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PREFACE.
i

THE writer of the following Memoirs,
did not undertake to pay this tribute to

the memory of Dr. Sykes, from that par-

tiality to his character, which is ibme-

times the re i tilt of perfonal knowledge,
or a perfect fimilarity of fentiment ; but

from an high and general regard for the

great learning and zeal which appear
in his defences of the religion of Chrift,

the rights of proteftantifm, and the civil

liberties of his country. Nor does he, by

any means, make himfelf refpontible for

any particular opinions maintained by Dr.

Sykes, either of a civil or religious nature;

but on the contrary, will be found to dif-

fer from him upon many very important

fubjeds, both in religion and politics.

It is more than probable that Dr.

Sykes would, were he now living, and

able to fpeak for himfelf, fee reaibn to

change many opinions which he once be-

lieved, and maintained to be true. It is

even more than prefumable, that his fen-

timents underwent ibme alteration in the
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latter part of his life ; for, in a letter

dated in February 1754, he fays, in re-

gard to the lift of his works printed in

Mr. Mafters's hiftory of Corpus Chrifti

college, Cambridge;
" I have taken the

"
liberty you gave me of filling up, alter-

"
ing, &c. as you fee. I have added fome

"
pieces to what you already obferved :

" and perhaps more might flill be added :

" but enough is already faid. And had I

" been advifed with at firft, I fhould not
" have mentioned feveral that are there."

a

This ingenuous obfervation, it is appre-

hended, was the refult of his doubts in

regard to the matter, rather than the man-

ner of fome of his publications ; in which

laft refpect, he could have no reafon to

wifh any thing to be erafed, which he had

committed to the prefs. And, if I might
hazard a conjecture, where there is no cer-

tain ground for the obfervation, I mould

be inclined to think, that when he wrote

the letter, he had more particularly in his

mind, his Cafe ofJubfcription, and Reply to

Dr. Waterland.

A change of fentiment is a natural, and,

generally fpeaking, a commendable, and by
no

a From a copy of the Letter, communicated by Mr.

Mafters.



no means an uncommon or blameable con-

fequence of inquiry. The advance of all

knowledge and truth is progreflive, and to

a liberal mind, it affords great fatisfaction to

obferve her gradual fteps, not only in the

revolution of ages, but in the mind of the

fame man. While I admire the unceafing

afiiduity and watchfulnefs while I vene-

rate the eminent abilities and learning, and

am perfuaded of the integrity of my au-

thor ; I think him to have been miftaken

in many things, and have been free to ob-

ferve them. And I fcruple not to declare

myfelf to be above the little limitations of

an exact agreement in opinion, as the tefl

of my efteem, and regard for any worthy

and valuable character. I believe all the

works of Dr. Sykes to have been defigned

by him to advance fcriptural knowledge,

and the full liberty of profeffing our reli-

gious faith
-,

or to ferve the caufe of our

civil liberties.

The contemporaries of our author, thofe

who were his companions and familiar

friends, are now, for the moft part, de-

parted from this ftage of human life ; and

by their deaths, the difficulty of accefs to

authentic information is proportionably in-

creafed. Hence the evidences of private
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hiftory are, in the lapfe of a few years,

diipcrfed into a great variety of places, and

fome of them are buried beyond the reach

of the moft diligent inquiry.

Thefe difficulties have been removed,

in many refpects, by feveral ready and

obliging communications from fome of

my learned and much refpected friends,

and from other gentlemen, to whom I am
not even perfonally known. But it were

better to leave it untold, than to employ
fome pages in relating the pains and labour

which have been taken in the inquiry,

which was inftituted with a view to the

prefent work.

The writings of Dr. Sykes were very

numerous, fome of them were written on

temporary occafions, and the greatefl part

of them were anonymous. I believe the

catalogue of them, which is prefixed to

this volume is complete, but this I can

not abfolutely affirm; though it has been

twice before printed, and circulated among
my friends, with a view to it's correction,

and has both times benefitted by their in-

formation.

CONTENTS,
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CONTENTS.

CHAP. I.

Mr. Sykes's birth, education, early prefer-

ments ; publications theological and poli-

tical -,
his writings in the Bangorian

controverfy ; injlitution to Rayleigh in

Eflex, and appointment to the afternoon

preacherjhip
at King - Street chapel,

Weftminfter; his tratts in the cafe of

Dr. Bentley ; modeft pleafor the baptifmal,

and Scripture-notion of the Trinity ;

vindication of fcripture Doxologies.

1684 1720. p. I.

CHAP. II.

Mr. Sykes's controverfy with Mr. Rogers

on church power, his letter to lord

Nottingham , appointment to the morn-

ing-preacherjhip
at King- Street chapel -,

controverfy with Dr. Waterland on Sub-

fcription ; letter on the Quaker 's bill-,
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advancement to a prebend and the pr<e-

centorjhip in the church of Salisbury ; two

occajionalfermons. 1720 1725. p. 100.

CHAP. III.

His appointment to the ajjiftant preacherfiip

at St. James's
-

y the publication of his

Eflay on the truth of the chriftian

religion ;" takes the degree of dottor in

divinity at Cambridge ; publifhes his

" True grounds of the expectation of the

Meffiahj" two ajjize fermons -,
and bis

f(
Elogium of Dr. Clarke." 1725 1729.

P- 137-

CHAP. IV.

Dr. Sykes's controverfy with Dr. Water-

land, in confequence of Dr. Clarke's

"
Expofition of the church catechifm,"

and concerning the difference between moral

and pofitive duties; his controverfy with

Mr. Whifton, Mr. Chapman, and others9

concerning the eclipfe mentioned by Phlegon;
two traffis relating to Dr. Rundle's oeing

refufed the bijhopric of Glocefler ; and

other two on the reafonabknefs of repealing
the
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the corporation and tejl affs, and their non-

importance to the church of England ; his

"
Inquiry into the meaning of the de-

moniacs in the new Teftament," and

controvcrfy with Mr. Whifton, Mr.

Twells, and others in confequence of it.

173 J 737- P- l68 -

CHAP. V.

Dr. Sykes's promotion to the deanry of St.

Burien in Cornwall, and to a prebend

of Winchester. The publication of his

(e
Principles and connexion of natural

" a'nd revealed religion." 1739 1740.

p. 220.

CHAP. VI.

" His Brief difcourfe on miracles/'
" Ra-

tional communicant;" controversy with

Mr. Warburton on his account of the con-

duel of the ancient legijlators -,
of the double

doctrine of the old philofophers -,
of the

theocracy of the jews ; and of Sir Ifaac

NewtonV chronology. Two tracJs on the

toleration ofpapijls -, and thankfgivingfer-
mon at Winchefter, onfupprejjion of re-

bellion. 1742 1747. p. 241.

CHAP. VII.



CHAP. VII.

His "
EfTay on facrifices," and fhare in

the contro'verjy whichfollowed Dr. Mid-

dleton'j- Free inquiry into the miraculous

powers. 1748 1752. p. 286.

CHAP. VIII.

His Paraphrafe and Notes upon the epiflle

to the Hebrews. 1755- p 3 IO

CHAP. IX.

Jlis Scripture doctrine of the redemption
. of man, by Jefus Chrifl. 1756. p. 336.

C H A P. X.

His tra5l on confirmation, and a pojlhumous

publication, entitled, An inquiry when

the refurredlion of the body or flefh,

was firft inferted into the public creeds.

17561757. . p. 341.

CHAP. XI.

His DEATH and CHARACTER.

P- 353-
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CATALOGUE
OF THEWORKS

O F

ARTHUR ASHLEY SYKES, D. D.

IN THE ORDER OF THEIR PUBLICATION.

AN ANSWER to that part of Dr. Brett's Sermon I.

which relates to the incapacity of perfons

not epifcopally ordained to adminifter Chriftian

Baptifm. In a letter to the Doctor.

y 8vo. 3d. pages 22.

The INNOCENCY OF ERROR aflerted and vindi-

cated. In a letter to ----------
. By Eu-

genius Philalethes.

In the fame year was publifhed, The fecond edi-

tion^ correfted) with a Preface in anfiver to the

REMARKS, &c. lately made upon it. (fee alfo

No. xx.) And in 1729, The third edition,

very much corrected and improved by the author-

And in 1742, a fourth edition.

Knapton, 8vo. 6d. p. ii. and 39.

THE SAFETY OF THE CHURCH under the prefent jjj.

miniftry confidered. In a letter to<- . By a

Clergyman.

) 8vo. 6d. p. 36.

A fecond



A fecond Edition is advertifed at the End of

No. IV. and V.

THE EXTERNAL PEACE OF THE CHURCH, only
attainable by a zeal for fcripture in its juft latitude,

and by mutual charity ; not by a pretence of uni-

formity of opinion. In a letter to ---- . By a

lover of truth and peace.

r^ 8vo. is. p. 61.

v. THE SUSPENSION OF THE TRIENNIAL BILL, the

propereft

to ---- .

propereft means to unite the nation. In a letter

Knapton, 8vo. 6d. p. 34.

A fecond edition in the fame year.

vi. THE THANKS of an honeft Clergyman, for Mr.

6>
Paul's fpeech at Tyburn, i3thjuly, 1716.

Burleigh, 8vo. 3d. p. 20.

The fourth edition in the fame year.

VII AN ANSWER to the Nan-juror's Charge of Schifm

1716. up ^e Church of England. Written by a Clergyman
of the church of England.

Knapton^ 8vo. 6d. p. 47.

viu. THE DIFFERENCE between the kingdom of

, Chrift, and the kingdom of this world ;
let forth

in a SERMON (on John xviii. 36.) preached at the

Archdeacon's vifitation in St. Michael's church in

Cambridge, December 13, 1716. By Arthur

Afhley Sykes, M.A. Reclor of Dry-Drayton, near

Cambridge.

) 4d. p. 24-

ix. A LETTER to a Friend. In which is (hewn the

inviolable nature of public fecurities. By a lover

of his country.

Burlcigb) 6d. p. 40.

SOME



SOME REMARKS on Mr. Marfhall's Defence of X.

our conftitution in Church and State. With an
1717.

Appendix, containing a brief inquiry into the

meaning of thofe words of the aoth Article, The

Church hath authority in controverjies of faith. By
Arthur Afliley Sykes, M. A. Rector of Dry-Drayton,
near Cambridge.

y is. p. 86.

A LETTER to the Rev. Dr. Sherlock, one of the XI -

Committee of Convocation, appointed to draw up a
I? , 7 .

