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LETTER
T O A

DifTenting Minifter.

Reverend SIR,

I
Can't but think the converflition we late-

ly had with fome friends about the dil-

fenting intereft might be very ufeful, if

made more pubHck, becaufe tho' every

one is fenfible it gradually declines, yet no
one has endeavour'd to recover it, tho' a

great part of that company thought it noc

difficult to ctfcdl. I believe this is owing to

our difagrcement as to the caujes of its de-

cay, and unlefs the caufes are found out a

remedy cannot poffibly be apply'd, but it

muft continue confuming 'till it is quite worn
out and fpent. You may remember there

were many reafons hereof affign'd at that

time, fome of which appear to have but very

little, if any, pretence to it. Such as the lenity

of the government, the want of a perfecution

to keep us together, the lofs of 3. puritanical

fpirit, &c. As to the firft, I can't think it to

A 2 be
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be any caiife, for men are rather apt per-

verfely to abufe the lenity of the govern-

ment, and to go in direct oppofition to it, and
thofe who can fuffer perfecntlon for the truth,

would certainly aift confidently with it at other

times ; but if it be indeed the reafon, then the in-

tereft is not worth fupporting, becaufe 'twould

be founded upon mere obftinacy, and proceed

from a fpirit of contradiftion. Tlie lafl

cannot be the caufe, inafmuch as the true

puritanical fpirit is not loft, but rather carry'd

farther and improv'd. The fpirit of the good
old Puritans was nothing elfe but a fpirit of

liberty ; and confidering what they fuffer'd

in the defence of it, they cannot but be

thought as much fuperiour to the Patrons of
civil liberty, as civil liberty is inferiour to re-

ligious. Indeed fome of them had a few
oddities mix'd with this generous fentiment,

•which it muft be acknowledg'd were ridicu-

lous enough J and thefe have been improv'd

by witty and farcaftical men to the prejudice

of their fentiments. But their fuccelfours

have by degrees thrown them off, and ftill

continue to do fo, 'till 'tis to be hop'd they

will in time entirely vanifh, that fo their

true fpirit, abftra(fted therefrom, may appear

in its own colours, bright and lively, and be

valu'd as the alone principle, not only of dif-

fenting, but even of truth and religion them-
felves. So that I think the grand caufes of

the pi'efent decay of the diffenting int^xeft are

ignO"
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ignorance of their own principles, and /// con-

dudi and management of their own intcrefts.

The firil: of thefe muft be one caufe, for

when they are rightly underftood they are

unanfwerable. They are only thofe of the

reformation carry'd farther than in the Church
of England j and 'tis furprizing how any who
pretend to be reformed can entertain that enmity

to them, which has always been more or lefs

ftrong in thofe who call themfeives 'Tories.

But efpecially I'm furpriz'd at thofe who
have wrote in other cafes upon the fame

principles. How then comes it to pafs we
ihould be branded as upilarrs ? for our principles

are not new, but eternally true and lacred ; or

that any who have ever heard of them fhould

be afliam'd of, or renounce them ? So that I

am perfnaded thofe who leave us either have

never thoroughly learnt them, or elfe their

circumftar.ces are fo unhappy that, either from
the pervcrfenefs of thofe they have to do
with, or elfe from their own private affairs,

they cannot a^Tt confidently with them.

Therefore for the benefit of thofe who
have been bred in ignorance, or inftrudted in

falfe principles, I think, Sir, 'twould be very

proper to acquaint the world what our true

fentiments are, and to difclaim thofe which
are prejudicial to truth, and introdu6live of

bigotry and enthufiafm ; for fuch are not on-

ly falfe but vicious. And yet how many dif-

fenters are there who have run into them,

and



CO
and thereby driven others from us who fee

their abfurdity, if they do not examine whe-
ther we have any thing more fohd, and con-

vincing to fay for ourfelves. I never yet met
with any who could withftand the force of

them, when they were rightly explain'd ; and
even thofe who are led to approve the cere-

monies of the eftablifliment, as proper e-

nough in a political view, yet can never vin-

dicate them when objected againft upon the

foot of liberty.

The fundamental principle of the diifen-

ters is, as I apprehend, a liberty for every man
to form his own fentiments, and to purfue

them by all lawful and regular methods; to

difclaim the if?2pofitions of men, and to wor-
fhip God according to the did:ates of his

own confcience. It fuppofes that God has

given to all men capacities of underftanding

their obligations to him; and therefore as eve-

ry man is accountable to God for -his atflions,

he is under the ftrifteft obligations to adt ac-

cording to his own knowledge, and whenever
he does not, he is guilty of a voluntary vi-

olation of truth. It fuppofes the fcriptures

to be a fufficient rule of the condud: of men,
as well in religious as in fecular affairs, and

that no one ^as a right to enjoin things

as nece[fary to church-communion which
are not enjoin'd in the fcriptures ; and that.

the arguments from antiquity and the prad:ice

pf the primitive, church are not a facred

and
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rind infallible rule for our pradice, becaufe

then they would not have been left to the

difcretion even of the Antients themfelves,

but been mention'd by the Apoftles, who only

were infpir'd j and however we may follow

any of their cufloms as iit and proper enough,

yet we are not to pay them any particular re-

verence, or to acknowledge a divine right in

them. That asthe circumflances of churches,

or private focieties vary, fo their method of
worfliip and communion muft likewife vary;

and however it may be proper for them to agree

upon certain cuftoms and ceremonies amongft
themfelves, yet they muft not be conlider'd

as binding the confcience j and therefore 'tis

proper fometimes to alter them, left cuftom
iliould fcem to bear the ftamp of au-

thority. It fuppofes that the Church of
Chrift is not national but private, and fince

neither our Saviour, nor his Apoftles have
laid down any rules for the government of
the churches, no particular rules were de-

fign'd for all churches in every particular

place, but were left to the difcretion of eve-

ryone, according as they appear'd heft fuited

to anfwer the purpofes of religious worihip
therein. This is the reafon whv we differ

amongft ourfelves, tho' that has been objed:-

ed againft us, becaufe we have all an equal
right to judge for ourfelves, and one church
has the fame liberty of making diJcretiona?-y

rides as another. This feems abfolutely in-

confiftent
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confiftent with any national eftablifliment and
impoiitioD, and the fame reafons th^t induce

us to diiTent in England would lead us to the

fame in Rome^ or at Scotland.

This is the general opinion of the dilTen-

ters, fledfaft and unmoveable in all places,

and at all times ; I mean of thofe who
underftand themfelves. It muft be allow'd

there are many who diffent from the efta-

blifhment, not upon this principle, but be-

caufe they think their own method of wor-

ftiip to be the only fcriptural method, and plead

as ftrid:ly, and with as much bigotry for it,

as the highefl: in the Church of England Ao
for the divine right of epifcopacy. But thefe

I fhall rejedl afterwards, and fliew not only

their tendency to defcroy the diifenting in-

tereft, but the neceiiity of our diifenting as

entirely from them as from the eftablifhment.

