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INTRODUCTORY PREFACE.

TH E reverend Jofeph Fownes, whofe

Enquiry into the Principles of Toler-

ation is now a third time prefented to the

publick, was born at Andover, in Hamp-

ihire, in the month of July, 17 15. His

grandfather, George Fownes, M. A. who

was a nonconformift minifter of the baptifl

perfuafion, had refigned the living of High

Wycombe, in Bucklnghamfhire, prevloufly

to the reftoratlon, and was a deep fufferer

at a time when it was thought juftifiable to

cxerclfe feveritles on account of differences

in religious opinions and worfhip. His fa-

ther, who was of the fame profeflion, preach-

ed fucceffively at Briftol, Andover, and

Nailfworth in Gloucefterfhire, at which lad

place he died, in early, or, at leaft. In mid-

dle life. After his deceafe, his widow re-

turned
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turned to Andover, together with her fon,

the fubjea of the prefent ihort narrative.

Here he completed his grammatical educa-

tion, under the care of the reverend Mr.
Ball, the prefbyterian minifter of the town,

and a gentleman of confiderable reputation

in his day, for the extent of his know-

ledge, and the liberality of his fentiments.

From ^Andover young Mr. Fownes was

removed, in 1730, to an Academy at Fin-

defn, in Derby/hire, of which Dr. Latham,

a man of diftinguilhed abilities and learn-

ing, was the principal tutor. At this feminary

Mr. Fownes profecuted his ftudies with fuch

imremitting affiduity and diligence, that

when he was little more than twenty years

of age, he was judged to be fufficiently

qualified for entering upon the work of the

miniftry. Accordingly, in 1735, he was in-

vited to the diflenting congregation at Cradley,

near Stourbridge, in Worceftei-ihire, which

invitation he accepted. To this congregation

he continued to officiate till the year 1748.

On the twentieth of April, 1743, he was

ordained to the full difcharge of the paf-

toral office. The gentlemen who afTifted at

his ordination, were. Dr. Latham, his former

tutor, and MefTieurs Kenrick, Witton, Hol-

land,
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land. Carpenter, and Mattock, all of them

refpeflable minifters in that part of the

kingdom j and who, on this occafion, united

in giving a very honourable teflimony to

Mr. Fownes's qualifications for the perform-

ance of the duties he had undertaken.

Such was the growing reputation of Mr.

Fownes's abilities and character, that, In

1748, he received an Invitation to be paftor

of the congregation in the High Street,

Shrewfbury, In connexion with the pious and

excellent Mr. Job Orton, whofe valuable prac-

tical writings are fo well known, and of whom

particular notice Is propofed to be taken,

under the article of Dr. Philip Doddridge,

in the new and enlarged edition of the

Biographia Britannlca. It was at Mr. Orton's

particular folicltation that Mr. Fownes re-

moved to Shrewfbury ; and It was with

great reludlance that his friends at Cradley,

and at Stourbridge, where he had ufually

refided, confented to part with him. In

1754, he married MIfs Mary Mafon, daugh-

ter of Thomas Mafon, Efq j an honourable

and happy connedion ; by which he became

united in relationfhip, as he before was In

friendlhip, with one of the principal fami-

lies
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lies in Shrewfbury. I do not find that

any thing was printed by him till the year

1760, when he took occafion to difplay his

loyalty to the royal houfe of Brunfvvick, and

his love to his country, by publifliing a fer-

mon on the death of king George the fe-

cond. The title of his Difcourfe was, " the

Connedion between the Honour of Princes

and the Happinefs of their people."

In 1772, the general body of proteftant

diflenting minifters thro' the kingdom, united

in an application to Parliament, for an en-

largement of the Toleration Ad. The ob-

jedts of their felicitation were, to be relieved

from the fubfcription to the Articles of

the Church of England, which, with a few

exceptions, was required by that a<5b as it

had pafled foon after the Revolution, and

to obtain a legal fecurity for their fchool-

mafters.
. This matter being at that time

very much difcuffed, and exciting the par-

ticular attention of thofe who were imme-

diately interefted in the application, Mr.

Fownes naturally direfted his thoughts to

the fubjedj the refult of which was, his

Enquiry into the Principles of Toleration.

At firft, his modefty would net permit him

to
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to publifli it with his name; but its merit

quickly recommended it to general notice.

In lefs than a year a fecond edition was

called for, to which he made confiderable

additions. I need not fay that this Tra6t

lets Mr. Fownes's abilities and charader in

a very favourable light. It is written with

great knowledge of the fubjedl, and the

reafoning is found and concluiive. At the

fame time, the work is drawn up with

a fpirit of moderation and candour, which

cannot too much be commended. Such is

the method in which religious controverfies

ought to be conduced. It is the method

that was purfued by a Locke, and a Hoadly t

it is the method moft becoming in itfelf j

land which is the moft likely, in the end,

to promote the caufe of truth, and the

benefit of mankind. I deny not, however,

that there may fometimes be cafes in which

bigotry and intolerance may affume fo inib-

lent a form, as to demand fevere reprehenfion.

On the twenty feventh of July, 1783,

Mr. Fownes paid an afFedionate teftimony

of refpedt to the memory of Mr. Orton,

by preaching his funeral fermon. The Dif-

courfe, v/hich was publifhed, and is entitled,

B * " the
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" the Glory of the Gofpel, and the Excel-

lence and Honour of the Miniftration of

it," refledls no fmall credit on the charac-

ter of our author, as well as on that of

his venerable friend.

Mr. Fownes, after having continued at

Shrewfbury, with great and juft reputation

and efteem, for forty one years, found that,

at length, his health began faft to decline.

Hopes, I believe, were for a while enter-

tained, that his ftrength might in fome de-

gree be recovered-, but thefe hopes proving

fallacious, he departed this life on the

feventh of November, 1789, in the feventy

fifth year of his age, much regretted and

lamented. His charader is too well known,

to thofe who had the happinefs of his ac-

quaintance, to ftand in need of any enlarge-

ment. His piety and virtue were unquef-

tionable; his manners, amiable and enga-

ging i his preaching, ferious and inftruclive 5

his learning, extenfive, and, indeed, far a-

bove the common rank. In ftiort, he united

in himfelf the qualities of the chriftian,

the chriftian minifter, the gentleman, and

the fcholar.

As
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As Mr. Fownes's Treatife on Toleration

has become a fecond time out of print, it

has been thought feafonable to repubhfh it

at the prefent jundlure, when the fubjetfl of

religious liberty is again brought into difcuf-

iion. Our author has not, indeed, faid any

thing concerning the Corporation and Teft

A6ls in particular-, but his principles and

reafonings, if properly purfued, will ferve to

Ihow, that thefe ads are inconfiftent with the

didates of juftice, and the maxims of good

policy. That worthy citizens, and loyal

fubjeds, fhould be deprived of their civil

rights, becaufe they cannot confent to the

improper application of a facred ordinance,

can never be reconciled to any juft ideas of

Toleration,

It is not, however, the defign of this

Preface to enter into the confideration of the

queftion. It is a queftion which has amply

been difcufled by a Hoadly and an Aber-

nethy in former times, and in feveral valua-

ble publications at the prefent day. To thefe

the reader is referred, for a full convidion

that the Repeal of the Corporation and Teft

Ads is fo equitable and reafonable an ob-

B * 2 jed,
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jedt, that it ought to be purfued, and

ought to be granted.

There is one thing that I cannot but re-

fleft upon with concern-, which is, that the

prefent application to parliament Ihould

have excited fo much apprehenfion. The

phantom of danger hath appeared, for the

purpofe of alarming and terrifying the pub-

lick; but it is a phantom that muft foon

vanifh before the weapons of truth and

reafon. In whatever light I view the mat-

ter, I cannot help ejcprefling my furprize at

the fears which have been raifed, at the

evils which have been prognofticated. Does

the Church of England ftand upon fuch a

feeble foundation, that her fecurity would

be endangered, if a few diflenters ftiould

be employed in offices of truft or honour;

offices which have no connedion with re-

ligion? Is fhe not fupported by all the

weight and authority of the legiflature ?

Nor are the diflenters in foliciting the Re-

peal of the Corporation and Teft Adls, en-

gaged in any defign that is hoftile to the

Church of England. They afk for no change

in the conftitution of that church : they only

afk to be reftored to their juft rights, and

to
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to be cleared from unmerited ignominy and

difgrace. A compliance witH their requeft

would be honourable and advantageous both

to church and ftate; as it would tend to

promote that harmony and good will whidi

are the beft fafeguards of the publick peace

and welfare. Surely it can never be faid,

that the Church of England hath at any

time loft by the exercife of moderation. On
the contrary, fhe has gained an acceffion of

ftrength and of numbers which ihc would

not otherwife have acquired. i

When the proteftant diflenting minifters,

in 1772 and 1773, applied to the legiffa-

ture for relief in the matter of fubfcripticjn,

they twice met with a repulfe. At length,

however, relief was granted; and though

it was not granted in the extent which vf^s,

defired, what was the confequence? Why
the confequence was, that, fo far from bein^

produdive of any evil, it almoft paflca

unnoticed. All that refulted from it was,

that fuch diflenting minifters as could corn-r

ply with the requifition demanded, were

placed in a ftate of legal fecurity, without

the leaft hazard to the church. The fame

woojd have been the cafe, if the wifdom

of
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of parliament had confented to the Repeal

of the Corporation and Teft Ads, at the

firft or fecond application. The controver-

iies which have fince arifen would have been

avoided; all would have been tranquillity

and peace-, and the chief, perhaps the folc

benefit which the difTenters would have ob-

tained, would have been the confcious fa-

tisfadion that they were no longer ftigma-

tized by the laws of their country as un-

worthy citizens, and as fubjeds who were

not fit to be trufted by a Royal Family

and a Conflitution of Government to which

they have always been eminently devoted.

ANDREW KIPPIS.

February 15, 1790.

PREFACE
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PREFACE
To the First Edition.

TH E plan of the following efTay was

laid, and the moft material thoughts

in it ranged under their refpe<5tive heads,

before the author had ken Mr, Mauduit's

cafe of the diflenters. Upon looking into it,

he found fome of the topicks, which had

been comprehended in his original defign,

infifted upon to great advantage; and for

this reafon has omitted feveral obfervations,

which he intended to have made, that the

reader might not be at the trouble of attend-

ing a fecond time, to what had been {b

much better faid already. The writer hopes,

therefore, that he Ihall not be confidered

by that ingenious gentleman in the light of

a rival, but be received as an auxiliary:

an auxiliary in fupport of a caufe, which,

as he has juftly obferved, is worthy of the

efforts of all the friends of liberty to fup-

port it.

It
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It was not till a great part, of what the

iiutbor propoied to himfelf, was finifhed, that

the letter to the difTenting minifters, who fo-

licited parliament, fell into his hands. As
two gentlemen of diftinguifhed learning and

abilities are direftly attacked, and in a man-

ner called upon to defend themfelves, by the

writer of that letter j and a3 it appeared

highly probable, that one of them, at leaft,

would undertake the vindication of himfelf,

his brethren, and their caufe ; it was at firft

intended to have taken no notice at all of

that performance in this piece. But when

that part of it, which relates more immedi-

ately to the diflenters, came to be confider-

cd, the objeftions, which this gentleman has

made to their condud:, lay fo continually

and diredly in the way, that it was found

impoflible not to make fome animadverfions

on his reprefentations and reafonings. This

has made fome confiderable alteration in the

form, which this head of the work would

otherwife have worn, and added fomething

to the length of it. Who the writer of the

letter is, it would perhaps be thought d'lC-

refpedful to conjedure. He has aflumed

no charader, which requires or warrants

any particular kind of reference ; and there-

fore he is all along mentioned only as a

writer. A confiderable mailer of eafy and

elegant compofition, he certainly is ; and, as it

is
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is hoped his meaning has not been miftaken,

(defignedly mifreprefented it aflliredly has

not) fo, it is hoped, there is nothing in the

paiTages, in which he is introduced, but

what is confiftent with the regard due to a

gentleman of abilities and learning, and agree-

able to that temper, which ought always

to be preferved in controverfial writings.

With whatever freedom any of his arguments
have been confidered, care has been taken to

do it with decency; and not to have con-

fidered them with freedom would have been
injuftice to the caufe, which is here pleaded.

The whole of this performance was finilh-

ed, and put into the printer's hands, before

a fight of Dr. Kippis's very fenfible defence

of the difTenters was obtained : fo that very
little, if any, alteration could be produced, in

what had been written, by the perufal of it.

One thought, towards the conclufion of this

tra(5t, was inferted, while the fheets were work-
ing off, which was fuggefted by the Dodor's
book, of which an acknowledgment is made
at the bottom of the page in which it occurs.

The author gladly takes this opportunity of
returning his thanks to the Dodlor for the

great pleafure received from his book.

. It is only neceflary for the author to

add, with his predecefTors in publication.

Dr. Kippis and Mr. Mauduit, that what he

has here drawn up, was drawn up without

C * being
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being communicated to a fmgle diflenting

minifter. He entered upon the fubjed un-

folicited and uninfluenced by any motive,

but the defire of doing juftice to a good

caufe. He hopes there will be nothing found

in his performance unfuitable to the temper

of one who is a friend to truth, and to re-

ligious liberty •,—who honours all, in whofe

attention the facred rights of confcience find

a place ;— who is a fteady friend to chrifti-

anity, and an hearty well-wifher to the fuc-

cefs of all attempts to promote it by ex-

ample, argument and perfuafion;— but an

enemy to all meafures of violence and per-

fecution. Thefe are the characters he will

always be defirous to maintain: and thefe

characters alone would didate the fentiments

Ke has here committed to writing, though

he were utterly unconnefted with any reli-

gious body in the kingdom. They are in-

deed, no other fentiments than what Mr.

Locke, though no diflenter, nor attached to

any of their fentiments, (any farther than he

approved the general principles, upon which

they went, as the principles of that liberty

in which all chriftians ought to ftand faft,)

has delivered in his preface to his letter on

Toleration. The circumftances, which gave

occafion to fome of his expreffions, have, it

muft be gratefliUy owned, long fmce ceafed

to exift among us: and thefe exprefTions are

pre-
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preferved here for this caufe only, that they

could not well be feparated from thofe, which

are adjoining to them j and without the leaft

intention of making the moft diftant appli-

cation of them to any perfons now living.

But, though his words had a fingular claim

to the regard of the times, in which he

lived, they are by no means unworthy of

the attention of the prefent, or indeed oi

any times whatfoever, in which this queftioii

is under confideration.

" Narrownefs of fpirit, on all fides, has

" undoubtedly been the principal occafion of

" our miferies and confufions. But, whatever

" may have been the occafion, it is now
" high time to feek. for a thorough cure.—
" It is neither declarations of indulgence,

" nor adls of comprehenfion, [alone] fuch

** as have been yet pradifed or projedled

** among us, that can do the work.—The
" firft will but palliate, the fecond encreafe

" our evil. Abfolute liberty, juft and true,

" equal and impartial liberty is the thing

" we ftand in need of.—I cannot therefore

" but hope, that this difcourfe,—demonftra-
" ting both the equitablenefs and pradlica-

" blenefs of the thing, will be efteemed
<' highly feafonable by all men, that have
" fouls large enough to prefer the intereft

" of the publick before that of a party."

A glorious, and never to be forgotten ftep

svas.
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was, about that time, taken towards intro-

ducing this important blefling. Whether it

quite anfwered the idea of religious liberty,

which is pointed out in the above cited

words, let thofe, who have maturely confi-

dered it, judge. And if it does not, 1 leave

them to judge alfo, whether, if this great

man were now living, and were to be afked

his opinion of the fitnefs of granting the

requeft of the diffenters, he would not give

it for going this ftep farther?

PREFACE
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PREFACE
To the Second Edition.

AN account having been already given,'

in the preface to the firft edition of

this pamphlet, of the rife and progrefs of

it, nothing farther is neceflary to be added

here concerning it. The differences between

the conclufion of this and the foregoing edi-

tion will be eafily accounted for by any

one, who confiders that at the time of this

fecond publication, the petition of the dif-

fenters was again laid before the parliament.

This additional preface, and the appendix,

will fufficlently explain themfelves; and all,

which remains farther to be faid, concerning

them, and the eflay, to which they relate,

is to recommend the reafonings contained in

them to the candid attention of fuch as may
perufe them.

What apology may be needful for the

whole, or any part, of the enfuing enquiry,

the readers of it will determine by their own
judgment. That, which the author himfelf

apprehended, at the writing of it, might be

a thought
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thought mod liable to exception-, was his

employing fo many pages in attempting to

eftablifh the general principles of Toleration,

which had been fo largely difcuffed by wri-

ters of the mod diftinguifhed reputation.

But according to his views of the affair,

which gave occalion for his book, fuch

a confideration of them feemed unavoidable.

The more he refledled on the difappointment

of the diifenters, the more he was convinced,

that it could be reafonably founded only on

one of the following fuppofitions :— that

Toleration is not a matter of right, but of

favour;— that, allowing it to be a matter

of right, the penal laws againft diflentcrs

are no infringement of that right-, i. e. are

not perfecuting laws;— that if they are per-

fecuting laws, the adt of Toleration is an

exemption from them, adequate to the relief

of all, who need to be exempted from them

;

-—or, laftly, that there was fomething in

the nature of the requefl: made by the dif-

fenters, which rendered the farther exemp-

tion, which they folicited from thefe laws,

unreafonable. That the a6t of Toleration

affords but a very imperfedl prote(5lion from

the feverity of thefe ftatutes, is a pkin mat-

ter of fad, which admits of no difpute. But

how far the laws, of which it is a mitiga-

tion, are in themfelves unjuflifiable ; or whe-

ther there was any thing peculiar in that

fecurity
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feciirity from them, for which the diffenters

became fuitors, which rendered their cafe

unworthy of regard, muft be determined by

an appeal to the original principles of To-

leration. For this reafon it was thought

indifpenfably requifite to ftate them, and col-

led all the fubfequent parts of this queftion

into one point of view with this leading,

capital part of all •, that, by the light which

it m.uft of neceffity caft upon the others,

the equity of the relief requefted by the

diflenters might be clearly determined. And,

if it has appeared, upon a careful furvey,

that Toleration is the right of all good fub-

jeds, and members of fociety,— if it is

found, that the penal laws againft diffenters

are utterly fubverfive of this right, and, coni

fequently, unjuft-.— and, if it has been

made evident, that the principles and de-

portment of the diflenters, and the afliirances,

which they are ready to give to the ftate

for their loyal and unexceptionable demean-

or, are fuch as ought, in reafon, to obviate

all fufpicion of the contrary : if thefe things

have been fatisfadorily Ihewn, the inference

makes itfelf, and is too plain and certain,

not to be feen and acknowledged by every

intelligent perfon -,— that the requeft of the

diflenters was reafonable, and that the part

they aded in prefenting it was worthy to

be approved.

a 2 When
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When applications, for relief from bur-

thens, are founded upon principles of juftice,

it is generally allowed that apprehenfions of

fome acci ental, or merely pofTible inconve-

niencies, with which granting the defired re-

lief might be attended, are not of ftrength

fufficient to juftify the refufal of it. And
yet to this clafs the objedions, which have

been urged againft the arguments by which

the difTenters have defended their caufe, muft,

in general, be reduced.— Alarming hints

have been given of the dangers, which might

have followed, if their defire had been

grant*.";d.— Great refpedl has been exprefled

for the prefent difTenters •, but great doubt

concerning their ccrdudl, and an unwilling-

nefs to anfwer tor their behaviour, were they

to carry their point, have been joined with

thefe profefllons of refpedt.—Vague and ob-

fcure preiages of evils, which, in this cafe,

jTiight fome time arife, have been entertained

•and fuffered to work upon the imagination

;

and fuppofitions of events have been made, fo

chimerical and deftitute of foundation, that it

is furprifing that gentlemen of underfland-

ing, fhould ever be imprefled by them. But

the groundleflhefs of thefe fuppofitions will

be confidered hereafter. What is now to be

obferved is, that all thefe reafonings proceed

upon an entire inattention to the nature of the

cafe, which they are defigned to afFe<5t. In

matters
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matters of mere favour, or expedience, fuch

confiaerations as thefe may be allowed to

have their weight j though, even in things

of this kind, it is owned, that prefent and

probable advantages ought to turn the fcale

againft diitant, and merely poffible difadvan-

tages. But, in matters of right, fuch objec-

tions as thefe are feldom admitted. Were
they fuffered indeed to prevail, there is no
liberty fo important and reafonable, but it

might be denied •, no right fo facred and

inviolable, but it might be taken away. For

what right, what liberty is there which may
not be abufed ? Or what advantage is there,

from which forae poffible incovenience may
not refult ? The diiTenters apprehend the

relief, which they afked, was no more than

the principles of reafon, chriftianity, and pro-

teftantifin, warranted them to requeft; yet

fuch objedions as thofc, which have been

mentioned, feem to be with many confider-

able enough to overbalance all, which the

petitioners could produce in fupport of their

requeft ; and to juftify the' retaining of laws,

which even they who contend for their con-

tinuance, have not undertaken to vindicate;

except it be by alledging, that they are laws

not to be executed, but to ftand in terrorem
only, an excufe, which is at once utterly

infufficient to defend the keeping up of fuch

lawsj and, (as the argument has been con-

duced
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duded by thofe who have thought proper

to have recourfe to it) is, in eiFed;, giving

up the caufe.

To be made in terrorem, is the com-

mon charader of all penal laws whatfoever.

The FIRST intention of them is to prevent

the forbidden a6tions, by the fear of the

penalties enaded on account of the viola-

tion of the law. The execution of fuch laws

comes in only in the fecond place, and is

to be confdered merely as the remedy, which

is to be applied, when the bare declaration

of the law is not effeflual to procure obe-

dience. But, if the laws themfelves are good,

it is univerfaliy allowed that, when they are

broken, the execution of them ought to

follow. "When laws, therefore, are faid to

{land in terrorem only, or without any view

to the inflidion of the penalty appointed

by them, the very form of the expreflion

implies, that there are fome circumftances

annexed to them which render the execution

of them unfit. To fuppofe of any laws, that

they are not fit to be executed, is giving,

at beft, but a very unfavourable, difhonour-

able reprefentation of them ; and the farther

we enter into the grounds of the fuppofition,

the more unfavourable to the credit of fuch

laws it will appear. For why are they not

fit to be executed? If it is becaufe they

are calculated to produce more evil than

good.
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good, they are bad laws in point of policy,

But if it is becaufe they are unjuft, in

fefped to their end, or the means by which

they dired that end to be purfued, they are

bad in point of confcience ; and no competent

caufe can be affigned for retaining them.

They cannot, as Dr. Furncaux has juftly

obferved,* " be confidered as the offspring

" of political wifdom, fo much as of an

" arbitrary and tyrannical difpofition.'* And,

as they were enaded upon indefenfible prin-

ciples ; fo no merely poffible conveniencies,

which may be imagined to refult from them,

are weighty enough to fhew that it is right

to permit them to remain, were the reality

of fuch conveniencies to be admitted. But

in fad, the argument drawn from them is

as deftitute of foundation, as it is void of

ftrength -, and, inftead of fortifying the credit

of fuch laws, tends rather to weaken it.

Let the notion of laws, kept up merely in

TERROREM, be ftri<5lly adhered to, and it will

be evident, to fay the gentleft things of

them, that they muft be of little or no ufe.

If any doubt can arife concerning this, it

muft proceed from hence, that fome laws

may be inadvertently comprehended under

this denomination, only becaufe it is but

feldom that occafions happen to require the

execution of them j but this is departing from

the

* Letters to Sir William Blackftone, zd ed. p. iiz.
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the fignification of the phrafe, as it is ap-

plied in the cafe under conlideration. In-

fiances of perfons fuffering for treafon and

rebellion are, in general, but rare, and bear

no proportion to the number of thofe, who
fufFer on other accounts •, and yet no one, it

is prefumed, imagines, for tins leafon, that

the laws againil thofe offences, are laws

merely in terrorem. The laws concerned in

the prefent debate, are laws, th execution

of which is laid afide, though the objeds,

againft which they are direded, are conti-

nually exifting. They are laws which are vir-

tually condemned, by a general difapprobation

of the execution of them, as improper to be

renewed. And, when it is afked, of what ad-

vantage it can be to retain fuch laws as thefe ;

which are not only fallen into negled, but,

which the very advocates for their conti-

nuance confefs ought to be left in this

negleded ftate •, the queftion, thus ftated,

carries its own anfwer with it : and a mo-

derate fhare of attention to the very terms

of it will fatisfy us, that their continuance

can be of no advantage. When the dread

of a law ceafes, all the efficacy of the law

ceafes with it. When the execution of the

law is entirely thrown afide, efpecially when

it is by common confent exploded ; (which

in the cafe here argued it is) the dread of

the law foon comes to an end. For it is

the
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the execution, which fupports the terror,

gives it all its permanence, vigour and efFcv5l -,

and when that is given up, all the pracTiicai

authority of the law is given up alfo : and

all the ufe of thefe laws in particular, upon

fuppofition that it were poiTible for them ever

to be of any fervice, is deftroyed.

But the ufeleffnefs of keeping fuch laws

in force is the leaft objedion to it : the

confequences of it may be highly pernicious.