REPRESENTATION concerning the bifhop of Bangor's

Prefervative and Strmon, Comparing the dangerous

pofitions and doctrines contained in the Doctor's

Sermon, preached November 5, 1712 ; with thofe

charged upon the bifhop in the late REPORT of the

Committee.

Burkighi 8vo. 4d. p. 27.

A fecond and third edition the fame year.

A SECOND LETTER to the Rev. Dr. Sherlock, XII.

being a reply to his Anfwer^ &c. Proving the doc-
J7l

.
t

trines maintained by the Doctor in his Sermon Nov. 5,

1712, to be the fame with thofe charged upon the

bifhop of Bangor, as pernicious, in the late Re-

port of the Committee. With an APPENDIX re-

lating to a paflage or two in Dr. S nape's fecond

Letter to the lord bifhop of Bangor. By Arthur

Amley Sykes, M.A. Rector of Dry-Drayton, near

Cambridge To which is added a Poftfcript to the

Rev. Dr. Sherlock, Dean of Chichefter. By the

right rev. father in God, Benjamin lord bifbop of

Banger

Knapton^ Svo. is. p. 0.3,

A fecond edition the fame year.

A THIRD



xiti.
A THIRD LETTER to the Rev. Dr. Sherlodc,

being an ANSWER to his CONSIDERATIONS offered

to the bifhop of Bangor. With an APPENDIX, in

vindication of a paflage in the former Letter againft

Dr. Snape. By Arthur Afhley Sykes, M. A. Redor

of Dry-Drayton, near Cambridge.

Knapton, 8vo. is. p. in.

xiv. THE DEAN OF CHICHESTER'S CONDUCT CONSI-

DERED, in his REMARKS upon the lord bifliop of

Bangor's treatment of the Clergy and Convoca-

tion : His VINDICATION of the Corporation and

TeftAcls: and the CONDITION AND EXAMPLE of

our blefled Lord vindicated. By A. A. Sykes,

M.A. Rector of Dry-Drayton, near Cambridge.

Knapton^ 8vo. 6d. p. 39.

xv. A FOURTH LETTER to the Rev. Dr. Sherlock :

being an Anfwer to his late Book, entitled, The
2710*

lord bijhop of Bangor's Defence of his ajfertion confi-

dered. By A. A. Sykes, M.A. Reclor of Dry-

Drayton, near Cambridge.

Knaptori) 8vo. is. p. 96.

XVI * THE CASE OF DR. BENTLEY, reg-ius profeffor

I7 i 9 .
of Divinity, truly ftated; wherein two late pam-

phlets, entitled, The Proceedings of the Vice-Chancellor

and the Univerfity^ &c. and Afull and impartial account

of the Proceedings^ &c. are examined.

Roberts, Svo. 6d. p. 40.

xvii. THE CASE OF DR. BENTLEY, farther ftated and

1719- vindicated, in Anfwer to a Second part of tie full and

impartial Account of the Proceedings, c:V. Svo. p.
\

XViir, A MODEST PLEA for the Baptifmal, and Scrip-
1 7 I 9- ture-Notion of the Trinity. Wherein the SCHEMES

of



of the Rev- Dr. Bennet and Dr. Clarke are com-

pared. By a Clergyman in the Country.

Knapton, 8vo. p. iv. and 123.

AN HUMBLE APOLOGY for St. Paul, and the other

apoftles ; or a Vindication of them and their Doxolo-
J7Iq

gies from the charge of Herefy. By Cornelius

Pacts.

Roberts^ 8vo. 4d. p. 24.

A VINDICATION of The Innocency of Error, &c. xx

from the mifreprefentations of the lord biftiop of

Oxford (Dr. Potter) in his late Charge, and the De-

fence of it. In a Letter to his lordfhip. By A. A.

Sykes, M.A. Reclor of Rayleigh in Eflex.

Knapton.f 8vo. 6d. p. 38.

THE AUTHORITY of the Clergy, and the Li- XXI

berties of the Laity ftated and vindicated, in An-
1728 .

fwer to Mr. Rogers's Difconrfe of the
vifible and in-

vifible Church of ChrijL By A. A. Sykes, M.A.
Rector of Rayleigh, in Eflex.

Knapton, 8vo. 45. p. xvi. and 332.

A LETTER to the right hon. the earl of Not- xxn.

tingham ; occalioned by a late motion made by the

archdeacon of London, at his vifitation, for the

City Clergy to return their thanks to his lordfhip
for his ANSWER to Mr. ll'lnjljn. By a Curate of

London.

Roberts^ 8vo. p. 40.

THE CASE OF SUBSCRIPTION to the xxxix Ar- xxnr.

tides, confidered. Occafioned by Dr. Waterland's

Cafe of Arian
Subfeription.

Knapton, 8vo. 6d. p. 52.

A REPLY
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XXIV. A REPLY to Dr. Waterland's Supplement to

Zt
Cafe of Arian Subfcription, Being a Defence of the

Cafe of Subfcription to the xxxix Articles.

Knapton, 8vo. 6d. p. 47.

xxv. A LETTER to Robert Mofs, and Thomas Gooch,
and the reft of the minifters, who in a late petition

to the houfe of lords, ftiled themfelves, the clergy in

and about LONDON. To which is added, the copy
of a paper entitled, r. The petition of the London

clergy to the houfe of lords, againft the Quakers
Bill. 2. The lords proteft on rejecting the faid pe-

tition. 3. The lords proteft againft the quakers

bill. By Jofhua Freeman.

8vo. is. p. 70.

XXVI. THE CONSEQUENCES of the prefent confpiracy

to the Church and State, confidered. In a SERMON

(on Pfalm xxxv. 20.) preached at the chapel in

King-ftreet, near Golden-fquare ; upon Novem-

ber 5, 1722. By A. A. Sykes, M.A. Rector of

Rayleigh, in Eflex.

Knapion, 8vo. 4d. p. 23.

XXVII. A SERMON, (on i Tim. i. 5 and 6.) preached

in the Cathedral -Church of St. Paul, on Monday

January 25, 1725. At the anniverfary meeting of

the Gentlemen educated at St. Paul's fchool. By
A. A. Sykes, Rector of Rayleigh, in Eflex. Pub-

lifhed at the requeft of the Stewards.

ton^ 4to. p. 20.

XXVIII. AN ESSAY upon the Truth of the Chriftian Re-

ligionj wherein its real ^foundation upon the old

Tcjlament is fhewn, Occafioned by the Dijcourfe

of the grounds and reafons of the Cbrijlian Religion,

By



( xvii )

By A. A. Sykes, M.A. Reftor of Rayleigh, in

Eflex.

Knaptons? Svo. 45. p. xvi. and 304.

In ! 755 was publifhed, a fecond Edition^ correled

and enlarged. With an additional Preface of

xiv pages and 308. Knaptons,' Svo.

THE TRUE GROUNDS ofthe E::pe6btion cf the

MefHah. In two letters. The one printed in the

London Journal, April the ift, 1727. The other

in vindication of it. Being a reply to "V anfwer

publiihed at the end of a late letter to Dr. Rogers.

ByPhilalethes.

Peek, Svo. is. p. 68.

THE DUTY of LOVE to GOD, and to our Neigh-
bours. A SERMON, preached (on Matthew xxii.

37 39-) at tne Affizes held at Chelmstbrd, in

Eflex, March 2 ift '727-8, Before the right hon.

lord Chief Juirice RAYMOND, and Mr. Juftice

REYNOLDS. By A. A. Sykes, D.D Rector of

Rayleigh in" Eflex, and Chantor of the Church of

Sarum.

Lolb3 Cbehnsford, Svo. p. 6d. p. 31.

A SERMON, (on i Sam. ii. 25.) preached at the

Aflizes held at Brsntwood, in Eflex, Auguft 7,

1728, Before the right hon. lord Chief Juftice

EYRE, and Mr. Baron HALE. By A. A. Sykes, D D.
Re6k>r of Rayleigh in Efiex, and Chantor of the

Church of Sarum.

ri, Svo. 6d. p. 28-

XXIX,

1727-

XXX.

1728.

xxx r,

1728.

The ACCOUNT of Dr. Wnitby, and Lift of his XXXH.

Writings , prefixed to the fecond edition of his

LAST THOUGHTS.
Knaptons? 8vo. p. xvi.

a Dr,
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Dr. Sykes's ELOGIUM of the late truly learned,

reverend, and pious Samuel Clarke, D.D. was

publifhed in The prcfeni State of the Republic of Letters,

for July 1729.

Innysy 8vo. (is.) p. 16, (i. e. vol. iv. 53 69.)

(This Elogium, was afterwards publifhed as

an Appendix to the third edition of Whif-

ton's Hijhrical Memoirs of the Life of Dr.

Clarke. 1748. p. 13.)

XXXIV. AN ANSWER to the Remarks upon Dr. Clarke's

Expofition of the Church Catechifm.

Knaptons, 8vo. is. p. 83.

1730.

xxxv. A DEFENCE of the ANSWER to the Remarks upon
Dr. Clarke's Expofition of the Church Catechifm.r

Wherein the difference between moral and po-
fitive duties is fully ftated. Being a REPLY to a

pamphlet, entitled, The Nature, Obligation, and

Efficacy of the Sacrament conjtdered.

Knaptons, 8vo. is. p. 102*

THE TRUE FOUNDATIONS of Natural and Re-

vealed Religion, afierted. Being a Reply to the Sup-

plement to the treatife, entitled, The Nature
, Obli-

gation, &c. of the Cbrijlian Sacraments.

Knaptons, 8vo. is. p. 96.

XXXVI.

1731.

XXXVII. AN ANSWER to the Poftfcript of the fecond part of

Scripture vindicated. Wherein is fhewn, that if

reafon be not a fufficient guide in matters of re-

ligion ; the bulk of mankind, for four thoufand

years, had no fufficient guide at all in matters of

Religion.
y 8vo. 6d. p. 40.

A Dis-



A DISSERTATION on the Eclipfe mentioned by
XXXVIII.

Pblcgon, or, an inquiry whether that Eclipfe had

any relation to the darknefs which happened at

our Saviour's paflion. By A. A. Sykes, D.D.

Knaptons, 8vo. js. 6d. p. ICO.

A DEFENCE of the Dijjertation on the Eclipfe XXXIX.

mentioned by Pbkgon. Wherein is further (hewn

that, that Eclipfe had no relation to the darknefs

which happened at our Saviour's paffion : and Mr.

Whifton's Obfervatiom are partly confidered. By
A. A. Sykes, D.D.

Knaptons, 8vo. is. p. 77.