I am now, Sir, only fpeaking of thofe who
are in the fame generous free fentiments with

yourfelf, and who have long renounced all bi-

gotry and enthuiiafm.

And if thofe which I have mention'd be

our genuine opinions, let us confider hoW
necelfarily they oblige us to decline the com-
munion of the eftablifliment, both as to the

clergy and the laity ^ for there are great, tho'

not equal hardfhips that are impos'd upon
each.

As to the clergy^ their hardfhip confifts,

not only in fubmitting ro all the forms and
cere-
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ceremonies-, .which the laity mufl likewife

fubmit to, and which 'tis impoffible they can

always approve of; but they are likewife

oblig'd to fubfcribe in the mofl folemn manner
that they aff'ent to the truth of every tittle

contain'd in the book of common prayer

and the homilies, and that they confent to

the ufe of them upon all the times therein

mention'd ; as likewife to the truth ofthirty nine

articles drawn up in the time of Queen Eliza"

betl\ for the avoiding diverjitie^^ of opinions^ and

for the ejiablifdingconjent touching true religion, f

will not now difpuce the truth of any of thefe

articles, but only fay in the general that there

are many of the bell and wileft off the

Church of England that cannot believe fome
of them -to be true in any fenfe whatever^

and there are others the whole current of

whofe opinions run contrary to them. 'Tis

well knovv'n the generality of the Divines of

the Church are in the opiinions commonly
call'd Armi?iian, and that thefe articles are

compil'd in a Calvinijiical ftrain, and are not

true in any Arminian fenfe whatever; and
therefore we find that fomre who at their

firlt promotion could fubfcribb to them, as

literally true, have vet afterwards, upon a

change of fentiment, declined preferment, ra-

ther than make a declaration fo contrary to

iheir confciences; for, you know, they are

oblig'd to fubfcribe to them upon every new
preferment,

B Now
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Now what an infinite hardfliip is this

!

and what a fhrevvd temptation either to per-

jure themfelves, or leave the church and turn

diffenters ? and, which of the two is more
preferable, let even the moft virulent advocates

for the eftablifhment determine.

There are but two arguments for this fub-

fcription, or rather excufes for it, for moft
of the arguments for impofitions are only

excufes for them ; and they are, either that

they may be fubfcrib'd in any fcriptural Jenfe^

or elfe they now mean jull nothing at all,

and are only preferv'd as an old ceremony in

the church, to prevent innovations. This
you know. Sir, has often been faid, and
Bifhop Burnet has endeavour'd, in his preface

to the articles, to fhow that, tho' they muft
be aflented to, yet they may be taken in ajiy

fenfe the fubfcriber can put upon them to

make them literally true j and quotes a

Toyal declaration in King 'James I's time, that

no man thereafter Jloall put his own fenfe or

comment to be the meaning of the articles^ but

fdall take them in the literal and grammatical

fenfe y and thence infers that perfons on both

fides of a queftion may fubfcribe them. And
there are many of the Bifhops who, at ordi-

nations, will not hear the fenfes they are ta-

ken in, but only require the candidates to

fatisfy themfelves. Thefe are the fhifts that

tire- made to vindicate a thing of the worft

confequences imaginablq. Moreover as to

the
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the ufe of fome of the ceremonies which are

not only unfcriptural but abfurd, and which
they have conjhited to the ufe of, if the Dig-

nitary cannot coniply with them himfelf, 'tis,

fome of them think, only tcf keep a Curate

in fuch low circumftances that he mufl: be

forced to ic. Thus how many of the fupe-

riour clergy never read the common prayer,

and efpecially the creed of Athanajius? Now
this being the cafe what abundant reafon have
all your brethren for their dillenting ? and

how great an inftance of virtue is it to

move in a lower fphere of life, and fubmit to

many inconveniences that are put upon them,

for the fake of their confciences and a regard

to truth ? for it mufl be acknowledg'd that

many of them, if they could comply with

the impofitions of the church, would be en-

titled, by their learning and piety, to conii-

derable preferments, and fuch confiderable

preferments have fometimes been laid as baits

to draw them into it.

But let us fee how unreafonable this fub-

fcription is in either of the two views that

have been mention'd, and then how right it

is to diffent, and how much more inconve-

nient it would be to the confcience to com-
ply with them, than 'tis to their worldly cir-

cumftances to avoid them. You know, Sir,

there arc many who think the very word
confcience implies fomething fuperftitious and

cnthufiaflical j but fince we pretend to diflbnt

^ 2 only
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only- upon a rational account, we muft let

thefe gentlemen know that we mean by con^

fiienfe nothing elfe but reafon, honour, inte-

grity, &c. and that 'tis the rule whereby we
ju4ge of the lawrfulnefs or unlawfulnefs of our

ad:ions, and the principle that tells us whe-
ther we do right or wrong.

As to the firll;, that they may be fubfcrib'd to

in any fcriptural {Qnie, ; this cannot anfwcr their

end, which is to prevent diver/ities of opinions,

becaufe then 'tis no more than an affent to the

truth of fuch particular paflages of fcripture ;

^nd how abllird is it to give an explanation

of fcripture, for fo 'twas originally intended,

which muft afterwards be explained by the

fcripture. This is to explain or prove a thing

by itfelf, which is both necdlefs and tedious,

becaufe an affent to the one is an affent to the o-

ther. But fuppofmg fome of them v/ould ad-

mit of no fcriptural fenfe at all, as, if I was a

Clergy-man and call'd upon to fubfcribe, would
be the cafe with me, then 1 muft either in a

manner perjure myfelf, or elfe be debarr'd

of that fervice to men's beft interefts which
I might think myfelf capable of. 1 do not

fay there cannot poffibly be any fcriptural

fenfe put on the articles upon any fchenie of

chriftians, but then this muft effectually ex-

clude, innumerable of the wifeft and moft

learned of the clergy ; for when they are fub-

fcrib'd in a fcriptural fenfe, it muft mean not

according to the letter but the interpretation

of
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of fcripturc, and let any, but the moft rigid

Cfihinijis, thus fubfcribe them, if they: can.

But if by fubfcriblrg them in a fcriprural

fenfe be meant bringing them to fult with z-r

ny li'ords of fcripture, then what is it we
may not fubfcribe to ? that God is corporeal,

becaufe we read of his eyes, hands, ^c. or to

the do6lriae of tranfubftantiacion, for our Sa-

viour has hteraily faid this is my body. I

could by this rule receive any preferments

in the Church of Rowe^ if the condition was
that I would fubfcribe to this dod:rine, tho'I

meant according to the proteftant interpreta-

tion of that paflage, this is my body\ that is,

this is the refembiance of my body. But
what would our Bifhops fay, if a Prcfbyterian

was to do this at Kome'^ 'Tis plain this was
not the view of the compilers, and I believe

no one ever thought it was; all then that

can be faid for it is, that 'tis the view of the

prefcnt government who now impofe them.