Bad laws may be fufFered to fleep for a

feafon, and, while they remain in this dor-

mant ftate, may be treated as very harmlefs,

inofFenfive things. But the power of oppref-

ling, by their means, abides ; — this powxr,

by fome combination of unhappy circum-

ftances, may be awakened into adion -, and,

perhaps, among the whole body of obnoxious

penal laws, there are none, which are more

likely t9 be moft grofsly perverted, and be

made the Inftruments of the moft infapport-

able evils, than thofe, which have been for a

time difcarded, and afterwards refumed for

execution. For what is it, which moft com-

monly brings them into this difgrace, but a

eonvidlion that they are yokes too heavy to be

endured ? What, but a convi6lion that they

are inconfiftent with the laws of reafon and

humanity •, that to enforce them is repugnant

to the principles of natural and political

juitice i and would be equally oppofite to

b the
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the fafety of individuals, and the tranquillity

of the publick ? The execution of fuch laws

can never be fuppofed to be revived, but

from bad views and difpofitions : and from

this coniideration, alone. It is eafy to forefee,

of what innumerable mifchiefs they may be-

come the occafion. Regard to the laws will

be the pretended reafon, for the profecutions

commenced upon them ; but the advance-

ment of fbme finifter defign will be the

real one. Private intereft, pique, revenge,

and other bafe and unworthy principles, will

be Iheltered under the cover of what, in fuch

feafons, would be ftyled jufHce, order, and

the fupport of authority ; and a counterfeit

zeal for the welfare of the ftate, become a

cloak for every malicious and ihameful in-

clination, by which we can fuppofe the worft

of men to be prompted. Nor are thefe on-

ly arbitrary aflertions, which deferve to be

treated as unworthy of regard. All, who

are acquainted with hiftory, well knov/, that

fome of the worft acfts of injuftice, which

are recorded in it, have been committed un-

der the fandion of obsolete laws ; that

is (if it be poffible for any of my readers

to want fuch an explanation) laws grown

into difufe, though fuplnely fuffered to con-

tinue in force -, and which, if they were re.

membered to be laws at all, were considered

as.
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as laws, which were permitted to retani that

name in terrorem only.

But if we afcend to the primary princi-

ples, to which all political regulations ought

to be adjufted, we {hall be furnifhed with

frefl-i evidence, that no laws, founded upon

injuftice, let the execution of them be ever

fo little intended, or expefted, are capable

of a folid vindication. Laws ought to guard

agalnfl oppreiTion, from whatever quarter it

is apprehended.— Such laws as thefe, give

power to ©pprefs , Incorporate incroachments

upon the rights of men into the conftitu-

tion; and arm thofe, who are difpofed to

violate the peace of others, with the force

of publick authority. They are fo far from

being proper means of preferving the pub-

lick tranquillity, that tliey are the moft im-

proper ones, which can be chofen for that

purpofe. For, in their natural operation,

they are adapted only to create diftrefs and

confufion: and, if it be pofTible for any par-

ticular circumftances to arife. In which fome

momentary convenience may refalt from

them; there are other methods, by which

the evils, (which it Is pretended they may be

x)f ufe to check,) may be remedied with in-

comparably greater efficacy, fafety and ho-

nour. If the apprehended evils are, m rea-

lity, proper objeds of punifhment by the

civil magiftrate, furely the regular, obvious

Ij 2 courfe



xxii Preface to the Second Edition.

of them, who fufficiently fhewed themfelves

In earneft for the execution of them ; though

the better judgment, and better fplrit of the

prefent times, has utterly condemned them.

When laws are allowed to be indefenfible,

the natural expedation, from fuch a concef-

lion, is, that tbofe, who acknowledge this,

fiiould approve of giving them up. That

the penal laws, from which the diffenters re-

quefted a farther exemption, are of this kind,

feems to be confefled •, and every argument

againft keeping up unjuft laws, in terrorem,

in general, muft be acknowledged to conclude

againft them in particular ; and yet, ftrange

as it may feem, a neceffity is pleaded for their

continuing in fort:e, to keep the diflenters in

awe. But let it be allowed to afk, whence

this neceffity arifes ? Or againft what is it

that all thefe terrors are pointed ? It furely

cannot be againft attempts to hurt the efta-

blifhment by force. Were there no fuch laws

as thofe, which we are confidering, in being ;

the laws, by which every man, and every body

of men, are proteded in the enjoyment of

their properties and privileges, would be

an ample fecurity againft all fuch encroach-

ments. The continuance of thefe laws can-

not, again, be thought neceflary, from a

defire to deter the diflenters from writing and

fpeaking in defence of their religious prin-

ciples and practices. For the diflenters to

admit
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admit this diought, would be to impute to

their brethFen._of the eftablifhment a diftruft

of their caufe, with a fufpicion of which, they

might be juftly difpleafed •, and to charge

them with an inclination to fubilitute force

inftead of ?.rgument, which they would dif-

claim with indignation. To fuppofe thefe

laws are retained from an apprehenfion, that

the dodlrines of the church could not fub-

lift without them, would be a refledion upon

the articles of it, which the friends to them

would have reafon to refent. Truth wants

nothing but an impartial hearing.— The
way to promote the intereft of it is to per-

mit the judgments of m.en to determine free-

ly, by the evidence which appears before

them, unbiafTed by the terrors of this world;

and it can never be to the honour of any

caufe, to think it wants any of thefe aids

to fupport it, or redound to the praife of its

advocates to depend upon them. And yet,

againft what other contingencies thofe, who
contend for keeping up the terror of thefe

laws, can think it necefTary to maintain fuch

a powerful guard, it is not eafy to conceiv»e.

The apprehenfions of indecency and petu-

lance, on the part of the difTenters, need

give them no pain ; — Thefe are faults which,

wherever they are found, furnilh the beft

antidotes againft themfelves, and never fail to

difcredit the caufe of thofe, who have fo little

judgment
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judgment and temper as to give way to them."

And were thefe excefTes to prevail much more

frequently, and in a higher degree, than can be

reasonably fuppofed ; yet to defire to have a

perfon lie at the meicy of cruel and unjuft

laws, and be fubjed to ruin, merely becaufe

in the warmth of a controverfy, he has loft

his caution, has fomething in it, which a

man of true greatnefs of mind will abhor

;

and one, who has a juft reverence for his

own reputation, will be extremely backward

to acknowledge.

Hitherto the propriety of fuffering the

penal ftatutes againft diflenters, to hold the

place in our laws, which is ftill left to them

by the ad of Toleration, has been confidered

as it refts upon the general expedience of

keeping them up as laws in terrorem only^

But, befides the objedions, which have al-

ready been urged againft them, upon this

footing •, the antagonifts of the diffenters, in

this cafe, have embarrafled themfelves with

new difficulties ; and, by endeavouring to

mollify the feverity of that fide of the quef-

tion, which they defend, have taken away

the force of all the arguments, by which

they attempt to vindicate it. To reconcile

the diffenters to their difappointment, they

have been told, that all their fears are vi-

fionary, that they may make themfelves per-

fedly
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fedly eafy, '' *'the ftate will not attend to

" their preaching, and the church are en-

" gaged in labours of their own." Let

this, for the prefent, be granted. The quef-

tion ftill returns, ( and returns with additional

force
:
) for what reafon, then, are thofe re-

licks of perfecution, which are yet contain-

ed in the laws againft diflenters, fo tenaci-

oufly held faft ? Or on what account is a

legal affurance of that fafety, which it is

acknowledged the diffenting minifters ought

to enjoy, and which they are fo confidently

told they will enjoy, deemed fo improper ?

To attempt, in any form, to vindicate the

perpetuating of laws confefledly bad, mere-

ly for the fake of ftriking terror, is attempt-

ing an arduous tafk. But to reprefent thefe

laws as harmlefs, becaufe no ufe will ever

be made of themj and, at the fame time,

fpeak of the repeal of them as a rifk not

to be run, is furely very peculiar. It is, if

the exprelTion will be pardoned, a felf-de-

flrudive mode of reafoning, which faps the

very foundation, upon which it appears to

Hand ; and brings thofe, who adopt it, into

the midfl of contradidions. If, as the au-

thor of the letter to the diffenting miniflers

tells them,'= all that part of the law, by

which they think themfelves aggrieved, " is

" now as dead, as if the whole were ob.

c " foletcj

* Letter, P« I7« * Ibid. p. 37.
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*' folete , " where is the terror it is fup-

pofed to contain ? Or what is become of

that fecurity, which it is fuppofed to give

to church and ftate ? If thefe laws, on the

other hand, are referved, becaufe occafions

may call for their execution ; from whence

can the difTenting miniilers derive that en-

tire fatisfadion, in their prefent circumftan-

ces, which is recommended to them ? If the

execution of thefe laws is to ceafe for ever,

where would be the harm of a law for

quieting the minds of the diflenters, by giv-

ing them a proper, real fecurity from thofe

laws, which difturb them ? But, if they may
yet be the inibuments of opprefTion, and

the apprehenfion of this may juftly make

the difTenters uneafy ; why jfhould they be

cenfured as raifing a [needlefs] ferment^ by

their application ? Or with what equity can

they be blamed, as indulging unreafonable

jealoufies, when the very reafons affigned for

denying their petition, have fuch an apparent

tendency to keep their apprehenfions awake ?

"When they think, indeed, of the liberal fenti-

ments and exemplary moderation, which reflecft

{o much honour on the members of the efta-

bliil.ment, their fears vanifh. But the fame

excellent fpirit, which dwells in thefe valuable

pcrfons, may not defcgnd to others. If it

iliould, yet, as our laws now ftand, it is

not

^ Letter, p. 22,
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not III the power of thofe, who may have

the beft inclination to it, to infure the fafety

of the diflentcrs from the dangers, to which

they are expofed : and, when thefe things

are candidly confidered, it cannot be juftly

thought ftrange, if they are ftill defirous to

enjoy the advantage of legal fafety ; and be

completely afTured of the unmolefted exercife

of thofe rights of human nature, which, as a

very able writer has happily exprefled it,*

" ought to have every protedion and ground
" of fecurity, which law and the policy of

" free ftates can give them."

How far the cafe of the difTenters is intl-

tled to the benefit of this valuable pro-

te(5lion, they muft leave to the judgment

of the legiflature -, to which their petition

is again, with all deference and humility,

fubmitted. With thefe difpofitions, they

hope every ftep, which they take, will be

found to be conduced •, and as they are fa-

tisfied, that making an application for the

removal of what they have efteemed a grie-

vance, will never be condemned by thofe

great aflemblies, to which they look up ; fo

they are willing to believe, that, if any of

their fellow fubjeds have been inclinable to

cenfure them for this reafon, it will, upon

further confideration appear, that they have

been

* Dr. Furnenux's preface to the ift edit, of his

letters, &c. p 17. 2d edit.
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been cenfured without caufe •, and that they are

Hable to no imputation of having made any

requeft, which it would be unfit for the moft

dutiful fubjec^s to prefent, or inconfiftent with

the honour of government to grant. To
borrow the words of a confefiedly competent

judge of this matter; ''''SapientifTimi etiam

" legiflatores non omnia viderunt, quae rei-

*' publicas utilia aut noxia efle pofllint-, &
" plerumque progrefTu temporis accidit, ut

" morum, perfonarum, aut rerum mutatio,

" ALIA plane fanciri defideret. Sollemnis

" ilia jurifconfuitorura romanorum formula,

" DURUM, SED ITA SCRIPTA LEX EST ; illud

" inquam, tamdiu valere debet, quamdiu

" fine graviori incommodo, quod durum eft,

" aut toUi, aut emolliri non poteft ; sed ubi

" PRiMUM DATA EST GCCASio, eo redeat lex

" iniqua, unde malum pedem tulerat ; nulla

*' idonea caufa eft, quare fummas poteftates

" audoritate fua illam tueri porro pergant.*'
*"

' Barbeyrac. orat. inaugural, de d'gnitate, et uti-

litate, juris, ac Hlftor. p. 17. Droit de la nature,

tk dcs Gens, edit, Amfterd. 1712, torn ii. a la fin.

An
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An E N QJJ I R Y, &c.

THE worthy and refpedlable Dr. Law,*

fpeaking of the common difpoiition to

extol the former times at the expenfe of the

prefent, mentions two circumftances, among

others, in which the latter are greatly pre-

ferable. One is, " that we have certain

" virtues now in greater perfection ; parti-

" cularly, more of true charity, or univerfal

*' benevolence, than ever fince the time of

*' primitive chriftianity
:"

'' and the other,

*' that we live under the mildeft, moft in-

" dulgent of all Governments •, and enjoy the

" bleffing of liberty in that perfedion, which

*' has been unknown to former ages, and

" is fo ftill to moft other nations,"' The

truth of the obfervation is granted. But

fhould it be inferred from hence, that the

B fpirit

a The prefent Biftiop of Carlijle. ^ Confiderations dn

Religion. Part III. p. 24.3. Ed: 1765. « P- 259' 260,
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fpirit of the times, and the ftate of our

laws are brought to fuch a degree of per-

fection, as to need no farther improvement,

it would be an error •, an error, which would

need corredion equally with that, which this

candid writer makes it his bufinefs to rec-

tify. Thefe are points, indeed, which are

never to be taken for granted in the moft

advantageous fituation, in which we can fup-

pofe ourfelves to be placed. Sober enqui-

ries whether there are not ftill fome mif-

takes to be correded; fome remains of

the injudicious appointments of the feafons

of comparative ignorance, which it would

be both juft and wife to remove ; and fome

defedls, which greatly need to be fupplied;

are always worthy of attention. Such an

enquiry into the ftate of religious liberty

among ourfelves is here attempted; and the

author lincerely regrets that there ihould be

fuch weighty reafons for his entering upon

it, as he apprehends there are. It appears,

indeed, to be a fubjed very far from being

univerfally feen in its true light. Whether

any thing, which is here oiFered, may con-

tribute to lead perfons to jufter apprehen-

fions of it, muft be left to the judgment

of others. This can be affirmed with great

truth that, whatever is faid, proceeds only

from a fincerc concern to clear up the

rights of confcience more completely, and

promote



Principles of Toleration^ &c. 3

promote the exemption of it from every

unwarrantable impofition •, which has a much
clofer connexion with the interefl of reli-

gion, and virtue, than is generally ima-

gined. Whatever therefore may be the fate

of his reafonings, the author hopes the

freedom, which he takes of laying his fen-

timents before the world, will not be cen-

fured.

In order to difcover the genuine Principles

of Toleration, it is neceflary to look back

to the original liberties of mankind : and

that, antecedently to the coniideration of

their being formed into civil focieties, there

are certain rights belonging to them, inde-

pendent of all human grant, not derived

from any compad, and which are, therefore

to be acknowledged as the rights of human
nature, it is prefumed will not be called

into queftion. That a right to judge for

themfelves in points of religion, is, in thefe

circumftances, one of thefe rights, muft be

equally evident j and to attempt a formal

proof of it, is needlefs. It is a principle,

in reality, fo obvioufiy true, and reafonable,

as to be fcarcely liable to contradidtion, or

capable of illuftration. But the neceflary

confequences of this Universal right of

men may deferve more particular attention;

for, while it authorizes every individual to

claim the exercife of this privilege to

B 2 himfelf.
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Hmfelf, it obliges him to allow it, in the

very fame extent, to all about him; and

eftablifhes one uniform regulation for his

behaviour towards others, and their beha-

viour towards him. It is evident, for in-

ftance, that no apprehenfions of the truth,

and certainty of any perfon's religious fen-

timents, can juftify him in attempting to

impofe them on his neighbour : for the fame

rir^ht of judgm.ent, which any one can claim,

belongs, on the fame principle, equally to

ALL, and ought to be equally facred, and

inviolable in all •, and no reafon can be al-

leged by him for taking the religious li-

berty of others from them, but what will,

at the fame time equally deftroy his own

title to it. It can juftify no man in break-

ing in upon the peace, property, or enjoy-

ments of others. They hold their cUim to

be unmolefted in all thefe refpeds, by the

fame tenure, by which he holds his: and

it is impoffible for him to fet it afide, in

their cafe, without virtually renouncing it

in his own. The injuftice of all fuch en-

croachments upon HIM from others fol-

lows from the fame principle, with the fame

force of evidence -, and if any attempt to-

wards them fhould be made, common fenfe

and equity muft condemn and oppofe it. In

ftiort, whatever apprehenfions fome perfons,

not ufed to think upon the fubjed, may en-

tertain
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tertain, that claiming fuch a liberty ofjudg,

ment in religion for ourfelves might open

a door to invafions of the rights of others,

nothing is plainer, than that it gives not the

leaft real countenance to them. It places the

ftrongeft guard againft them, and may fafe-

ly be adopted in all its juft confequences.

"Whether this claim is weakened by men's

entering into civil - fociety, is the next thing

to be confidered.

The great end of government is to pro-

tedl the fubjeds of it from the injuries, to

which they were expofed in a ftate of !ia-

ture. Thefe injuries may be divided into

internal and external ; or thofe to which psr-

fons, who by any natural tie, or accidental

circumftance are conneded together, are ob-

noxious from each other; and thofe, to which

they are liable from any perfons, or number
of perfons, not thus conneded with them.

This latter clafs of injuries is here out of

the queftion, and only thofe of the former

come under coniideration. Now* all injuries

imply, in the very notion of them, fome
rights, of which they are violations ; all the

care, which ^s taken to guard againft the vio-

lation of thefe rights, is an acknowledgment

of the reality and importance of them : and

if the primary and leading view of govern-

ment be, as it has juft been ftated, to pre-

vent or reftrain thofe injuries, to which men
• were
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v/ere expofed for want of its protedion

;

it is evidently implied, that, when they enter

into civil fociety, they cayry thefe rights

with themj— that they continue to retain

them ;— and that, inftead of fuppofing them-

selves to be deprived of them, the very de-

sign, with which they put themfelves under

the authority of government, is to secure

them the more firmly. I am very fenfible,

that this matter is, commonly, othcrwife ap-

prehended. It is fuppofed by many, that,

when men enter into civil focieties, they give

up their liberties ; furrender their rights into

the hands of the ruling powers ; and become

entirely dependent, for the enjoyment of any

part of them, on the pleafure of their fu-

periors. That this is in fail the general con-

fequence of their living in fociety, there can

be no doubt. But it is not by attending only

to the PRACTICE of Governors, and to the

extent of that mere force and power which is

fuppofed in the abilradt notion of fupremacy,

to be annexed to their office j it is not, I

fay, by appealing to thefe conliderations, that

fuch queftions, as this before us, are to be

determined •, but by entering into the great

defign of that power, and attending to the

exprefs, or implied conditions, upon which

it is committed to them, and the meafures,

by which the exercife of it is to be adjufted.

. It is certain, again, that reftraint is, in

fome
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fome degree, elTential to the very being of

fubjedion to government. Wherever it .is

eftabhihed, there muft be fome common laws,

by which thofe, who live under it, muft agree

to be controuled. There muft be fome com-

mon ruler inverted with authority, and armed

with power, to enforce the obfervation of thofe

laws. The members of the fociety muft

conlent to leave to the magiftrate the deter-

mination of thofe civil difputes, which they

either cannot, or do not, compromife betweea

themfelves ; and the puniftiment of thofe vio-

lations of their rights, for which, li there

were no fuch perfon empowered to redrefs

their wrongs, they muft have done themfelves

juftice. In confequence of this they confent

to deftft from thofe forcible methods of aven-

ging the injuries, which are offered them, to

which, in a ftate of independence on go-

vernment, all men have an equal right; and

to have recourfe to thofe methods of relief,

which are appointed by the laws of the fo-

ciety to which they belong. But all this is

far, very far, from amounting to an abfolute

divefting themfelves of all thofe rights, which

they enjoyed antecedently to their forming

themfelves into fuch communities. It is, on

the contrary, ralfing up perfons to be the

defenders of them, and entrufting the prefer-

vation of them to common Guardians, by

whofe intervention, it is prefumed, they will

be
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be more vigoroufly afferted, and more effec-

tually proteded, than it is polTible they

fhould be in a ftate, where there is no com-

mon umpire to check the evils of oppreflion

on the one hand, and reftrain the no lefs

formidable evils of immoderate refentment

on the other. And if we only give ourfelves

leave to refled a little on the nature of thofe

rights, the exercife of which they transfer

to the magiftrate, this will make the point

I am illuftrating yet clearer.

For what are the rights which men give up

to government? Not thofe, which may moft

properly be ftiled the primary rights of human

nature. Not the right, which every innocent

man has, to live undifturbed, enjoy the ad-

vantages, which he juftly pofTefTes, and be

left to his freedom in all things, not injurious

to his fellow creatures-, but the confequen-

tial, though equally real and certain right,

which, where men are not fubjed to govern-

ment, every perfon has to take the affertioii

of all his rights into his own hands, and

corred the infringers of them, by the in-

fliction of fuch pains, or the ufe of fuch

other methods of deterring the authors of

the wrong, as reafon ftiall warrant for his

future fecurity. And after all, if we fpeak

precifely, even these rights are not abfolutely

cxtinguiihed and utterly loft, but fufpended

by fuch limitations, as the order and well-

being
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being of fociety require, and fo long as the

fuccours of government fhall be efFeclual -,

as is evident from hence, that many cafes,

may be fuppofed, and are frequently occur-

ring, even under the beft regulated govern-

ments, in which the ufe of force for our

own prefervation is not efteemed culpable,

even in a political fenfe. For it is granted,

I think by all, who have been moft valued

for their judgment in theie fubjefts, that

wherever the aid of the fociety is too diftant

to prevent the injury, and the evil, which,

if we negled to fecure ourfelves, will be

brought upon us, is of fuch a nature as to

be irreparable by any redrefs which govern-

ment can give j there all the original rights

of felf-defence return, and it is warrantable

to repel force by force/ Inquifltion indeed

always is, and always ought to be made in

thefe cafes, to determine whether fuch neceflity

exifted: but, if it is found to have been real,

and urgent, and the impending evil was irre-

parable, and unavoidable by any other me-

thod-, the felf-defence is allowed, even though

it prove fatal to the aggreflbr/ From all

which it appears, that the primary rights of

liberty, fafety, and protedion from oppreffion

C ftill

^ PufF^ndorfF. L. ii. c. 5^ § 7, 8. per Barbeyrac,

Grot, J. B. & P. L. ii. c. i. § 3—7. Edit. Barbeyrac.

• Sir William Blackftone's Commentaries, vol. i.

p. 130. 2d Edit.
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ftill fubfift in their full vigour. To fuppofe

them abandoned, renounced and annihilated^

or that government can have any right to

deftroy them, is afcribing to it a right to

defeat the very end, for which it is eftabliili-

ed, and betray the truft repofed in it. It is

indeed totally inverting the principle, upon
which the power of rukrs ftands, and by

which the ads of it ought to be guided.

—

Man was not made for government, but

government for man ; and the great objed,

to which all the operations of it fhould be

direded, is to guard, as much as poiTible,

the equal, impartial, eafe and freedom of all

the fubjeds of it. And if it fliould be

thought by any that thefe expreffions are too

ftrong, the author is perfuaded they will alter

their opinion, upon their perufal of the fol-

lowing excellent pafTage from Sir William

Blackflone's valuable Comm^entaries on the

Laws of England. It is needlefs to make an

apology for the length of the quotation : my
readers cannot wonder that I should embrace

the opportunity of availing myfelf of fuch a

refpedable authority •, and, whether they have

already perufed it or not, will dwell upon it

with pleafure.

" The principal aim of fociety," fays this

judicious writer,*^ " is to proted individuals

" in the enjoyment of thofe abfolute rights,

*' which

' Comment, vol. i. p. 124—126.
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" which were vefted in them by the immu-
" table laws of nature, but which could not

" be preferved in peace, without that mutual
*' affiftance and intercourfe, which is gained

" by the inftitution of friendly and focial com-
" munities.—Hence it follows, that the firft

" and primary end of human laws, is to main-
" tain and regulate thefe abfolute rights of
" individuals. Such rights as are focial and
" relative, refult from, and are pofterior to

" the formation of ftates and focieties ; {q

" that to maintain and regulate thefe is clear-

*'^ ly a fubfequent confideration. And there-

" fore the principal view of human laws is,

*' or always ought to be, to explain, protedl

" and enforce fuch rights as are abfolute,

" which in themfelves are few and fimplej

" and then fuch rights as are relative, which,

" arifing from a variety of connexions, will be
*' far more numerous and more complicated,

" —The abfolute rights of man, (he goes on
*' to obferve a few lines after,) confidered as

" a free agent, endowed with difcernment to

" know good from evil, and with power of
" chufing thofe meafures, which appear to

" him to be moft defirable, are ufually fum-
*' med up in one general appellation, and
*' denominated the natural liberty of man-
** kind. This natural liberty confifts proper-

'* ly, in a power of a6ting as one thinks fit,

^ without any reftraint or controul -, unlefs

C 2 " by
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*« by the law of nature -, being a right inhe-

*' rent in us by birth, and one of the gifts

" of God to n-ian at his creation, when he
*' endued him with the faculty of free will.