A SECOND DEFENCE of the
Dtflertation upon the XL.

Eclipfe, mentioned by Phlegon: wherein Mr. Chap-
man's Objections, and thofe of the author. of the

Letter to Dr. Sykes, are particularly confidered. By
A. A. Sykes, D.D.

Knaptons, 8vo. is. p. 77.

THE REASONS alledged againft Dr. Rundle's pro- XLI.

motion to the fee of Glocefter, ferioufly and dif-
v

paffionafely confidered. In a Letter to a member of

Parliament for the county of By a Gentleman

of the Temple.
Roberts, 8vo. 6d. p. 29.

A fecond edition the fame year.

SOME FURTHER CONSIDERATIONS on the Reafons XLII.

alledged againft Dr. Rundle's promotion to the See

of Glocefter. In a fecond Letter to a member of

Parliament for the county of . By a Gentle-

man of the Temple.

Roberts, 8vo. 6d. p. 34.
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XLIV.

1736.

XLV.

1736.

XLVI.

1737-

XLVJI.

1737-

(
XX )

The REASONABLENESS of applying for the Re-

peal, or Explanation of the Corporation and Tefl

Aits, impartially confidered.

Roberts, 8vo. is. p. 64.

THE CORPORATION AND TEST ACTS fhewn to

be of no importance to the Church of England.

Roberts, 8vo. js. p. 72.

A LETTER to the reverend the Prefident and Fel-

lows of Sion College, upon occafion of the addrefies

lately prefented to the biihop of London.

Roberts, 6d. p.

An INQUIRY into the meaning of the DEMO-
NIACKS in the new Teftament. By T. P. A. P. O.

A. B. I. T. C. O. S.

Roberts^ 8vo. is. p. ii. and jg f

A fecond edition, corrected and amended, in the

fame year.

A FURTHER INQUIRY into the meaning of DE-
MONIACKS in the new Teftament. Wherein the in-

quiry is vindicated againft the Objections of the Rev.

Mr. Twells, and of the author of the Effay in an-

fwer to it.

Roberts, 8vo. is. 6d. p. ii. and 116.

XLVIIL THE PRINCIPLES AND CONNEXION of natural

and revealed Religion, diflinclly confidered. By
A. A. Sykes, D.D.

Knaptons, 8vo. 6s. p, xii. and 507.

1740.

XLIX. A BRIEF DISCOURSE concerning the credibility of

Miracles and Revelation. Wherein the credibility

of



of the gofpel miracles is (hewn, notwithftanding
all later miracles may be rejected as fictitious. To
which is added, A PosTscRfPT in Anfwer to the

lord bifhop of Lichfield's Charge to his Clergy.

By A. A. Sykes, D.D.

Knaptons, 8vo. 38.
6d. p. vi. and 262.

A fecond edition, 1749.

THE RATIONAL COMMUNICANT : or a plain
*

Account of the nature, ends, and benefits of the
, 743(1

Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, fuited to the

meaneft capacities.

Knaptons, I2mo. 4d. p. 49.

A feventh edition was publifhed for Horsfield

1783. i2mo. 4d. p. 48.

AN EXAMINATION of Mr. Warburton's account LI,

of the CanduEl of the ancient Legiflators. of the&

Double Doctrine of the old Philofophers of the

Theocracy of the Jews, and of Sir Ifaac Newton s Chro-

nology. By A. A. Sykes, D.D.

Knaptons, 8vo. 45. 6d. p. 364.

A DEFENCE of the Examination of Mr. War-

burton's account of the Theocracy of the Jewsj 1746,

being an anfwer to his Remarks, fo far as they con-

cern Dr. Sykes. By A. A. Sykes, D.D.

Knaptons, 8vo. is. 6d. p. 100.

AN INQUIRY how far the Papifls ought to be LIU.

treated here as good Subjects, and how far they are
x ^

chargeable with the tenets commonly imputed to

them.

Knaptons, 8vo. 6d. p. 40.

Republifhed
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Republiflied 1763, for Bladon, with the name

of the author.

IJV. THE REASONABLENESS of mending and executing
the laws againft Papifts, humbly offered to the

confideration of all that have any regard for the

dignity of our Sovereign, and the liberty of Great

Britain.

Knaptons, 8vo. 6d. p. 40.

Republiflied 1763, for Eladon^ with the name of

the author.

LV. A SERMON, (on Pfalmcxvi. 7 9.) preached in

- the Cathedral-Church of Winchefter, on the gth

day of October, 1746. Being the day appointed
for a general thankfgiving to Almighty God, for

the fuppreflion of the late unnatural Rebellion. By
A. A. Sykes, D.D. Prebendary of Winchefter,

Publifhed at the requeft of the Mayor and Corpo-
ration.

Knapfans, 410. 6d. p. 27.

LVI> A VINDICATION of the Account of the double

Doctrine of the ancients. In Anfwer to a Critical
'747'

inquiry into the Practices of the ancient Philojophers.

Knaptons, 8vo. 6d. p. 38.

LVII. AN ESSAY on the Nature, Defign, and Origin of

1748. Sacrifices.

Knaptons, 8vo. 45. p. viii. and 354.

LVlii. Two QUESTIONS, previous to Dr. Middleton's

, 750 .
Free Inquiry, impartially confid^red : viz- What
arc the grounds upon which the credibility of mi-

racles



( xxiii )

racks, in genera!, is founded ? And, upon what

grounds the miracles of the Gofpel, in particular, are

credible? To which is added, a Differtation upon
Mark xvi. 17, and 18. Thefefigns {hall follow them

that believe, &c.

Knaptons, 8vo. 2S. p. iv. and 129.

Two QUESTIONS, previous to Dr. Middleton's

Free Inquiry, impartially confidered, &c. Part II.

In which the evidence for the miracles of the pri-

mitive Church is fully examined into, and the mi-

racles of the gofpel are (hewn to have fure Marks of

Credibility.

Knapton, 8vo. 2S p. vii. and 209,

A PARAPHRASE AND NOTES upon the Epiftle LX
to the Hebrews. To which is prefixed, an Inquiry

into the author of this Epiflle : when it was wrote :

the manner of citing the old Teflament; and the

method of reafoning in it : with fome Remarks on

the late lord Bolingbroke's treatment of St. Paul.

By A. A. Sykes, D.D.

Knaptons, 4to. 6s. p. liv. and 261.

THE SCRIPTURE DOCTRINE OF THE REDEMP- LXI.

TION OF MAN BY JESUS CHRIST. In two parts.

In the fanner of which, the principal, if not all the

texts relating to this fubjecl: are produced, and the

meaning of each text, where neceffary, is ex-

amined and explained. In the latter, the doctrine

of our Redemption is fet forth in xlviii. propofi-

tions. By A. A. Sykes, D.D.

Millar, 8vo. 6s. p. vi. and 453.

A MINISTER'S
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LXH. A MINISTER'S INSTRUCTIONS to fuch as offer

themfelves to be prepared for Confirmation. In t\vo

parts. The one before, the other after, the exami-

nation of the perfons offering themfelves for that

purpofe.
Millar, 24. 3d. p. 36.

LXHI. AM INQIURY when the refurreftion of the body,

or flefh, was firft inferted into the public creeds.
3757*

By the late Arthur Aihley Sykes, D.D. Publifhed

from the author's manufcript, by his brother

G. Sykes, A.M.

Millar., 8vo. is. p. vii. and 52.

MEMOIRS.



MEMOIRS.

CHAPTER I.

Mr. Sykes's birth, education, early prefer*

nients ; publications theological and poli-

tical \ his writings in the Bangorian,

controverfy; injlitutian to Rayleigh in

Eflex, and appointment to the afternoon

preacherjhip at King - Street chapel*

Weftminfter ; his traEts in the cafe of
Dr. Bentley ; modefi pleafor the baptijmal*

and Scripture-notion of the Trinity ;

vindication of fcripture Doxologies.

1684 1730,

MR. ARTHUR ASHLEY SYKES was the

ion of Mr. Arthur Sykes, and grandfon of

the reverend John Sykes, who fucceeded

his father, the reverend Robert Sykes,

in the vicarage of Ardely or Yardly in

Hertfordfhire 1644 ^ and was in 1681,

inftituted to the re&ory of Cottered, an

adjoining parifh, in the fame county.
a

B '

Mr,

* sSee Chauncy's Hertford/hire, pages 64, 69.



Mr. Arthur Sykes the elder, was the

eldeft furviving fon of his father, and

born at Yardly in September 1661 ;

b

but

no inquiry that has been made into the

family of our author has enabled me to

afcertain the profeffion or bufmefs of his

father. It is however generally agreed,

that Mr. Arthur Afhley Sykes was born

in London about the year 16843 and

it is more than probable that his father

was refident and fettled in that city, or

it's fuburbs. His elder brother, the re-

verend John Sykes who died 1723, was

instituted to the rectory of Cottered in

1704, on the refignation of the reverend

Francis Bragge, B. D. who had been

prefented in 1695, on the death of the

grandfather John Sykes, and held the

rectory in truft for John Sykes the

grandfon.
<!

Our

b From the parifh regifter.

c See Mafters's HIJI. of C. C.C.C. 4to. 1753.

p. 370 ; and Dr. Birch's MS. account.

ll See Chauncy's Hertfordjhire^ p. 69, a. and from

the information of the Rev. Anthony Trollopc, of

Cottered j to whom I have been much obliged for

extracts
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Our author was educated in all gram-
mar and claffic learning, at St. Paul's

fchool in London, under the celebrated

Mr. Poftlethway, then matter of that fe-

minary. He was afterwards removed to

Corpus Chrifti, or Benet college in Cam-

bridge, for academical improvements, being

admitted there April I5th, 1701, under

the care of the reverend Charles Kidman,
B. D. the worthy and learned tutor of

J

the college ; a gentleman who diftinguim-

ed himfelf as the friend of liberal know-

ledge, and was one of the earlieft, if not

the firft perfon, who introduced into the

univeriity the reading of Locke's EJ/ay on

the Human Under/landing.
' Mr. Sykes

was appointed a fcholar of the houfe foon

after his admiffion ; (Feb. 4, 1701-2.) and

while he was an undergraduate of the

college, he wrote fome Hebrew verfes on

the death of King William, which were

printed in the Cambridge collection on

B 2 that

extra&s of all the entries in the parifh regifters of

Yardly and Cottered which concern the name of

Sykes, and for fome account of the family.

e From the college regifter, and Mafters's

P- 347-
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that occafion. He took the degree of

bachelor of arts in 170.4-5, and pro-

ceeded to that of mailer in 170-8.
'

The firft employment in which he en-

gaged after he left college, was, as one

of the affiflants at St. Paul's fchool 3 but

finding the clofe confinement of his new

charge, inconiiilent with the profecution

of his private fludies, he relinquifhed it,

and affiduoufly employed his time in the

ftudy of the fcriptures.
5 But, in after

life, he was for many years one of the

gentlemen before whom the youth edu-

cated at St. Paul's fchool pafTed through
an annual examination. This office he

performed moil of the years between

1748 and 1756, as I am informed by a

gentleman, who was then a fcholar there :
h

o '

as he had before, in 1725, preached the

fermon at the cathedral of St. Paul's on

the anniverfary meeting of the gentlemen
educated at the fchool.