But where has the government made this de-

claration ? The requirement of this fubfcrip-

tion is to be confider'd as an ad: of parlia-

ment, which is in full force, 'till 'tis abro-

gated or explained ; but neither of thefe have
been done. The private declarations in con-
verfation of any who are concern'd in the

government cannot alter the defign of them,
any more than the diflike of any one mem-
ber of parliament to an old itatute can repeal

it, without a publick alTent of the whole le-

giflature.
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giflature. So that the way of f'lbfcrlbing

them in any private or particular fenfe will

not do ; but they are to be confider'd in

the original fenfe of the compilers, or elfe

they jiow mean juft nothing, but are only an

old ceremony preferv'd in the church, to pre-

vent innovations.

But is this honeft, or is it not a very near

approach to perjury ? Do the ceremonies and

folemnity of the fubfcription iignify nothing ?

"Are they a mere farce ? Can they fatisfy them-
felves with fo folemn a mockery both of

God and man? certainly they have little rea-

fon to expcd: to receive the Holy Ghoji, after

they have thus publickly ly d to him. I

know not how 'tis poflible a man can do this

with an upright mind, either with regard to

the thing itfelf, or to the very evil confe-

quences of it upon all truth and common
morality. The thing itfelf cannot be vindi-

cated from a crime almofi: as bad as perjury, and

the confequence is to fet an example of it

to the laity. With what face can a man
diffuade them from trifling with ferious

things, when he has done it fo egregioufly

himfelf ? What is become of juftice, truth,

and fidelity, if this be allow'd ? What is it a

man may not fay, or fwear to, for valuable

confiderations ? Where is that flridl adherence

to truth which is not only inculcated in the

chriftian revelation, but is a principle of na-

rare ? Why might not the primitive chriftians

have
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have facrific'd to idols, deny'd their Mafter,

and fo avoided perfecution, fince they meant
nothing more by it than an outward ceremo-

ny which in the fight of God meant nothing

at all ? How is it poffible a man can ever

fuffer for truth, and be a martyr in its

caufe ? — But, fuch Sir, are you and your bre-

thren, fince you are often ridicul'd and con-

temn'd, fometimes abandon'd to mifery and
want, for not doing that which in civil cafes

the pillory would punifh! What an infinite

pleafure is the fatisfa<flion of your own minds,

beyond the thoufands which a contrary prac-

tice might procure

!

Upon the whole, this fubfcription Is ab-

furd, becaufe it abfolutely prevents all fearches

and enquiries after truth, and only tends to

fliackle the mind, or to betray it into vice.

It does not keep any out of the church but
men of honeil:y and integrity j for thofe ei-

ther of no principles, or of very unftable

ones, will not fcruple it, and then it does not

avoid diverfities of opinions^ but encourages

the very worft of all opinions, that a man
may fubfcribe any thing for a living. Why
then is it not entirely laid afide, fince an-

fwers no one valuable purpofe, but it may
have the worfl confequenccs imaginable?

Bifhop Burnet has declar'd tijis fubfcription

cannot lawfully be made, as to articles cf
peace. And indeed how can an honefi man L^ at

peace, while the world is in an error that he
can
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can corre(ft. If he can, he may fubfcribe to

Mahometanifm in T'lirky, that is, fince

'tis the eftabliJJfd religion there, he will not

difpute againfl it; and fo 'tis impolFible a

falfe eftablifhment can ever be laid alide, and
truth introduc'd.

If thefe be the confequences of fub-

fcription in all views, why does not the go-

vernment either take it away, or elfe publick-

ly explain what is now meant by it, that fo

there may be no temptation to that which
bonefl minds ought not to do, and generous

ones cannot. Gan men confent to the ufe

of the common prayer, who thiiik fome
things in it to be fo abfurd, that 'tis an af-

front to the Divine Being to offer it to him ?

How many are there who think Athana-

Jiiis\ creed to be the niofl: inconiiftent jargon

that ever was invented, and yet 'tis read, at

certain feafons of the year, in the moft fo-

lemn manner, as the catholick faith which except

a man believe faithfully he cannot be faved. I

know there are many fliifts made ufe of to ex-

cufe this, as that thofe, who do not believe it

themfelves, repeat it not as their own faith,

but only as the faith of Athanafms, and

the Church of England, But how then

are the people of England taught? why, to

beheve that a great part of the clergy will

be damn'd, fince there are a great part of

them that do not believe it. And thus a

man who either refolves to fearch into reli-

gion
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gion for himfelf, which every good chriftl-

an and honefl man ought to do, mull:

either abide out of the church, or elfe play

the hypocrite in it. For if he teaches the

people his own opinions in oppofition to

thofe of the church, he has manifefily fub-

fcrib'd to what he did not believe ; if he does

not, he is inftrumental in keeping them
in ignorance. But I fhall fiy no more on

this head, becaufe I know. Sir, you have read

and juftly approv'd a pamphlet entitled, T^he

Difficulties and Difcoiii'agements ivhich attend

the Study of the Scriptures in the Way of pri~

vate fudgment^ reprefented in a Letter to a

young Clergyman^ faid to be written by a Gen-

tleman who is fince advanced to a bifhoprick.

This I wilh the people would univerlally

read, becaufe it has a ftrength and convic-

tion of argument that no confiderations

whatfoever fhould overcome j and 'tis to be

hop'd this Reverend Prelate will norw do his

endeavour to take thefe difcouragements a-

way, which the title-page fays was his defign

in writing it.

Thefe, Sir, you know are the hardfhips

that lie upon the clergy, and keep you and

your brethren out of the church ; yet,

I think, are not peculiar to the clergy, but

lie pretty heavy upon the laity too. For it

feems to be principally out of regard lo them,

that thefe impofitions are prefcrv'd, becaufe

tliey cannot bear any alterations in that

C which



( i8)
which they have been accufl:om*d to think fa-

cred. I have met w^ith many of the lower fort,

who efteem the common prayer to be of e-

qual authority with the fcriptures themfelves

:

and this renders it very improper to bind

them up together, as is too common, and I

think no fmall affront to the holy Bible. Now
perfons of better fenfe mufl be expofed to

thefe things, for the fake of vulgar prejudices.

Thus who could be grave to hear Mr.
Addifon, or Mr. Po/^, chaunting out thePfalms

of Sternhold and Hopkins? when Dr.^atfs,
which have all the charms of poetry in

them, cannot be fung in a church without

publick authority.