^' But every man when he enters into {ociety

" gives up a part of his natural liberty as

" the price of fo valuable a purchafej and,

*« in confideration of receiving the advan-

" tages of mutual commerce, obliges himfelf

^' to conform to thofc laws, which the commu-
^' nity has thought proper lo eftablifh. And
" this fpecies of legal obedience and confor-

^' mity is infinitely more deiirable than that

" wild and fa/^ge liberty, which is facrificed

" to obtain it. For no man that confiders

" a moment, would wiih to retain the ab-

" folute and uncontrouled power of doing
" whatever he pleafes •, the confequence of
" which is, that every other man would alfo

" have the fame power •, and then there would
** be no fecurity to individuals in any of
" the enjoyments of life. Political, there-

" fore, or civil, liberty, which is that of a

" a member of fociety, is no other than na-

^' tural liberty, fo far reftraihed by human
« laws (AND NO FARTHER) as is ne-

" ceflary and expedient for the general ad-

" vantage of the publick. Hence we may
" coiled that the law, which reftrains a man
^.' from domg mifchief to his fellow citizens,

^' though it diminiflies the natural, increafes

*' the



Principles of 'Toleration^ &c. 13

" the civil liberty of mankind: but every

*' wanton and caufelefs reftraint of the will

" of the iubjefl, whether pra6tifed by a mo-

" narch, a nobility, or a popular afTembly,

" is a degree of tyranny. Nay, that even

" LAWS themfelves, whether made with or

" without our confent, if they regulate and^

" conftrain our condud in matters of mere

" indifference, without any good end in view,

^' are laws deftrudive of liberty: whereas,

^' if any publick advantage can arife from

" obferving fuch precepts, the controul of our

" private inclinations, in one or two partlcu-

" lar points, will conduce to preferve our ge-

" neral freedom, in others ofmore importance,

" by fupporting that ftate of fociety, which

" can alone fecure our independency. Thus
^' the fiatute of King Edward IV. whicl;

*« forbad the fine gentlemen of thofe times

" (under the degree of a lord) to wear pikes

*« upon their fhoes or boots of more than

" two inches in length, was a law that fa-

" voured of oppreflion -, becaufe, however

" ridiculous the fafiiion then in ufe might ap-

" pear, the retraining it by pecuniary penalties

" could ferve no purpofe of common utility.

" But the ftatute of King Charles II. which

" prefcribes a thing fecmingly as indifferent,

*' viz. a drefs for the dead, who are all or-

'* dered to be buried in woollen, is a law

** confident with publick liberty ; for it en-

^* courages
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" courages the ftaple trade, on which, in

'* great meafure, depends the univerfal good
*' of the nation. So that laws, when pru-

*' dently framed, are by no means fubverfive

*« but rather introdudlive of liberty, for, (as

*' Mr. Locke has well obferved) where there

*< is no law there is no freedom. But then,

" on the other hand, that conftitution or

" frame of government, that fyftem of laws,

*' is alone calculated to maintain civil liberty,

*' which leaves the fubjedt entire master
•' OF HIS OWN CONDUCT, EXCEPT IN THOSE

•' POINTS WHEREIN THE PUBLICK GOOD RE-

*' QUIRES SOME DIRECTION OR RESTRAINT."

Thus far this able writer. Whether there

be any thing in the letter, or fpirit of our

laws, contrary to thefe noble declarations, is

a queftion, which needs not create the leaft

uneafinefs to the author of this valuable per-

formance. He could report the laws no

otherwife than he found them. If there

Ihould be any fuch inconfiftency, it cannot in

the leaft invalidate the certainty, and weight

of the truths which he has here delivered.

They hold, indeed, the rank of axioms in

the doftrine of government, carry their own

evidence with them, and merit the thanks

of all, who are cordially attached to the

caufe of liberty, and concerned for the ad-

vancement of the welfare of fociety.

Now
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Now, of all the rights inherent in human
nature, that of thinking for ourfelves, and

following the convi6lion of our own judo--

ments in relation to the objedt of our faith,

worfhip, and religious obedience, is the moil

lacred, inconteftable, and, in every view of

it, intitled to the moft careful proteftion.

It is, in the nature of it, the moft important

to every Being capable of moral obligation.

It is the moft eflential to our peace, and

that which every good man will be moft

tenderly concerned to have fecured to him. If
" therefore, the prefervation of the great natural

and abfolute rights of men be one of the chief,

I fhould, perhaps, rather have faid the very

FIRST, of all the intentions, with which civil

focieties are inftituted, and the rulers of them

invefted with power ; what is the confequence

from thefe premifes ? Muft it not be this,

that, in all governments, the rights of con-

Icience, fhould have a principal place af-

ligned them in the care of thofe, to whom the

protedion of their fellow creatures is com-
mitted ? If the fecuring of equal, impartial

liberty in all thofe inftances of it, in which

it is not injurious to others, be fo much
the objedl of every equitable, wife, and well

conftituted fyftem of laws, that all needlefs

encroachments upon it are deviations from

the fpirit, which ought to be diiFufed through

all laws, and impair the very benefit, which

they
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they o\ight to confirm; cif it he fuppofcd

that the rights of coiifcicncc ought not to

be guarded from violation ? To take for

crnnted a renunciation of thefe rights, when

men enter into ibciety, is, of all prcfump-

tions, the mofl groundlefs. They are tlic

lall rights, which men can cveV be imagined

to give up to be modelled at the pieafurc

of others-, nor is there any one principle

connedled with their llibmiilion to governors

in other refpec^ts, from which fuch an infer-

ence can be deduced. Docs it follow, that,

becaufc the magiftrate is cntrufted witli au-

thority to decide difputes between us and our

fellow citizens concerning property, he is au-

tIioriz,cd alfo to determine points, which lie

only between God and our own confciences ?

Becaufc it is allowed to be his office to guard

tlie peace of his fubjec'^ts, and to infiicH punilh-

ments for this purpofe on thofe who unjuftly

dirturb it •, is it to be taken for granted, that

he is to ilii^hue to then\ what rule of faith

they fliall adopt, and in what manner they

are to worAiip the Deity, when it is allowed

on all hands, that of thefe things the will

of God is the only rule, and that i^o worfliip

can be acceptable to him, but what is ac-

" companied with the fincerc convidion of

him wlio offers it? Nay, there is no prc-

fumption in advancing a Aep further, and

alli:rting that fuch is the nature of tliis right i

and
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and in this refpeft, it ftands upon a foun-

dation peculiar to itfelf, and is diftinguifhed

from every other right, that it cannot be

given up. Property may be refigned, transfer-

red, or fubmitted to the regulation of others,

—A man may in many infiances relinquifh

his eafe, and fubje6t himfelf to inconveni-

ences, and, in fo doing, adt not only an inno-

cent but a laudable part.— Cafes may occur,

in which a man may facrifice lire itfelf, and

the facritice may merit the highefc applaufe.

But his CONSCIENCE, he cannot refign. To
prove all things, and hold fall that which is

good, is not only a privilege but a duty •, an

obligation laid upon hin\, py the very nature

of religion and virtue, and from which he

cannot difcharge himfelf wiihout departing

from the principles of both. It muH always

remain entire to him ; nor, while the princi-

ples of the moft reafonable liberty are al-

lowed to fublift in their due extent, can any

attempt be confiftently mace to take it from

him.

There is no difficulty in difcerninn;, that

while I am fpeaking in this manner, an

objeiTtion will offer itfelf to the reader; arid

that it will be fuppofed, that m^y own reafon-

ing may be retorted againft me. The more im-

portant confcience is reprefented, the more»

it will be fald, it fails under the infpcdion

of the magiiirate. To exempt it thus from

D his
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his jurifdi(5lion will be thought laying s

foundation for excluding him, by degrees^

from taking that care of the fafety of his

fubjeds, which is confefled to be a part of

his office. Religion, it will be urged, may
be made a plea for any thing •, and, if go-

vernors muft never interpofe to reftrain it,

there is no enormity but what will pafs

unpunifhed. But thefe objedions arife en-

tirely from imperfed views of the principle,

which is here aflerted. To contend for a

right to think for themfelves in fome, and

deny it to others, might indeed be charge-

able with thefe confequences. But to con-

tend for this, a& a right ta which every
INDIVIDUAL has a claim equally valid and.

clear, never can be juftly liable to fuch an

imputation. For a man firfl: to. own, that

not only he, but all around him have an

indifputable- right, the very fame right with

himfelf, to be guided by their own con-

fciences in religion, (and let it be remem-
bered, it is thus the matter has all along

been ftated) for a man to allow this, I fay,

and yet make his perfuafion a pretence for

taking that liberty from them, is a contradic-

tion fo grofs and palpable, that it is fcarcely

conceivable a perfon in poffeffion of his

underftanding can fall into it. Were a

perfon to be fuppofed capable of this ex-

travagance, every one would inftantly dif-

cern
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cem that the very principle, upon which he

pretends to ad, condemns him. Were it

again fuppofed, that the magiftrate was to

guard a part of his fubjedts only in the

rights of confcience, it might be pofTible

for that favourite part to make it a cover

for violating the peace and fafety of others

with impunity: but let this protection be

granted impartially to all of them, and no

fuch confequences can take place. For pro-

tedlion coniiiis ill the prevention or fup-

preflion of injuries; and while this is allowed

to be the office and duty ai the magiftrate,

the duty which he is to difcharge equally

to every one under his care, he will always

iiave an unqueftionable right, as the guar-

-dian of the whole community, whenever fuch

mifdemeanors are committed, to animadveit

upon the authors of them. Nor is main-

taining this at all repugnant to the general

principles here afTerted. For it is not in a

religious, but political view, that fuch difor-

•ders come under his cognizance. It is not as

-offences againft God, but as hurtful to the

-community, and breaches of the peace, that

he puniihes them.^ Where this is not vio-

D 2 lated

t What is obferved above is not very different

from what has been often faid ; but there is one

thing more to be confidcred here, which, though it

«iuft have occurred to every thinking pcrfon, I do not

remember
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lated, the right of following their own
convidions in religion without being mo-
leded for it, continues : the more facred, im-

portant, and valuable it is, (and valuable it

muft be allowed to be to the advancement

of truth, the real interefl: of fociety, and

the

remember to have feen fo diftinfdy mentioned as,

perhaps, it ought to have been, viz. that the cafes,

in which the magiftrate has a right thus to interpofe,

are the very fame, in which perfons out of civil fo-

ciety would have a right to defend themfelves. Should
a man, in the ftate of natnre, be fo weak or fo

wicked as, from a real, or pretended, plea of con-

fcience, to opprefs, defraud, or in any refpeft mifufe

another, every individual thus injured would be jufti-

fitd in punifhing, or (if that word fhould be thought

improper, where no government is fuppofed to exift)

in reflraining the tranfgrefTcr by force. His neighbours

might lawfully afTift him, or, if they thought it neceflary,

enter into a confederacy to defend themfelves againft

all fuch attempts upon their common fecurity. This
right, indeed, lodged in the hand of the magiftrate,

W'll, in all probability, be much more equitably

and effedually exerted, than by fmgle, independent

perfons : but the end of fuch an exertion of it is

precifely the fame, the nature of the occafions upon
which he is to excrcife this power is not changed, nor

is the leaft right to ufe force in matters of confcj-

ence, as fuch, acquired by him in confequence of his

having fuch a truft repofed in him. For his right

to fupport his authority in the juft execution of his

office neither enlarges, nor contracts, the bounds of

any part of the office itfelf ; the extent of which is

always to be determined by the extent of thofe rights,

for the defence of which he waj inverted with hi?

dignity.
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the caufe of pure and undefiled religion)

the more efFeftually it fhould be guarded

from every encroachment upon it: and by

this general rule, the real, genuine principles

of Toleration are to be determined.

Let what has been ohferved then be ap-

plied to this purpofe.— And we may colled

from it in what light Toleration in general

ought to be confidered. There is room to

think, (more room than was till of late ap-

prehended) that it is considered by many as

a matter of mere grace or favour, which

government has a right to withhold, grant,

abridge, or refume at pleafure. But, if the

arguments, which have been advanced, are

conciuflve, it ftands on a totally different

foundation. It is the acknowledgment and

confirmation of a right ; not one of thofe

adventitious rights, which are fubfequent to

the eftabliihment of civil focieties, and arife

out of the peculiar forms and conftitutions

of them i but of thofe higher rights, which

belong to men as fuch, and which ought

to be preferved under all ftates and govern-

ments whatfoever-. It is a branch of pro-

tedion, which ought to be as effedually,

univerfally and impartially fecured, as pro-

tev5lion in the enjoyment and e}^ercife of any

other right which can be named.—The ex-

tent of it again, or, to fpeak more precifely,

what is comprehended in the juft idea of it,

iiows
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flows from the fame principles with equal

evidence. If liberty of confcience be a right

effential to human nature, all penalties, in

cafes merely of a religious nature, muft be

nn infringement of a right, and a degree of

OPPRESSION, though infiided by a law: nor

can the expreflion be juftly thought improper.

Every law is opprefTive, which is unjuft;

every law is unjuft, which fubverts the effen-

tial rights of mankind : and, if to judge for

ourfelves in religion be one of the firft and

mofl inviolable of all thofe, which have ever

been dignified with this title ; it is evident,

that every hardship, laid upon men for uling

it, is a degree of opprefTion, which the com-

plete and perfed idea of Toleration excludes.

And, from the fame principles, it can furely

be no diiHcult matter to determine who are

entitled to this protedion. For this does not

depend on the fuppofed truth or error of the

fentiments which men may adopt \ but upon

the common right which all men have, to

be led in thefe points by the light of their

own minds, and to enjoy all the fecurities

and benefits of fociety, while they fulfil the

obligations of it. All, who can give good

fecurity to the government, under which they

live, and to the community to which they

belong, for the performance of the duties of

good fubjeds and good citizens, have an

undoubted claim to it, and cannot with any

juft
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juft reafon be deprived of It. If, indeed,

there are any, whofe religious principles put

it out of their power to give fuch afTurances

of this, as may be fafely trufted, their cafe

may be thought an excepted one •, though

in ftridlnefs of fpeech fuch. cafes are not io

properly exceptions from the rule laid dov/n,

as cafes, which can never with reafon be fup-

pofed to be included in it; for to fay, that

all, who give proper, fatisfadory pledges for

their being faithful fubjedls, have a right to

Toleration, can never give thofe the fame

right to it, who are incapable of giving fuch

pledges. But whatever fuch cafes may at

any time appear, or be fuppofed now to exift,

the principle upon which this argument is

conduced {lands untouched. It is not on

account of their miftakes in religion, but

their incapacity to be fteady friends to the

ftate, that they are laid under reftraints. To
fix theie reftraints upon any other footing,

would be rendering them utterly indefenfible.

It is not error, but injury to the ftate, or

the individuals, who are under the care of

it, which juftifies the animadveriion of the

magiftrate j and all, to whom this cannot be

juftly imputed, are the objcds of his pro-

tection : nor ought it to make any difference,

in this refpeft, what are the comparative

mimbers of thofe different bodies of men,

which compofe the fociety. As the magif^

trate
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trate is not to attempt to diftrefs any of

them, becaufe they differ from him in judg-

ment; fo neither is he at hberty to facrifice

one part to the clamour and bigotry of the

other ; but, as the common defender of juf-

tice, equity and peace, impartially to preferve

the freedom of them all. And here this part

of the fubje6t might be difmiffed, were it

not that the intervention of eftablifhments of

religion makes, in the opinion of many, a

great alteration in the extent of this religious

liberty ; for which reafon there feems to be

a neceffity of confidering the grounds, and

confequences of them a little diftindly.

That eftablifhments cannot bejuftly found-

ed on a right in the magiftrate to impofe his

own fentiments in religion upon his people,

muft, if the reafonings hitherto purfued are

allowed to be folid, be fufficiently clear. For

whence can this right arife ? It cannot accrue

to him by virtue of his office. That is mere-

ly civil; and for him to affume the direftion

of confcience in confeqnence of it would be

going beyond the end of his power, and ex-

ceeding the bound" of his authority. It can-

not be given him by the confent of his fub-

jeds.— To give up the independence of con-

fcience upon merely human authority, to any

government, is making a facrifice to it, which

they have no right to make.— In this fenfe,

they are not at liberty to call any man maf-

ter
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ter upon earth-, and from hence it is no
obfcure, nor diftant, but a near and obvious

inference, that to fuppofe the office of the

magiftrate juftifies him in demanding fuch a

fubmiflion from thofe, who are under his

power, is to make it incompatible with re-

ligion, and fetting the duties of the man and

the citizen at irreconcileable variance.— Let
it be ferioufly confidered to what this leads.

If religion has a real foundation, and the

obligations of it are immutable, and yet no
man can become a fubjed of civil govern-

ment, without implicitly refigning his con-

fcience into the hands of the magiftrate
j

upon this fuppofition, I fay, (for, let it be

bbferved, it is only upon this fuppofition

that this argument is formed) fubmiffion to

magiftracy will be unjuftifiable, and go-

vernment itfelf will be fhaken : fince it af-

fumes to itfelf an authority, which no earthly

power can claim, and exacts a fubjedion.

which no man can have a right to yield.—

•

If, again, to fupport government on this

principle, it fhould be aflerted, that the ma-
giftrate has fuch an authority over confcience^

what becomes of religion ? For a proper

authority in the governor to prefcribe, will al-

ways bring with it a correfpondent obligation

on the governed, to obey : nor is this confe-

quence to be evaded by faying, that, in fuch

cafes, a man muft be willing to fubmit to fuf-

E ferings,
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ferings, rather than do evil. Where a rule of

truth and duty is acknowledged independent

on, and fuperior to, the pleafurc of the magif-

trate, this reply is good. But if the diredlion

of the magiftrate is allowed to be the rule

of our CONSCIENCE, or the ftandard, by

which we are to govern our fentiments, and

pradice, in points relating to God ; confor-

mity to it will become the higheft principle

of our a6lions, and whatever he enjoins muft

of courfe be our duty. However he mo-

dels, enlarges, or contrads religion, (let it

be remembered this argument is ftill con-

duced upon this fuppofition only) it is our

part to obey; and, though he fhould com-

mand things contrary even to his own con-

fcience, which from political or other views

is very poflible, we muft be bound in

confcience to comply. And is this, I was

going to afk, a principle which can be a-

dopted by any one, who knows what religion

and virtue mean, and is animated with a

fmcere regard to either? But it is needlefs.

To afcribe fuch a power as this to any

earthly fuperior is in reality to annihilate

religion-, and, inftead of fuppofmg it to

have a real immoveable foundation in truth,

to refolve it all into the will of a fallible

mortal. Nor will it be eafy for perfons to

extricate themfelves from the difficulties,

which thus prefs them clofe on both fides,

till
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till they are brought to fcparate the power

of the magiftrate to guard the rights and

fafety of the fubjed, and maintain, his own

authority for that purpofe, from a right to

affume a jurifdidlion over confcience, which

belongs to a much higher tribunal 5 and thus,

while they render unto Casfar the things

which are Casfar's, referve for God, the

things which are God's.

The only juft, reafonable and honourable

conception of human eftablifhments of reli-

gion, is that of PROVISIONS made by the

governors of a ftate, for advancing the

knowledge and practice of religion and vir-

tue. According to this idea they ftand on

the fame bafis, and may properly be refer-

red to the fame general rank, with all pub-

lick inftitutions for the cultivation of the

minds, and improvement of the morals of

men : only, when well conftrudted, incom-

parably fuperior to them all, in weight, in-

fluence, and dignity. They are in our own
country, if I may be allowed the expref-

flon, (in which I am fure not the moll

diftant thought of difrefpe6t to our eccle-

flaftical eftablifhment is admitted) they are, I

fay, INCORPORATIONS by the legiilature for

the propagation of the gofpel at home ; and,

by a wife profecution of the ends of them,

may be productive of lingular benefits to the

prefent and future intereils of men. But

E z then,
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then, confidered in this light, I apprehend

they cannot be deemed laws for the whole

COMMUNITY, and univerfally binding on the

members of it •, but endowments in favour of

thofe, who comply with the terms of them,

and fubmit to the regulations enjoined by

them. As human appointments they may
be examined, and have any defe6ls attending

them calmly pointed out ; and methods for

the improvement of them may be laudably

fuggeiled. Whatever political neceffities may
in fome cafes have given rife to proyifions tq

the contrary, in themfelves they mu{t certain-

ly be alterable : and as it is a principle, in all

well conftituted governments, that no parti-

cular inftitutions ereiled by them, fhould

contradict thofe primary maxims, by which

all civil focieties ought to be guided j fo it

mufl; be farther allowed, that eftablilhments of

religion themfelves fhould be regulated with

a religious regard to thefe maxims. Proceed-

ing now upon thefe data, it will pe eafy to

arrive at the proper conclufion. For if, in

all human focieties, the religious rights of all

men ought to be preferved to them inviola-

ble-, if it be a maxim too certain to be de-

nied, and too important to be given ijp, that

every man in the choice of his religion, is

to confider himfelf as accountable- to God,

aa4 bound to worfnip him according to his

will, and not according to the co-mmandment

of
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of men ; if thefe are truths, there can be no

difficulty in diicerning that all forcible me-

thods of bringing perfons to comply with

religious eilabliihrnents are abfolutely un-

warrantauie. l\o encroachments on the na-

tive, original, rights of men, to procure

them a more extenfive reception, can be

juftified. Perfuafion alone is the inftrument,

by which they fhould gain ground.— The
evidence of their dodlrines, the goodnefs of

their inltitutions, and their conformity to

the great ftandard, by which they are con-

fefTedly to be tried, are the only arguments

by which they are to be recommended i

gnd no power fhould be annexed to them,

or exerted in favour of them, to compel

fuch as diflent from them to embrace them.

Upon what principle, indeed, can the ufe

of fuch coercive meafures be jufiiiicd ? Of
themfelves, eftabliihments can claim no au-

thority tg employ force for this purpofe.

The civil power gives them their exiftence,

inverts them with their privileges, and con-

fers upon them every diftindion, which they

poflefs. If the magitlrate has no right to

exercife dominion over confcience, in himfelf,

he can impart no fuch right to them •, nor

can they acquire it in confequence of his

appointr^ient : for, however he may think

proper to encourage^ the members of them,

the iimiis of his power, with refpecl to the

other
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other members of the community, are flill

the fame. Their common rights, as good

fubjefts, are not deftroyed or lefiened; nor

can any zeaj for his own fentiments, or the

fentiments of one part of his fubjedts, vindi-

cate his withholding his protedlion from

the other. And no judicious friend of efta-

blifliments can be difpleafed with the manner

in which thefe points are here ftated, or

think it has any unfriendly afped:, on the

nfefulnefs and honour of fuch appointments,

Thofe, who are for building them on the

ruins of the rights of human nature, and

can never be fatisfied that they are fafe, or

can be permanent, till all, who in any inftance

depart from them, are brought into fubjedion

to them, are, in fadl and eventually, their moft

dangerous enemies. It is from this exceflive

zeal for them, tb.it fome of the ftrongeft pre-

judices againft thefe inftitutions have derived

their exiftence. To reprefent them as carry-

ing fuch claims with them is, in reality, taking

the fureft way to difcredit them; and the

greatefl: harveft of profelytes, gathered by fuch

means, would be no acceifion to their praife,

or any advantage to the caufe of religion,

Cultus del nullus eft nifi ab animo vo-

lente procedat.—Voluntas autem docendo

& fuadendo elicitur : non minis non vi.

Coadus qui credit, non credit fed credere

fe fimulat ut malum vitet. Qui mali (qti-

« fu
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" fu aut metu extorquere aflenfum vult, eo

*' ipfo oftendit fe argumentis diffidere." Grot.

de Verlt. R. C. Lib. vi. § 7.

In all the views then, which have been

taken of this fubjeft, the refult is the fame;

that liberty in matters of religion is the

right of all ; that a right to protedion from

the magiftrate is the juft confequence of their

claim to this liberty ; and that no difference

of opinion, refpeding modes ofworfhip, or,

in a word, any thing, which does not inter-

fere with the rights of others, can juftify

his laying any reftraints upon it. And great

would be the pleafure to every liberal mind,

if, amidft all the inftances of a wife and

vigorous attention to other branches of li-

berty, which run through the general fyftem

of our excellent laws, this alfo had been

kept more fteadily in view. But to the

religious rights of men, it is apprehended

that feveral of our laws are not altoge-

ther fo favourable; and if, upon an appli-

cation of the principles, here advanced on

the fubjed of Toleration to them, this fhall

be found to be the cafe, it is hoped that

pointing it out will give no offence. To
fay of the bell code of human ftatutes that

they are not without defedts, can be no un-

due prefumption; nor can defiring to have

thefe defects removed have any thing in it

inconfiftent with the charader of the beft

friends
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friends to our conftitution. And if in this

part of my defign feveral particulars ihould

be mentioned, which have been more than

,
once laid before the publick \ it is not be-

caufe there is the leaft defire to give dif-

guft to any perfons among us, or becaufe

any pleafure is taken in the recital ; but

for this reafon only, that if they were omit-

ted, the juftice and weight of the refiedions,

made upon the fubjecl could not be under-

ftood.