\
'

Mr.
/

^ From the college regiiler, and Mr. Mafters's

MS. letter.

g Dr. Birch's MS. account.

h The reverend Jofhua Toulmin, of Tuunton.
*
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Mr. Sykes's firft ecclefiaftical preferment
was the vicarage of Godmerfham in

Kent, to which he was collated by Dr.

Tennifon, archbifhop of Canterbury, whofe

mandate for induction was dated Feb. 7,

1712-13.
i The archbilhop had a great

perfonal regard for Mr. Sykes -,
k and, hav-

ing been formerly fellow of Benet college,

was not only a very confiderable benefactor

to that fociety, but a generous patron to

feveral of it's members.

In the year 1712, Dr. Thomas Brett

published a fermon, with a preface to

the diffenters, entitled, The extent of

Chri/l's commiffion to baptize:, profeffing to

'* mew the capacity of infants to receive,

and the utter incapacity of our diiTenting

teachers to admim'fter chriftian baptifm."
The doctor's foundation for this doctrine

refted upon the incapacity of laymen to

adminifter either of the facraments infli-

tuted by Jefus Chrift ; and that whoever

B 3 is

1 Letter from Edward Hailed, efq. author of the

Hljlory of Kent.

k Dr. Birch's MS. account,
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is not epifcopally ordained is no more

than a mere layman, i Dr. Brett's creed

feems to have extended to the approba-

tion of all the outworks of the eftablifhed

iyftem, unqualified by any liberal or

rational interpretation or abatement. Mr.

Sykes undertook the tafk of examining
into the laft of thefe queflions, in (I.) An

anfwer to that part of Dr. Brett'/ fer-

mon which relates to the incapacity of per-

fons not epifcopally ordained to adminifier

chrijlian baptifm. (1712.) And he feems

to have taken this notice of Dr. Brett's

fermon, not fo much on account of it's

real importance> as becaufe the doctrines

which it contained .were then much in-

filled upon by fome others of the clergy,

and had been warmly advanced in other

pulpits, be/ides his own.

Of the diiTenters, our author fays,
" We have hitherto believed, the dif-

" ferences between us and them to have

* been about ceremonies, and not about

" the nrft principles of chriftianity : but

" now thofe men who have juftly de-

" ferved

1 See his Preface^ p. vii.
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** ferved the commendations they have

" received from all the divines of our

"
church, are proved by our new dif-

<( covertes, not to have fo much as

" underflood the great and fubflantial

"
difference between us. For no one can

"
believe, that they would have infilled

" on the comparatively trifling circum-
"

fiances, the kneeling at the commu-
"

nion, the wearing a furplice, the crofs

" in baptifm, &c. and have omitted the

" more material queflion, whether they
*' were chriflians or not."

Thus much applies only to the reproach

which is conveyed, in the fuppofed in-

efficacy of tfye miniftrations of the dif-

fenting clergy. But it is a no lefs juffc

than generous teftimony of the obligation

which chriflianity has to diffenters in

general, equally with the members of the

eftablimed church. The principles of

their diiTent had refpecl:, primarily, more

to the authority which impofed, than to

the things which were enjoined j and

thofe who are now generally deno-

minated " rational diffenters," are al-

rnoft univerfally confidered as having add-

B 4 ed
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cd to filch their former principles, the

moil -important truth in the chriftian
1

fcriptures, the proper unity of God,

clear of all the fcholaftic or metaphyfical

diftinctions, which continue to be retained

in the eftablimed fyftem, and to be pro-
feffed by fome of it's members.

But to return ; Dr. Brett having infifted,

in his preface, that the invalidity of bap-
tifm performed by perfons not epifcopally

ordained, is the doctrine of the twenty-
third article of the church ; Mr. Sykes
has attended to the diflodgment of even

this plea, though it in nowife affects the

truth or falmood of the doctrine. But,

the confideration that the church of Eng-
land, requires of proteftant difienting

clergy, their re-ordination by bifhops,
which fhe does not require of the popi{h

clergy, fhould feem to have reference to

the insufficiency as well as the irregula-

rity of their miniftrations.

Dr. Brett's argument from his text,

(Matt, xxviii. 19.) Go ye therefore, and

teach all nations, bapt'r^ing them, &c. is

fhewn to be too limitted
-, and it is cer-

tain the true fenfe of this
pafiage is of much

more
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more extenfive import. His three following

arguments are feparately ftated and confi-

dered, as well in their confequences as

their premifes.

Mr. Sykes admits the expediency, and

that the rules of fcripture reach a regu-

lated, and even an epifcopal ministry; but

denies that the want of thefe circumstances

affect the validity of the ordinances or

offices performed by others.

In the conclusion he adds,
<f

I am
" not infenfible of what loads of cla-
" mour and perhaps calumny and con-

tempt will be laid upon me, as pre-

Aiming to defend this opinion. But I

hope I have kept the rules of juStice
" to you, and of truth facred and invio-
" lated j I am fure I have thofe of
"

hone'Sty, neither concealing any argu-
" ment or circumstance that has any
**

Strength in it, to my knowledge, nor
'"

offering any thing but what I believe to
" be true. The fubject in hand is fo ma-
(t

terial, and fo wide is the difference be-
"

twe.en us, that I conjure you to mew me
"
my errors, if I am in any, in the fpirit of

chriftianity ; and to believe me as ready
" to

s(

ft
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" to retract them, as I am to defend the

"
truth, whenever or wherefoever it appears

" to me."

How far this particular invitation was

attended to by Dr. Brett I am not well in-

formed. I think he wrote more upon the

fame fubject ; but Mr. Sykes was not con-

cerned in it. And indeed it is a matter of

no confequence, lince the fentiments of in-

dividuals are now very generally agreed on

this head, though thofe institutions which

muft regulate the conduct of fome of them

remain unaltered.

On the 1 2th of April 1714, Mr. Sykes

was inftituted to the rectory of Dry-Dray-
ton in Cambridgefhire, on the prefentation

of the duchefs dowager of Bedford ;
m and

in Auguft following, he refigned his vi-

carage of Godmerfham in Kent. n

The next year Mr. Sykes maintained

the Innocency of Error. He was then

in the thirty-firft year of his age ; and

having

Mr. Mafters's MS, letter.

Letter from Mr. Haftecl.



having diligently ftudied the fcriptures,

ecclefiaftical hiilory, and all ufeful know-

lege, which applied to the forming juft

conceptions of the word and will of God,
and of the invaluable and unalienable rights

of men and chriftians, there are no marks of

a premature blofTom unfeafonably put forth,

and likely to be blighted, ere it was fet to

bear fruit. But, on the contrary, we read a

work which would have reflected hoaour on

great abilities and learning, well corrected

and digefled by matured age.

The fubject of this publication was hap-

pily chofen, and the tract forms an excel-

lent vindication of it's author, and of the

liberty he took in all his future writings ;

affording at the fame time inconteftible

proof that he had fully fatisfied himfelf of

the duty of inquiry, in it's fulleft extent,

and in all it's confequences, before he pro-

ceeded in the defence or attack of particular
doctrines or opinions.

The tract here fpoken of, is entitled

(II.) "The Innocency of Error offerted and

'vindicated. In a letter to ****** - and

was publifhed 1715. The occafion which

is faid to have given rife to this piece, was

his



his having afferted and vindicated this poll-

tion, viz. " that no herefy is fo deftrudtive

of religion as a wicked life ; no fchifm fo

damnable as a courfe of fin." The objeft

of

There fliould feem to be as little real novelty as

real herefy , in this obfervation. So long ago, as early in

the reign of Henry viii. Dr. John Collet, dean of St.

Paul's, and founder of that very fchool which firft gave

{earning to our author, obferved the fame in Afermon

made to the convocation at St. Paul's church ; A.D. 1511.
fct We are alfo now-a-days troubled with heretics^"

{aid he,
"

(men intoxicated with ftrange opinions,) but

" the herefies of them are not fo perKlent and perni-
tl clous to us and the people, as the naughty lives of

**
priefts, which (if We believe St. Bernard) is a kind

"of herefy, nay the chief of all, and moft perilous

" which holy father fheweth plainly, that there be two
*' ki-nds of herefies j one ariiing from perverfe teaching!,
" and the other from a naughty life; of which two this

* e latter is far worfe and more perilous, reigning (now)

in priefts, who do not live like themfelves, not

prieftly, but fecularly, to the utter and miferable

*' destruction of the church of God." See the Phoenix-,

vol. ii. p. 7. And more lately we fin-d archbifliop

Wake, when engaged in his defence againft the excep-

tions of Monfieur de Meaux, exhorting us " to be

" careful to fearch out, and ready to embrace the

"
truth, wherever we find it. So fhall our lives be or-

"
thodox, though perhaps cur faith -fhould not ; and if

" in

sc

tt
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of the writer is to defend that petition, and

*' to mew, beyond difpute, that no errors,

if involuntary, are or can be punimable."

The firft argument adduced, is, that ff in

all perceptions the mind is paffive ; and

the perceptions of things being in number-f-

iefs inftances quite different from what

things are really in themfelves, unlefs we

are capable of bringing together and com-

paring a great many intermediate ideas to

rectify thefe miftakes, we muft neceffarily

fall into abundance of errors." Secondly,

that
" error always confirming in a miflake

of the judgment, it miift be in it's own na^-

ture involuntary : and if involuntary error

be punimable, then wherever there is error

there is guilt, and confequently all men
muft be guilty before God on that ac-

count." Thirdly, that,
" if involuntary

error be punimable by God ; then 'tis the

greateft cruelty, injuftice, and tyranny ima-

ginable in him to make fuch creatures as

cannot but err in manv cafes, and yet to pu-

ni'fli

<f in any thing we do err, (for we pretend not to infal-

"
libility, nor is it therefore impoffible for us to be

"
miftaken,) yet at leaft we fliall not be heretics."