It muft be confefs'd, there are many excel-

lent things in the common prayer; fome of
the ceremonies are very grave and decent,

and many of the prayers are incomparably

the beft that are extant, and as good as

could be devis'd. But are there not others

that are very exceptionable, and cannot well

be joined with ? Why may not thefe be laid

afide ? or what injury would it be, if every

Clergyman had a liberty of reading them, or

leaving them out, according as he and his

congregation fliall approve, or diflike them?
If they are only human compofures, why
fhould fuch regard be paid to them,

than which no flronger can be paid to thofe

that are divine? and every one muft as uni-

verfally agree to them ? I think this is a ve-

ry
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ry great hardfhip both upon clergy and lai-

ty, and efFedtually deprives both of that li-

berty of private judgment^ which they have

an indifputable right to. 'Tis wonderful

they do not exert themfelves, and ftand up
for their rights and privileges ; and that

Riiglifimen^ who cannot bear the thought of

civil llavery, can yet be zealous for ecclefiafti-

caL DifTenters think it an inconfiftency to be

Englifhmen^ and not to be in poiTeffion of

the liberty of their confciences.

The laity {hould coniider that if they were
univerfally againft impofitions, it would not

be in the power of the clergy to lay them
upon them ; and therefore they are in a great

meafure acceffory even to thofe which are

put upon the freer clergy themfelves. And
however they may think it excufable to com-
ply with the authority of the civil magifirate^

for that is all that can be faid for them, yet

I thought it had been long inconteftable that

the civil magiftrate has no power in matters

of a religious nature ; for if he has any at

all, he has the fime in Tiirk)\ at Rome, in

Scotland and all other parts of the world

;

and the fime reafons of order, decency, &c.

will be as ftrong there as here. Why then

fhould they give up a right to the magiftrate,

which he can have no rcafonable claim to ?

The whole xVAm he has at all is deriv'd on-

ly from the confent of the people j but the

people have always, inyr^^ countries, referv'd

C z fome
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fome previledges, as facred, to themfelves,

which they ought not, nor cannot part with.

Such are thofe of judging of the conduct of

the magiftrate, of writing and fpeaking free-

ly on all fubjedts, and confequently the liber-

ty of the prefs ; and whenever the govern-

ment has endeavour'd to deprive them of

thefe, they have immediately grown jealous

of flavery, and fome way or other prevented

it: and all thofe who, have not flood up in

their defence, have been thought enemies to

the conftitution. But certainly the liberty

of judging for themfelves in matters of reli-

gion is infinitely preferable to thefe, and

what they ought never to refign upon any

views whatfoever. And if every church was
to ufe a private method of worihip of their

own, and chri/iia?iuy only, in general, was
to be the eftablifh'd religion in thefe king-

doms, what would be the prejudice ? Men
would fearch into thofe matters for them-

felves, and heats of party, which have had
the moft mifchievous confequences of any

thing, would be abfolutely impoffible, becaufe

then none of them could be uppermofl ; and

'tis likely no other zeal but that for brotherly

love could prevail amongfl us. Men could

not have lefs reli2;ion, for it is not true

religion that is forc'd ; but every one's,

when 'tis his own, would be moft likely

to be genuine. Thefe are the defire-

able confequences of private judgment,

and
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and thefe are the principles of the DilTen- '

ters.

I believe, Sir, we are all agreed that the

civil magiftrate has a right to annex what
preferments and -rewards he pleafes, to learn-

ing and merit, and that the Bilhops, as

they are creatures of the civil power, are

to be honoured as Nobility ; and whoever
will not give their Lordfhips that refpe6t

which is due to their quality, over and a-

bove their perfonal merit, is whimfical and

unmannerly. But when they pretend to con-

vey fpiritual gifts^ and that no one can be a

Minifter of Chrill who is not regularly or-

dain'd by them ; when they pretend to be

the lineal fuccelTours of the Apoflles, and

have a divine authority for governing the

churches, they are iofar from deferving hon-

our that they Ihould be defpis'd. This I iliould

not have mention'd, but thought it an ex-

ploded opinion, if Mr. Bcttv had not, in a

Sermon to a full and reverend affemblv at

Oxford^ and dedicated to his Lordfliip of
that diocefs, again reviv'd it. But as I be-

lieve the laity are not fo very priefl-riddeii

as to become profelytes to him, I ihall

only fay that the civil magiftrate, upon
whom he and all in the eftablifliment de-

pend, is, in my opinion, too indulgent,

m not calling him to account for his in-

folcnce in fetting himfelf and his brother

reprefejitathcs of God fo much fuperiour to

him,
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him, as to be ftiperiour to Angels and Arch"
angels themfehes. Thefe opinions are very

prejudicial to fociety, and I think the moft
juftly punifliable of any.

Such authority as this you, Sir, and your
brethren do not pretend to claim, and for

that reafon are to be honour'd, fince you
have every whit as much right to it, and
I believe have receiv'd the Spirit of God \ tho'

not the Holy Ghoji from the hands of a dio-

cefan Bifliop. If learning, virtue, and piety

are meritorious, how many diffenting Mini-

fters have merit ? and why do not the

laity rather efpoufe your caufe, than the

caufe of fuch vain and pert pretenders ?

For Clergymen of every denomination arc

only valuable for their perfonai, not for

their reflected merit, whether from their

predecelTours, or from the government. How-
ever if the laity are willing, to be impos'd

upon, there is no help for it, they muft be

indulg'd. I know there are fome of them
who think 'tis no impofition, fince they con-

form out of their own choice, and may, by
the toleration, go to feparate congregations,

if they pleafe. But they are not free in ei-

ther cafe ; the only difference is this, in one

they give up their liberty, in the other 'tis

taken away from them.

But beiides this general conlideration of

impofition, I think, they may make feveral

particular objedlions to the ceremonies of

the
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the church, and fee ihe hardships that He

upon them. The general rule in the fcrip-

ture for religious worfhip is, that all things

Jhould be done decently and in order. But what
an indecent noife is made by the refponfes ?

the moft confus'd and harfli one can hear!

