he thought I was ,a great deal too vehement to do it: 
myfelf. By what has now been faid, he may -perceive, 
at leaf!: that he has not wholly diffipated 'the poor 
mao's fears t,' either by his reafoning or rallying on 
the fubjet1. I have attended to his ferious requeft, at 
the conc1ufion of his Argument .,' if he is flilt diffatif 
, fled, I imreat him to conlider, for all men ought, what 
, ffw11Iuroj JPirit be is 0/*.' STILL DISSATISFIED 1 am; 

. ' 
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and, .I hope, from fuch a /ph-it as he will not wholly 
difapprove, however wrong he may think my opinions: 
. from a love to trutb, cultivated in my early days; 
from a love to what I take to be' the moll primitive ehrif­
tianily; from a fincere concern for the welfare of my 
country; and an apprehenHon that this fcheme of biOlOps, 
if put in execution, will be greatly deJrimCl1lal to it, both 
in civil and religious refpects. This, I think, is the fpiri!, 
from which my difatisfaCtion chiefly arifes. The gentle­
man has doubtlefs well confidered, fro in wbat Jpirit it 
is, that he is fo much Jet UPOiZ this fcheme of biJhops; anu 
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~ 1 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 profeJfedo, has in view, as the ends 
aimed at, I could not object againft it; except onlf upon 
the fame principle, that I object againft the church of 
England ill geJ1eral, and iliould be forry, from a regard . 
to what I fuppofe a more fcriptural way of worfuip. 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 inconfiftent with that 
full, entire liberty in religious matters, which I defire 
for myfelf; and which all men, whore 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 is much good fenfe, good 
temper, candor and chriftian catholicifm difcovered in 
various parts of his Tract. The venerable Society, I 
believe, never had 10 able, and never will have a more 
able defender: 

, . ' ,.' Si Pergama dextra 
, Defendi poffent, etiam hie ddenfa fuiffent.' 

He has, I t~ink, once or twice expreffed himfelf civilly 
evw of me, thollgh never without blaming me at the 

fame 
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{lime time. I wouid .. not be' vlanting in a fuitable re­
turn': But if it fa happe'ns~' that the' neceffi.ry con~e­
quente of atre'ridirig to any gentleman's reafonirig~ is 'his 
appearing fometimes in a Iefs advantageous light thariat 
others, it is not difficult to fee where' the blame lies. 
Nc.ir is the difference fmalI; betweengoirlg out of one's 
way, on purpofe to' give murderous thruits to the re­
putation of a writer, and barely ,not preventing him fi'om 
being too cardefs of it himfelf, and ufing it very, un­
kindly, by undertaking tq defend what is not defenfible. 
,ThIs performance' is doubtlefs; in all refpecrs l rilllch fu­
perior to any of thofe which fir) appeared againft the 
Obfrrvations in A'meriea. And, upon the whole; by 
what r cim learn, it is written with too mucli' cath6li­
~iflri, and too little rarlcor againft me, to be generally ac­
ceptable co the e'pifcopaliansamong us: Which are pro­
bably the chief' rea/ons, .. why there was fa much, diffi .. 
¢.ulty in obtaining 'a JubJcription for reprinting it in 
Bofton. ' , , 

But though thcre is" tbo much charity and moderation 
difcovered in many parts of this Traer, to pleafe the 
faft'eof fome among us; yet, merhinks, the gentle au­
thor has" at times, 10bm oil his guard, ufed me in fuch a 
manner as might almoft have /tlti'.ftcd thcm; and, por .. 
fibly, upon a review' of fome pa!ft1ges, they may have 
an higher opinion of this performance in th'at refpett ; 