Laws relating to DiiTenters from the efta-

blifhed religion in popifh reigns have no con-

cern here. They are all, it is prefumed, either

iformally or virtually repealed. But upon the

revival of the reformation, an ad was paffed,''

by which it is enaded, that all, who " have

" no lawful, or reafonable excufe to be abfent,

" fiiall endeavour themfelves to refort to

" their parifh church, &c. where common
" prayer Ihall be ufed, upon pain of punifh-

" ment by the cenfures of the church, and

" upon pain that every perfon fo offending,

" fhall forfeit for every fuch offence, twelve

" pence." By a fecond ftatute,' paffed in the

fame reign, the fame offence, in every perfon

above the age of lixteen years, fubjeds the

offender to a fine of twenty pounds for every

month,

* Statutes at large, by Bafket and Lintot, 1758.

"vol. ii. 1 Eliz. cap. 1. § 14.

* 23 Eliz. cap. I. § 5.
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month, during which he fhall fo offend;

and if the faid offence ihall be continued

for a tv/elvemonth, he ihall " over and
*' befides the faid forfeitures," be bound with

two fufficieut fecurities in the fum of two
hundred pounds at le^ft, to his good beha-

viour, and this bond to continue in force

until they " conform themfelves, and come
" to the church, according to the true mean-
" ing of the ftatute made in the firft year of
" her Majefty's reign.'* In the 29th of the

fame reign, another ad: was pafled, to enforce

thatjuft mentioned of the 23d ; and after that

the celebrated ad: of the 35th of Eliz. took,

place, by which, attendance on the fervice of

the common prayer is again required ;
^ and

all perfons above the age of fixteen, who, be-

fides abfenting themfelves from the eftablifhed

divine fervice for the fpace of a month, fhali

be prefent at any aflembly, conventicle, or

meeting, under pretence of any exercife of

religion, contrary to the lav/s and ftatutes of

the realm, are made fubject to imprifonment,

in which they are to remain till they conform,

and make fuch fubmiffion and declaration of

conformity, as is afterwards enjoined.^—

—

All offenders who do not, within three months

after convidion, conform and make fuch fub-

miffion, upon warning by the ad prefcribed,

are obliged to abjure the realm ; and it is

F farther

* 35 Eliz, cap. i. § i, 2. ' Seel. 3. cjufd. cap.
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farther enadted, that if they either refufe to

abjure, or if, after abjuration made, they do

not depart ; or if, after their departure, they

return without fpeclal licence from her Ma-
jefty, in every fuch cafe, the perfon offending

fhail be adjudged a felon, and fuffer as in

cafes of felony, without benefit of clergy.

In the two following reigns little occurs

in the ftatutcs which is very material to my
prefent purpofe. Some ad:s indeed were paf-

{^.d.^ in the time of James I. againft recu-

fants, containing fome claufes, which, it is

implied in the adt of Toleration, might, as

well as thofe mentioned, be extended to protef-

tant diflenters ; but of thefe I fhali not enter

into any detail. From the 4th year of Charles

I. to the 1 6th no Englifh parliament was

held -, the firft called that year was almofl:

inftantly diffolved, "" and, after the meeting of

the fecond, confufions broke out ; a total

fubverfion of the eftablifhed church enfued ;

a new eccleiiaftical polity rofe up in its room

;

and ordinances in many refpeds equally fe-

vere, and repugnant to all the principles of

charity, juftice and humanity, with thofe

which have been mentioned, were publiflied

by the powers, which had then the afcen-

dant, in fupport of it. But foen after the

Refloration things returned into their former

channel,

•" It met the 13th of April, and was diffolved the

5 th of May. Macauley's Hift.
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channel, and new laws againft thofe, who did

not conform to the ecclefiaftical eftablifhment

were introduced ; of which notice muft be

taken. The celebrated ad of uniformity,

1662, forbids" any perfon, not having epif-

copal ordination, to celebrate the Lord's

Supper, under the penalty of one hundred

pounds for every offence -, another claufe of

the fame ad: declares, " that every perfon, who

is by th^t z.di difabled, [and the 15 Car. II.

cap. vi. fed. 7. adds prohibited from preach-

ing,] who (hall during fuch difability preach

any fermon or lecture, fhall be imprifoned

for three months. By fed. 8. of the fame ad

it is enaded that every fchoolmafler, though

only teaching youth in any houfe, or private

family, fhall fubfcribe a declaration contain-

ing, among other things, a promife to p con-

form to the liturgy of the church of Eng-

land as by law eftablifhed ; and it is added ''

that if any fchoolmafter, or other perfon

teaching youth in any private houfe or fa-

mily, fhall undertake fuch inftrudion before

licence obtained, from the arch-biihop, bi-

Ihop, or ordinary of the diocefe, and " before

" fuch fubfcription and acknowledgment,"

as is by this ad enjoined, he fhall, for the

lirfl offence, fuffer three months imprifonment,

and for the fecond, and every other offence,

F 2 fuffer

§ 14 of the aa. » § 21. M 9'

? § 11.
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fuffer the fame imprifonment, with the addi-

tional penalty of the forfeiture of five pounds.

Before this, by the very firft a6l ' of this fef-

fion, it had been made criminal for five or more

of the perfons called quakers, of or above the

age of fixteen, to aflemble themfelves at one

time in any place, under pretence of joining

in a religious worfhip not authorized by the

laws of this rerJ.m : the penalty appointed is

any fum not exceeding five pounds for the firfi:

offence, or ten pounds for the fecond y and

for want of diftrefs, or in cafe of non-payment

within a week, imprifonment and hard labour

for the fpace of three months for the firft

offence, fix for the fecond : and for the third

offence it is enjoined, that they fhall either

abjure the realm, or be liable to tranfpor-

tation •, unlefs they take fuch oath or oaths,
*

for which they ftand committed, and give

fecurity that they will, for time to come,

forbear to meet in any fuch unlawful affem-

bly : in which cafe they are difcharged of
the penalties aforefaid. In the year 1665,
the ad for retraining non-conformifts from
inhabiting in corporations, generally known
at that time, and mentioned by writers

fince, by the name of the five mile ad, was
pafiTed. ' By this flatute, all parfons, &c.
who have not declared their unfeigned afTent,

&c.

' 13, 14 Car. ir. cap. i, § 2. *
§ 5*

* 17 Car. II. cap. li.
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&c. and have not fubfcribed the declaration

contahied in feft. 9. of the late aft of unifor-

mity, " and fha)l not take the oath prefcribed

by this ad, (and all perfons preaching in any

unlawful aflembly,) are forbidden, till they

have taken this oath, to refide within five

miles of any town, which fends members to

parliament, or of any place, wherein they had,

fince the ad of oblivion, been parfons, &c.

under the penalty of forty pounds for each

offence : and, upon refufal of the oath, after

fuch offence fworn againft them, are liable to

imprifonment for fix months. And fuch per-

fons are farther enjoined, "" " to frequent divine

" fervice, as eftablifhed by the laws of th!s

" kingdom," or elfe to abftain from teaching

publick or private fchool, or from taking any

boarders or tablers, to be inft:ru(fted by them-

felves or by any other, upon pain of forfeiting,

in like manner for every fuch offence, the fum
of forty pounds. And this was followed, in

the 2 2d year of the fame reign, by another

aft againft conventicles,* which fubjefts eve-

ry perfort of the age of fixteen years, who
Ojall be prefent at any affembly, &c. under

colour or pretence of any exercife of religion,

in other manner than according to the liturgy

and praftice of the church of England, to a

fine of five fliillings for the nrft offence, ^ and

of ten {hillings for every fucceeding one.*

The
*3, 14 Car. II. cap. it. '^

§ 4. * 22 Car. II. cap. i.

y § 1. Mi-
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The preacher at every fuch afTembly is h'able

to the penalty of twenty pounds for the firft

offence, and of forty pounds for each fuc-

ceeding one.' By the fame ad, a fine of

five pounds is impofed on all conftables, &c.

who -fhall willingly omit giWng information

of fuch meetings or conventicles held with-

in his precinds, &:c. to fome juftice of the

peace, or the chief magiftrate -^ and then it

is declared,^ contrary to the general rule

with refped to all penal ftatutes,'' viz. that

they muft be conftrued ftridly, that " this

*' adb and all claufes therein contained, fhall

*' be conftrued moft largely and beneficially

" for the fuppreffing of conventicles, and

*' for the juftification and encouragement of

" all perfons to be employed in the execu-

" tion thereof." Upon this footing I ap-

prehend the laws againft aflemblies for reli-

gious worfhip, in any manner not conform-

able to the eftablifhed, remained during the

refidue of that reign, and through the reign

which fucceeded it. What alteration was

made in them, by the a<5t of Toleration, will

be more properly confidered hereafter \ in

the mean time let us take a review of them,

as far as this account has been continued.

And nothing, I think, can be more evi-

dent than that, through the whole tenor of

them

* Blackftone's Comment, introd. § 3. p. 88.
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them, non- conformity, mere fimple non-con-

formity to the eftablifhed worfhip, and join-

ing in religious worfhip in any manner not

according to the pradice of the church of

England, are confidered as proper objedls of

punifhment by the civil power, and loaded with

heavy penalties. I am fenfible it may be faid,

and juftice requires it fhould be acknowledged,

that feveral of thefe laws were originally or

chiefly levelled againfl the roman catholicks,*

and that the incurable enmity which they

difcovered to the perfon and government of

Queen Elizabeth, was the caufe of their being

pafled. It may poflibly be faid farther, that

as the roman catholicks were the perfons

againfl: whom the penalties of thefe ads

were chiefly intended, fo abfenting from

church is confidered in them as a mark of

poplfli difaffedion, and that it is for this

reafon fuch a ftrong guard is placed againfl:

it. Let this alfo be admitted, as far as

it can with any juftice be defired. It mufl:

neverthelefs be acknowledged, that the bare

a6l of abfenting from the eftablifhed worfliip,

abftraded from any connexion with other ob-

noxious circumftances, is prohibited—that in

confequence of thefe laws, thofe penalties

might fall, indifcriminately, on all who did

not comply with thefe claufes of them j and,

from

• Preamble to 13 Eliz. cap. ii. Heads of cap. i«

and preamble to 23 of Eliz. cap. i.
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from 1662 to the revolution, it will not be

dlfputed, I imagine, but the whole body

of thofe, who did not join in the eftablifhed

worihip, were fuppofed to be comprehended

under them/ The aft of the ift of Eliza-

beth, appears to be direftly and originally

intended againft all who did not thus con-

form. The aft of the 35th of Elizabeth

muft be allowed to be aimed againft feftaries

in general : and, whoever is accquainted with

the ftate of things at the pafling of it, will

have little doubt but that it was defigned

to affeft the puritans, if not principally, yet

equally with any other. If I had faid it was

contrived almoft folely with a view to them, I

fhould not, I prefume, have erred j fince it is

declared in the fame aft,^ that no popifh

recufant fhall be compelled or bound to

abjure, by virtue of it. That it was on

account of Protestant diffenters from the

national form of worjfhip, that all the laws

made in the time of Charles II. which I have

been now enumerating, that it was, I fay, on

their account, that thefe ftatutes were pafled,

and againft them that they were immediately

intended to operate, is univerfally allowed.

Roman catholicks, it is well known, were

the

' The ftatute of 16 Car. II. cap.Iv. for fupprefling

cf feditious conventicles exprefsly declares the 35th of

Eliz. to be in force, and that it ought to be put in

execution.

8 § 12.
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the FAVOURED party, with fome of thofe at

the helm, during a confiderable part of that

reign. Whatever was done to reftrain them

was extorted by the voice and the murmurs
of the people, and the remonftrances of the

two houfes, when they began to be aware of
the defigns of the court. The proteftant non-

conformifts were the obnoxious fet of men,
who were to be harafled and opprefled.

No fhort indulgencies were granted them,

but what were fufpedled, at leaft. to proceed

from fome dangerous defigns ; and when it

was found that no ftratagem was eiFedual to

bring them to countenance meafures, which

they judged inconfiftent with the liberties of
their country, and hazardous to the intereft

of the proteftant religion, all the power,

which the laws had thrown into the hands

of their enemies, was exerted to cruih them
with as much eagernefs as ever.

Now, in order to juftify thefe laws, it

muft be fuppofed that non-conformity is in

ITSELF a crime, and a very heinous one.

For to fay that the laws have made it a

crime is faying nothing: fince, upon this

principle, there is no adion, how innocent,

how laudable foever, but what may be con-

verted into a crime, and the law, by which it

is punifhed, maybe vindicated. If this me-
thod of reafoning be juft, it was a crime in

Daniel to perfift in his devotions after they

G were
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were forbidden by the decree of Darius ; and

the death, which the enemies of that noble

example of fortitude In the worfhip of the true

God, Infifted on his fufferlng, was no more

than he merited. By this argument It was cri-

minal In any of the Jews to acknowledge Jefus

as the MeiTiah, becaufe It had been made a

rule among them, that If any man did con-

fefs that Jefus was the Chrift, he fhould be

put out of the fynagogue. When the fplrit

and fitnefs of any laws are under confideratlon,

the determining point is, v/hat reafons there

were, antecedently to their being enaded, to

induce the leglflature to adopt themj and

the queftlon In all penal laws in particular

muft be, whether the thing prohibited by
them is in itfelf a juft objed of punifhmenti

If this great requlfite to their juftificatlon

be wanting, all attempts to defend them
will be impotent and vain.

To affert, that nbn-conformlty to the efta-

blifhed religion of any country, is in itfelf

an offence againft the flate, is to maintain a

pofition unsupported by fcripture, reafon and
experience, and indeed confuted by every one

of them. St. Paul evidently fuppofes, that

non-conformlfts might be the beft of fubjeds

to the civil maglftrate, when he enjoins chrlf-

tians, whofe religious principles flood in the

moft dired oppoiition to the eftablilhed wor-

fhip of the heathens, to be " fubjed to the

" higher



Principles of Toleration, &c. 43

" higher powers,'"" and commands that they

fhould be taught to be " fubje(5l to pnncipa-

" lities tmd powers, to obey magiftrates, and

" to be ready to every good work." * St. Peter

muft have been fully convinced that difap-

probation of the authorized religion of the

Roman empire was perfedly confiftent with

loyalty to the rulers of it, when he requires

thofe to whom he wrote,'' " to be fubje^l to

"every ordinance of man for the Lord's

" fake ; whether to the emperor ' as fupreme,

*' or unto governors as unto thofe, who are

" fent by him for the punifhment of evil-

" doers, and the praife of them that do well :'*

and yet, while he w^arns none of them to

fuffer as evil-doers, encourages them, if they

fuifer as chriftians, not to be alhamed, but

to glorify God on this account. Where in-

deed is the repugnance between not aflenting

to the eftablifhed worfhip, and retaining at

the fame time the warmeft affedion to the

welfare of the ftate ? Men may yield fub-

jedion to the civil laws of their country, and

bear their fhare of the publick burdens ; be

zealoufly attached to their fovercign, benevo-

lent to their fellow fubjeds, unite with them

in their endeavours to fupport the authority of

the government, and to refii^ their common

enemies whether foreign or domcitick •, and,

G 2 in

>> Romans xiii. l. ^ Titus iii. i.

k 1 Ep. ii. 13. ' Grot. & Beza on the verfe.
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in a word, enter chearfully into every mea*

fure, which is neceflary to advance the peace,

profperity, and reputation of the community,

though they may differ widely in their reli-

gious fentiments from their fuperiors, or from

the majority of thofe about them. Nor is

this mere theory.— It is certain and notori-

ous fad. In Switzerland we have an inftance

which comes nearly up to this. There pro-

teftant and popifh cantons are all vigorous

in keeping a confederacy, for the preferva-

tion of their common liberty, unbroken. In

the United Provinces we have an inftance

which comes nearer to it ftill. Calvinifts, ar-

minians, and other religious denominations of

that republick, have unanimoufly Ihown them-

selves ready to aflert its freedom j purfued

the intereft of their country with unremitting

attention J and, notwithftanding all their va-

riety of religious tenets, live amicably one

with another. Our own nation has for many
years happily afforded us a cafe of this na-

ture, which is iuWy in point; and whoever

looks back to the year 1745, and recolleds.

the fervour and animated refolution, with

which all parties among us rofe up, as one

man, to repel the attempt, which was then

made, to fubvert the fettlement of the illuf-

trious houfe of Hanover in the throne of

thefe kingdoms, and defend the wife and be-

neficent conftitution, from which they derive

fuch
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fuch invaluable bleffii^s : whoever attends

to this, and to the friendly intercourfe, which

fubfifts between the members of our religi-

ous eftablifhment, and thofe, who in fome

refpecls differ from it, will want no farther

confirmation of what is here afTerted. It is in-

deed only a contradled view of things, wliich

can lead any to call it in queftion. And if any

inftances fhould be fuppofed to occur in hif-

tory to the contrary, it will be found, upon
examination, that they have never been really

occafioned by the juft principles of religious

liberty. The non-tolerating fpirit has been

the true fource of them;

" Hoc fonte derivata clades

" In patriam, populumque fluxit."

If non-conformit)^ then is in itfelf no of-

fence againft the ftate, and yet difienters, as

fuch, are itill confidered as the proper fub-

je(5l of punifhmenti from what principles

muft this judgment be formed of them ?

From thefe, and thefe only, that all perfbns

are bound to take their fentiments in religion

from the legiflature :— that it is a duty in-

cumbent on them, to acquiefce in, and con-

form to, what the ruling powers eftablifli •, and

that to fepara^e from it, and condud religi-

ous worfhip in a manner not prefcribed by

them. Is a fufficient reafon for infliding pe-

nalties



4S • An Enquiry into the true

naltles upon thofe, who are convidled of it.

From thefe maxims the laws, which are now
under confideration, derive their exiftence

;

and whoever carefully weighs the language,

and enters into the fpirit of them, will ^nd
that thefe are the principles which are im-

plied in every one of them. It is true, in-

deed, that different reafons are afligned in

the laws themfelves for paffmg them. The
35th of Elizabeth, fo often mentioned, is

faid to be " for the preventing and avoiding

" of fuch great inconveniencies and perils,

" as might happen and grow by the wicked

" and dangerous pradices of feditious fecfta-

" ries and difloyal perfons."™ But, befides

what has been fuggefted of thefe adls in gene-

ral, and is particularly true of this, that they

are fo conftruded as to involve all, whether

peaceable or feditious, loyal or difloyal non-

conformifts, in one common condemnation;

it will perhaps be found that mere dif?enting

from, and cenfuring fome appointments of,

the eflablifhed religion, are the very grounds,

in part at leafl, upon which this fedition is

laid to their charge. And this appears to me
evident from the fubmiffion, which, by this

ad, perfons who had tranfgrefTed it were al-

lowed and required to make, in order to

avoid the penalties which they had incurred

;

and which, as it may poffibly never have been

feen

** See the beginning of the aft.
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feeti, or perhaps fo much as heard of, by

fome perfons, into whofe hands thiseflay may-

fall, ;is here tranfcribed. " (i) I, A. B. do

" humbly confefs and acknowledge, that I

" have grievoufly offended God in contemn-

" ing her Majefty's godly and lawful go-

«' vernment and authority, by abfenting my-
" felf from church, and from hearing divine

" fervice, contrary to the godly lav/s and

" ftatutes of this realm, and in ufing and

" frequenting difordered and unlawful con-

" venticles and affemblies, under pretence

*' and colour of exercife of religion j (2)

" and I am heartily forry for the fame,

" and do acknowledge and teftify in my
" confcience, that no other perfon hath,

" or ought to have, any power or autho-

" rity over her Majefty i (3) and I do pro-

" mife and proteft, without any diffunula-

" tion, or any colour or means of any dif-

" penfation, that from henceforth I will, from

" time to time, obey and perform her Ma-
" jefty's laws and ftatutes in repairing to the

" church and hearing divine fervice, and do

*' my uttermoft endeavour to maintain and

" defend the fame." ' And if from hence we

defcend to the laws of later date, which have

now been before us, we fhall find the fame,

or fimilar principles interw^oven with them,

and jnfeparable from ^
them. They clearly

fuppofey
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fuppofe, that the rule enjoined by the go-

vernment is the rule, to which every perfon

in the realm is to conform in publick wor-

fliip. That his non-compliance with it

brings him under a guilt cognizable by hu-

man tribunals, and juftifies the magiftrate in

laying any penalties upon the fuppofed de-

linquents, which fhall be judged neceflary to

compel them to fubmifTion. To go on to

enquire, after this, how far fuch laws are re-

concileable to the principles of Toleration,

-would be almoft an affront to the under-

ftanding of the reader. More has been faid

already than would have been thought need-

ful, were it not for the implicit approba-

tion, which fome may give to thefe laws

without ever refledling on the foundation of

them.—On this account it was thought rc-

quifite to trace them up to their firft prin-

ciples ; and nothing can be clearer, than that

they ftand in the fulleft oppofition to all

claims of religious liberty. According to thefe,

in matters relating to God, every man is to

judge for himfelf. But thefe laws virtually af-

fert, that the magiftrate has a right to judge

for him. The principles of Toleration affirm,

that, for the ufe of this merely religious

liberty, no man ought to be hurt with re-

fpe(5t to his peace, freedom or eftate. Thefe

laws imply, that for this caufe alone, he may

be punilhed with refped to all thefe interefts :

that
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that is, in other words, that he may be

perfecuted for confcience fake ; for thefe arc

the very principles upon which perfecution

relies for its defence : they are pregnant with

all the evils of which that dreadful iniquity is

produdive ; and, wherever they are admitted,

vindicated, and the effeds of them juftified,

the principles of Toleration are fo far exclu-

ded. To be confiftent advocates for the con-

tinuance of penalties founded on fuch a bafis,

and friends to the rights of confcience in

their due extent, is impofTible. So long as

thefe laws remained in their full force and
extent; fo long as they were the rule of
judgment upon all thofe who thought them-
felves bound to diflent from the ecclefiaftical

eftablifhment; no liberty of choofing any
kind of religious publick worfhip but that,

which was commanded by the government,
was acknowledged to belong to the fubjedls

of it. All fuppofition of any right in per-

fons to be tolerated in departing from points

determined by that ettablifhment, was fo far

from being fuffered to take place, that it

was rejeded as utterly inadmiffible, and a

power virtually afcribed to the magiftrate of
prefcribing, to thofe under his jurifdidlon,

whatever articles and forms of religion he might
think proper. For the fame principles, by
which conformity to thefe dodrines, and modes
of worfhip was required, might, with equal

H juflice,
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juftice, have been applied to any others en-

joined in like manner; the fame arguments

which were urged for infliding punishments

on thofe who refufed fubmiflion in cafes

already fettled, would have been judged

equally clear and cogent for the ufe of them

in all others of a fnnilar nature ; and no

pleas of confcience, how fincere foever, would

have been allowed as a fufficient reafon for

exemption from them.

When the ever-memorable and aufpicious

Revolution had taken place, the feverity of

thefe laws was exchanged for a toleration of

the fentiments and worfhip of thofe perfons,

who had fo long and greatly fuffered in confe-

quence of them; and the dawn of conftitu-

tional religious liberty broke in upon the

kingdom. The difTenters joyfully and grate-

fully owned the alteration, which was made

in their favour ; and it is with the fame dif-

pofitions, that the difTenters of thefe days

look back to the relief, which was then

granted to their predeceflbrs, and attend to

the happy confequences, which may be con-

lidered as refulting from it to themfelves. It

IS with a degree of pain that they find them-

felves under a necefTity of fpeaking of it as

in any meafure inadequate to the relief of

thofe, who, upon the right principles of To-

leration, ought to be placed in fecurity. But

if the limitations contained in it be confi-

dered,
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dered, it will appear that the eafe given by

it to conicientious difTenters, though great,

was not abfolutely a complete one, even at

the time of its paffing. In thefe days it is

much lefs fo. The great changes which the

religious fentiments of all denominations in

the kingdom have undergone fince, exclude

great numbers who are entitled, upon all the

principles of reafon and humanity, to enjoy

religious liberty, from the benefits of it; and

render the Toleration which is granted by

it, in fadl, a very defe^ftive, contracted one

;

and that not only in the light of political

juftice, but I believe it may be added, upon
the very principles of many of the moft

eminent adverfaries to any extenfion of it.