Cited in Candid Dzfqutjitisns, 2<\ edit, p, ICO, note (
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nim them for erring." Fourthly,
"

if in-

voluntary errors are punimable by God,
'tis not a few that are called heretics 5 nor

a few diflcnters' in a nation, no, nor ten

thoufand times ten thoufand, that muft pe-
rifh everlaftingly ; but the flames of hell

will reach to almoft, if not quite, to all the

chriftian world/' Fifthly,
" becaufe we

cannot repent of fuch error, fince we believe

it to be true. Error being a miftake of

the judgment, it mutt direct and guide our

actions as much as truth itfelf." And he

further maintains, that " thofe errors muft

not a/ways be reckoned voluntary which

arife from the common fprings of error,

viz. authority, preconceived hypothefes, or

even predominant pafiions -, much lefs are

thofe to be reckoned guilty of voluntary

errors, who want either abilities or oppor-
tunities to fearch the truth."

The objections to thefe arguments and

petitions are then fully and forcibly ftated,

and fatisfactorily removed. And the pofi-

tive duty of making free inquiry, and fol-

lowing the dictates of confcience, in every

fuppofable cafe,, even though the party is

thereby involved in error, mould feem to

be
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be demonftrated ; but not without ufing

all neceflary precaution againft mifappre-

henfion of the meaning of the writer.

The catholic fpirit of the arguments

brought in fupport of the innocency of er-

ror
-,
and thejuft and clofe reafoning fhewn

in the ufe of them, were not likely, at that

time, to exempt the book or the writer from

the notice or cenfure of certain perfons

who were neither unwatchful, nor inactive.

It was foon followed by fome anonymous

Remarks, which were very generally af-

cribed to Mr. Thomas Sherwell, formerly

fellow of Chrift's college in Cambridge, p

The whole of Mr. Sykes's trad: being dif-

pofed of,
q he publimed a fecond edition,

the fame year, with a Preface in anfwer to

the Remarks ; which led the remarker to

proceed to his Defence.
r

Five years afterwards (1720.) Dr. Pot-

ter, then bimop of Oxford, publifhed A
charge to the clergy of his diocefe, at bis

triennial i)i/itation, in July 1719. This

was

P From the information of Dr. Flexman.

<l See Preface to fecond edition.

r Sec Preface to third edition.



was defigned to demonftrate the infuffi-

ciency of Mr. Sykes's doctrine of the

innocency of error, and alfo to reprove

the general conduct of thofe who afTumed

fuch a latitude in the interpretation of

their affent to the thirty-nine articles of

the eftablifhed church, as virtually de~

flroyed that uniformity which it was the

4efign of the legiflature to fecure in the re-

quifition of fubfcription. Thefe parts of the

charge were directed ad homines
-,
and it-

may be prefumed that bimop Hoadly,

Mr. Sykes, and others who fought on

the fame fide in the Bangorian contro-

verfy, were not out of the fight of the

bimop of Oxford, when he was writing

his charge.

The publication of this piece drew upon

the writer, the juft and mafterly reprehen-

fion of the bifhop of Bangor, in a large

Poftfcript,
to his AnJ'wer to Dr. Hare'jJer-

mon on church authority, occafioned by the

bifoop of Oxford'^1

late charge to his clergy-.

(1720.) While bimop Hoadly was writ-

ing upon the fubjedt of church authority,

in anfwer to Dr. Hare, it was impomble to

qverlook either fq able an advocate, or one

who
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who had fo lately flood forward in the

fame caufe, as bifhop Potter.

The bifhop of Oxford now followed

his charge with a defence of it, againft

the bifhop of Bangor ; and having occa-

fion to defccnd to particulars, and pro-

duce his befl evidence of thofe fad

grievances, of which he had complained
in his charge, proceeds in proof thereof

exprefsly to name our author's tract, on

the innocency of error, and to own that he

had it in his thoughts when he " collected

" the heads of matter laid before his

"
clergy at his vilitation."

s

Mr. Sykes being equally concerned,

with bifhop Hoadly, in the argument,
and now become no lefs pointed out by

bifhop Potter, he came forward alfo, in

fupport of himfelf, and his right re-

verend friend and ally, in (XX.) A Vin-

dication of the innocency of error from the

mifreprefentations of the lord bifhop of

Oxford, in his late charge, and the defence

of it. In a letter to his lordfiip* (1720.)

C The

s See the bifliop of Oxford's Defence of the late

charge, SsV. p. 1 8.



The bifhop had reprefented the tract in

queftion as containing
"

pernicious doc-
"

trine," and as one of thofe books
te which all good men wifh to have
" buried in perpetual oblivion ;" and

claffed the author among thole " who
" feemed to undermine the great truths

" of religion." Mr. Sykes publifhed his

name in the title page of this Vindica-

tion, and fubfcribed it at the end ; and alfo

avowed himfelf to be the author of the book

refered to by the bifhop. It is therefore dif-

ficult to affign the reafon why he did not

give his name along with the fubfequent

editions of the original tract, as he left no

one to feek from what quarter it came.

xn the piece now before us he has, I

think, given ajufl and fatisfactory vindica-

tion of himfelf, but it is needlefs to repeat,

and difficult to abridge it. Neverthelefs,

he obferves,
" I am fenfible how hard a

"
thing it is to be free from miftakes -

y

ft but I do not think it an hard thing
" to acknowledge them, and to amend." u

And accordingly he owns the inaccuracy

of

r See the bifhop's Defence, pages i8 3 21.

u See Vindication, p. 37.
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of one expreffion in the Innocency of Er-

ror, and that it was neither fo clear,

nor expreffive of his mind as he could

wifh ; and he afterwards corrected it.

But neither this, nor any other terms in

which he expreffed himfelf, afforded room

for any mifapprelienfion, but from a very

willing adverfary. The declaration which

he makes of his defign in the original work

is manly, and very defcriptive of it's ob-

vious purport and effect. " The defign of
" that book," fays he,

" was to teach
"

people to hold the unity of the fpirit
" in the bond of peace, not in the bonds

of hatred and enmity, of perfecutions

and cruelty. 'Twas to make love and

charity abound, by fheving the mer-

ciful and kind difpoiition of Gcd to
" his creatures. 'Twas to fecure the or-
*' thodox from any abfurd attempts of

^erroneous perfons, as much as to fe-

cure thofe that may be reputed guilty
of errors, from any violence from the

" orthodox. The world had lone beeno
"

acquainted with the utmoil rigour of
"

feverity ufed by thofe who, in their
"

(turns, had been fined, and banifhed,
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and imprifoned ; and every party of

chriftians when underMoft, has always
"

complained of the cruelty and injuftice
" of their adverfaries. To ftrike at the

" root of this evil, which has been uni-

"
verfally condemned

-,
and to encourage

"
truth, and honcfty, and induftrious

"
fearch, was my defign."

w

After the difputants on both fides had

ceafed for feveral years to debate the par-

ticular pofitions and arguments firft ad-

vanced, Dr. Sykes, in 1729, publifhed a

third edition, very much corrected, and im-

proved by the author. And in 1742, a

fourth edition. The tract in this, it's

prefent ftate, is a truly valuable and im-

portant one. Infomuch that another edi-

tion has been printed at Aberdeen, by the

late profeiTor David Fordyce, of that uni-

verfity.
*

The general political ftate of this king-
dom for fome time after the acceffion of

the houfe of Hanover to the throne of

Great Britain, may readily account for

the

w See Vindication, pages 29, 30.
x From the information of Dr. Flexman.
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the occafional exercife of our author's pen,

in favour of the civil liberties of his

country. The introduction of a new fa-

mily, while there were claimants from the

male line of the fecluded prince, would,

of courfe, deeply affect the perfonal in-

terefts of many, and agitate the paffions

of all. Both parties were violent in the

feveral modes of attack and defence.

The tories were not di {inclined to fa-

crifice the religion, and liberties of the

people, to their high ideas of uninter-

rupted fucceffion, and to their infatuated

attachment to the perfon of their prince.

While the whigs, in the heat of their

defence, were not uniformly governed by
the genuine principles of our free con-

ftitution, but accommodated their mea-

fures too much to prefent and temporary

expediency. The cry of, the danger of the

church, had been the popular watch-word

during part of Queen Anne's reign, and

it revived, or rather continued, after the

acceilion of king George the firft, and was,

what Mr. Sykes then called it,
ff a fore

" fcarce yet fkin'd over."

C 3 To
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To counteract the effect of this rage

among the tories, and Jacobites, Mr. Sykes

publiihed, in 1715, the tract entitled (III.)

The Jafety of the church under the pre-

fent minijlry, conjidered. In a letter to .

By a clergyman. A fecond edition fol-

lowed at the clofe of the fame year, or

early in 1716. The arguments however

are all of a temporary nature, and apply

only to the tories as fuch, in the way
of retort. He has not taken the better,

and more honourable and juftihable ground,
that not only the fafety, but the advance-

ment and profperity of the church of

England, would be beil fecured by the

enlargement of her terms of admiffion,

and by reducing her formularies, both of

fubfcription and public worship, nearer to

the flandard of the fcriptures; by allow-

ing to diffenters of every denomination

the enjoyment of an unlirnitted tolera-

tion, and erafmg from the fbatute book

every fpecies of a religious teft for admif-

iion to civil offices, and every penal law

which can, by any conduction, be ex-

tended to effect religious opinions. This

tract, like one or two others, appears to

have



have been written ex parfe, on the fpur

of the occafion , and under fome of thofe

prejudices, to which we are all liable, and

under which we may all, infeniibly, have

acted at fome one part or other of our

lives. It tends therefore only to prove

that the church, under-Handing by that

expreffion the whole ecclefiaflical eftablim-

nient of this country, was as likely to

continue in it's then prefent ftate, under

the foftering care and protection of king

George the firft, the dukes of Marlbo-

rough and Devonfliire, the earl of Not-

tingham, lords Townfhend and Cowper, and

the whole of the whig miniftry, as when

under the government of queen Anne, the

duke of Ormond, the earl of Oxford, and

lords Bolinbroke and Harcourt.