, among which, I beg leave particularly to recommend to 
them the following, all relating to me and my Obferva­
tiol1s .. ', He cont<;nts himfelf with reproachfLiI names, 
, and ludicrou~ repl'efemations; a likely method to pleafe 
• the prejudiced, and lead the thollghtlefs, along with 
'him.' .lh!/wer P,4' ' What he means' ,befides in­
, delenninate abllfe,' p. 5, < had better judge_ by the 
• experience of others, than by his own heated imagi­
, nation.' Ibid. .. , 'he hath not explained what his own 
, [trade] is. But certainly reviling his brethren is a 
, very bad one,' p. Iii,.' ' 'Some pei'fons are itrangely 
'Jubjeer to violent gufl:s of paffion-his malady bath a 
" decptr root in his frame. and influenceth him more 
~ conltantly' p. 9.' " an artful dc0gn to procure him':' 

.' [elf -
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, felf a difpenfation for his outrages,' Ibid. .' frequent 
, and copious effu!ions of a bad fpirit in his work,' p. 10. 

" 'place fome part of his religion in railing at epifco. 
, palians,' p. 3 I.' 'according to the old cullom of his 
~ party· of dlfchal'ging mifapplid texts of fcriptllre in 
, the faces of fuch as happened to offend them,' p. 55. 
. 'The poor man's fears, if you will believe him, run 
, to vaftl y fmher lengths yet,' p. 64. 'fo pathetic a 
, rant on fo darling a fubjeCt,' p. 65.' 'wic and arch­
, nefs ." would have been too great a {acrifice [for him J 
, to make to dull truth and faB:,' p. 66. 

Thefe and fame other of his complimCJJts, however 
agreeable they may be to others, lawn, I do not very 
well relifh myrelf; and the lers, becaure they may pof­
fibly ferve ilzjomc meaforc, to keep in coulZtmance' my 
American antagonifts in this controverfy; who have ob­
ferved no nzeajurcs in their abufes and inveB:ives. But I 
can bear, without returning, [uch language as this; efpe­
dally as this counly gentleman intimates, that thefe 
, freedoms' 1hould ' noc be imputed to any tmktllder mo­
e tive *,' than chat of jhcwitzg me to I1JyJelf ; and that, if t 
< amend upon. admonition,' fo tenderly adminiftered, I 
may be entitled to fome reJpect. I defire to amend all 
my faults, which are far, very far, too many. Nor 
will I deny, but that I am in fame meafure defirous to 
procure refpeB:, by fair and honorable means; efpect­
ally refpeB: from a perron, for whom I have fo fin cere a 
one myfelf, as I have for my kind admonilher. . . 

The gentleman, after having fpoken of me in fuch 
terms as the aforefaid, is fo charitable as to make an apo­
logy for me, by obferving, that I Jeem to have Naturally 
(J moft 'lJebcl11C11t fpirit, and to have imbibed, p{rhaps ill my 
early days, equally 'lJchemCJJt prepo.ffejJio11S ngaiJifl thc vcry 
name of bijhops, a11d every thing conneCted with them. . 
, I am fenfible/ adds he, 'that thefe things plead in his 
, excufe t,' &c. My natural temper IS perhaps toO 
warm: And lawn, that early in life, I imbibed ftrong 
prepoJJeJlions againll diocefan bifhops; I. e. if a full per­
fuafion, the rerule of free enquiry and reading, that their 

. .. P ,'6,. t Ihid.. . 
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order itfelf is unfcriptural, and that they have generally 
been a pernicious fet of men, both to church and frate, 
may properly be called prepojelfiOlz. And if thefe things 
plead in my excitje for any unwarrantable expremons 
u(ed by me, r am much obliged to the gentleman fOf, 

his candor in fuggeftin'g ir. What his own early prepof­
felfions might poffiqly be, in favour of epifcopacy, and 
fome things connetled with it, I forbear to conjeCture; 
left Ilhould fall into a miftake that might be offenjivc to 
him! Which I chufe to avoid. If the gentleman labours 

- under any lwtural foible, umilar to that which he fup­
pofes in me, I am extremely defirous that he lhould reap 
all, the ad vantage from it, as a plea in his excujC, 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 his i1zfirmitics *. But if, on 
the contrary, he is natur;tlly of a cool, difpalfionatc tem­
per; though I uncerely congratulate him on his felicity 
in that rl"fpeCt, y('t 1 cannot but exprefs my forrow, that 
this puts it out of my power to return his civility, by 
making as handfome a~ apology for fome eXf>remons 
that have e[caped him, as he has made for fome of 