The quakers, it is well known, are entitled

to the advantages of the a6t of Toleration,*

upon fubfcribing the declaration againft

tranfubftantiation, making a declaration of

fidelity to the government, profeffing their

belief in the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoft, as

one God, and acknowledging the infpiration

of the Holy fcriptures. But, in order to be

comprehended in thefe claufes, it muft furely

be neceflary for a man to profefs himfelf a

quaker; and every preacher among the dif-

fenters, who cannot do this, muft either fub-

fcribc to all the other articles of the church,

excepting the 34th, 35th, 36th, part of the

H 2 20th,

• § 13, compiired with § 2.
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20th, and that part of the 27th which relates

to infant baptifm, or be liable to all the

penalties to which he would have been fub-

jedl, had the adl of Toleration never taken

place. Let it be confidered then who are,

by the tenor of this ad, deprived of all ad-

vantages from it. By the ift and 2d ar-

ticles, not only thofe, who openly contradidb

the doftrine of the Trinity, as ftated in the

articles, but every one, who, from the diffi-

culties which he may find attending it, is not

able to declare his aflent to it, is debarred

from all the benefits of Toleration.—The 5th

article excludes all thofe, who think with the

Greek church concerning the procefiion of

the Holy Ghofl:.— And the 8th article, by de-

claring the creed of Athanafius to be one of

thofe which ought thoroughly to be received

and believed, will be thought by many to ex-

clude all thofe, who do believe this part of

the eftablifhed dodlrine, if they cannot at the

fame time declare all thofe, who do not re-

ceive it, fubjed, without doubt, to perifli

cverlaftingiy.—By the 17th, all thofe who
are difiatisfied with ths dodrine of predefti-

nation, in what is commonly ftyled the calvi-

niftick fenfe of the dodrine, and, who are

neverthelefs perfuaded that in this itn^t it is

taught in the article, and that the profeflion

of it, in this fenfe, is implied in their fub-

fcriptionj all thefe, I fay, are debarred from

the
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the benefit of the a<5b in like manner. To
fay, they miftake the meaning of the article,

does not leflen but, in the event, rather ag-

gravates the hardfhip : flnce, in this cafe,

they are excluded, not for any error in doc-

trine, but merely by underftanding the article

to teach a dodrine, which not only the lan-

guage of it Arongly favours •, but which it was

generally fuppofed to teach for many years

after it received the fandion of authority,

and which the commojis in parliament, in the

year 1028'' avowed, in opposition to the

fenfe of the arminians, to be delivered by

publick ad of the church of England, and

by the general and concurrent expofition

of the writers of that church. It was, in-

deed, if bifhop Hoadley's authority may
determine this matter, one of thofe points,

which were once thought as fundamental

and effential to orthodoxy, by numbers in

the church of England, as they ftill are

among fome protellants, till, as he tells us,^

archbilhop Laud altered the whole current

of the received dodrine, and accommodated

this dodrine fo altered, to the words of the

articles tirft framed upon another fcheme.

—

It will, again, be a matter of very ferious

doubt, at leaft, with many, whether, in con-

fequence

P Macauley's hift. vol. ii. p. 35. 8vo. ed,

^ Aofwer to the reprefentation cf the comaiittec,

p. 20S.
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fequence of the fubfcriptlon required to the

i8th article among the reft, fuch as cannot

bring themfelves to deny falvation to the

moft virtuous heathens, and in a word to

all thofe who have not heard of the gof-

pel, are not excluded alfo.— And it is pre-

fumed it is out of all queftion, that all

perfons, who do not acknowledge, that the

" fault or corruption of the nature of every

" man, that naturally is engendered of the

" offspring of Adam in every perfon

" born into the world, deferveth God's wrath

" and damnation j"
' all, who afcribe to

man, fince the fall of Adam, an ability " to

" turn and prepare himfelf by his own na-

" tural ftrength and good works, to faith and

" calling upon God •," * and all thofe, who

fcruple to affirm, that " works done before

' the grace of Chrift and the infpiration of

" his Spirit, are not pleafant to God ;"
' and

know not how to fay they " doubt not that

'^ they [fuch works] have rather the nature

*' of lin :" there is no queftion, it is appre-

hended, but that all, who are included in

this number, will, if fubfcription implies be-

lief, be incapable of deriving any fecurity

from this adt. Let thefe particulars now

be weighed, and how narrow will the limits

of this Toleration appear ! Were the efta-

blifhment of the church of England now to

be

» See article 9th. » Article 10th. ' Article 13th,
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be formed, or were it thought expedient to

model the articles of it anew ; the appeal is

chearfully made to the laity, the clergy, and

even to thofe, to whom the government of

the church and clergy is committed, whether

fubfcription to all thefe decifions would ftili

be required? Would they think it confident

with the wifdom and charity, with which

they would undoubtedly conduA fuch an

undertaking, to make afTenting to propofiti-

ons fo doubtful, and which have been the

fubjeft of fo much controverfy, as fome of

thefe are known to have been, the condition

of being admitted to the miniftry ? Would
they fix upon that as the centre of union,

which, inftead of uniting, muft divide •, give

imeafinefs to numbers of candid, thoughtful,

and ingenuous minds •, and perhaps keep ma-
ny of thofe, whofe concurrence would be a

ftrength and ornament to their caufe, from
continuing among them? As the eftablifh-

ment is now conftituted, it is a fad univer-

fally known, that there are the wideft: dif-

ferences of fentiment among the clergy of

it, upon feveral of thefe topicks. So far is

this from being accounted a reproach, that

it is appealed to as a token of the extenfi i'e

charity and moderation of the church of

England, that fuch freedom of thought fub-

fifts among thofe, who are received into her

bofom. And, if they think it would be

wrong



5^ An Enquiry into the true

wrong to Infift upon greater uniformity of

judgment in thofe of their own body, can it

be reafonable to exadl it from others, in or-

der to their enjoyment of a Toleration? It

is undoubtedly an error (and deferves to be

efteemed a very great one) when dodrines of

doubtful difputation, and imefTential to the

intereft of religion, are bound upon the mi-

ni fters of any church, and thofe, who can-

not affent to them, are rejeded as unfit to

partake of the advantages, or difcharge the

duties of that important charafter. The
nearer any eftablifhments approach to pure,

original chriftianity, and the,, more the genu-

ine fpirit of the gofpel appears in them, with

all its native luftre and fimplicityj the more

excellent, the more amiable they are m. the

eyes of their friends. The more fuperior to

all the objections of their enemies they will

always be found : and, wherever any advances

are made in bringing any of them to great-

er degrees of this perfedion, there is not a

judicious advocate for truth and charity, who

will not be ready to fay, with an illuftrious

promoter of both \ Blejfed be they who have

contributed to fo good a work.'' But to con-

tend for making dodlrines greatly controvert-

ed, and which, if they were not already in

pofleflion of a place among the articles of

the

• Bifhop Hoadley's poftfcript to his anuvfr to Dr.

Hare, p. 207,
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ne church, would perhaps never be admitted

into the number : to contend, I fay, for ma-

king thefe the boundaries of a Toleration,

and, (which is the plain meaning of it, how
harlhly foever the expofition may found,

^

plead for leaving thofe, who fcruple affenting

to them, fubjed to the terrors of fines, impri-

fonments, and all the hardfhips which thefe

penalties may bring with them, hurts huma-

nity itfelf. Thefe are feverities, which it ought

not to be fuppofed one, even of thofe gentle-

men, who oppofe making the ad of Tolera-

tion more extenfive, would wilh to take place.

And I am perfuaded that I do no more than

juftice to the equity and candor of their dif-

pofitions, when I fay, that were the execu-

tion of the laws which ftill ftand in force,

againft all thofe, who cannot come up to the

conditions required by the a6l of Toleration,

to be revived, they would find all the ge-

nerous feelings of their hearts revolt at the

confequences. But what part then might it

be expecfled every one, who profefTes himfelf

a friend to Toleration, when the queftion

comes before him, and waits for his fober,

impartial decifion, fhould choofe ? What ?

But to join in placing it on a more enlarged

bafis, and procuring for thofe, v/ho requeft

it, that extenfive legal fecurity, which the

fpirit of the gofpel requires they fnould enjoy,

I and
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and to which natural juftice gives them an

unqueflionable title ?

And this, of courfe, brings on the confl-

deration of the ftep, which the difienters fo

lately took, of applying for an enlargement

of the liberties which are granted them by

the a(5l of Toleration. It may indeed be

fuppofed that, if what has been faid be

granted, all occafion to add any thing far-

ther upon the fubjecT: is precluded. And
were the principles of religious liberty admit-

ted in their juft confequences, and the nature

of the application made by the difTenters

univerfally underftood, it would be fo. But

fince the attempt itfelf has been much mifap-

prehended •, fince there are perfons, truly re-

fpeftable for their underftanding and cha-

racter, who have fo amazingly overlooked

the natural inferences from their own prin-

ciples, as to profefs to adopt the moft ge-

nerous notions of Toleration, and yet fhown

themfelves utterly averfe from granting the

relief requefted •, it cannot be fuperfluous to

debate" the queftion. The reflexions which

the attempt has drawn upon the difTenters,

render it every way expedient ; and, far from

deferving to be thought an inftance of over-

officious zeal, it is but a mere ad of juftice

to remove the obje<5tions which have been

made to their condud. 1 he time and man-

ner of their application are only circum-

ftances.
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ftances, *m which the merits of their cafe

have little or no concern. It is the nature

of their requeft, which is to determine the

judgment of every man relating to it :
and

if it Ihall appear, that what they aUced was

reafonable in itfelf-,— that it was not aiked

without occafion •,— that the evils apprehend-

ed from granting it were either imagmary

or infufficient reafons for rejecting it j— that

their general charader and condud afford no

around to judge them unworthy of the li-

berty which they folicited ^—and that the

terms upon which they defired to enjoy it,

were adequate to every demand, which coild

rcafonably be made upon them :— if thele

things fhall be found evident, it is prefumed

their application {lands clear of exceptioii, and

will be found to aim at nothing contradictory

to the principles of good fubjecls, conf.ftent

proteftants, and fincere chridians.
^

Let the NATURE of their requeft be nrfl:

confidered. For if this was wror.g h itfelf,

the point is already decided. But upon /.hat

principle can this be aiierted ? Will if be

maintained that the laws from which they

defire a farther exemption are, m the-^.felves,

right and equitable ? If there be any re-

maining who can feriouily retain this opinion,

and'think it fit that mere difTenters from tne

dodrines of the church ihouid continue lia-

ble to leo-al penalties, it is natural for them
""

I 2 ^o
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to efteem the matter of the requeft wrong.

In their apprehenfion the ad of Toleration,

limited as it is, muft be unreafonable

;

and they muft judge, in oppofition to the

fenfe of our rulers, who firft paffed the ad,

and the repeated and moft publick declara-

tions of all the conftituent parts of the le-

giflature, that, inftead of being extended, it

ought not to be in any degree maintained, but

revoked, and that all the feverities of former

days Jhould be adled over again. But it is

not to perfons of this complexion that the dif-

fenters can be fuppofed to refer the merits of

their late petition. They founded their hopes

of fuccefs in a perfuafion, that perfecuting laws

were now allowed to be indefenfible j and that

the juftice of Toleration, and the political wif-

dom of it too, had the univerfal fuffrage. That
tht matter of their petition therefore, fhould

be condemned, as wrong in itfelf, by gentle-

men profefTmg to efpcufe thefe fentiments, ap-

pears to them beyond explication. Whether
any of the articles, which the difientexs may
fcruple to fubfcribe, in any refpedl vary

from the truth or not, is a point, into

which it is utterly needlefs here to enquire.

The queftion to be attended to is this •, does

their doult of any of them afFed their cha-

rader as good fubjeds ? Is their declining

to profefs their belief of a number of dodri-

pal propofitions, (the fenfe, of fome of which,

j§ difputed, and the certain meaning of others

of



Principles of Tokraliou, &c. 5i

of them utterly contradlded, by numbers of
the ableft, moft learned, and moft refpedtablc

of thofe, who enjoy the emoluments, which

are annexed to the eflabllihed churchjj a fuf-

ficient ground to judge them unworthy of the

protediion of the government ? If not, it

mufl ftill be a wonder, that any of the advo-

cates for Toleration ihould affign the mere
matter of the requeft of the difienters as a

caufe for rejecting it , and will continue to be

fo till a very convincing reafon is afficrned for

the refufal- For it is to be confidered, that^

if Toleration be the general right of all, who
approve themfelves good members of fociety,

thofe, who OPPOSE it are the perfons, upon
whom it is incumbent to prove that it ouo-ht

not to be granted.

The author of the Letter to the difTenting

miniilers, who applied to parliament for re-

lief, has, it mull be owned, attempted to

ihow this. His reafon in ihort is, that the

ad: pafled for the relief of dilTenters at the

Revolution, confines Toleration to matters of
difcipline only ; and that the Toleration then

granted to proteftant diffenters, as fuch,

could not be meant to extend farther than

to the points, in which they differed from
the national church, with which, at that thme,

they agreed in points of doctrine^ Had
this reafoning been advanced by a perfon of

lower

^ See the letter, p. 4>~i{.
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lower abilities, many would be difpofed to

think that the bare ftating of this objedion

to the application of the diffenters, is, in ef-

fect, anfwering it, and that it might be fafely

difmified without any re?i.:dions. But the

deference due to a writer, who certainly difl

covers much, both of vhe language and sd-

drefs of a gentlemaii, in his rr.inner of wri-

ting, requires that more pijrttcu.lar notice

fhould be taken of it. With Aibraiffion to

his authority then, it may be obferved, that

his reprefentation of the ad of Toleration

itfelf is not perfedly exa6i:. He fays, that

the ad " did not mean to tolerate dodrines

" different from thofe of the chriftian church

<* in general."'' How then came the body

of the quakers to be included in it ? Their

dodrines, at that time, were certainly differ-

ent, in fome refpeds, from thofe that were

generally held by the chriftian church-, and

their denying the obligation of the facra-

ments in particular, was a departure from the

moft univerfal confent of the fentiments and

pradice of the chriftian church, which can

be urged in favour of any points, which

were ever called into queftion. Whoever at-

tentively confiders the conftrudion of the

ad of Toleration, and the judicious remarks,

which the author of the Cafe of the difTenters

has made upon it, will find reafon to believe,

that

^ Letter, p. 9.
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that the intention of the ad was to com-

prehend all proteftants, who afiented to the

received dodrine of the Trinity -, and that

the meafure of their fubfcriptions, or decla-

rations, relating to religious doftrines in other

particulars, was adjufied to the degree, in

which the feveral denominations of them

were known to approach to, or depart from,

the articles of the national church. Had not

this been their defign, it is inconceivable that

the quakers, who ftood at fo great a dif-

tance from the eftablilhed church, in points

of doftrine as well as difcipline, fhould have

been comprehended in it, and " enjoy," as

the a(5l exprefsly fays they fhall, " all the

" other benefits, privileges, and advantages,

" under the like Hmitations, &c. which any

" other difienters fhali or ought to enjoy,

" by virtue of this ad." ^ And can it be

fuppofed then, that, if the prefbyterians or

independents had differed farther in their fen-

timents, than at that time they did, from the

articles of the church, the fame parliament,

which confulted in this manner the eafe of

that body, (which, ufeful and refpedable as

it is, was certainly the leaft popular, in re-

fped to religious fentiments, of all the other

tolerated bodies of men,) can it be fuppofed,

I fay, that, in this cafe, the eafe of the

other difienters would not have been equally

con-

T § 13.
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confulted P'^ But, admit the fad to be as this

author has ftated it ; of what weight is it ? Is

it a confequence, that becaufe that parliament

went only thus far, fucceeding ones muft go
•110 farther ? If the difienters of thofe times

needed nothing more to make them eafy

and therefore afked for nothing more, does

that make it unreafonable for their fucceflbrs

to aflc and obtain more ? In a word, the

queftion is not, what was formerly determi-

ned, but what the rights of confcience make
it equitable for men to . requeft, and for the

legiflature to grant : and if the laws againft

diiTenters v/ere wrong in themfelves, and

thofe, who flill lie open to them, have an

equally juft plea to be placed out of the

reach of tlieir opprefTion with thofe, who are

now (heltered from it j nothing can be plain-

er than that they ought to be put in the

fame fecure fltuation -, and that the requeft

of the diffenters was juft and good.

To fuppofe that Toleration is to be limit-

ed, by the articles of the national church, is,

in effed", reducing the Toleration of proteft-

ant difienters to very little in this •, and, in all

roman catholick countries, it is giving up the

Toleration of the whole body of proteftants

entirely. They differ from the national

churches of the ftates, of which they are parts,

not

• Bifliop Burnet fays the Toleration a6l pafled

BASILY. vol. ii. p, 10. folio.
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not only in difcipHne, but in do6trines. Their

opinions are inconliilent with thofe, which are

eftablifhed by law, in points, which the ca-

tholicks efteem fundamental -,—in thofe which

concern the rule of faith, and the objefts

of worfhip : and they have given it as their

judgment, that the honours paid to faints,

to images, and to the hoft, are nothing lefs

than idolatry. "Will this writer therefore fay,

they ought not to be tolerated, but lie open

to the punifhment of the gallies, imprifon-

ments, and all the tortures of the inquifi-

tion ? If he efteems this too abfurd to be

admitted, with what confiftency can he fup-

pofe, that the difient of proteftants from

a PROTESTANT church, in fome points of

dodrine, deftroys their title to a legal Tole-

ration ? It is no juftification of this oppref-

fion, to dignify the principles, thus enforced

by penalties, with the founding titles of doc-

trines, which have been acknowledged by the

chriftian church in general, and the fuppofed

fundamentals of chrilHanity. The confent

of all the churches upon earth, in favour

of a dodrine, creates no obligation upon

others to receive it, in oppofition to their

convidions, that it is unfupported by fcrip-

ture-, nor authorizes the application of penal-

ties to enforce it. Chriftianity itfelf is not

to be propagated by the terrors and cruel-

ties of pei-fecution. It is not many ages

K fince
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fince tranfubftantiatlon, and ail the mercilefs

load of the other enormous corruptions and

fuperftitions of popery, were " mahitained"

by all the eftablifhed churches of the weilern

world, and it was efteemed impiety to dif-

pute them. To infinuate, therefore, that

perfons become unfit for a Toleration, by

departing from thofe dodrines which an

eftablifhed church, or all eftablifhed churches

(if that exprefTion is liked better) judge to

be fundamental ; to infinuate this, I fay, is

fixing a brand upon the Reformation. It

opens a door to oppreflion wherever fuch

diftent from the publi.ck religion is to be

found, and, in a protestant, is fomething

aJloni/Jiing. Every church, as Mr. Locke

obferves, and as it has been innumerable

times obferved after him, is orthodox to

l^erfelf, and judges her dodlrines to be thofe

of chriftianity. The church of Rome main-

tains feveral of thqfe dodlrines, which are

utterly rejected by proteftants, to be the

^ntient catholick faith of chriftianity, and,

whatever fome of her more moderate mem-
bers may do, in her publick, authentick

ads, excludes all, who deny them, froni

being truly parts of the chriflian church.

So that wherever the faith of that church

is eftablifhed, all thofe who adhere to the

dpdrines of the Reformation, muft, upon

this author's own principles, lofe their claim

to
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io a Toleration. But there is a peculiar

unreafonablenefs in confining this privilege

within thefe limits, if, as he affirms," there

are doftrines inferted in the articles of the

church, which were not intended by the

compilers as credenda, or things necelTary

tc^ be believed. To be obliged to fubfcribe

thefe is furely more than can be neceffary

to a Toleration, even upon his own princi-

ples : nor is it any alleviation of the bur-

then, that the difienting minifters were for-

merly fuppofed to approve them, and have

adlually afiented to them in their writings.''

Whether they approve them or not, the

difienting minifters are laid under the fame

neceffity of fubfcribing these articles, as

they are under to fubfcribe the moft fun-

damental doctrines, which can be named a-

mong the whole coUedion : and it very little

mitigates the hardfhip, that they are fpoken

of under the foftening title of articles of

peace." This is a diftindion in the articles,

which the diflenters know not that they

have any warrant from publick authority to

make; and, if by this is meant, that they

are only articles not to be oppofed, the an-

fwer is, that to declare an approbation of,

and fubfcribe to an article, is, in the judg-

ment of the difienters in general, an a6l of

K 2 a very

» Letter, p. 7. ^ Ibid, p. 7. « Ibid. p. 9.
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a very different amount from a bare promlfe'

to keep lilence in relation to it.

But fuppoiing all this to be admitted in

favour of the diffenters, their application is

blamed by many, as being a needlefs one.

The ftate of their cafe, delivered to the

members of the two houfes, is fpoken of as

dwelling upon appearances of a perfecution**

which no where exifts, and only flipping as

it were by accident, into an indiredl acknow-

ledgment that the violation of the law has

been connived at. But was it poflible for

the cafe to be otherwife drawn up ? Does

not every petition for the redrefs of grie-

vances, carry in it a reprefentation of thofe

grievances ? Were the diffenters to lay be-

fore the legifl'uture their defires to be relieved

from burthens, without fpecifying what thefe

burthens were ? To charge them, though

ever fo ihaireftly, with an intention to infi-

iiuate, that they fuffer hardfhips from which

they are entirely free, is to load them with

an imputation of unfairnefs, for which they

have given no caufe. Their complaint was

not of the fpirit of the times, but of the

fpirit of the laws, from which they hoped to

be relieved. This, whether thofe laws are

executed, or unexecuted, is in itfelf ftill the

fame J and if the recital of the fubftance of

them excites " horror and compafhon," " the

reproach

^ Letter, p. 3. ^ Ibid, ubi fup.
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reproach falls upon them, and not upon the

adminiftration of the government, the mild

and gentle tenor of which is thankfully per-

ceived, and chearfully owned, by every dif-

fenter in the kingdom. But connivance is

not legal Toleration y non-execution of the

penal laws, againft non-conformii-ts, is a very

different thing from proper exemption from
them. And, if this be what they are per-

fuaded they may reafonably a{k, upon what
principle they can be blamed, merely for

making an application for it, is little fhort

of being utterly incomprehenfible. Was it

ever imputed to men as a crime, as an in-

ftance of reftleffnefs, or even a want of
decorum, that they deiired not to be left

open to oppreflion ? Or can it be any reafon

for cenfuring perfons as not eafily fatisfied,^

that they are felicitous to be guarded from
dangers, to which they are always expofed,

and from which, though they have no im-

mediate profped of it, great evils may pof-

fibly come upon them ? To fay, that the

diffenters labour under no grievance, though

in one fenfe it may be allowed, falls far ihort

of the point. If the laws in queftion are in

themfelves unreafonable •, if feveral of them
were at firft dilated by a fpirit of revenge

;

calculated for bad purpofcs ; and may be

made the inftruments of breaking in upon

the

^ Letter, p. 37.
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the peace, property and liberty, of perfons

of the moft unexceptionable behaviour, and

irreproachable charader, whenever the ina«

lice, animofity, or avarice of fome of the

worft of men, may infcigate them to fuch

means of gratifying thefe pafllons : if this,

I fay, be really the cafe, to be liable to

fuch evils is itfelf a grievance; a grievance,

which it would be want of prudence, of re-

gard to the welfare of thofe in whom we
are interefted, and of a juft concern for the

common caufe of liberty itfelf, not to be

folicitous to remove. To reprefent the pe-

tition of the diflenters, therefore, as a foli-

citatiou for what is apparently fomething,

but really nothing,^ is, with fubmiflion to

a late writer, fcarcely confiftent with that

candor of which he makes fuch ample pro-

feffions. And were it fo, the difficulty would
only fall back upon himfelf, and leave every

man, who is unwilling to admit unfavourable

thoughts of the juftice and humanity of his

fellow creatures, at a lofs for a reafbn for

his being fo much difturbed, by the diflen-

ters making an application for, what he

calls, an unfubltantial favour. '^ To fay, " it

" was too much to be granted, and too little

" to afk," ' may pleafe the imagination by
the antithefis, but has too much the air of

an enigma in it ever to fatisfy the under-

ftanding

s Letter, p. 4. ^ Ibid. p. 4. • Ibid. p. 37.
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1

{landing. It may found prettily, but vvIU

not bear the teft of a fober examination. If

the judgment of the petitioners is to deter-

mine this point ; what they apprehend it rea-

fonable to requeft, and worthy of their ap-

pHcation to obtain, is neither too great to

be granted, nor too little to be afked. If,

en the other hand, the perfons, to whom
the petition is addrefled, allow the requeft

to be reafonable, it may be, indeed, Itx their

opinion too little to be afked (for it ihould

in that cafe, have been given without afking)

but it can never be thought too great to

be granted. And ihould it be fuppofed, once

more, that the requeft is deemed an unrea-

fonable one-, the contradidlion ftill remains.

The fubje(5l: of the requeft may, it is true,

be judged too great to be granted : but then

it can never be too little, but too much,
abundantly too much to be afked. To con-

fider a grant as next to nothing, and yet to

oppofe it with the ferioufnefs with which

this author feems to oppofe it, is, in reality,

almoft without a precedent. The fmallnefs

of a favour has often been deemed a good
reafon for beftowing it; but it is not eafy

to recoiled an inftance, in which it has been

judged, of itfelf, a fufHcient ground for

with-holding it. And were the alteration

defired by the petition of the difTenters, only

an apparent Improvement of the Toleration,

there
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there is reafon to believe, that many of the

eftablifhment, as well as the diiTenters, would

fincerely rejoice to fee it adopted, as a pur-

gation of our laws from what numbers con-

fider as fo many blemifhes in them, the ta-

king away of wh'ch they cannot help think-

ing would greatly increafe their beauty, and

give new force to that noble, and, in the

main, juft encomium of them, that the

" idea and practice ot political and civil

" liberty flourifh in their higheft vigour in

" thefe kingdoms, where it falls little fhort

" of perfeftion." ^ But many it feems judge

differently, and prefage that fuch an altera-

tion would be produdive of great and a-

larming evils : "and it is fit that the ob-

jedion fhould be impartially confidered -, for

it muft be confefTed it is a popular one,

and fuch as may llrike forcibly on the minds

of thofe, who do not attend carefully to the

real flate of the queftion.