What fuperftition in bowing to the altar,

and the crofs in baptifm ? But above all, what
tender parent can be willing to give up his

own natural right over his child, and have it

dedicated in baptifm by others ? This feems

one of the moft abfurd ceremonies of the

whole. Nay by the 29th canon 'tis exprefly

ordain'd that 710 parent jlmll be urgd to be

prefent, nor be admitted to anfiver as god-

father for his own child. The reverend Mr.
Harrifon who has lately got an unmixed light

into thofe things, which he and all his for-

mer brethren had been before in obfcure

darknefs about, labours to vindicate this ce-

remony, efpccially againft the objecflion of

its abufe ; tho' he has forgot to juftify his

fubfcription which is the main objedion to

his proceeding of all. But furely he ought
to think that parents, the neareil: relation of
all, and vv^ho have the moft tender affedion

for their own offspring, would, if they are

ferioui in the matter, be very glad to offer

them up to God themfelves, and are moft
nearly engag'd to provide for them. This
objedlion was ftrong at the firft eftablidiment

of it, but more cfpeciallv is it fo now, when
the
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the pernicious confequences of it have been
fo much felt J how few are there that per-

form the promife they make, or who is there

that does not turn it into jeft? This fingle

impofition would keep me from their com-
munion, fince I could not in confcience alk

a Minifter who has fubfcrib'd to the ca-

nons to adminifter the ordinance without it

;

for the 38 th fays, a tniiiijier ivho omits to life the

Jorm of commoii prayer^ or any of the orders

or cere-mofiies prefcrib'd in the communion book,

lei him be fufprnded; and fo I muft be either

a ftranger at my child's baptifm, or elfe tempt
the Minifter to break the folemn promife he
has made. Parents, who are unnatural e-

nough to approve of this, are incapable of
being reafon'd out of it ; and as to the reft,

let their affe(flions to their children fpeak.

I fhall mention but one notorious impofition

more, for I would not appear tedious or dif-

putatious, and that is, kneeling at the com-
munion. I do not obie6t to the pofture it-

felf J there are many who think it the moft
reverend of any, and they ought to ufe it j

but there are others who fcruple it, and there-

fore ought to be excus'd. But if the mofl did

agree in it, why fhould it be made necefa-

ry to communion, fo that whofoever will

not comply with it muft be excluded ? Would
the decency, folemnity, or validity of the

ordinance be lefs, if fome kneel'd, others

were proilrate, and others flood? certainly

not.
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nor, for there would be a greater appear-

ance of true devotion, and lefs of coldnefs

and formality.

So that all t.hefe reftralnts In the church

are very great hardfliips upon the laity, and

I wonder they fo univerfally comply with

them ; but more efpecially at thofe who
were caWd unto Liberty amongil the DilTenters,

but yet have forfaken it, and voluntarily put

on the fetters of the church. If they have

knowg thefe to be the principles of the Dif-

fentefs, I know not what to fay, but that ei-

ther they are in love with bondage, or elfe

they cannot ad: confiftently with thofe prin-

ciples, and they may as well be impos'd

upon in the church as out of it ; indeed I

cannot fay but they had, efpecially the

clergy, who are in the way of getting more
by it.

And here I wifh, Sir, I could rather ex-

poftulate with them that they are miftaken,

than join with them in the complaint. Thefe
principles are fo exceeding good that none
but thofe, who have too extravagant an o-

pinion of their own power, and who delight

to exercifc it, can oppofe them, as foon as

they are mention'd ; and I have feen per-

fons always educated DilTenters (who yet thro'

fome dllhke, or other, have been going otf to

the church) furpriz'd to hear there were

principles fo ftrong to detain them. And
there are many who have no objedtion to

D the
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the ceremonies in themfelves, that yet, when
they confider' them as impofitions^ cannot

but objedl to them, but are forc'd to comply
with them, becaufe they think there is fome-

thing equivalent among the DifTenters.

Too many of the younger people know
no other reafons for their feparation, than be-

caufe 'tis 2i fin for the Minifterto wear a fur-

plice, or bow towards the altar, or for

themfelves to bow at the name of yefus,

read their prayers &c. but when they come
to confider thefe things, and find no immo-
rality in them ; that they are efiablijlod cere-

monies, and many of them grave, folemn,

and chearful, they fancy 'tis only a whim to

ftand out for things of lefler importance, and

fo refign their liberty at once, and ten to

one become zealous for their chains. But
this is thinking by halves, and indeed if they

think no farther they may be as eafy in the

church as any-where. I perfonally know
many who have been thus drawn into it, and

have nothing to fay in anfwer to the prin-

ciples I have mention'd, but that they do not

fee they are praBisd among us. Indeed it

mufl be acknowledg'd diere is generally fo

much bigotry, and manag'd in fo difagreeable

a way, that I do not wonder at the decay of

our intereft. When men are as warm for

difputable opinions of their own, as for the

ceremonies of worfhip, 'tis as well to com-
ply with the laft as with the firfl, and of

all
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all I'orieSi dilTenting Tories are the mofl in-

confiftent. But when men will prad:ife as

freely as they think, 'tis then only they are

truly unanfwerable.

The different denominations of Prefbyte-

rians, Independents, and Baptifts arife from

different notions of the government of the

church and its communion j but heats and

contentions about them feem happily to be

laid alide, and they agree in a friendly man-
ner amongfl each other, tho' all think their

particular one to be the fcriptural method.

Let them enjoy their fentiment with free-

dom, as long as they do not quarrel about

it or avoid one another upon its account j for

a friendly diffention here is as necdfary as

from the church. I muft own I think none

of them to be the only fcriptural method,

becaufe there is no method at all laid down
in the fcriptures, but is left to the difcretion

of them all: but 'tis plain every one ought

to follow what he thinks to be the fcriptural

method, as long as he does not impofe it as

fuch upon the reft. If they would but en-

joy their other fentiments in as friendly a

manner, we might liave a good profpedti but

*till then I am quite out of hopes. For their

different charad:eriil:icks are now from their

different notions in metaphyfical difputds^ and

Cahinifmy Arminianifm^ Baxterianijin, or A-^

7-ianijm are to each other a mutual term of re-^

proach 3 infomuch that even the lower and moft

P 3 igno-
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ignorant fort of people have often fallen out

about thefe things, tho' they know no more
of them than the Lady who would not fuffer

her daughter to marry an Arminian^ merely

becaufe he was fo. And how can this be o-

therwife when Minifters are perpetually writ-

ing and preaching againfl each other, each

party as warm, as if the whole falvation of

mankind depended upon their faith in thefe

dubious matters? The unhappy difference at

Salters-Hall injur'd the diffenting interefl

more than all their enemies together. Many
who aded confidently with their principles

were thereby driven to the greateft inconve-

niences, and their opponents fpirited up their

congregations to ufe them ill, and fometimes
even to a neceffity of leaving them for ever.

But where was the liberty for every man to

be fully perfuaded iti his own mind ? when he

was oblig'd, not to confult his own fentiments,

but the humour of his people. How many
were forc'd to quit the miniftry entirely, be-

caufe they could not conform to the efta-

blifh'd impofitions either of the Church of

England, or thofe which the Diffenters them-
felves introduc'd in their ftead? when they

ought rather to have been valu'd as men of

honeily and principle ; for what could be a

greater dcmonftration of it, than to facrifice

their own interefls to what they thought the

publick good?