, 
mlOe. . 
.' I am indeed, even literally, a ' poor man,' as this gen­
tleman calls me, 1 fuppufe, in another fenfe: And in 
that refpeCt I have been publici y upbraided by fame of 
the viry decent writers againft the ObjervCltions; nor has 
even the honeft, irreproachable memory of ,my Fa.tber 
wholly efcaped their infults. However, through the 
goodnefs of God, and the generality of his people, I 

, "have a comfortable fubuflence, with contentment; which, 
if but attended with integrity and godlineJs, is all the gain 
that my foul afpires after in this world. Let-me add, 
on this occauon, (hat I had much rather be the poor fan 
ofa good man, who [pent a long life and his patrimony 
in the humble and laborious, though apoftolica.l em­
ploy ment of preaching the ' u nfearcl1a.ble riches of.Chrift' 
[0 poor Indians; ~nd One, as I Cuppofe, now at refl: from 
his labours with 'the fpirits of juft men made .perfeCt ;' 

, 
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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 Grear, and proftituting his conrcitnce, 
made his way to a bi!hoprick, and the worldly dignity 
of a peer; how large a bag foever he had carried with 
him through a life of idlenefs and pride, of intrigue and 
luxury, or left behind him at death, the black period of 

, all his greatnefs and glory. 
The good. gentleman concludes his performance in fuch 

a fenfible, cand:d and charitable way, as does him great 
honor; and !hews the amiable fpirie of chriftianity in an 
advantageous light. I can, however, hardly [uppo(e, 
that if he had ever {een certain outrageous publications 
of. the American epifcopalians againft me, relating to 
the Society and the cburch, he would have exprelfed him· 
[elf in fa cautious and tender a manner as he has there 
done, after having reproved anJ admonifl1ed me, with 
fame feverity, though only for my good: Since he is doubt· 
lees as killdly difpofed toward them, as toward me. 'IF 
, any writers on our fide,' fays he, , have been lefs cool, 
, or lefs civil, than th~y ought, and defigl1ed Lto be fore J 
, to have been, we are forry for it, and exhort them to 
'change their flile, if they writ~ again *.' Methinks, 
One that appears pattly in the charaCter of a moderator 
and peace-maker among warm difputants, ought, not only 
to abfiain from all luch contemptuous and opprobrious 
language as he blames in them, but to be i1llpartialin his 
reproofs and admonitions. For which rea/on I conclude, 
this worthy gentleman was an utter ftranger to fome late 
writings of the epifcopalians here; which would, no 
doubt, if he had [een them, have extorted from a per· . 
fon of his mi:d, merk. and gentle dirpofition, a Jbarp re­
buke, inftead of [uch a gingerifh exborlalion. 

Though Mr. /lp!horp kept to his prudent refolution, 
, once for all;' and has been dead as to this difpute, 
ever fince he began it in form; this g,ntlel11an has re­
vived the remembrance of him, by )ometimes mentioning 
him, endeavouring to defend d:vers of his mon: unjuf­
lifiable pofitions, and blaming me for treating him ' un-

. • p. 6s. 
F 2 , mercifu;!y, 
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, mercifully~ &c.', All which I confider as the elrea of 
his great humanit)" rather rhan the refult ofhis deliberate 
judgment. And though I have had frequent oecafions, 
yet I have, as much as poffible, avoided fpeaking of that 
gentleman; left, in my own vindication, I Jhould have 
teen almoft obliged to rranfgrefs the old maxim, De mor-
t{tis nil niJl. bonum. . 

. Plaufible colors may b~ put upon almoft any thing, 
however falfe or wrong in itftlf, by men of great inge-

. fluhy, and fine fmJe. But pfahl, common fel1Je, wirh a 
comperent knowledge Of faDS and circzt1lijlances, (which, 
to be furl', is the lltmofi tLat J can pretend t.o) an,d much 
more,. an equal capacity on the fide of tr mil and right, 
will t\7er.have the advantage in an argument. This will? 
commonly at leaft, be able ro thew, that round is not 
{quare, or black wnite; to ftrip a bad caure of the inge­
niotls gloffes put upon it; to puff away the duft, and 
prufh off the flimzy, cobweb reafonings [hat are fpread 
over it, to keep it from appearing what it is. . 