It has been faid, then, that were the re-

queft of the diffenters to be granted, here-

lies would increafe, and the common faith

of chriflians be fubverted ; and therefore it

is fit, (for this muft be the meaning of the

objedion) that the laws relating to diffenting

minitters fhould continue as they are. It is

eafy to fee, that this reafoning afcribes to

the magiftrate a right of reflraining herefies,

or

^ Blackftone's Comment, vol. i. p. 126,
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or opinions which are not orthodox, by pe-

nalties, or elie it proves nothing. If it is

allowed to afcribe this riaht to the magif-

trate, it proves too much ; much more than

I am perfuaded, thofe, who now make ufe

of it, will be difpofed to acknowledge. For,

by the very fame train of reafoning, all the

edidts of heathen governors againft chriftians,

t^[iQ execution of the decrees of popes, and

councils, againft proteftants, by popifh prin-

ces, and, in a word, all perfecuting exertions

of power whatever againft thofe, who depart

from eftabliftied dodrines, might be ealily

juftified. But other alarming confequences

of complying with the defire of the diflent-

ers are apprehended. One of their writers,

it is alleged, has charged every church

which maintains the do6lrine of the trinity

with being idolatrous. ' Becaufe the difTenting

minifters inferted no offer in their bill, to

fubfcribe to the do6h:ine of the Trinity, it

is concluded, not by the ftrideft- rules of

logick, that this is one doftrine which fome

of the petitioners defire to be at liberty to

oppofe or deny,™— and from hence a fup-

pofition is formed, that there is a pofTibility

" that by urging the precedent of the ido-

** latrous people of Canaan,"" the hearers

of difTenting minifters may be ripened " for

" the expulfion or extermination of '* the

L members

'Letter, p. II. "Ibid, p. 13. « Ibid, p, ij.
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members of the eftablirnment, " as an ad
*' of obedience to the divine command."

Diflenters, it appears, are not the only peo-

ple liable to be thrown into panicks. But

, to be ferious. All this is only a proof of

what has been already fuggefted •, that the

petition of the diffenters has been ftrangely

mifunderftood. All, which is defired by it,

To far as the articles are concerned, is, in

effed, this •, that diflenting minifters may be

exempted from the penalties, to which their

»ot having complied with the fubfcription

to them, required by the a6l of Toleration,

leaves them fubjed. The words of the bill

are, " Whereas, by an a6l made in the .tft

" year of the reign of King William III.

" &c. preachers or teachers of any diflent-

" ing congregations, are required, &c. to

" declare their approbation, and to fubfcribe

" the articles of religion, mentioned in the

" ftatute of the 13th of Queen Elizabeth^

*' except as in the faid ad. Sec. is excepted ;

" and whereas, many fuch perfons fcruple to

" declare their approbation of, &c. be it

" enaded, &c. that fo much of the faid

'• ad, &c. as relates to the faid articles, or

" to any of them, fhall be, and the fame is

" hereby repealed." ° Suppofe this had been

granted, what would have been the efFed ?

Would
• See the bill, at the end of Mr. Maaduit's pam-

phlet.
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Would it have put the diflenters into pof-

feflioii of any legal liberty to write or preach

againft any of the doftrines of the eftablifh-

ment, from which they are now excluded ?

By no means. Not to be obliged to fub-

fcribc to, and declare an approbation of

principles, is one thing; to write or

PREACH AGAINST them is another. To defire

not to lie under a load, which would crufh

the moft humble, filent, and cautious diflent-

er, as well as one of the moft oppofite

quaUties ; and to afk for a legal right to

give way to thofe angry indecent invedlives,

to which fome perfons feem to think the

diflenters fo greatly addided, are two points,

fo totally diftina, that it is furprifmg that

gentlemen of abilities fhould ever confound

them together. The generality of difTenting

minifters have very little inclination, I be-

lieve, to confume the time devoted to their

publick inftrudions, in preaching againft the

eftablifliment. They have greater points in

view. But had their application been fuc-

cefsful, the dodrines of the national church

would have been very little, if any thing,

more expofed to fuch attacks, than they are

now it has mifcarried. It has been fuppo-

fedP that the provifo in the ad of Tolera-

tion, [which fays " that nothing therein

" contained Ihall extend, or be conftrued to

L 2 " extend,

P Sec the letter to the dilTenters, p. 12, 13.
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*' extend, to give any eafe, &c. to any pa-

*' pift, or to any perfon that fhall deny,

'' in his preaching or writing, the dodrinc

^' of the blefled Trinity, as it is declared in

« the aforefaid articles of religion:"^] would

have been affedled if the bill in queftion

had paffvid. There is room for a doubt, at

leaft, whether this claufe would have been

at all affedled.* But gr^nt that it would-,

—

pro-

» It is allowed, that the expreffion in the bill, at

the end of the cafe of the difienters, is very comprehen-

fivc : for it defires that fo much of the faid a6t, &c. as

relates to the faid articles, or to any of them, may be

repealed. And, were the expreffion to be taken fmgly,

and independently of any other words, with which it

is connected, there might be fomc appearance of reafoa

for the application, of which the author of the letter to

the diflenting r.iinifters, fuppofes it capable. But, if

it be confuiered that it makes only the conclufion

of a fentence, in wliich the fcruples of the diffenting

minifters, relating to fublcription, are afligned as thp

ground of their application to parliament ;— that the

defired repeal of what relates to the articles, in the

a£t, has a direct reference to thcfe fcruples, and is

propofed as a remedy againft the difl^culties occafioned

by them : when all this is laid together, I fay, it may

furely be concluded, that the faircll and moft candid,

and indeed the moft natural interpretation of the words

is, that a repeal of fo much of the adl, as relates to

a SUBSCRIPTION to the faid articles, or to any of

them, is defired. It is not, indeed, after all, of any

material confequcnce, which ci thcfe conllruclions is

fuppofed to be the truel!. However this may be de-

termined

»
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profecutlons for herefy, according to the no-

tions given of it by our laws,* would have

ftood upon the fame footing, upon which

they ftand now,— the honour of the liturgy

would nave been kept under the fame pro-

tedion, which now defends it-,*— the loth

of William III. would have retained its au-

thority •,— in a word, all thefe guards of the

principles and worfhip of the eftablifliment,

would have fubfifted in their full vigour.

And upon what foundation then, can the

application of the diffenters be considered as

a requeft for permiflion by law, to preach

againft the fundamental dodrines of the na-

tional church ? Or with what propriety could

the compliance of the legiflature have been

reprefented as fetting up the opinion of a

fmall body of diffenting minifters againft

the fundamental doftrines of the chriftian

church ?

termined, the do6lrine of the Trinity is Hill guarded

by law, as ftrongly as can be defired. Eat when fur-

mifes are fubllituted inllead of certain fadls ; when fuf-

picions fupply the place of proofs ; and infinuations

are introduced to play upon men's prejudices, alarnj

their jealoufies, and divert their attention from the

real point in qceftion ; it is fit that the requeft of the

^ificnters fhould be precifely ftated, and clear ' from

all thofe mifapprehenfions, which might incline per-

fons to think unfavourably of it, and form difadvanta-

geous judgments of thofe who promoted it.

• I Eliz. cap. i. § 36. * I Eliz, cap. ii, § 9,
1<9 II.
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church ? Or what fhadow of reafon can

there be in urging the apprehenfion of one

thing, as a plea for retaining a power of pu-

nifhing perfons for another, which is utterly-

different from it, and has no relation to it ?

That men may have invincible objedions to

fubfcription, and yet be zealous advocates for

the dodrine of' the Trinity, and the dodlrine

of Satisfaction too, the warmeft oppofers of

the diffenters in this affair will fcarcely de-

ny. And by what one good political maxim
can it be juftified, to contend for leaving

room to reftrain anions by the means of

laws, which, if executed, muft bring hea-

vy fufferings upon thofe, who never were

guilty of the offence, which, it is pretended,

makes them neceffary -, and, if they are not

to be executed, muft be wholly ineffeftual

to guard againft it ?

The argument, which has been drawn from

this laft confideration, to fhow that a more

extenfive^ Toleration will not be produdivc

of inconveniencies, is treated, indeed, by the

author of the letter fo often cited, with fome

contempt. " But the diffenters muft beg his

pardon, if they think it merited a different

anfwer. What they advance flows with un-

deniable evidence from his own aflertions -,

and he muft either admit the juftice of it,

or give up all, which he has faid to fliow

the

" Letter, p. 21.
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the requeft of the diflenters to be a needlefs

one. As long as it is but intimated, that

circumftances may occur, in which it may
be proper to have recourfe to the penal laws

againft diflenters, and the continuance of

them is contended for as neceflary, though

they are pretended to be kept up only in

terrorem ; fo long the diflenters will have

reafon to be alarmed. Should the execution

of them once be put in motion, none can

fay where it will fl:op : nor may it be always

in the power of the greateft perfons to check

its violence. If it is certain, on the other

hand, that no fuch thing will ever be at-

tempted, thefe laws mufl: lofe all their ef-

ficacy. It is too much to be taken for

granted, that the reft:raints of law are always

of real ufe."*^ The refl:raints of good laws

are real blefllngs. Thofe of bad laws are real

evils. But it is only on a fuppofltion that they

MAY be executed, that they will be either.

Indeed for this gentleman to imagine that

keeping up an obligation to fubfcribe, when,

by his own confeflion, " that part of the law,

*' [which requires it] is now as dead as if the

" whole law were obfolete, " can " have any

great influence upon the mode of thinking

and fpeaking, of which fuch terrible appre-

henfions are entertained, is utterly mifl:aking

the true fource of it. For it is not the dif-

uife

^ Letter, p. 21. * Ibid. p. 37.
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ufe of fubfcription, which has produced this

freedom of thought and language upon re-

ligious fubjeds i but it is this freedom of

thought, which has produced the difufe of

ftibfcription. Taking away the obligation to

fubfcribe, v/ould make very little alteration

in thQ cafe. If this liberty of fpeech ihould

afterwards increafe, the change in the law

would be fo far from deferving to be thought

the proper caufe, that it could fcarcely be

thought, with juftice, to be the remote oc-

cafion of this increafe. The real caufes would

continue to be the fame, which they ever

have been \ the growth of an inquifitive

difpofition i and the advancement of that

largenefs of mind', which invites perfons to

propofe their fentiments freely •, makes the

exertion of the civil power, on acount of

difference in opinions, odious-, and, thus

checks tlie operation of thofe laws which,

in times of a-nother complexion, would be

carried into rigorous execution.

But admit that, to adopt the language

which has been ufed on this occafion, here-

fies might abound fomething more ; is keep-

ing up penal laws the proper remedy againft

them ? Is this a competent reafon for re-

fufing the diflenters that liberty, v/hich, upon

all the juft principles of Toleration, they

are entitled to enjoy ? For to thefe principles,

after all, the appeal muft be made •, and if

they
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they are again brought before the mind of

the reader, the repetition, cannot, with rea-

fon, be blamed. Gentlemen who know not

how to difpute their truth, and yet are un-

wiUing to admit their plain confequences,

may, to evade the force of them, be in hafte

to iky, " tis needlefs to urge them •, they are

^' admitted; but they are mifapplied." But

when all, which is owned to be indifpurable

in the right of private judgment, (which has

generally been thought to include a right

of publick worfhip, according to that judg-

ment) feems to be reduced ^ to the bare pof-

feffion of that inward convidion, to which
" no power of government can extend,'* and

for v/hich it is needlefs to fupplicatc even

" in an arbitrary ftate -,'* is there not a caufe

to have recourfe to them ? When defiring

not to be criminals in the eye of the ftate,

till fome real offence againft that ftate, (which

not profefling an agreement with the articles

of the national church can never be,) is pro-

ved upon them : when this, I fay, is unfair-

ly confounded with " a pretended right to

" exempt certain publick afts," uuiverfally,

(for this word muft be underftood, though it

is not exprefTed,) from the cognizance of the

civil power -, can inculcating the principles

of Toleration, in thefe circumftances, with

any reafon be thought needlefs ? If the

M right

y Letter, p. 24, 25.
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right of the governors of the ftate, or of the

church, to " prevent the opinions of private

" men from clafhing with fuch of the efta-

*' blifhed dodrines as are fundamental;"^

that is (for this is, in faft, the cafe) which

they think fundamental, " fo long as it can be

*' done without violence •,'* if this, I fay, be

urged as a plea for continuing laws in force,

which, if they operate at all, muft have

fome degree of violence in their operation r

every man is left to judge, whether to lead

the thoughts of men back to the true

grounds of religious liberty, does not be-

come highly necefTary. Nor can it, with any

reafon, be faid, they are mifapplied.* The
fafety of the ftate, and the principles of

Toleration, it is allowed, arc in perfe(5t

confiftence with each other. The bounda-

ries, which determine the right exercife of

power on the one hand, and of liberty on

the other, are to be marked out with an

impartial view to both thefe important points.

But the fafety of the ftate can never be

rightly pretended as a reafon for laws in-

confiftent with the clear dictates of juftice

and humanity. And that the fafety of the

ftate is at all concerned in fubfcription to

a number of articles, fome of which are

owned to be fuperfluous,'' to have been in-

ferted to reconcile the predecefTors of the

diffenters

^ Letter, p. 28. * Ibid. p. 18. *> Ibid. p. 46.
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diflenters to the church, and are now not

confidered as important ; the difTenters never

did admit, neither do they yet admit it. They
think they may add, with reafon, that the

largefl degree of Toleration which they have

folieited, carries nothing in it^ incompati-

ble with any fecurity which the eftablifhed

church can equitably defire-, and believe,

that if they declare they cannot yet fee the

manifeft impropriety of their requeft,'' it

will be no impeachment of their underftand-

ing.

Whether the general charadter and deport-

ment of the diflenters have given any juft oc-

cafion for them to be efteemed unworthv of

the liberty which they have afked, is chear-

fully left to the judgment of all who are dif-

pofed to judge candidly. Their loyalty has

been acknowledged in the moft publick man-
ner. With refped to their zeal for liberty,

and the fupport of the conftitution, if we are

rightly informed, they have been honoured

with the lingular, and perhaps not wholly

unmerited applaufe, of having been, in fome

feafons, almoft the only fteadfaft adherents

to that glorious caufe. For their zeal for

the honour of chriftianlty, and their merits

as advocates, in behalf of it, they prefumc

they may chearfuUy turn themfelves to the

reverend the clergy of all orders, as th?ir

M 2 &-

« Letter, p. 54,
«* Ibid. p. 14.
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favourable judges. From the fame refpe(5t-

able body, they doubt not but they may

hope to receive an honourable teftimony to

the application, learning and fagacity, with

which many among them have devoted their

abilities to the illuftration of the facred wri-

tings. It has been urged againft them, that

they are an intolerant (tS:. They own, with-

out hefitation, that time was when too

many, who pafTed under their denomination,

were juftl;' chargeable with this fpiritj and,

with as little heiitation they confefs, it was

a reproach to their predecefTors that they

were fo. But it was the common error of

the ige. Nuru^ers of their brethren of the

eft.'>>liiliment, were once liable to the fame

objection. But they have, in general, re-

nounced their error, and think their afiuran-

ces of this ought to be believed. The dif-

fenters have long fince, and univerfally, done

the fame; and hope they may, with equal

reafon, expeft to have credit given them for

the truth and reality of their repentance.

For reafons, which have often been laid be-

fore the world, they decline conftant and

entire conformity to the worfhip of the

eftablifhed church-, but the juftice, which

they have been always ready to do to the

writings of her members, and to the piety,

learning, and eminent attainments of her

clergy, the zeal and refolution, with which

they
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they have, in very critical and hazardous

feafons, joined with their fellow fubjeds, in

withftanding attempts, which v/ere made for

her deftrudion \ and the felf-denying fteadfaft-

nefs, with which they have refufed to con-

cur in meafures, which they apprehended were

concerted with deiigns unfriendly to their

proteftant brethren, even at a time, whei;*

too many of thofe brethren difcovered not
the kindeft difpolition to them: all thefc

are Convincing tokens, that though they diC-

fent, they do it not only with charity, but
with high efteem. The general tenor of
their deportment, towards the clergy and
laity of the national church, they prefume,

gives a new proof of their being filled with

thefe fentiments. Let it not be faid, they

make a merit of this. They take a plea-

fure in owning, tliat great numbers of their

brethren of the eftablifhment, and thofe,

perfons of rank and eminence, have giv.en

them a pattern of moderation and gentlenefs,^

which it was their duty and praife to imi-

tate, and treated them with an affability and

good nature, fuiHcient to make impreffions

on hearts far lefs fufceptible of friendly

fentiments, than thofe which, it is hoped,

are commonly lodged in the bofoms of dif-

fenters. But this may be faid with great

truth, that the diffenters have had no ex-

ample of this kind fet before them, but

what
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what they have been earneftly defirous to

follow : and have received no marks of be-

nevolence and friendfhip, but what they

have always been felicitous to return, in the

moft ample manner, which has been in their

power. And though, from their late appli-

cation to parliament, occafion has been ta-

ken to introduce oblique charges of viru-

lence and hatred-,^ and the relief, which

they afked, has had the furprizing complaint

made of it -,
^ that it " could only anfwer

•' the purpofe of manifefting to the world,'*

that they " were indifpofed to tolerate" their

brethren, " as an eftablifhment :" they de-

ferve to have a much milder fentence paf-

fed upon them. Their minifters, in particu-

lar, upon whom thefe intimations are like

chiefly to fail, are men of a better fpirit

:

men, who would have rejoiced to clofe

breaches, rather than to widen them-, and

who, when they have refleded upon the

charafler of many of the clergy, whofe abi-

lities they efteem, whofe learning they value,

and whofe virtues they honour, have filently

lamented, that there fhould be fuch a wall

of partition remaining, to keep them and

their brethren afunder. They have the fatis-

fa6tion to obferve, that the gentleman him-

felf, from whom thefe expreffions are taken,

in other parts of his pamphlet, fpeaks in

milder

e Letter, p. 56, 58. ' Ibid. p. 38.
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milder terms of them. He owns, indeed,

the MERIT of feveral among them, with a

politenefs, which entitles him to their moft

refpedful acknowledgment-, and makes it

rather furprizing how difpofitions fo oppo-

fite to thofe, which really infkience them,

and views fo diftant from thofe, which were

the true fprings of their application, could

be imputed to them.

One thing more rem.ains to be considered ;

which is, the declaration which the diffenters

offered, inftead of the fubfcription, now re-

quired by law. And forry I am that there

fhould be any occafion to vindicate this from

pbjedions j and much pleafure would it have

given me to have fpared fome animadver-

iions, which, by the exceptions made to

this part of their condu(5l, are rendered

unavoidable. The declaration, as it ftands

in the bill, prepared for the relief of the

diffenters, is this. /, A. B. do declare^ as in

the prefence of Almighty God, that I believe

that the Scriptures of the Old and New Tejia^

ment contain a revelation of the mind and wjU
of God; and that I receive them as the rule

of nry faith and pra5iice} 7 he reflexions

which the author of the Letter to the dif-

{enting minifters makes, upon this declara-

tion, are thefe. " You offer to fubfcribe to

" tlie Holy Scriptures, as containing a re-

" velation

e The cafe of the diiTenters, p. 60, 61.
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" vektlon of the mind and will of God,
*' and being the rule of your faith and
*' praftice. You know full well, gentlemen,

*' that there is not an error, however ob-

" noxious to chriftians, or however fubverfive

*' of civil fociety, which may not be cover-

*' ed, under the cloak of this fubtcription.

" Need I tell you, that tranfubftantiation,

*' purgatory, invocation of faints, idolatry,

" murders, rebellions, and almoft every evil

'' work, have been drawn from miHuttrpre-

" tations of fcripture? Had you lefufed all

" fubfcription, the ftate had been full as

" fecure, as in the offer of one fo very

" unfatisfadlory and indeterminate. It had,

*' really, the appearance of trifling with the

" legiflature, which, as you could not intend

" it, had, at beft, the appearance of pre-

*' fuming upon their total inattention to mat-
*' ters of this fort, or upon their taking

" them very fuperficially into confiderati-

« on/"^

In the twenty-eighth page of his pam-
phlet, " an eminent writer" among the dif-

fenters, is charged with carrying his idea of

liberty, quite to a fhocking extreme. Shock-

ing is a ftrong term, and were it to be- re-

turtied upon this gentleman, on account of

the length to which he is carried, by his

zeal for fubfcription to human articles, he

might

" Letter, p. lo, ii.
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might pofTibly complain. But certainly it

may be faid, that he has, in this paflage,

made ufe of expreffions, which the calmeft,

moft difpafllonate perfon, cannot read with-

out EMOTION. Could it have been expeded,

indeed, that an author, whofe performance

expreffes fo much of a concern for chrifti-

anity and proteftantiim, would have allov/^d

himfelf in fuch degrading language as thfs,

concerning a folemn declaration of cordial

aflent, to the whole body of the facred wri-

tings ? Is that dodtrine, which is according

to godlinefsj' that fcripture which the

apoftle declares to be " profitable for doc-
" trine, for reproof, for corredlion, for in-

" ftrudlion in righteoufnefs, that the man of
" God may be perfedl, throughly furniihed

" unto all good works," " fo loofe, defec-

tive and indeterminate, " that there is not

an error, how obnoxious foever, or however

fubverfive of civil fociety, but what may be

covered under the cloak of fubfcription to

it?'" When it is the acknowledged defign

of the whole tenor of the books of the Old
and New Teftament, to eftablilh the worfhip

of the only living and true God, and to

teach men to deny all ungodlinefs and world-

ly lufts :
"^ can the ferious profefTion of our

owning them, as the rule of our faith and

N pradiccj

» I Tim. vi. 3, ^2 Tim. iii, 16, 17.

' Letter, p. 10, II. '•'» Titus ii. 12.
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pradlce, be juftly fuppofed to contain in it,

no afilirance of the orderly, virtuous deport-

ment of thofe who make it ? When we find

this revelation of the will of God declaring,

in the moft expreflive terms, that neither

idolaters, nor adulterers, nor thieves, nor

drunkards, nor revilers, nor extortioners, fhall

inherit the kingdom of Godj is the language

of ft fo indeterminate and void of force, that

it places no effectual guard againft thofe enor-

mities ? Becaufe it may have happened, that

tranfubftantiation, purgatory, invocation of

faints, idolatry, and other errors and evil

works, have been (lieltered under misinterpre-

tations of fcripture ; are the words of it to be

fuppofed fo deftitute of clearnefs and precifion,

as to give no fufficient pledge to govern-

ment, for the good behaviour of thofe who

own their divine authority ? Or would the

refufal of dl fubfcription, which might have

left it uncertain whether perfons acknow-

ledged any religion at all, have made the

ftate full as fecure as the profeffion of thofe

principles, v^^hich carry in them every awful

reftraint from evil, and every powerful mo-

tive to good a6lions, which can be prefented

to the human mind? If this declaration is

not an adequate fatisfadlcn to the legifla-

ture, what fatisfaftion can the fubfcription

required by the adl of Toleration be ? Men
of frantick, enthufiaftick minds, may abufe

every
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every thing. Men of difhoneft and infin-

cere hearts may, and will, fubfcribe any
thing; take any oaths, conform to ai^y teft,

which human policy can invent: and hq
articles, were they to be diverfified and ad-

jufted to the exigencies of the times ever

fo often, and increafed till they equalled the

moft voluminous confeffion, which ever ex-

ited, will be fufficient to bind them. All

thefe fecurities muft imply common C^nk and
integrity in thofe who give them, to make
them of the leaft avail : and if this gentle-

man allows, as he profeffes to do, (and, I

doubt not, with Uncerity,) that the petitioning

minifters have fome right not to be account-

ed deftitute of either of thefe qualities; he
will, it is hoped, upon fecond thouahts ac-

knowledge, that the fecurity, which they of-

fered, in their propofed declaration, was nei-

ther trifling nor fallacious -, but as determi-

nate and perfectly adapted to prevent every

doubt, which the rulers of a ftate can rea-

fonably entertain, as any of which they could

poflibly have made a tender. The legiflature

has indeed already, in efFed, accepted it as

fufficient, in the cafe of the quakers ; for

excepting the eftablifl:ied doftrine of the

Trinity, (which, however true it may be in

itfelf, and how important foever in a theo-

logical view, makes the reftraints of the gof-

pel upon immorality and difobedience to (^o^

N 2 vernment,
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vernment, no more precife and determinate

than the arian or foclnian doftrine of itj)

they are only required to profefs their belief

in the inrpiration of the fcriptures. And, if

the ftate be fecured by this declaration from

them, why fliould more be necefTary for this

purpofe from other proteftant diiTenters ?

"

To
« If this writer fhould fay, that by giving fatis-

fa£tion to the ftate, he means declaring an appro-

bation of fuch merely religious opinions, as the go-

vernment has thought fit to take into the national

church, he has expreffedhinifelf ambiguoufly, and not

very properly. All, which is underftood by fccurity

to the ftate in the common accepration of the words,

and all, which the ftate can, in reafon require, is,

fufiicient aflurance that men will behave as peaceable

members of fociety, *' pay tribute to whom tribute,

** cufiom to whom cuftom, fear to whom fear, and
«* honour to whom honour is due;" and be faithful

and bear true allegiance to thofe, who rule over them.