Sir,
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Sir, I do not mention this to revive the

unhappy difference, no, 'twould grieve me
to be the inflrument of any new mifchief !

I only mention it to fhew that fuch difputes

tend to weaken the common intereft, and oc-

cafion its deftrudlion : How often have the

people reproach'd you, that the Minifters

can't agree among themfelves ? If they mean
in fentiment, 'tis impoffible. If they mean
in brotherly love, the reproach is too

juft, and you do not follow your prin-

ciples. For my own part, I value mode-
rate men of each fide the queftion; thofe

who fubfcrib'd in the fear of God, and in

brotherly love, teftify'd their zeal for whac
they thought the chriftian faith ; and thofe

who did not fubfcribe, with the fame tem-

per, teftify'd their zeal for what they thought

to be chriflian liberty, and the principles of

the Diffenters. The defign of each was good,

as long as they ftopp'd there ; but it became
evil, when they tended to inflame their own
pafhons and their people's, and denounc'd too

hard and fevere cenfures upon each other.

As long as thefe parties are kept up, and mu-
tual liberty is opprefs'd, your interefl can ne-

ver revive j but when you give the liberty

that is due to each other 'tis very poffible it

may: But bigotry will ever be the ruin of

every caufe.

I know, Sir, you underftand me too well,

when I fpeak of b}^otr)\ to think I mean an

attach-
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attachment to one's own principles. 'Tis

impofiible for any one to be without, and a

man ought to adt conliftently with them, or

elfe he refigns his judgment, and has no fet-

tled rule of adiion. By bigotry I only mean
fo violent an interefl in particular fentiments

as 4:0 impofe them upon others, and occafion

cenfure if they do not receive them ; or elfe

fuch an obftinacy in prefent fentiments, as

will lilence all others that are different from
them. Here it ought to be conlider'd, that,

when this is the cafe, the civil magiftrate has

an equal right to reftrain you all, as you
have to reftrain one another ; from whence
'tis plain that nothing, but the Liberty I have
been fpeaking of, can be the fundamental
principle of the Diffenters, and the fupport

of their intereft.

They miftake our principles who think

we pretend to be in every tittle perfecft, or

better than the church, and fliun us, becaufe

they do not find our anions agreeable to this

opinion. Whoever imagine this of them-
felves are exceedingly miflaken and intole-

rably vain \ nor are the whole body of Dif-

fenters to be reproach'd, becaufe there are

fuch amongfl them. I know there are fome
who miflake themfelves to be the only gof-

pel churches, and would join with no other

upon any terms. But their fpiritual pride is

as odious to the more generous of us, as 'tis

to the Church of England. Certainly, Sir,

thofQ.
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thofe in the eftablifhment would think it ve-

ry unjuft in us to refled all the fuperftition

of Archbifhop Laud^ or of Dr. Sacheverely

upon their communion ; yet 'tis as unfair in

them to think us all as enthufiaftical as the

rnoft rigid Antinomians. But tho they have

an equal nghx. Wwh. the reft to enjoy their o-

pinions, we differ as much from them as

from the church.

If the whole prefent generation of the lai-

ty were to know this, I doubt not but they

would continue with us, fince if they do not

find all the inftances of liberty they delire,

'twould be no difficult matter to raife congre-

gations where they might fix them ; and then

they would like wife preferve the younger

Minifters too who are forc'd to go into the

church, fince they cannot meet with encou-

ragement in their fentiments at prefent.

It has often been wonder'd at, and there-

fore made an objection to the free principles

I have advanc'd, that thofe who have con-

form'd from us to the church have generally

been of thefe fentiments, and yet have refign'd

them notwithftanding. I muft confefs 'tis a

very great unhappinels that they have been

forc'd to do fo, and I believe it has always

arofe from their not being able to live by

them ; therefore why do not we confider this,

and endeavour to prevent it ? 'Tis a very

great weakening of our interefi: that the beft

are oblig'd in juftice to themielves, to their

fami-
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families, and to fociety, which they ought
not to encumber, to quit us, and feek provi-

lion elfewhere ; and that thofe are principally

maintain'd whofe births and hopes are low,

and confequently can pradife the low arts

of wheedling the people into a choice of them.
Indeed I wonder the people themfelves are

not above this, and why they will not be

well inftrudled by thofe who have the cou-
rage to teach them even difagreeable truths,

rather than flatter'd into what may poffibly be

falfe, and, if it be true, is but of the leaft

importance in religion. If flattering and in-

dulging the people be the only way to fuc-

ceed with us, the Bifhops and fecular powers
may as well be flatter'd, flnce they are much
better able to pay for it. And whoever can-

not go into the church, becaufe he cannot

fubmit to things contrary to jufliice, generofi-

ty, and freedom, ought not to fubmit to

them amongfl: us. So that I cannot but admire,

and value the virtue of thofe younger Gentle-

men, who, notwithft:anding all thefe difficul-

ties, remain with us, flnce their want of fuccefs

is only owing to their want of this mean and
groveling art. I wilh thofe Gentlemen, who
have been flirong and powerful advocates for

liberty, would rather have fought fome, civil

than ecclefiaftical, preferments from the go-

vernment, flnce they have now given up the

caufe, which does it a greater prejudice, than

never to have engag'd in it. I doubt not

but
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but as they are many of them perfons of

virtue and piety, as well as of learning and

good fenfe, they have taken qmq J'ome way^ or

other^ to fatisfy themfelves in what they have

done. I wifh L could guefs at the principle,

and make an excufe, more honourable for

them, and more creditable to us, than necefli-

tyj but as I think the fubfcription will not

bear it, unlefs they are in Cahinijiical fenti-

ments, I know not what to fay farther j I fliall

forbear to judge them however, and think the

befl and moft worthily of them that I am able.

I know, Sir, the blame of this has often

been laid upon you and your brethren, that

you do not provide for them, and fettle them
according to their merit. But I think no-

thing can be more unjuft, and more contrary

to your principles j for as you pretend to no
authority over the people, you have not the

difpofai of their congregations, nor any right

to be their didlators. Indeed the people may
confult you as friends, and perfons intimately

acquainted with each other's characters, but

they have the choice in themfelves, and are not

to be over-rul'd : and 'twould be better they

would generally confult the reputation of

the intereft more than their own particular

fancy. 'Tis an ill principle not to receive

inftruclion, unlefs it be given in a particular

manner ; and a great many of thofe things

that pleafe the people have very often a bad

tendency in general. 'Tis good to pleafe ten

E perfons,
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perfons, but not to drive as many away from
us. Truth and good fenfe will generally

be for edification ; but the being pleas'd,

which they generally infift fo much upon,

feldom arifes from any thing but fome odd-

nefs that hits their peculiar humour, and is

not from any view to edification at all;

therefore too mean to be worthy any one's

ftudy. The people do not ufually know
wherein oratory, ftrength of fpeech, the art

of perfuafion, &c, confift, and therefore 'tis

vanity in fuch to pretend to be judges of

them. I vvifli I could deny that, amongft us,

they generally fall into the falfefh and loweft

tafle imaginable. In thefe things I think

'twould be an inftance of their modefty to

refign up their pleafures to the general no-

tions and judgment, for then there could be

no general obje(ftions againfl them; thus a

man would mortify his inclinations to fenfual

pleafure, for the good of fociety. Whoever
confults the writings, or prejudices againfl us

will find nothing objedted of any value, but

againfl the aukwardnefs and unpolitenefs of

our Preachers. What was Dr. South'?, wic

levell'd againfl, but thofe things that were
really foolifli and ridiculous in themfelves?