, Spin all your cobwebs o'er the eye of day! 
, Th.e mufe's wing {ball brufu them all ;tway. ' 
, All, all but truth, drops dead.born from the prcJs, 
, Like rhe laft Gazette, or the laft /lddrefs.-· 
, Not Waller's wreath can hide the nation's fear, 
, Nor Boileau turn the FEATHER to a STAR,' 

~ That which is crooked qlOnot be made flrait.' I will 
pot apply this; it will be done by others, if it is in any 
meaf(ire applicable to the cafe in hand. 

But to draw to a c10fe of thefe Remarks. Having, 
for fome ·years, been not unacquainted with the religious 
fiate of Ntw-England, nor un!mowjng to many tranrac­
tions reJative thereto; I have fincerely aimed at [erring 
things in a true light, as to the miffions here. A chilq 

, may hold a candle to a man, or a weak and fimpl~ man 
to a wife one; and ther\!by be of fei-vice to him, while 
employed about matters of great imporrance and difficul­
ty.· If nny thing has been offered by me, which, from 
the nature of it, jullly claims attention, I hope it ~ill 
po~ b~ !!ntirely difregarded? Qn ~CCOUl1t of any difagree-

. . able 
• 



on the Charter and ConduC/, &c. 8 S 
• 

able appendages. If I have faid nothing that deferves 
any regard, I beg the venerable Society candidly to ex­
cufe my well-meant o/ficiournefs; as alfo to pardon any 
expreffions ured by me, which may feem not fufficiently 
refpeCl:ful. I think, whatever faults I may have, (would 
to God they were much fewer!) I am not of a temper de- . 
Jiberately to juftify any 'thing, too naftily laid or done by 
me, after being convinced of tne error. Though I may 
be thought co have faid fame harfu things about the mem­
bers of the church of England, and am often blamed in 
that refpeCt by my worthy Anf..verer; I 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 wodhip of that church, I fhould be ex­
tremely glad to fee a friendly, obliging intercourfe pre­
ferved between her members among llS, and people of 
our own perfualion: And notwithftanding I am taxed 
with being uncharitable ro, and vehement againll: them; 
I can fay, with the fincerity becoming a chri{tian, that 
whenever. I happen to have any concern with any of them, 
who appear to me to be perfons of principle and candor, 
not over-bearing and alfull1ing, but willing to treat non­
conformit1:s as their fellow-chriftians and brc:thren; I take 
a very particular pleafl.lre in !hewing them all the tokens 
of affection, efteem and honor. But, I fay it at once 
with grief and reluctance, I have much Jeldomer found 
perfans of this charatl:er among them, than I cOllld have 
wilhed to do; and contempt and difdain on one fide, 
very often produce the fame on the other. However, 
I recollect a very jull: obfervation of the gent1~man, to 
this purpofe, That people of different religious [cCl:s and 
parties may think much too ill of, without at all wiJhing 
ill to, each other. RJth thefe are faults, which ought 
to be carefulJ y guarded againfl:: If I have ever fallen 
into the fil}l, I hope I am not chargeable with the Jccol1d; 
which is far the moll: criminal and inexcufable. I like­
wife hope, we Jhall on all hands, as far as pomble, put 
en that cbarity which thin.~eth no evi]; which JujJerelh 
. lonJ;, 
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long; and is kind; which envieth not, 'Vaunteth not itJelJ, 
is· not puffed up; which doth not behave itfelf unJeemly; 
rejoiceth'no! in iniquity; but rejoiceJh in Jhe truth. No one 
can read the facred oracles, unlefs he is fpirituaJly blind~ 
withollt clearly feeing. that though we had all faith, as 
well-as all knowledge, fo that we could remove moun­
tains, as well as underftand all myfleries; though we had 
a)[o the tongues of a~gels, as well as of men, and de­
claimed ever fo loudly with them, either for or againft 
:Jl1y . particular church; and yet had not charity, we 
ihould be but empty, noify formalifts in religion; mere 
foulJding braJs, and tinkling cymbals. And. the words 
with"which this gentleman concludes, though he may 
be bilt a lay-.man, are certainly worthy t,he pen of the 
moft eminent biiliop in ,England, not excepting even 