But there is a much greater imperfeftion than mere

impropriety, in making an affent to the dodtrines of

an ellablifhment a neceftary part of the fatisfadlion

liue to the ftate; for it implies, that the magiilrate

has a right to enforce his own fenfe of fcripture, by

penalties, on thofe who do not acquiefce jn it. Whe-
ther this be the meaning of this author I will not

pretend to affirm; but it ought not to be his mean-

ing. A writer, who has exprefl!ed himfelf with fuch

laudable indignation, againft the ftiare, which Calvin

had in the death of Servetus, has not left himfelf at

liberty to be an advocate for reftraining a diffent, from

the eftublithed faith, even by the fmalleft punifliments ;

which a fpirit of perfecution will always be ready to

change into greater, till it has accompliftied the Ae-

^rudion of all, which ftands in the way of its fury.
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To employ many words in refuting other

objedions againil this declaration, fuch ass,

that it might be made by heathens, deifts,

or mahorietans, (and jews might as well have

been added to the lift,) would be little better

than trifling with the time of the reader.

To acknowledge, that the facred fcriptures

not only contain a revelation of the will of

God, but that they are to be received as

THE RULE of faith and pradice, plainly im-

plies, not barely that they contain truth, but

ib far as it is to be learnt, from revelation

only, ALL truth which we are bound to re-

cdve on the authority of it. The obvious

force of the exprelTion is, not only that the

Old and New Teftament are a ftandard, by

which truth and error are to be judged, but

that they are the only fupernatural ftandard,

to which we are to have recourfe, for this

purpofe. And how totally repugnant this

is, to the principles of thofe who rejed: all

revelation; of thofe, who admit the autho-

rity of Mofes, but rejeft that of Jefusj

or of thofe, who admit the divine mifTion

of Jefus, but fupetfede his Gofpel, by intro-

ducing the pretended mifTion of Mahomet,

and contending for the Koran, as the rule

of faith and pradice ; is too plain to need

enlargement. He indeed, who does not dif-

cern it of himfelf, will fcarcely difcern it by

the help of any arguments which can be of-

fered
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fered to him. The declaration, fairly inter-

preted, equally implies the great principles of

the Reformation, and is utterly inconfiftent

with thofe of Popery ; and, whatever fufpici-

ons might be entertained, from the compre-

henfive nature of it, by fome perfons ; yet if

the affair be impartially confidered, it will be

found the only one, which, without coun-

terading their own views, and the avow-

ed principles of their denomination, they

could propofe. The diflenters, it is well

known, though not more widely diftant from

each other, than many of thofe who, in the

eftabliflied church, are acknowledged as her

members, admitted to her communion, and

advanced to the higheft preferments ; are very

far from being uniform in their fentiments,

concerning the controverted points of divi-

nity. To have drawn up, and offered par-

ticular fubfcriptions, relating to any of thefe,

therefore, would have been excluding many
of themfelves from the benefit defired.

Could they have agreed in a confeflion, in

which the majority would have united j to

have folicited relief only upon that footing,

would have been grofsly and indefenfibly

partial. It would have been leaving the bur-

then, and that probably with much aggravated

weight, upon others, whom, how far foever

they may be from adopting fome of their te-

nets, they think to have an equal right, up-

on
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on every equitable principle, to Toleration

with themfclves. But, above all, it would

have been departing from that fundamental

maxim, upon which they are proteftants and

dilTentcrs, and, by adhering to which, they

think they fhall beft fervc tlie caufe of real

chriftianity •, that the words of God, and not

the explications of fallible men, are the au-

thentick tefts of tnath and orthodoxy. They
thought themfelves bound therefore, to offer

no fubfcription, but to the facred writings-,

and laudably fetting afide all their internal

diftindions, agreed in this, as the only con-

fiftent and catholick principle, upon which

their caufe could be refted.

Catholick and charitable, however, as their

condu6t to each other may appear; it is

charged with difcovering a ditferent fpirit,

towards thofe of the eitablifhment. It is

reprefented as confidering the confeffion of

faith of the church of England, " as a

" yoke or a burthen, too heavy to be borne
" by proteftants."" To intimate this is ap-

prehended to have a manifeft tendency to

*' diflblve the proteitant union; and the

" time, it is faid may come, when the dif-

" fenters v/ill not regret, that they are ac-

" knowledged by law, as members of the
*' proteftant church." Do the remonftrants

in Holland, then, diflblve the proteftant uni-

on,

» Letter, p. 50.
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on, by rejedling Tome articles of the Belgick

confellion? Or are they confidered by the

ftates, as no part of the proteftant church,

becaufe they are now diffenters, in points

of dodrine, from the eftablifhed church of

hat republick ? With fubmifTion to this

gentleman's better acquaintance with thefe

things, it is apprehended that true proteilant-

ifm, and an attachment to scriptural chrif-

tianity, are the fame thing-, that to main-

tain the fufficiency and perfedion of fcrip-

ture, is what properly conftltutes a proteft-

ant; that the agreement of thofe who firft

bore the name, in feveral points which were

maintained by the firft reformers, was merely

accidental to the charader ; and that ail, who

affent to the infpired writings, as. the only

rule by which chriftians are to be bound, re-

tain their title to this honourable name. And,

the more clofely they adhere to thefe facred

oracles, and the more carefully they bring

all confefTions and fyftems of opinions to

them, as the touchftone, by which the va-

lue of all human decifions in religion is to

be afcertained, the more confidently and

perfedlly proteftant their behaviour deferves

to be accounted.

But it is not only with a kind of apoftacy

from proteftantifm, but want of a friendly

fpirit to the eftablifhment, that the difl'enters

are charged for their late attempt. Succefs

in
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In it, we are told, ^ would have " been but

" the poor femblance of a triumph •,
" perfift-

ing in the attempt will be a caufe, it is

faid, for confidering the diflenting minifters

as men, who " to make their hatred to the

" eftablilhment more effedual, are ready to

" feize upon every favourable time and op-

" portunity of manifefting it.'"* The ap-

plication is taxed again, for it feems to be

a favourite topick, with " implying a delire

" to make a reconciliation more defperate

" than ever:'" and granting the requeft,

it is afTerted, would have been declaring by

a " new law, that the bond of union," be-

tween " his Majefty's proteftant fubjeds,

*•• who are fuppofed by law to maintain the

'-' fame chriftian dodrines, is broken." ' Per-

fons of ability and refinement, may ftrike

many meanings out of any meafure, which

never entered into the hearts of thofe who

engaged in it. But this meafure authorizes

no fuch conftrucflion. It implies, it is true,

that the prefent difienters have objedions to

fubfcribing to fome of the articles, which

their predeceflbrs had not. But this has been

long known i and petitioning not to be fub-

je(5t to penalties, on that account, makes not

the leaft alteration in the cafe •, nor had the

petition been granted, would it in the leaft

O have

f Letter, p. 41. < Ibid. p. 58^ ' Ibid. p. 38,

3 Ibid. p. 22.
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have leflened the ties of affedion, by which, it

is hoped, thofe, who are of the eftablifhment,

and thofe, who dilTent from it, would ftill

have been bound to each other, as thofe who
are " of the fame body, and partakers of the

" fame promife in Chrift, by the gofpeh'* But

let the cafe be as this gentleman has ftated it.

What has rejecting the petition done towards

preferving this union, for which he profefTes

himfelf fo folicitous ? It cannot be fuppofed

to bring the judgment of the diflenters a

ftep nearer to the articles than they were

before; and all thought of compelling per-

fons to exprefs their approbation of them,

contrary to their judgment, is what he ut-

terly difclaims. Had the bill pafTed, it would

have been a noble addition to the proofs,

which the church of England has given of

her moderation to diflenting proteftants -, and

had the fathers of the church been zealous

in promoting it, they would have eredled

MONUMENTUM AERE PERENNIUS tO their

praife. But rejeding the bill, has rather the

appearance of excluding thofe, who decline

fubfcription, from the number of thofe whom
the eftabiifhment choofes to acknowledge as

brethren. Inftead of difcovering an unwil-

lingnefs to part with them, it looks much
more like a readinefs to caft them off, as unfit

to be comprehended in that legal protedtion,

which they were moved to feek, by no other

principles
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principles than a regard to their own fafety,

and to the caufe of liberty •, and, on their

application for which, a defire to fhow the

leaft hoftile difpofitions to the members of

the eftablifhment, had not the remoteft in-

fluence.

So far, in reality, are the difTenters in ge-

neral, from being aduated by fuch motives

as thefe, that the very reverfe of this is

the truth. Senfible and moderate men, both

in the eftablifhment and out of it, feem to

be gradually moving on to a more open and

friendly intercourfe with each other.— Their

fentiments on points which were formerly

the fubjedl of much and warm controverfy,

more generally coincide. — The diftindion

between the great end and efientials of re-

ligion, and the mere circumftantials which

attend it, is better underftood and more ge-

nerally acknowledged. But it unhappily falls

out, that the nearer the difTenters approach

in fome of thefe things, to a great part of

the members of the eftablifhment, to the

greater diftance they find themfelves removed

from fome of the articles of it. The leis

diflike fome among them may retain to the

mode of the publick fervices of the cliurch,

the greater objeftions they have to fome of

the materials, which are incorporated with

them ; and thus, while fome circumftances

might feem to prepare the way for a more

O 2 .
perfect
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have more precifely determined the meanhig

and extent of it, the doubts, not only of

thofe out of the eftabllfhment, but of num-

bers of thoughtful perfons in it, will con-

tinue in all their ftrength. From the ftrefs

laid upon it, by this writer at leaft, which

is fo great that he treats releafmg the dif-

fenters from it, as an indulgence which might

have been pernicious to the ftate,^ (and by

which, th^ chriltian religion Itfelf might have

been afFedled,^) fuch as are unacquainted with

what has been faid upon the fubjerb. might be

led to fuppofe that the import of it was out

of all difpute, and that it was allowed to be

an indifputable alTurance of affedion to the

do6trines of the articles. And yet there is

fcarcely a point more controverted. Some

contend earneftly, that hearty affent to them,

in the fenfe of the compilers, is the necefla-

ry meaning of it •, and confider fubfcribing, in

any other fenfe, as incapable of vindication.

— Other gentlemen, of great learning, think

themfelves warranted in fubfcribing with

greater latitude. — Others have been defirous

to confider the articles as articles of peace ;

and others may have views of the matter

different from all thefe. While thefe difputes

are left undecided, wliat great fecurity can

fubfcriptions give to any church of the found-

nefs of its minifters ? While there is fuch a

diverfity

y Letter, p. 58. ^ Ibid. p. 22.
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diverftty of opinions concerning the very a<5t,

which is required in order to prevent it

;

who can wonder that »the difTenters choofe

to decline it, left they fhould have conftruc-

tions put upon their condudl which they can-

not admit, and from which they may be
urged with concefTions, which they cannot al-

low themfelves to make ? And they have

the pleafure to fee, that, however the pradlice

of the above mentioned eminent defender of
the proteftaiit caufe may be quoted againft

them, his principles may be quoted, and
fpeak forcibly, very forcibly, for them : and
fully juftify the fubfcription they propofed.

So long as that memorable fentence ftands

in his incomparable book •, the Bible, the

Bible only is the religion of proteftants

'the diflenters will think they have a riaht

to glory in him, as a patron of their caufe

in their late application : efpecially when
they join with it that noble motion of his

which is more appolite ftill to their pur-

pofe : " Let all men believe the fcripture,

" and that only ; and endeavour to believe

" it in the true fenfe, and require no more
" of others j and they (hall find this a bet-

" ter means not only to fupprefs herefy, but
" to reftore unity. For he that believes the
" fcripture fincerely, and endeavours to be-
«' lieve it in the true kn(Q, cannot poflibly
** be an )ieretick. And if no more than

" this
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3iave more precifely determined the meaning

and extent of it, the doubts, not only of

thofe out of the eftablifhment, but of num-

bers of thoughtful perfons in it, will con-

tinue in all their ftrength. From the ftrefs

laid upon it, by this writer at leaft, which

is fo great that he treats releafing the dif-

fenters from it, as an indulgence which might

have been pernicious to the ftate,^ (and by

which, tho. chiiiiian religion itfelf might have

been affeded,^) fuch as are unacquainted with

what has been faid upon the fubject might be

led to fuppofe that the import of it was out

of all difpute, and that it was allowed to be

an indifputable afTurance of affedion to the

do6lrines of the articles. And yet there is

fcarcely a point more controverted. Some
contend earneftly, that hearty affent to them,

in the fenfe of the compilers, is the necefla-

ry meaning of it -, and confider fubfcribing, in

any other fenfe, as incapable of vindication.

— Other gentlemen, of great learning, think

themfelves warranted in fubfcribing with

greater latitude. — Others have been defirous

to confider the articles as articles of peace ;

and others may have views of the matter

different from all thefe. While thefe difputes

are left: undecided, what great fecurity can

fubfcriptions give to any church of the found-

nefs of its minifters ? While there is fuch a

diverfity

y Letter, p. 58. "^ Ibid. p. 22.
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diverfity of opinions concerning the very aA,

which is required in order to prevent it j

who can wonder that .the dilTenters choofe

to decline it, left they fhould have conftruc-

tions put upon their condudl which they can-

not admit, and from which they may be

urged with concefTions, which they cannot al-

low themfelves to make ? And they have

the pleafure to fee, that, however the practice

of the above mentioned eminent defender of

the proteftant caufe may be quoted acrainft

them, his principles may be quoted, and

fpeak forcibly, very forcibly, for them : and
fully juftify the fubfcription they propofed.

So long as that memorable fentence ftands

in his incomparable book 5 the Bible, the

Bible only is the religion of proteftants,

'the diflenters will think they have a right

to glory in him, as a patron of their caufe

in their late application : efpecially when
they join with it that noble motion of his,

which is more appolite ftill to their pur-

pofe : " Let all men believe the fcripture,

" and that only ; and endeavour to believe

" it in the true fenfe, and require no more
" of others ; and they (hall find this a bet-

" ter means not only to fupprefs herefy, but
" to reftore unity. For he that believes the
" fcripture fincerely, and endeavours to be-
«' iieve it in the true kn(Q, cannot poiTibly

** be an heretick. And if no more than

" this
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*' this was required of any man, to make
" him capable of the church's communion,
" then all men fo qualified, though they

** were different in opinion, yet, notwith-

" {landing any fuch difference, they muft
*' be, of neceffity, one in communion. " *

Whether there be any reafon to expedl,

that by any fchemes, which may now, or

fome time hence, be in contemplation, fuch**

a change will be effected in our eflablifhment,

as will open the doors of it wide enough

for good men of all parties, to enter into

it; the diflenters pretend not to be maflers

of fufficient intelligence to determine. It

gives them great pleafure to have but hints

from gentlemen, who appear to fpeak from

authentick information, that fuch a defign is

ferioufly entertained. What they have heard

fome of great eminence have faid muft be

done, they flatter thcmfelves, fome time will

be done. But if a century, and perhaps

much more than a century, from the laft

fettlement of the church, mull: intervene

before fo much as one flep, which can be

faid to have produced any effedl, is taken

in this good work •, if, after fuch a flep is

taken, it fhould be found infufHcient to an-

fwer the defired end, and another period of

equal duration mufl complete its round be-

fore

» Conclufion of his preface, to the author of charity

inajntained, '' Letter, p. 4.7, 59.
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fore a fecond will be found admiffible, not

only Dr. Furneaux, but others may doubt,

without reprobating the eftablifhment as un-

worthy of them, whether they fhall live to

fee the time when they can have the fatis-

fadion of being comprehended in it. Should

fuch a day open upon them, I am fatisfied

the diflenters will not be indifpofed to make
every due acknowledgment to the wifdom
•and piety of the gentlemen, who quickened

the approach of it. In the mean time, why
fhould it be thought fo reftlefs in them to

be willing to be fecured ? Or what obftruc-

tion can their attempt. In reafon, create to

the defirable undertaking ? Had it fuc-

ceeded, it would have put no new difficulties

in the way of conformity, as the terms of it

now ftand ; and fhould thofe, which as yet

fubfift, be removed, refufing the diflenters

their rcqueft, makes their way Into the church

no eafier, nor can It render their m.Inds at all

more difpofed to it, than if their defire had

been granted. But there is one confidera-

tlon more, which has great weight with the

diflenters, and which they beg leave to re-

commend to the moft ferlous thoughts of all,

who undertake to judge of their condu(5t.

They have propofed fubfcrlptlon to the Bi-

ble as a qualification, upon which they wifli

to enjoy the advantages'' of Toleration. If

the condudlors of any defign, for leflenlng

P the
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the difficulties of the clergy, and bringing

in the diffenters, (hould entertain the fame un-

favourable opinion of this fubfcription, which

the author of the letter fo frequently men-

tioned, appears to entertain of it-/ there is

no ground to fuppofe that any alterations will

fix the admiffion of minifters ii:tto the church,

upon this extenfive principle : and if not,

there is room to belic:ve, that fome good,

very good men, may ftill be kept out.

All thofe who are fhut oi:t from fuch an

eftablifhment, will moft afluredly be fhut out

from, the benefit of Toleration, as it is now

bounded by. law. " And {hould Toleration

' itfelf affume a new form, in confequence

' of any change in the eftablifhment •, yet,

' if fubfcription to this new fet of articles

' fhould be the condition of it, numbers may

ftill be deprived of all advantage from it-,'*

for whofe fafety, therefore, fome provifion will

be ncceffary, and whofe cafe will be highly

worthy of regard.^ Since, inconfiderable as

they may be efteemed on account of their

circumftances, and unpopular as they may

be made by their fingularity •, they may, ne-

verthelefs, be fome of the moft truly con-

fcientious,

' Letter, p. lo, ii.

^ For fo much of the above fentence as is marked

with commas, and which was added while the (heets

ofthefirft edition of this eflay were printing off, the

author is indebted to the hint given by Dr. Kippis,

p. 81. ift edit.
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fcientious, and greatly virtuous men in

the kingdom •, and it can never be fit,

that the peace of perfons of this charac-'

ter, fhould He at the mercy of bigotry, ha-

tred, or perhaps of dill meaner princi-

ples. Let the prefent days be ever fo

mild and gentle, yet, if, in the rotation of

human events, it is fuppofable that the difient-

ers may become the eilabhfhed church ; ^ it

is furely equally poflible, and much lefs im-

probable, that, in the courfe of the fame

rotation, events may happen in ibme diftant

times, which may raife the fpirit of perfe-

cution again among us, and bring on a re-

petition of the feverities and fufferings of

the former days. And though the prefent

diifenters may be ever fo eafy for them-

felves ; yet, as the friends of mankind, and

thofe who confine not their views to the

prefent generation i but look forward to the

pofTible cafe of pofterity •, they think them-

felves juflified in their endeavours to enlarge

the legal bounds of Toleration, and promote

a nearer advancement of them to the extent^

of that jufl and reafonable liberty, which,

at prefent, prevails, with general approbation,

in pradice. And if it is allowed to be fit

to prevail in pradice, what good reafon

can be given, for which it iliould not alfo

prevail in the language of law ?

P 2 The
^ Letter, p. 27.
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The matter indeed is reduced to this fhort

and plain iflue. Either the juft principles

of Toleration muft be facrificed •, or the laws,

from which the diffenters defire to be ihel-

t^red, muft be allowed to be indefenfible.

The truth of the one, and the juftice of the

other, cannot ftand together. Ifoneof thefe

oppofites muft be parted with, it is eafy

to fee which is the better, more chriftian

choice. And could the author of this pam-
phlet imagine, that it would ever rife to the

notice of thofe in fuperior rank •, he w^ould

beg leave, with all the deference which be-

comes him, to fubmit it to their ferious con-

fideration, whether, as it is a matter of con-

fcience with them not haftily to admit
requefts for the extenfton of religious li-

berty J it ought not alfo to be matter of con-

fcience not caufelefsly to reject them. In

X.\iZ nervous language of a late prelate, of

diftinguiftied eminence, " if it is not very
" right to punifh men for their opinions

j

" there is no medium \ it m.uft be very

" wrong." ^ The ftatutes, which authorize

fuch a prr.6lice, muft be fubjed to the fame

alternative. If they are not very just, they

muft be very unjust. And if this be their

only true denomination, it can fcarcely bear

^ doubt, what ought to be determined con-

cerning

*' Difficuhies and difcouragements which attend the

iludy of the fcriptures, p. 25, 9th edit.
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cerning them. Certainly it can never be

unworthy of the equity, clemency and wif-

dom of government, to fliut the door which is

ftill left oper. for their being made inftruments

of oppreliion ; and entirely take away the

power, which they always give, and the

temptations, which they may some time
OFFER, to perfons of bad difpofitions, to in-

jure men of integrity, virtue and piety.

Whether fuch an happy alteration, with

refped to thefe laws, will be the confeqiience

of the farther attempt, which the difTenters arc

now making to obtain it ; they muft leave to

the wifdom of the great council of the king-

dom, (to whom their defires are again, with
all deference, fubmitted) to determine. And,
if the diflenters humbly apprehend, that there

is no impropriety in the repetition of their re-

queft J v;hat is there culpable in this apprehen-

fion ? So far as the (cnk of the legiflature was

concerned, the queftion was left undecided ;

and, upon all the principles of reafbn and

equity, there was ample room left for them
to apply for a rehearing of their caufe. The
honourable houfe of Commons allowed the

juilice of their requeft -, and bore teftimony

to it in a manner, which will remain an evi-

dence in favour of it, as long as the me-
mory of the tranfac5lions of parliament fhall

endure. Nor can it, they apprehend, be

deemed an inllance of the leaft want of that

regard
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regard, which they always defire to retain

for that illuftrious affembly, in which their

petition v.as not viewed in the fame advan-

tageous hght ',
that the diflenters, a fecond

time, prefume to fuhmit their requeft to the

noble perfons, who before rejeded it, with

full reliance on their willingnefs again to

honour it with their impartial, deliberate

attention. Among fuch as, inftead of l>ring-

ing law to reafoa, bring reafon to law, and

haft'ly conclude, that whatever is done legally,

is done juftly •, the diff^nters are fenfible they

may have many prejudices raifed againft them.

But this age and kingdom abound with per-

fons, who are placed far above the re^ch of

all fuch impreffions •, " who are men of re-

" £ned and exalted underftandings, who have
" a large compafs of thought, and have
^' looked into the principles of things. Thefe
*'^ know, that written laws are but dedu6li-

" ons from the law of nature, which is prior

*' to all human inftitutions; that thefe fome-
" times deviate from that unwritten law,

" and, when they do, are of no real, intrin-

** fick authority. They know, that a thing

" is npt juft and reafonable, becr.ufe it is

" ena6)edi but, in good governments, is

" ena4ed becaufe it is juft and reafonable." ^

,And it!; is with great fatisfadlion that the

dii:

^- Difficiilties anddifcouragements. Sec, p. 25. 9th ed.
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ciifl*enters refled, that it is before perfons of

this clafs that the caufe, which they have

Co much at heart, is to be reviewed.

With men of this truly elevated fpirit, they

may juftly hope they fliall obtain a candid

audience -, and they cannot but be confirmed

in the hope, when they turn their thoughts

to that truly refpedable band of worthies,

who have, already, in this queftion, rifen up

and avowed their caufe : perfons great in

their rank, and by the trufts repofed in

them
',

great in their abilities, and the re-

putation, with which they have filled up

high and important ftations : but great above

all in this, that, though conneded by no ties

of party, nor united by any views of inte-

reft ; yet, when the venerable form of truth

appears before them, they with one accord

refort to. her, and range themfelves under her

banners. Many fuch, the difienters are fatis-

fied, there are alfo among thofe, who were

not inclinable, v/hen this affair was firfl pro-

pofed, to favour their caufe; nor can they

relinquifh the hopes, which they entertained,

that, when once thofe fears were fubfided,

and thofe mifapprehenfions removed, which

prevented the real ftate of their cafe from

being ktn in its true light-, they fl-iould

have the pleafure and honour of numbering

thefe truly refpedlable perfons among their

friends alfo. But, however thefe hopes may
be
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be anfwered, or difappointed ; there is one

fatisfadlion, which they will always enjoy -,

that the viev/s, by which they are anima-

ted, are fuch as, inftead of deferving to

be condemned, are worthy to be applaud-

ed. It is not the intereft of a party ,

but of chriftian liberty, truth, and cha-

rity, Vv'hich they are labouring to ferve;

and, however fome perfons may attempt to

fet thefe interefts at variance, nothing: is more

certain than, that they will all be found ul-

timately to coincide with each other; and

that the greater regard is paid to each, in

its feafon, the fwifter advances will be made,

to that delirable ifiue, which is the hope,

and wilb of the diflenters, (and in which

every good heart will concur with them,)

that BROTHERLY LOVE MAY CONTINUE i that

all thofe remains of jealoufy, which have of-

ten defeated noble deligns, for promoting the

caufe of truth and peace, may be more com-

pletely taken away ; that zeal for the advance-

ment of genuine chriftianity may temper all

inferior views ; and that all may increafe in

their defire, with one heart and one

MOUTH, TO GLORIFY GoD, EVEN THE FA-
THER OF OUR Lord Jesus Christ.

A P P E N-
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APPENDIX.