The next tract, in the order of time,

was of more general importance ; and,

with fome little exceptions, is excellent

and unanfwerable. Some confiderable theo-

logical queftions, and alfo others refpect-

ing the extent of chriftian liberty, were

at this time debated with much warmth,

and occupied a good deal of the atten-

C 4. tion



tion of the public. Mr. Sykes therefore

judged it advifable to endeavour to qua-

lify the temper of the difputants, and

their feveral partizans, by maintaining,
that (IV.) 'The external peace of the

church, was only attainable by a zeal for

fcripture in it's jujl latitude, and by mu-

tual charity -,
not by a pretence of unifor-

mity of opinion. This he did in the tract

bearing this title, and publifhed in 1716,
under the character of A lover of truth

and peace. In this work the inexpe-

diency and impiety of
eftablifliing an uni-^

formity of opinion, and alfo the impof-

fibility of effecting it, as we are "
men,

and chriftians," and proteftants, are demon-

ftrated from experience, reafon, and fcrip-

ture, beyond the poffibility of being re-

futed : and the tract is moil defervedly, fo

far, held in high efteem. But, there is

one argument which had better have been

fpared, and might now well be oblite-

rated ; when the writer undertakes, in

the compafs of a page and a half,
y to

maintain ferioufly that a latitude of opinion

is

y See p. 4547; and alfo at the end, p. 5861,



is intended and allowed by the legislature to

fubfcribers, as they are " members of the

church of England." We may obferve,

I am fure I remember to have felt, where

the (hoe pinched ; we may mark the fub-

tilty of the difputant, but read without that

fatisfaction which follows the convictions

of plain and unequivocal reafoning. The

avowed object of the fubfcription required,

is to prevent diverfity of opinions. We
daily fee the infufficiency of this project for

the purpofe for which it is faid to be prac-

tifed. And we all know that uniformity of

opinion cannot be obtained by compulfion,

or at the requifition of any earthly power.
But it is moil obvious to fee that the defign

of the legiflature is otherwife. It is very

true, that a great variety and diverlity of

opinions are tolerated and connived at by
our governors in church and flare, but

fuch toleration or connivance are not fup-

ported or countenanced in the acts or con-

ftitutions of either. And it is no fmall dif-

grace to our nation, which profeffes and

boafts to be a land of liberty, and proteftan-

that the free profeffion of the gofpel

is
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is not fecured by the exprefs declaration and

authority of our municipal laws.

It was not likely that any thing that had

been faid upon this fubjecl:, by a writer of

our author's acknowledged abilities and cha-

racter, fhould efcape the notice of the pene-

trating and learned author of The Confeffional.

He has accordingly remarked on Mr.

Sykes's argument in favour of a latitude in

fubfcribing to the articles and liturgy of

the church of England 3 and his remarks

defervedly merit our particular obfervation,

and feem, with the reft of the matter in

the fame chapter, to be decilive againil

it.

" There is another writer," fays he,
" who muft not be wholly parTed by, as

tc he hath been at the pains to fum up
" the whole merits of this cafe in a few
" words.

If, fays he, we confider ourfelves as

members of the church of England> we
*' are not obliged to an uniformity of
f<

opinion.
" In other words, the church of Eng-

fc
land, as fuch, hath no uniform dottrine >

(S
which, whatever the matter of fact

"
may

et

se



ft

"

"
may be, the church, I apprehend, will

'* not take for a compliment. But this

" idle notion being built entirely on his

ft
majejlys declaration, falls to the ground

<e
along with that. He goes on : If the

"
legijlatitre do not think Jit to determine in

what particular fenfe the fubfcriber flail

give his affcnt, it is very pojfible and

'well known, that perfons cf quite cppo-

Jite opinions may and do fubfcribed
<( Hath the legiilature then determined,

that men may fubfcribe the articles in

oppofite fenfes ? No. If not, then,
" hath the legiilature determined any
e(

thing about articles and fubfcriptions ?

"
Yes, it hath determined that the arti-

" cles mall be fubfcribed, for the pur-
"

pofe of avoiding diverfities of opinions.
" The legiflature then hath determined,
" that the articles mall be fubfcribed

"
only in one fenfe refpe&ively ; and that

"
is, in the moil obvious fenfe of each

" article.

" The fenfe, faith this author, which
"
fuch as require fubfcriptions accept and

**
tolerate, is to be the rule of fubfcrip^

"
tion.

" This
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" This matter is put in a wrong light.
" It is the law, and the law only, which
*'

requireth fubfcription j and requireth
" that it mould be made before the ordi-

nary, that is, in the prefence of the

perfon who inftitutes. The ordinary
"

is not bound to offer the articles to

" be fubfcribed ; but the clerk himfelf

<f
is bound to offer to fubfcribe them

-,

" and he muft fubfcribe without any re-

*'
ferve, exception, or qualification.
" The canonical fubfcription is indeed

" another affair, of which there is no

prefent occafion to fay any thing, as

the queftion here is only concerning

fubfcription as enjoined by the legifla-

ture. And enough has been faid of

this, to refute our author's fancy about

accepting and tolerating fenfes.

" The author concludes thus $ fince

the church therejore accepts and to-

lerates contrary opinions^ 'tis plain the

church does not conceive identity of opi-

nlon necejfary to her tranquility.
t( The church, as we have feen, accepts

" and tolerates nothing, but what the law
" allows her to accept and tolerate ; which

"
is

fC
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"
is juft the reverfe of contrary opinions.

" The notion indeed is abfurd, even fo far as

" there is any colour to apply it to the

" church. If the church accepts and tole-

"
rates, fhe likewife efpoufes and maintains,\s I */

"
contrary opinions. For the perfons,

" whofe contrary opinions fhe accepts and
"

tolerates, do, by this very act of fubfcrip-
"

tion, become part of the body of the

" church herfelf, and moft commonly are

" the very mouth of the church ; and retail

" their contrary opinions to the public, by
" the very authority which the church gives
" them. Is not this to lift the church off

" her ancient foundations ? or, rather is it

<f not to own the juftice of that reproach,
" that the church of England, properly fo
"

called, is not now exijling*

"

Very foon after the publication of the

lafl tract, thus ably remarked upon by the

author of the Confeffional, Mr. Sykes en-

gaged in a great political quefHon. And

though I have no fufpicion of his having

been led to it by any unworthy motives, he

will

z See The Confejjicnal,
third edition, chap, vi,

p. 241 244.
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will be generally thought, and I am happy
to-obferve it, to have defended a meafure

which is now juftly reprobated by a very

great majority -of the'people. The feptennial

bill was fupported by many well principled

men, who were friends to the equal rights

of mankind ; but to avoid the hazard of a

general election, at a time critical to the

reigning family, and to the whig miniftry,

they introduced and fupported this hateful

and unconftitutional infringement of the

rights of reprefentation, and of the eflential

principles of liberty. The fpirit and ten-

dency of this act had indeed been before

countenanced, by the fame defcription of

men, in the eftablimment of triennial par-

liaments : and they now made a fecond

precedent for any fubverfion of the moft fa-

cred rights of Britons, by any adminiftra-

tion whole principles mould induce them

to propofe, and whole numbers, in the ha-

bits of compliances, would fupport meafures

moft hoftile to the true intereils of the

people.

The work of our author upon this fub-

t, is entitled, (V.) Thefufpenfion of the

triennial
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triennial billy the propereft
means to unite the

nation. In a letter to ****** - and it

palled through a fecond edition in the year

of it's firft publication, 1716. Mr. Sykes

acknowledges that " himfelf had then late-

ly been uneafy at the defign of altering the

triennial bill, but that after balancing the

conveniences and inconveniencies on each fide

the queftion, he was become the advocate

of that defign."
a And indeed it is very

apparent that the fuppofed neceflity of the

cafe was the occalion of his change of opi-

nion, and not the confequence of his exa-

mination into the nature of reprefentation,

and the tenure of parliament. For none of

tholemany irrefagable arguments whichhave

lately been advanced with every advantage,

by patriots in our own time, in favour of

equal reprefentation, and fhortening the du-

ration of parliaments, are brought forward
-,

nor are any others made ufe of but fuch as

applied to the apprehenfions of government
from the oppolition of the tories and Jaco-

bites, while they were heated with party

difputes, unfettled after rebellion, and af-

filted by fupplies of money from France.

Thefe
a See pages i, ?..
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Thefe circumftances would probably have

had great effect in the choice of a new par-
liament i but fomething mould be hazarded

by all good and confident governments, ra-

ther than fubvert the firfl and eflential

principles of civil liberty. Without this

juftice being done to the infeparable rights,

and legitimate demands of the people, po-
litical governors will ever be inclined to

continue or impofe a certain yoke upon the

fubject, to avoid only a poffible derangement
of their own power. Mr. Sykes fpeaks

indeed of only a fexennial parliament, but

the fame arguments, which go upon the

principle of temporary expediency, will give

an indefinite longevity to parliaments j and,

in the end, render them the ductile and

fubfervient inftruments of every fpecies of

tyranny and oppreffion, under the name and

garb of law.

But, admitting the truth of the neceffity

which was pleaded, and the policy of the

expedient which was tried, the occafion of

the repeal of the triennial bill was tempo-

rary, and all the arguments which were

ufed, as well within doors as without, were

temporary; therefore, to fay the moft, a

temporary
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temporary fufpenfion is all that either

the occaiion, or the arguments will go
to juftify or excufe. And confequently,

the continuance of the feptennial act,

founded in a timid, an interefted, and

even a fatal innovation, mud be fupported

by different arguments than thofe which

gave it birth.

The fame general ftate of politics gave

rife, in the fame year, to another political

tract by our author. In 1715, Mr. Wil-

liam Paul, a non-juring clergyman, but

who retained his living of Orton or Ottern

in Leiceilermire, quitting his minifterial

engagement to his pariih, entered into the

rebellion of that year. He was at the

battle of Preilon, but behaved with a pu-

fillanimity unfitting a defperate adventurer.

He was taken ; and upon his trial pleaded

guilty ; was condemned, and executed at

Tyburn July 13, 1716. Immediately after

his execution, his letters, written, after his

condemnation, to the archbimop of Can-

terbury and lord Townmend, and his pe-

tition to the king, which were abject in

ihe extreme, and affected much penitence,

D were
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were publifhed ; to thefe was added his

fpeech at Tyburn, which was a contradic-

tion to all the preceding papers, and was

calculated to inflame and miflead the peo-

ple, by abufing thofe very perfons from

whom he had a few days before fued for

his life, with every folemn profeffion of

contrition and loyalty.
b This fpeech was

written by Mr. Howell ;
c and indeed Mr.

Paul appears to have been unequal to it, in

perfonal courage, and the enthufiafm of the

party, though he iuffered it to pafs under

the fan&ion of his name.

Within ten days after thefe papers con-

cerning Mr. Paul and his politics had

been publiftied, Mr. .Sykes remarked upon
them

b See The cafe of William Paul, a clergyman. 8vo.