• his Grace the Metropolitan and Primate of ALL England*; 
whqfe chrinian.moderation is not the leaft lhining part of 
his refpecbble .character: 'It is the .duty of all men," 
fays he, 'how much foever they differ in opinion, to 
, agree in mutual good will, and kind behaviour.' Would 
(0 God that all biiliops had, and that all proteftant bi­
/hops at leaft, would, preach the fame good doctrine, 

: and praeWe according to it: The former might in a 
great meafure have prevented uncharitable divifions in 
the chrillian church; the latter might go far towards 
heaHng the prefent animolities among protefiants; and 
Jead them to unite in love, and point their force againft 
infidelity on one hand, and popery on the other : Both 
how necelfary!' . 

.. And thus I take leave for the prefent, I hope for ever, 
pfthis controverfy, of which I am heartily weary; though 

• 

• 

" This being a title commonly givrn to the Archbilhop of Canter­
bury, may be o.ne reafon why Mr. fill-orp fpoke of him only, as pre­
fining o~'er the church of E1lgland, [See page 10, II, of thefe Remark!.] 
Fot this, doubtlefs, gives his Grace fome pre-eminence above the 
Archbilhop of York, who is ll:i1ed only, Metropo/itan alld Prill:ale rf 
Ellg/and. And this fecms to have been long a/rettled point; though 
in . form'er ages' there was much graceltfi contention betlVeen their 
Graces prcdece/Tors, for the lighrJl jeal ill.lheJj-1/agogue, and the IIpper­
mojl room at fiajls; or for rallk alld precedency in the CHURCH alld 
COU.RT. 

, 
not , 

, 



on the Charter and Conduct, &c~ 87 
, 

not from a conviction 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, !hall write and publifh, merely for the fake of having 
the laft word, I beg toexcufe myfelf from being his op­
ponent: I will not contend with him for that point of ho­
nor; efpecially if he will be fo il1gel1uous as to own, that 
he writes for that end. The· author is not folicitous, on 
whofe fide the taft word is, if barely the tl'Uth 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 acknowledge it; and give the venerable Society 
all the fatisfaction in his power: But 'One who has writ­
ten fomuch upon the fubject already, may furely be con­
tented hereafter with only thinking himfelf it: the right, 
without again telling the world his opinion. And if he 
had ufed as much art on one fide, as fame pet/o11s have 
on the other; and played the hero as fuccefsfuJ\y as they 
feemed very fure 'fhey had done, he might not improperly 
put a period to this Seco11d, and, as he hopes, Laft De­
fence, with, 

, or Hic Victor caeaus artemque repono. 
But inO:ead of that, he fubmits the whole, with all pro­
per deference, to the judgment of the reader. 

, 
• 

T H Ii. END. 
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A D V E R TI S E MEN T I 

• 

. -
HE foregoing Remarks may poffibly fall into the 
hands of fome, public-fpirited gentlemen of ample 

fortunes abroad, wh. heartily wifh well to New Eng­
land in all refpeCts, and particulaily to the encourage-

I " 

ment and increafe of Learning there. The Auihor 
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 fuftained in the entire 
deftruCl:ion of one of its buildings by fire, togeth,~r with' 
the whole and valuable Apparatlls for experimental Phi­
lofophy, and the whole public Library, a very valuable 

• 

one, excepting a few books which happened to be out 
• 

of it at that time; and how gratefully and refpeClfulIy 
any expreffion of their good-wilJ to that College, toward 
repairing fo heavy a 10fs, would be received . 

• 

• 

Bojion, June 20, 1764. J. Mayhew., 
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