and fo people of wit and politenefs grew
afliam'd of them, and chofe a more graceful

way of religion. Therefore I admire the art

of our opponents rather to banter and ridi-

cule, than argue with us. But when we take

away
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away this obje(5lIon and polifh ourfelves, let

another Dr. South endeavour to ridicule us

anew. So that herein I think the people

fliould rather conllilt our general credit than

their own humours ; and if they would en-

courage (5ur younger Minifters who ftudy

good fenfe and politenefs, and endeavour to

recommend the intereft to the efteem of the

refl of mankind, I make no doubt but 'twould

flill revive and flourifli more than ever; but

if they will continue fclfillily to indulge them-

felves, they have an indifputable right to ru-

in and deliroy it.

I make no doubt, Sir, of your general

difpofition, whenever the people think fit to

confult you in their choice, to promote the

interefl of thofe whom you think moft like-

ly to do us a credit upon the whole. The
credit of the intereft can only arife from the

learning and piety of thofe engag'd in it.

The latter without the former is amiable in

private life, but no cojnpkte recommenda-

tion of a Minifterj and the firft alone, tho' it

may enliven his publick performances, is not

fuflicient for his ijohole relation. They muft

both join to make him perfedl. And here I

cannot but look about me with pleafure,

fince we have ftill fome remaining of this

charader, whofe publick labours and private

lives and converfation are both ufeful and

entertaining. The Church of E?igland may
know thisj and grow jealous, unlefs llie hopes

£ 2 from
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from the perverfenefs of our people to draw
them over to her fide; and indeed if fome
proper methods are not taken to prevent it,

I will not promife for them; for they were

not born to ftarve, and 'tis a fin to do it, if

there is a juftifiable prevention.

There are many who confidently affert

that thefe Gentlemen's learning and politenefs

will be our ruin. But what can be more ab-

furd and perverfe ? For nothing can recover

thofe who have left us for want of thefe,

but the ftudy of them. There are many
Gentlemen, who can give no other reafon, for

leaving us, but that they are afliam'd of our

intereft ; but that can be no longer a reafon,

when we have the very qualities they feek

in the Church. There is no other advantage in

principle,or prad;ice,{he could pofTiblyhave over

us, but then flie can have none. I believe there

are juany of the laity who are not fo much
againfl: this as 'tis imagin'd. They have

lately done fome very confiderable things to en-

courage learning and good fenfe. Elfe whence
the crouded auditory to a certain ledture, than

which a greater or finer amongft us was never

cftablifh'd ? And I believe, whenever thePreach-

er finks in the goodnefs of his fermons, he

will fink in the efi:eem and encouragement of

the hearers. But as I believe he is incapa-

ble of it 3 fo I hope it will be an encourage-

ment to follow his example of love to truth

and original chrifi:ianity, which he has defend-

ed
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ed in the politefl and fineft manner of any

Writer this age has produc'd. There are

many others that would fhine our, if they

had the fame advantages from the world

;

but as they may hope it will, in time, be juft

to them, as it has been to him, I hope they

will fupport their courage, and ftruggle, 'till

they at laft recover the intereil from its pre-

fent low condition.

Since therefore 'tis poflible a free and ge-

nerous way of thinking and fpeaking may
pleafe among us, fuppofe thefe Gentlemen
were no longer in fear of being under dif-

agreeable, cenfures, and harfli imputations, but

had as imbou7ided a liberty of fpeaking their

fentiments in publick, as of forming them in

private, I apprehend they would have no
longer inclinations towards the Church, where
after having well got thro' the difficulty of
entrance, they frequently take more liberty

than either their general rules or our bye

laws will allow : fuppofmg likewife the grofs of
the people, inftead of alfuming the charac-

ters of Judges and Cenfors of fermons,

would put on the modeft and humble difpo-

jfition of learners, which is not at all incon-

fiftent with their judging for themfelves, and
receive the truth without being jealous

of herefy in their younger Preachers, they

would no longer terrify and frighten them
from us, nor give them an opportunity of

complaining that they do not ad confident-

ly
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whence it comes to pafs, but if they happen

to think out of the common road, and fpeak

elegantly and politely, it is immediately thought

they are inclin'd to the Church, becaufe

they are like it, and, being confequently (hunn'd

and avoided, are unavoidably forc'd into it.

But mufl we keep aloof from every thing

like the Church, becaufe fome things in it

are wrong ? Fas eft & ab hojie doccri. We
fliould follow what is really good, and learn

it, tho' it were from our greateft enemies.

Certainly if our younger people are general-

ly inclining to the Church, the more we are

like it, the more they will value us, and

be likely to flay with us; and 'tis wicked to

diflike any thing, merely becaufe it refembles

another. If they go on in this unreafonable

prejudice, we fliall in time lofe both Mini-

fters and people. It ought to be confider'd

that as the tafte of mankind differs, fo the

method of applying to it muft differ; and

therefore what was fafhionable to our fore-

fathers is now as difagreeable to us as their

drefs, which no one is fo fooliflily fingular as to

continue. But yet whoever will compare the

pert oratory of a young Oxonian^ and the folid

as well as polite fermons of one of our young-

er Divines will difcern but very little refem-

blance ; fo confequently there is as little danger.

Thus, Sir, have I given you my fenti-

ments of the fubjed we happen'd upon in

conver-s
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converfatlon ; and I have purfu'd them in the

method that appears to me mofl hkely to ferve

the intereft of truth and rehgion. I have

addrefs'd them in a Letter to you, becaufe I

have long known your candour and good-

nefs, and I beheve you cannot be confcious

of having contributed to the decay, fince,

without flattery, you would be a credit to a-

ny caufe whatever. Since that time, I have

thought of fome regulations, which I be-

lieve would forward the defir'd effecft, to

preferve and revive the interefl; ; but I fubmit

them to your judgment, and the judgment

of your brethren. They relate to the ma-
nagement of our publick afTemblies, and to

the perfons educated for the miniftry.