1716.

e See Mr. Sykes's Anfaer to the non-jurors^ p. 7.

The fame Mr. Howell was author of The cafe offchifm

in the church of England ; which was the fubjecT: of a

legal profecution againft Mr. Redmayne, the printer,

in 1717, who was fentenced to pay a fine of 500!. to

remain a prifoner five years, and to find fecurities for

his good behaviour during life. See Salmon's Chrono-

logical Hijhnan^ p. 395, as cited by Dr. Towers, in

his late judicious, and very feafonable Obfervations on

the rights and duties ofjuries in trialsfor libels. 1784.
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them in a fmall tradl, called, (VI.)

thanks of an honejl clergyman for Mr. Paul'j

fpeech at Tyburne -,
which prefently parTed

through four editions. In this piece he

has well expofed the bafenefs of the man,
and the danger of his principles to the

<

civil and religious liberties of a free pro-
teftant country. And it is very probable,

that fo feafonable an addrels to the people,
rendered no fmall fervice to the govern-
ment, by the difplay of the principles of

non-jurors, and the natural confequences
of them to the conftitution of Great-Bri-

tain ; as allb by fatisfying the people of

the juftice of the fentence which was left

to be executed on the criminal.

Mr. Sykes's next trad, entitled (VII.)

An anfwer to the non-jurors charge of fchifm

upon the church of England, was published
the fame year with the preceding one,

(1716.) and faid, in the title page, to be

'written by a clergyman of the church of En-

gland.
" The feizure of Dr. Geo. Hicks's

papers, immediately after the failure of a

rebellion raifed by the joint forces of pa-

pifts, non-jurors, and diiTati^ficd church-of-

D 2 England-



England-men, who had fworn allegiance to

the government, occafioned much difquifi-

tion into the nature and tendency of them.

The rebellion not being entirely quelled,

and the paffions of the people ftill very
much inflamed, the deiigned difperfiori of

thofe papers of Dr. Hicks's, (wherein the

church of England was charged with he-

refy, fchifm, perjury, and treafon,) could

be with this only view, to inflame the peo-

ple further, to rekindle the expiring rebel-

lion, and to overturn both the ftate and

church. Several pamphlets were pub-
limed upon this occafion, and among thefe,

fome by Dr. Thomas Bennet, and Dr.

White Kennet, afterwards bifhop of Peter-

borough. Dr. Bennet, and alfo the anony-

mous writer, (thought to be a very great

hand^ of A vindication of the realm and

church of England, were feverally anfwered.

But the firft piece that was wrote by way of

jufl anfwer, which gave fatisfaction to go-

vernment, fays Mr. Hearne, was, An anjwer

to the non-jurors charge offchifm upon the

church of England, without any name, but

generally afcribed to Mr. Sykes.''
u

It

d See Mr. Hearne's Account of the Bangorian contra-

iroi)erfy^ in the fecond vol. or" bifhop Hoadly's works,

pages 381, 382.
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Jt is, indeed,, obferved in the preface

to this Anfwer, that Dr. Bennet had in

his late tracts, granted the non-jurors

their principles, and bid them heartily

welcome to all the advantages they could
" draw from them :" whereas the anfwerer

profefTed to examine the principles them-

felves, as being certain that if the prin-

ciples
are falfe, the conclujion cannot be true.

The motive which led to the writing,

and publifhing this anfwer to the non-

jurors, is declared to be a defence of

the' friends of the revolution, and the

proteftant fucceffion, againft the bitter re-

flections made upon them.

The principles of the non-jurors are

taken from Howell's Cafe of fthifm in the

church of England, truly Jlated, and are

thefe ;

I. That the fubjects of England could

not transfer their allegiance from king
James II. and thence it is concluded, that

all who refifted king James, or have fince

complied with fuch as did, are excom-
municated by the fecond canon.

II. That the catholic bimops cannot
be deprived by a lay-power only : thence

'

' D 3 it
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it is inferred, that all who have joined

with them that were put into the places

of the deprived bimops, are fchifmatics.

In oppoiition to thefe principles, and

their inferences, the Anfwerer proves,

1. That it is lawful, /. e. not incon-

fiftent with any duty to God, to refift a

prince who fubverts our conftitution, and

deflroys our liberties and laws.

II. That the civil magiftrate has au-

thority to deprive a catholic btfhop. And

the following arguments are adduced in

proof.

j. The end of government is always

the public good, the happinefs of the

people. From which principle it

plainly follows, that every govern-

ment that is inconfiftent with the end

of entering into fociety, may be law-

fully ftruck off.

2. Abfolute arbitrary government is in-

confident with the end of mens en-

tering into fociety.

3. All government is a truft, and the

perfon entrufted, if he acts directly

contrary to the truft repofed in him,

acts
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ats without authority, and therefore

may be refilled .

4. Let the origin of government be

what you pleafe ; nay, fuppofe that

God immediately from heaven nomi-

nates the perfon who fhall govern ;

yet the end of government being

always the fame, viz. the public good;
if the prince fo nominated fliould

commence brute, or fall mad after-

wards, and franticly give into all

oppremve fchemes, and plunder and

depopulate his cguntry, no man can

think his commimon would juftify

fuch proceedings, or make it un-

lawful to reftrain him from fuch

exorbitances.

5. To deny the lawfulnefs of refinance

to princes, or withdrawing allegiance

from fuch as acl: againft the happi-
nefs of the public, is to condemn,

cot the revolution only, but the con-

duel: and practice of this nation ever

fince the church was reformed.

He then feverally anfwers the objec-

tions againft the lawfulnefs of refinance

D 4 as
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as they are affected to be fupported by rea-

fon and revelation
-,

fuch as, (i.) That

the government of the worfl of princes

is better, /. e. more for the public hap-

pinefs, than refinance can be; (2.) that

the doclrine of the lawful nefs of refinance

tends to encourage rebellions and public

. fliftu'rbances ; (3.) that kings are fupreme,

and therefore irrefi (table. And of courfe

he is led to explain fuch paiTages in the

fcriptures, as are generally prefTed into

the fervice of tyranny by the advocates

for defpotifm ; and this lie has done in

a manner, which reflects credit upon him
iis a chriftian divine, and a friend of ra-

tional and fcriptural liberty,
(

The

r The particular paftages of the fcriptures which are

here explained by Mr. Sykes, are the following.

Proverbs viii. 15, 16. By me kings reign, and

princes decree juftice. By me princes rule. p. 23.

Matthew v. 29. I fay unto you, that ye refift not

evil, i.e. an evil perfon, but whofoever fhall fniite

thee on thy right cheek, turn to him the other

nlfo. Luke vi. 27. Love your enemies, &c.

and Rom. xii. 17. Recompence to no man evil

for evil. p. 24.
'

John xix. n. Thou couldft have no power at al|

againft me, except it were given thee from above t

22.

Rom,



The Anfwerer next proceeds to con-

fider the fecond part of the non-jurors

principles, (kefore ftated,) that catholic

bifoops cannot be deprived by a lay-power

only ; which pofition is examined and re-

futed in a chain of arguments under

various divifions and fubdivilions. And

the tract is finally clofed with replies to

the following objections, (i.) That, if

the civil magiftrate may deprive a bimop at

his 'pleafure, he might put in others of

his own ftamp. Which would (2.) be de-

priving the church of a power which all

other focleties have, viz ; to own no

head but of their own chufing. (3.) That

the civil government cannot take away
what it never gave.

Early

Rom. xiii. i, 2. Let every foul be fubjecT: to the

higher powers,- Whofoever refifteth the power,
refifteth the ordinance of God. p. 16.

I Peter ii. 13, 14, 18. Submit yourfelves to

every ordinance of man for the Lord's fake,

whether it be to the king as fupreme, or unto

governours, as unto them that are fent by him for

the-punifhment of evil doers, and for the praife of

them that do well. Servants be fubjecl: to your
mafters in all fear, not only to the good and

gentle, but alfo to the froward. p. 20.
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Early in the following year (1717.)
Dr. Hoadly, then bifhop of Bangor, preach-
ed before the king his celebrated fermon,

on 'The nature of the kingdom, or church of

Chrift
-

3 which was no fooner publifhed

than it was followed by an almoft innu-

merable fucceflion of other fermons,

charges, letters, and eflays upon the fame

fubjec~l -j
wherein the feveral writers fup-

ported their various notions of the na-

ture of the kingdom of Chrift, and the

extent of church government. Among
thefe Mr. Sykes frequently figured, as we

mall have occafion to obferve, on, the

fame fide of the quefHon with the bifhop

of Bangor, againft Dr. Sherlock -

3 while the

bimop was engaged againft doctors Hare,

Snape, and an hoft of adverfaries who

compofed the center and rear ranks of

the confederate army.

A few months before bifhop Hoadly
had preached this fermon, Mr. Sykes,

upon occafion of the archdeacon of Ely's

viiitation at Cambridge, and while he was

reclor of Dry-Drayton in that neighbour-

hood, preached a fermon upon the fame

fubjecl,
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fubject, in the church of St. Michael,

Cambridge, on December 13, 1716, and

which he publifhed foon after under the

title of (VIII.) T^he difference between the

kingdom of Cbrifi, and the kingdom of

this world. (1717.)

It will be furficient to make fome note

of the doctrine advanced in this vifitatiofi

fermon, without entering further at pre-

fent into the debates then carried on

upon the fubject. When our Saviour

was before Pilate, in anfwer to the quef-

tion put by the Roman governor, Art

tbou the king of the Jews ? he replied,

in the words of the text, MY KINGDOM

is NOT OF THIS WORLD. (John xviii. 36.)
'* This was owning himfelf a king," fays

Mr. Sykes,
" but declaring the kingdom

" which he came to erect, not to be

" like the kingdoms of this world, fub-

"
ject to ruin ; not incompatible with

*'
earthly kingdoms, or with the interefts

" and polities of princes ; not to be

"
governed by the ways and means that

earthly kingdoms are ; nor did it re-

quire a conduct and management in its

"
fubjects like to what eftablimes the

'

kingdoms of this world."
The

"

"
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The peculiar tendency of fome doctrines

then lately advanced, and by fome too

greedily imbibed, would juftify him, as he

ob'ferves, in endeavouring to fhew, (i.)

What is the nature of Chrift's kingdom.

(2.) How it differs necefTarily from the

kingdoms of this world.

With refpect to the nature of Chrift's

kingdom ; 'tis a kingdom erected here for the

falvation of all fuch as have faith in Chrift,

and live according to the laws of the gofpel.