IN the courfe of writing the foregoing

Treatife, feveral points occurred to the

Author, befides thofe confidered in it, upon

which, though they appeared to him not un-

worthy of attention, he did not then choofe to

enlarge. Farther thoughts upon the fubjedl

having led him to alter his judgment, in

this refped, the fubftance of his reflecftions,

upon thefe and fome other Heads, is added

in this and the following pages.

Note I.

Page 17. line 24. " There is no difficulty

" in difcerning, that while I am fpeaking

" in this manner, &g.'*

As it has been apprehended, by a judicious friend,

that what is faid in this paragraph, though it is

allowed to be a fufficient anfwer to the cbjeflion

propofed in it, will fcarcely be feen to be fo, by

fome perfons, without farther explication : it may
rot be amifs to ftate the whole affair a little more

dillindlly ; that the millake of the objection, and

the force of the reply to it, may be the more eafily

underftood.

(^ The
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The objeftion, in fhort, is this: that if the ma-

giilrate has no right to lay reftraints upon confci-

ence, as fuch, wherever a plea of confcience inter-

venes, his authority is at an end : that, as he can be

no judge of men's hearts, whether this plea be real,

or pretended, the efFed which it will have upon his

jurifdidlion, will be the fame: and that the greateft

crimes, by being fheltered under this excufe, may

be committed with impunity. The inftances, in

which this inconvenience may be fuppofed to arife

from liberty of confcience, may, I prefume, be ge-

nerally reduced to one of thefe cafes. The cafe

of perfons, who think themfelves bound to ufe force

for the propagation of what they apprehend to be

truth.—The cafe of thofe, whofe principles lead

them to judge, what are commonly thought vices

hurtful to fociety, to be innocent, and what may

be indulged without fcruple.—Or, laftly, the cafe

of thofe, who are fo unhappily milled as to incor-

porate things hurtful to fociety into their religion,

and account it their duty to pradife them. Thefe

cafes will, in fome circumftances, perhaps, run one

into another; but it is proper to mention them

diftinfily : and a few words, it is hoped, will make

it appear, that the principles, here eftablifhed, nei-

ther lead to thefe evils, nor take away the power of

the magiftrate to reftrain them.

As to the firft of thefe cafes ; that allowing every

man a right to think for himfelf in matters of reli-

gion can never authorize perfons to offer violence

to others, for differing from them in religion, is felf

evident ; for to affirm that it would authorize them in

this, is the fame abfurdity as faying, that to affert a

right is giving power to take away that right. That

any man fhould ever attempt to ufe compulfion in

religion upon the principle of every man's having a

right to think for himfelf, is, at leafl, a moral im-

jpoffibility, if it is not a natural one. For to allow

that
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that every man has a right to judge for himfelf, ia

matters of confcience,> is allowing, alnaoft in;exprers

terms, that confcience is not to be forced ; and that

a man fhould ever lay this down as the foundation

upon which he attempts to force confcience,. is in-

conceivable. In order to juftify himfelf in fuch a

condudt, he muft go upon a diredtly oppofite prin-

ciple; and maintain that all men have not a right

to judge for themfelves, but that fome others have

a right to judge for them. If any doubt then can
remain upon this head, it mult be this ; why a per-

fon who thinks himfelf authorized to impofe his

fentiments on others, fhould not be fuifered to a£i

according to his judgment, as well as others be

fuffered to a£l according to theirs? But the anfwer

is obvious, and arifes almoft inftantaneoully out of

the premifes here mentioned, viz. becaufe his fol-

lowing his judgment, in this cafe, is deftruflive of

all the right, which others have to follow their

judgments; becaufe the liberty, which he takes, is

breaking in upon that liberty, which ought to be

preferved in the fame extent to all ; and becaufe no

imaginary right, which he may arrogate to himfelf

of obliging others to be direded by his judgment,

can annul the real rights of others to be guided by

their own. Every attack, which he makes upon their

perfon, liberty or ellate, for this purpofe, is an in-

jury, which comes vv'ithin the limits of the civil

power; and which the magiftrate is not only allowed,

but is, by virtue of his office, obliged to reitrain : for

conniving at thefe ads of injultice in fome, would

be a breach of his truft in behalf of others. In-

deed to imagine that becaufe men have a right to

be proredted in ading for themfelves in religion,

while they offer no injury to their fellow fubjefts,

therefore they mult have a right to be protected,

when they do offer injuries to them; is as idle as

to fuppofe, that becaule perfons have a right to be

Q^z fafe
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fafe In pafling peaceably and xnofFenfively along the

publick road, they have alfo a right to be unmo-

lefted, when they infult, and plunder all who fall in

their way.

The fame reafoning, only a little varied in the

application of it, will entirely remove this objeftion

alfo in the fecond cafe. Fraud, robbery, perjury,

and other crimes of the like nature, are directly

repugnant to all the efTential and acquired rights

of men. Immoralities of other kinds, are adts of

injuftice to individuals, and fubverfive of the welfare

of the publick. When inftances of them occur, there-

fore, the magiftrate has again a right to interpofe;

and, upon the very fame principles, to correft them :

nor can this right be controuled by any pleas of

confcience, whether real or fiditious, which may be

advanced in excufe for them. The nature and con-

fequences of the injury are what properly come

under his infpeftion ; and not the inward fentiment.

The violations of the rights of ibclety and the mem-

bers of it, are the evils, againft which he is to guard j

and, wherever thefe are to be found, he has a proper

and dircft authority to check them by fuch penalties,

as their malignity, and the circumftances attending

them, require.

To enter into a particular confideration of the

third cafe, after what has been faid, would be tedi-

ous. Every intelligent reader will carry on to it,

the obftrvations, which have been already made;

and the folution of it will be the fame. Religion

muft be the refult of convidion ; and every man

mud, therefore, have a right, and is under an obli-

fation, in proportion to his abilities, to judge for

himfelf in the choice of it. But if his judgment

{hould unhappily lead him to make any thirig a part

of his religion, which is injurious to others, and

contrary to the fundamental laws of fociety; he fo

far ftill falls under the animadverfiou of the magi-

ftrate.
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ftrate. Bat then, it muft always be remembered
that it Is not becaufe the magillrate has an authoriry

to didlate to confcience, thr.t he is thus warranted
to interpoie ; but becaufe the rights of others, whom
he is equally called to defend, are infringed ; and
the fafety of the civil fociety, over which he is to

watch, is ilruck at. He afts not as the diftator

to his fubje<Ss in fpirituals, but as the guardian of
their temporalities, and the impartial proteflor of
their civil and religious liberties. By attending to

this obviouo diltinflion, the rights of confcience and
the real rights of government will both be preferved:

and the pernicious extremes of calling either in quef.
ticn will be avoided. Religious liberty will be kept
from running into licentioufnefs ; civil authority be
preferved from degenerating into tyranny; and the
conclufiqn, which has been already drawn from the
whole, may be fafely admitted; that as no man
can derive from his right to follow his own con-
viftion in religion an authority to infringe the rieht$

of others; fo, while he keeps clear of this, it ** muft
** always remain entire to him : nor, while princi-
'* pies of the moft reafonable liberty are allowed to
»* fubfift in their due extent, can any attempt be con-
" fillently made to take it from him."-|-

f Page 17, of this Eflay.

Note II.

P. 57. 1. 26. " What, but to join in

" placing it on a more enlarged bafis, and
" procuring for thofe who requefl it, &c."

So much has been already faid, in this pamphlet
to eftablifh this title of good fubjeifls to religious

liberty, that it is prefumed, in what follows, it

may be coniidered as a principle, from which the

difTenters may fairly reafon, as often as occafions for

having
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having recourfe to It may ofFer themfelves. It may be

proper, however, to obferve here, that the very aft

of Toleration, the imperfeftion of which has been

the fubjeft of fome of the foregoing pages, carries

in it a legal acknowledgment of the right under

confideration. A writer of diftinguilhed abilities, in

what has been commonly called the Bangorian con-

troverfy, aflerts indeed, as I find him quoted by

Bilhop Hoadlejiy *' That the legiflature knows no reli-

*' v\o\is rights, but what are contained in the efta-

"** bii(hraent of the church of England." What ufe

•was intended to be made of this aflertlon in that

part of the contro-.erfy, which gave occafion for

themj it is not to our prefent purpofe to enquire

:

and that, before the Revolution, the LegrJIatnre knew

of no religious rights, but fuch as this writer men-

tions, is very willingly admitred. It was 'the \^ery

grievance, of which the nonconformifts, in the

reigns preceding that important event, complained;

that liberty of confcience, as far as law could de-

prive them of it, was entirely taken from them.

But, at the time when the writer referred to ad-

vanced this afTertion, it had been long contradifted

by the voice of law. The parliament, which pafTed

the aft of Toleration, plainly fuppofed thefe rights

as the foundation, upon which they refted the fitnefs

of that law ; and herein all the fincere approvers of

it mull concur with them For as the excellent

author, from whom I take this account of the

afTertions of his celebrated antagonift, juftly argues: *

•* This either was the right of the difTenters, or it

** was not. If it was not, then the legiflature

*' granted them what they had no right to, and
" afted a piece of injuflice to the eftablifhed church,

" But if it was their right, ^^then here is a right,

" and this a religious right, rellored by the means
** of the Revolution, dillinft from all thofe religious

*' rights,

* Bp. Hiadlcfa common rishts of fubjefts, p, 243.
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•* rights, which are implied in the eftablilhment of
** the church of England. The legiflature granted
*' this as a right, and a religious right : and there-

" fore, it is a groundlefs imputation upon it to fay,

" that the legiflature knows no religious rights, but
*' what are contained in the eftabliiliment of the

" church, when it is fo evident that the legifla-

" ture KNOWS the right of Toleration, upon which
" the exprefs law for it mull be fuppofed to be
" founded, unlefs you will fuppofe them to have
'* done wrong to the eftablifhmsnt by it."—The '

force of this reafoning, it is prefumed, will be al-

lowed, and it is an obvious remark, that if rights of

any kind, and religious rights in particular, are

juftly fuppofed in law as the ground of it, there

muft be a degree, in which they fubfift independently

of law. And if this be granted, it will furely be

admitted with it, that in whatever degree, reafon

and the found principles of political focieties fliew

them to fubfiit, it is fit that law ihould allow them
to fubfift alfo.

But had it Hill been faft, that the legiflature knows
nO religious rights bat what are contained in the

eftablifhment of the church of England ; what would

it have proved ? Nothing but the palpable iniuilice

of thofe laws, which refufed to admit fuch rights.

During the time, in which this was really the lan-

guage of the laws, the difTenters juftly thought

themfelves kept in a flate of heavy bondage

and oppreflion ; and herein the wifer and better

part of the nation concurred with them. There

were, even then, great numbers, who faw (though

ftill, it muft be owned, but imperfedly) that there

were religious rights inherent in men, of which no

human power could juftly attempt to deprive them.

From a fenfe of this they more than once nobly

ftruggled to refcue their brethren from the flavery

which was entailed gpon them ; and had at length

the
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the pleafure to fee this deliverance take place. But
had the difienters never obtained fuch a recognition

of their religious rights ; would their rights have

been lefs real? Or the efFe£ls of thofe, who laboured

to reftore the exercife of them, lefs laudable ? ** To
•* take our notions of religious rights from human
"" laws, or of what Almighty God has vefted man-
" kind with, from the declarations and decifions of
** his fallible creatures," * (that I may again borrow

the words of that able and confiftent defender of civil

and religious liberty, whom I have before quoted,) to

do this, I fay, is following an erroneous rule of judg-

ment. " Suppofmg, as he proceeds, f the legiflature

** in Spain to know no religious rights, but what are

•' contained in the eftablifhment of the popifli church
** there : will it follow, that oppreffed and injured

** proteftants there, have no fuch rights ? Suppofmg
*' the legiflature in Scotland, before the union, knew
** nothing of any religious rights, but what are

" contained in the eftablilhment of the Kirk of
•• Scotland; or that the prefent legiflature of Great
** Britain, knows nothing of any other religious

*' rights, in that kingdom : does it follow, that

" therefore, epifcopal men, being good fubjefts, have
•* no religious rights there? I prefume not." The
application is obvious.

* Common rights of Subjefts, p. 243, -f p. 244.

Note III.

P. 64. I. 2. " Is it a confequence,

*' that becaufe that parliament went only
*' thus far, fucceeding ones muft go no
" farther?"

It is eafy to fee, that, if this way of reafoning

were juft againft an enlargement of legal Toleration,

now, it would have been equally jufl immediately

after
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after the Revolution, againft any aft of Toleration

at all J fince that was more than had been, till that

time, granted by law. It would, I think, be very

unjuftifiable to fuppofe, that the author, whofe rea-

foning is here confidered, entertains any diHike to

the Toleration as it now ftands. But it may fure-

ly be worthy of his confideration, whether his man-
ner of arguing, in this part of his letter, is not, in

its juft confequences, unfavourable to it. The dif-

fenters have been often condemned for feparating from

the eftabliftment on account of ceremonies, forms,

matters of difcipline, and comparatively indifferent

.things. This fecms, at lead, to be fomething of a

conceffion, that if their difTent was founded on points

of doftrinc, it would be more defeniible ; and yet

now that they defire to be exempted from an obli-

gation to fubfcribe to the dodlrinal articles of the

church, they are told, that this is an indulgence

never intended for them by the aft of Toleration ,•
*

that it was what their predeceffors never defired, f
and from henge it is infinuated, that the liberty

which is aflced, is too extenfive to be allowed. But,

notwithftanding the diftinftion made between thefe

two cafes, the right of differing from the national

eftablifhment in religious doftrines, and the right

of differing from it in rites and ceremonies, ftand

or fall together. If the civil magillrate has an o.a-

thority to command his fubjefts what doftr'ncs

they iha'l make a part of their religion ; he has

the fame right to command what rites, and modes

of worfliip they -(hall admit into it alfo. 1/ he has

no authority to oblige them to receive thofe modes

of worlhip, which he efpoufes, he can have no au-

thority, to oblige them to receive theft: articles of

faith, which he embraces. They have the i'r.me li-

berty, and are under the fame obligation to enq'-iire,

and adhere to the direftion of their conlciences, with

R reipccl

• Letter to the diffcntlng minillers, p. 6. f Ibid. p. S.
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refpeft to one as well as the other j and their dif-

fenting from his judgment, in cither cafe, can never

be juitly con fidered as an offence againll his real

authority ; nor, while they difcharge the duties of

good fubjefls, can it be any warrant for fliutting

them out of hjis proteftion.

Note IV.

P. 65. 1. 18. "It is no juftification of

*' tUs oppreflion, to dignify the principles

*' thus enforced by penalties, with the

^' founding titles of dodrines, which have

*' been acknowledged by the chriftian church

" in general, and the fuppofed fundamen-

" tals of chriftianity."

How far this gentleman extends his notion of the

unfitnefs of a Toleration of difTent, in points of

doctrine^ from the eftabiifhment, it might be run-

ning a r»rk. of mifapprehending his meaning to af-

firm There ii fomething fo general, and indeter-

minate in his expreiuons, whenever he touches upon

this fubjeft, that it is difficult to fee, precifeJy,

what his idea is of it< If he thinks, however, that

merely departing from ellablifhed artiples, is, in any

cafe, a reafon for with-holding a Toleration ; he

will have no reafon, furely, to complain of being

injured by a fuppofition, that he is of this opinion,

in the cafe of a departure from, what he calls,

fundamentals. * But to make a mere difference from

the religion ellxblilhed by the magiftrate, even in

fundamentals, a reafon for the refufal of a Tole-

ration, is llill treating Toleration, not as the right

of the good citizen, but a privilege of which he

inay be deprived for no offence againll the com-

munity

* Letter, p. 8, 9.
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inanity, to which he belongs, but merely on account
of nonconformity to the ecclefiaftical eftablifhment

of it : and thus we are infenfibly brought back to
the miftaken apprehenfion of a right in the ma-
giftrate to oblige his fubleds to regulate their re-
ligious profeffion by his own. For, if he has
no authority to require their fubmiffion to his
fcntiments in religion in general, he can have
none to require it in fundamentals ; and if he
has no right to demand it, to fay he has a right
to inflift puniihment for the refufal of it, is an
abfurdity. And though limiting this power in the
magiftrate to the cafe of fundamentals, may feem
in a great meafure, to reftrain the exercife of it -

yet, when the limitation is fearched to the bottom
it will appear to amount to very little, if to any thing;

at all. For, as it is left to the magiftrate to de-
termine what are fundamentals, it will always be
in his power to adjuft and enlarge the lift of them
as. he judges it neceflary. Conformity to the whole
fyftem of his religious opinions may be made the
conditions, upon which the peace and fafety of hie fub-
jefts are to depend ; and want of light, and bigotry

may lead him into all the excefles of perfecution

which can arife from the moft arbitrary and defpotick
exercife of power. It is, in reality, little more than
a limitation in name; which, in effeft, a/Terts the
\ery thing in more plaufible language, which it

is not thought expedient to maintain in plainer
terms ; and will, by degrees, take away all liberty

of diflenting from the eftabliflied church.

But, indeed, the more I refleft on this fubjeft,

the more I am inclinable to think, that the gentle-

men, who argue in this manner, infenfibly con-
found fundamentals in the church, with eflentials

or fundamentals in the ftate, (if the expreffion will be
allowed,) and imagine that what is to be compre-
hended under this title in the one, muft, of courfe,

R 2 be
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be fo in the other. Did not fomething of this

kind mingle itfelf with their reafoning, it feems

difficult to conceive, that perfons of fuch unquef-

tionable good fenfe, ftiould adjuft the limits of

Toleration by a ftandard fo foreign to the real

principles of it. And 1 have the pleafure of

find-ng this conjefture confirmed by a very able

writer, by whofe favourable mention of this pam-

phlet, the author of it thinks himfelf greatly ho-

noured, and fome of whofe words, upon this occa-

fion, the reader will not be difpleafed to fee. The
writer, to whom 1 refer, is the prefent Dean of

Gloucefier, who obferves, in his letters to Dr. Kip-

pis, * (which fell into my hands while this note

was in writing,) that it was " a pernicious maxim,
" oniverfally embraced by every protellant ftate, at

" firll, that all the members of the fame flate

** ought, on that 'very account, to become members
" of the fame church."——" They confidered non-
" conformity to the external mode of publick wor-
" {hip, and nonconformity to the civil laws of a
*' countryj as one and the fame thing; and, there-

*' fore, they punilhed both adtions on the fame
" principle." The gentlemen, who are here con-

cerned, do not profefs to carry this matter fo far.

They are for tolerating a diflent, but not in funda-

mentals. But why not in thefe, as well as in non-

fundamentals, excepting it be that, what is funda-

mental in the religious efiablilhment of a nation,

is fo likewife to the political fafety of it; and that

whoever departs from the one, becomes an adver-

fary to the other? But, if this be their meaning,

it is taking that for granted, which has never yet

been proved ; nay. which may be eafily difproved.

Since nothing is eafier to conceive than, that per-

fons who differ from the articles of the national

church

* Page 6i, 6a,
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church, in feveral points, thought fundamental by
that church, may be, neverthelefs unfcignedly zea-

lous for piety, juftice, and all thofe pradical prin-

ciples in which the welfare of the ftate can be

at all concerned. Nor is there any thing more
certain, in fa£t, than that numbers, who have thus

differed from the eftablifhed fyftem of opinions,

have been eminent for their fidelity to the govern-

ment, love of their country, and all thofe moral

and political virtues, which are the props of civil

fociety. Upon the whole, not acquiefcing even in.

articles, which may be deemed fundamental in reli-

gion by the formers of an ecclefiaflical eftablifhment,

may be confiftent with all the duty which can be

expedled from the bell of fubjeftsj and therefore

can never be a juft reafon for cutting perfons off from
the religious rights of good fubjccls. Where no
civil duty is violated, no penalty, on a civil account,

can juiHy take place. It can be inflifted only on
an account ftriftly ecclefiaflical, and, therefore, muft

be, flritlly and properly, perfecution.

Note V.

P. 'J'].
After the concluiion of the note,

at the bottom of this page, add as fol-

lows.

A writer in one of the publick papers, • to whom
the author of this piece owns himfelf much indebt-

ed, for his civility, feems to queflion whether the

doubt, to which the foregoing note relates, is a real

one; and afks, whether, if it be, the author ihould

not have taken this opportunity to have argued in

favour of a more extenfive Toleration than the

claufe in the ad, referred to in the pafFage to which

the note is annexed, would allow, provided it fhould

sot

• London Chronicle, Dec. 22—44, 177a.
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not be affefted by the words of the bill prefented

by the diiTenters ? In anrwer to the firft of thefe

particulars, the author affures him, that the doubt

was a real one. In anfwer to tiie fecond, the writer

of the letter is defired to confider, that the buiinefs

of this treatife, in this part of it, was only to en-

quire, whether the confequence charged upon the

hill in queflion, would, in fad, have foUo^ved from

it, if it had pa/Ted; and to fliew that >•' the confe-

quence really followed from it, with refpeft to the

aft of Toleration, there were other equivalent, and

more than equivalent legal fecurities of the honour

of the eftabliihed doftrine and worfhip of the church

of England, which would not have been afFefted

by the liberty requefted by the difTenters ; and as

this was the author's only view, in this place, this

was all which he thought it neceflary to fay here

upon the fubjeft. But endeavouring to (hew that an

objeftion is made without foundation in faft, is,

by no means admitting that, if it had been other-

wife, it wottld have been of fufficient force to an-

fwer the end for which it is produced. It is rea-

dily agreed, with the writer, for the removal of

whofe doubts this paragraph is inferted ; that the

followers of Athanafius, Arius, Arminius, and Soci-

nus, may, all of them, be equally good fubjefts;

and, as fuch, equally entitled to the proteftion of

the magiftrate in their refpeftive religious perfua-

fions. No judicious friend of truth will objeft to

having any human expofitions of the articles of

revelation, left open to fober and candid difcuifion

;

nor do the gentlemen, who are defirous to have

fuch enquiries reftrained by worldly terrors, if any

fuch there be, at all ccnfult the honour and fafety

of the doftrines, for which they are fo tenderly

concerned. ** If there be a way upon earth," as it

has juftly been obferved, *' to render a doftrine fuf-

" pefted, it is to enforce the belief of it by pains

" and
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** and penalties." If the dodlrines of a national

religion are founded in truth, they will ftand ; and

neither argument, nor ridkule, (how improper fo-

ever the ufe of it on fucii fubjeds may be) will

be able to fubvert them. If they are not found-

ed in truth, their fincereft defenders will not wifh

them to ftand ; nor will it be in the power of pe-

nal laws always to fupport them.—The author

fpeaks not this in the charader of an enemy to

the doftrines of the articles, with the merits of
which his book does not require him to intermed-

dle. His concern in it is not with the truth and
falfliood of. opinions, but with the principles and
juft extent of religious liberty ; and he thinks it

an happinefs, that, for the juftification of his zeal

in favour of fo excellent a caufe, he need look no
farther than the authority of a late very celebrat-

ed writer, whofe words, in his letter to Horace
Walpple, Efq; concerning American Bilhops, p, 23,
it may not be improper to repeat. ** It is not
" merely from my attachment to the church of Eu-
" gland, that I am a favourer of the fcheme ia
** queflion; but from my love of religious LiatR-
*' TY ; which, in this point, the members of the
** church of England, in our colonies, do not cu-
" joy." Whether, from the fame principles, the

diflenters are not juftified in their application, the
reader is left to judge.

Note VI.

P. Sy. 1. 9. " He owns, indeed, the
" MERIT of feveral among them, with a
" politenefs, which entitles him to their

" moft refpectful acknowledgments ; &c.'*

Great iirefs is laid by the author of the letter

to the diif^nting minifters upon the oppofition, which

the
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the dilTenters are fuppofed to have made to the

fcheme of eftablifhing biihops in America ; and he

fpeaks as if it had been conlidered as almoft decifive

zgainft them. The impreffion which this reprefen-

tation of the conduct of the diflenters might make
is not here difputed.—The juftice of the charge

againft the diflenters, it is ftill expected, wiJl be ex-

amined by a better pen. But if it is this writer's

defign to infinuate that the diflenters, and efpecially

their minifters in geiTeral, are concerned to hinder

their epifcopal brethren abroad, from enjoying the

advantages of the defired inftitution, he is much a

ftranger to their difpolition. Dr. Farneaux's letters

which were appealed to as a witnefs in this cafe

againft the diflenters, contain a fufficient teftimony

for them, * that with proper fecu! ity for the liberty

of thofe of other denominations, they will be fo far

from oppofing, that they will be advocates for fuch

a fcheme. But were the fadl othervvife; the ufe

^ade of it by this writer, in the afi"air under confi-

deration, is, in the judgment of the lately quoted

primate of the church, a very unjiiilifiable one. He

fays, indeed, f ' that he cannot imagine how the

•* diflenters can pretend to be lovers of [religious

•* liberty,] and wifh it to be with-held from their

«« fellow fubjefts." But admit they fhould; what

is his refleftion ? ** God forbid that we fhould ever

«* be moved by this, or any other provoca-
«« Tif^N. to wifti it with-held in anv instancenoN, V> w

^'H AT EVER*' WHATEVER from the diflTenters 1 " j

# P. 191. 2d edit. t letters to Horaca Walpole, p. 23.

X Ibid. p. 24.
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