I think there are two faults in your man-
ner of publick worOiip, that your prayers are

too fhort, and your fermons too long. The
one has too little of reverence towards God,

and the other is too tedious to ourfelves. It

appears to me that the principal defign of

publick afTemblies is to worfliip God in foci-

ety, which tends moft of any thing to main-

tain a fenfe of religion in the world ; and

one of the greateil parts of it fliould confift

in adoration of him, and celebrating his per-

fe(ftions. This infinitely becomes us, as we
are dependent creatures, and ftand at an in-

finite diflancc from God our Maker. 'Tis

both a folemn and pleafmt employment; it

tends to enoble our natures, preferve us

from
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fr6m vice, and beget in us all rhofe afFe6lions

of love, fear, and joy, that refult from our

relation to the moll amiable, powerful, and
indulgent Being. Nothing creates a greater

pleafure to me than rational worfhip. As on
the one hand I abominate all foppiflinefs

and buffoonery in religion, fo on the other

I hate an affected gravity, that has nothing

in it manly and chearful. A mixture of re-

verence and chearfulnefs is the true fpirit of

devotion. There is too little of the one in

fome places, and too little of the other

among us. To this of longer prayers, it

may be objedled that they may be difficult

to the fuppliant, and tedious for the peo-

ple. But by longer prayers, I only mean
longer in proportion to the fermon. I think

to worfhip God for twenty minutes, and
to didtate to men for fixty, is not fo equal

as one could wifli. If it be difficult for

the Minifter, 'tis but for him to compofe

his prayers before, when his mind may
be in a better temper and difpofition, and

he may have leifure to review whether

what he fays be proper and worthy of

the divine Being, or not. I know not why
the people fliould objedt to this, any more
than to the ufe ot notes in your fer-

mons, for, at firft, the one was as much a

novelty as the other may be nowj or why
you lliould ftudy more accuracy in the lafl

than in the hrfl. It v/ould prevent a great

deal
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deal of tautology, incorred;nefs, and impro-

priet ies, and too often things abiblutely unfit to

be utter'd : which I think are very indecent to-

wards our Maker. As to this method's being

tedious to the hearers, I would not have

them fo long as that comes to i and if there

be any danger of it, I cannot but recom-

mend the pradlice of the Church, of diverfi-

fying the worfhip^ but this fliould be at the

difcretion of the Minifter. The finging of
plalms, when you happen to have a good
clerk, would relieve the mind ; and the

whole of this would prevent the objecftions

againfl extempore prayers, which have often

been too unluckily made.

As to your fermons, excufe me, Sir, I

think they too might be regulated.

They might be fhorter, and more intel-

ligible. I know there are many of our

Minifters who pride themfelves in being

plain, and to the capacitv of the people.

But I have been often prefent, where, thro'

the Preacher's diftinclions, hard words,
J'^'''^'

ijh or fcholajlical expreffions, I have been ab-

iblutely at a lofs for his meaning, if he

meant any thing, and came awav as ignorant

as I went there ; and how often have we been

infulted by theChurch-party, for what they ftile

the i-^;;/" of preaching. I think too if they were
delivred in a more eafyandw^/z^/j/ manner, they

would hear better, and be more inil:rud:ive. I

hope no onewilkhink I intend to affront him by
F a
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a particular application ; I only fay it in the

general with a regard to our own credit,

and the publick good.

From this it will appear how necefTary it

is to take great care of perfons to be

educated for the miniftry; that they fhould

be creditable and promiling, chofen either out

of the families of Gentlemen, or elfe upon
the account of a very extraordinary genius.

The firft, becaufefuch are commonly beft ac-

quainted with the world, and know how to

behave themfelves ; and the laft may poffibly

be advanc'd by their own merit and abilities,

without thofe advantages. And as to the

fund, if it was only apply'd to the education

of thofe whofe parents are decay'd, or have
fpent their fortunes in the intereft, it would
be much better than to encourage the vanity

of low and mechanical perfons, who imagine

a gravity and ferioufnefs in their children,

and then throw them to be a dilhonour and bur-

den upon us. Is it lawful to fpoil a mechanick
who might earn his bread, and maintain his

family, and take him to mifguide the people ?

(for they are too often ignorant and vain) bring a

family into the world to live meanl)/, and at

laft be left in diftrefs ? Your confciences, as well

as policy, fhould forbid this. And here, by
the way, I think it would be well, inftead of

encouraging fuch by the fund to apply it in

larger quantities to men of real merit, and

furnifh them, not barely with bread for their

bodies^
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bodies, but books to enterain and improve their

minds. If a few very fmall villages had no
meeting 'twould be of lefs importance than

to have large country towns, furrounded with

Tory-gentlemen, ill furnifli'd and dilgrac'd.

Poverty and want are none of the leaft ob-

jections to us in the eye of the world.

But to return to Students ; if, after they

were thus feledied, they were perfectly taught

Latin and Greeks and not fuifer'd to go to

the academy 'till thoroughly acquainted with
them : if the time ufually wafted in old fyftems

of logick and metaphyficks was fpent in ftu-

dying and iinderfiandiiig the clafficks, the

Belle LetreSy oratory^ and particularly the art

of fpeaking naturally^ juftly, and genteelly,

it would quite deftroy all thofe unnatural

tones and geftures, which are the grand

caufes of our reproach and contempt. It

may feem odd and vv^himfical to propofe a

dancing-mafter for one tutor at an academy,

but if fomething equivalent to it was con-
trived, to give them a gracefulnefs and gen-

tility of addrefs, and prune off all clumfinefs

and aukwardnefs that is difagreeable to peo-
ple of fafliion, and which gives learning the

air of ^pedantry, it would do them a moil
eminent fervice. For nothing carries any
man fo eafily and happily thro' life as a good
addrefs. This may look improper to the

general fmallnef§ of your falarics : but

'twould be none if Gentlemen were not

afliam'cl
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afham'd to breed up their children to the

miniftry, and thofe, who have no great for-

tune of their own, had the art of appearing

handfome with a Httle; which is natural to

fome, and might eafily be acquir'd by others.

The fame effect: would be anfwer'd, if the

congregations were fewer, and of confe-

quence the falaries larger. I am not for

mixing bigotted and generous people in a

congregation, for that lays the Minifter un-

der too grea reftraints to pleafe both parties -,

but in country places prudent management
in eledlions would prevent the fatal and de-

ftrudtive breaches that end in the ruin of

both fides.

Thus, Sir, have I taken a liberty which
I hope you will excufe, and which I would
not have alTum'd the vanity of for any other

caufe, but that of Liberty the true foundati-

on of the diffenting intereflj Liberty, which
I verily believe to be the caufe of God, and

the happinefs of mankind.

I am,

Revet'end SIRj

Tour mofi Obedient Servant.

FINIS.

f^ll/i^