'Tis a kingdom which may be juftly com-

pared to treafure hid in afield*, (Mat. xiii. 44)

"'tis a kingdom erected within the fouls of

men ; 'tis internal and fpiritual *, 'tis, in a

word, a kingdom erected on purpofe to deftroy

him who has the power ofdeath, (Heb. ii. 14.)

to root out fin and vice, and to implant in

us the trueft principles of goodnefs, and all

forts of virtues. He confiders the words

church, or church of Chrijl, as compre-

hending the vifible profefTors of chrifti-

anity, and then the kingdom of Chrift is

" a -fociety of men joined together by

the alone laws of Chrift." The end and

defign of them is to promote virtue and

goodnefs, to worfhip God publicly, to pro-

feft
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fefs themfelves to all mankind not amamed

of the crofs of Chrift, and to endeavour by
thefe means to confirm each other in their

religion ; and, by the exemplarinefs of

their conduct, and decency of behaviour, to

win over others to a love of Chriil, and to

fave their fouls.

And in mewing how it differs neceffarily

from the kingdoms of this world, he obferves ;

(i.) That a coercive power or force is put
into the hands of the civil magiflrate ; but

force is abfolutely forbid in the kingdom of

Chrifl ; and teaching and perfuafion are the

only means to propagate his caufe in the

world. (2.) That known judges, veiled

with power, are necefTary to the peace,

order, and prefervation of dates ; but

in the kingdom of Chrifl no men have

an ablblute power of determining contro-

verfies, nor is fuch neceffary to the peace of

fociety. (3.) That the laws of Chrifl are

fixed, infomuch that no one fhould pre-

fume to preach any other gofpel than what

is already preached ; whereas the laws of

the kingdoms of this world, are all liable

to change, are neceffarily altered, or re-

pealed. (4.) That in the kingdoms of

this
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this world, when one governor dies, ano-

ther fucceeds ; but ftrictly fpeaking, Chrift

can have no fucceflbr in the government of

the church. (5.) That fire and fword,

and the calamities of war, &c. may deftroy

temporal kingdoms -,
but the kingdom of

Chrift is out of the power of wicked men

to fubvert. (5.) That the kingdom of

Chrift is very compatible with the civil in-

terefts of mankind, though diftinct from

them.

Thefe queftions being thus inveftigated,

and thefe pofitions being proved, he con-

cludes with confidering the proper ufes to

be made of, or conclufions to be drawn from

the whole. Of which the firft is ; that no

one particular form of the external regimen

of the church is fo effential to chriftianity,

but that it may fubiift without it. He
then pronounces upon theabfurdity of thofe

tenets, in the non-jurors fchemes, concern-

ing church affairs ; and that all arguments
drawn from the nature of other focieties,

to that of the kingdom of Chrift, are in-

conclufive ; and earnestly exhorts his hearers

to a gofpel- unity.

In



( 47 )

In the fame year with the publication

of the fermon before-mentioned, (1717,) a

fcheme of raifmg money, by taxing or

lowering the intereft of the funds, called

our author's attention once more to a quef-

tion merely political ; for, like a centinel

accoutered, he was ever ready, befides

purfuing the cool and difpatlionate in-

veftigation of truth, to ftep forward as the

exigencies of the times feerned to require.

The tract which he publiihed on this occa-

lion is entitled, (IX.) A letter to afriend.

In 'which is foewn the inviolable nature of

publicfecurities. By a lover of his country.

And the reafoning and arguments which

are founded upon, and drawn from the ne-

ceffary faithfulnefs in contracts, public and

private,
and from the confequences of any

breach of faith, which induces fufpicion or

diftruft of credit, are unanfwerable, by any

confideration of right, or expediency. And

the truth of thefe arguments has received a

melancholy confirmation in our fubfequent

conduct. Jt would have been well if they

had not been fuperfeded bv the plea of ne-

ceflity, and flighted by the poiiefTors of

power ; by thofe who, at the fame time they

pre-
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prefumed to judge of the fitnefs of the

meafure, applied their force to effect it.

Happy would it have been if public fecu-

rities had been preferved inviolate
-,
or that

no Qccalion had been given for the rumour

that the public faith has been pledged, and

has been repeatedly broken. Without enter-

Ing into the number or magnitude of the fe-

veral neceffities which have been pleaded, or

the iniquities which have from time to time

occafioned the public diftrefTes, the confe-

quence is obvious > that without exertions

almoit exceeding the ability of the people

to bear, together with the perfeverance

of minifters, in more public virtue than

is ufually found in political cabinets, the

dignity and facrednefs of public credit

will vanifh, and return no more. In the

convulsion of a national bankruptcy, every

fpecies of property would fenfibly feel the

effect of our lavim and unprincipled ex-

penditures. And it would be well, if along

with the lofs of property, we mould not

have to mourn the lofs of kindred blood ;

and probably, the final departure of the li-

berties of Britain, - in which confifl our ra-

tional happinefs, and the enjoyment of

every
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every other bleflmg tinder heaven. The

warnmg voice is gone forth, and the

only road to our political lalvation has been

pointed out by the hand of a mailer, of one

who is no lefs excellent and worthy in the

eftimation of his friends, than wife and

faithful, in the heft interefts of his coun-

try, and of mankind. i

But, from matters fimply of political con-

fideration, and particularly from the na-

ture of public credit, and the fcicnce of

finance, we will return again to review the

nature and force of arguments which equally
affect the principles of our religion, as well

as thole of civil government. And it may
be fomewhat more agreeable to the reader

to be introduced to the change or refump-
tion of the fubject, by a mort ftatement of

of fome preceding fafts.

An argument made ufe of by the bifhop
of Bangor, in his famous Prefervathe a-

gainjl the principles and practices of the non-

jurors, ^1716.) in order to juitify depriva-

tions by the civil magiilrate, was charged
E with,

f See the political writings of the reverend Dr, Price,
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with containing a manifeftfallacy , by Mr.

Marfhall, (a writer profeffing himfelf to

be againft the non-jurors, and who was one

of the chaplains in ordinary to the king,)

in A defence ofour conjlitution in church and

jlate ; or, An anfwer to the late charge of

the non-jurors, accufing us of herefy and

fchijm, perjury and treafon. (1717.)
\

\

This was the leading occafion which

brought Mr. Sykes forward in vindication

of the bimop, in the prefent cafe; notwith-

{landing which, fuch vindication was ac-

companied with fome very juft repreheniion

of Mr. Marfhall, for feveral fufpicious,

equivocal, and exceptionable doctrines and

arguments. The title of this tract is, (X.)

Some remarks on Mr. Mar/hall's defence of

our conjlitution in church and Jlate. With

an appendix, containing a brief inquiry into

the meaning of thofe words of the 2Oth ar-

ticle*
" the church hath authority in

" controverfies of faith." (1717.) The
matter contained in thefe Remarks is ar-

ranged under five feparate heads.

i. A vindication of the argument made

ufe of by the bifliop;
" whatfoever power

f< hath



" hath a right to do a greater thing,
" which includes in it a lefs, hath a right
" to do the lefs included in it. The civil
"
power hath a right to do a greater thing

' which includes deprivation, and there-
" fore hath a right to do the lefs."

2. Of Mr. Marshall's account of the

Authority of the church, wherein he pleaded
for the fuppreffion of the publication of all

fentiments or opinions which were not

agreeable to the church, or eftabliShed*

fyftem.

3. Of Mr. Marshall's conduct in defence

of the Slate ; more particularly in refpeft to

his accommodating his defence more to the

fcheme of the non-jurors themieives, than

refting it upon the genuine principles of

the revolution.

4. Inquiry is made whether Mr. Mar-

mall had not vindicated our government as

if the revolution were a matter of fhame,

and really unjuftifiable.

5. The confequences of his principles,

or pohtions, Shewn to be
embarraflinjg to

the then government, fatal to the fuccef-

fion, ferving to expcie the revolution, and,

in general, hurtful to the ends of all 20-
E 2 veinmen t :
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vernment : and, laftly, to have been ad-

vanced in vindication of Dr. Hicks, and

ferving to confirm non-jurors in their

ftrongeft objections againfl the prefent

fettlement.

The Appendix, contains a brief inquiry

into the meaning of thofe words of the

2oth article, the church hath authority in

controverfies offaith. This inquiry is a

continuation of the reafoning under the

fecond head before-mentioned ; tending to

prove, by the following arguments, that

the authority of the church, cannot be

an abfolute authority to determine all con-

troverfies, fuch an one as will require in

the fubjects and fervants of Chrift an ab-

folute fubmiffion.

i.
" He alone can have an abfolute

authority in matters of faith, and alone

can demand an abfolute fubmiffion, who
is indued with a fpirit of

infallibility.

But no man, nor collection of men, are

indued with a fpirit of
infallibility,

therefore no man, nor collection of men,
can have an abfolute authority in contro-

verfies of faith."

2. Thofc
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2.
" Thofe only can have an abfo-

lute authority in controverfies, who have

a right to an abfolute obedience to their

determinations. But no men, fince the

apoftles, have a right to an abfolute obe-

dience to their determinations."

3.
" That authority which puts upon,

a level, the determination of man, and

the determination of God, ought not to

be fubmitted unto. But an abfolute au-

thority in the church, puts upon the level,

the determinations of man, and the de-

terminations of God, therefore it ought
not to be fubmitted unto."

4.
" Where every man has a right

to examine and to judge for himfelf,

there fubmifTion to mere authority is im-

pofTible. But in matters of religious con-

cern, every man has a right to examine,
and to judge for himfelf."

5.
" We maintain againfr. the papifts,

that the fcriptures are our alone rule of

faith. If we really mean fo, and think
our arguments conclufive, then it will fol-

low, that the determinations of any con-

troverfy of faith, cannot be fubmitted to

upon the mere authority of the church ;

E 3 becaufe
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becaufe then, not the fcriptures, but fuch

determinations, would be made the rule

of our faith."

6. " The fcriptures no where give

to any men an abfolute authority to de-

termine controverfies of faith, nor do

they require an abfolute obedience to the

mere authority of the church. The apoftles

themieives never challenged fuch an au-

thority, but declared, we have not domi-

nion over your faith, but are helpers of

your joy."

j.
" Such an authority of the church

in matters of faith, as demands abfolute

fubmiffion from inferiors, is needlefe, and

can ferve to no good purpofes, as not

being able or proper to attain the ends

for which it is pretended.

8.
" The church, by authority In

controverjies of faith, doth not, cannot

claim an abfolute fubmiflion with reipe<fl

to iubjefts. This article was compofed
at a time, when me was ftrenuoufly en-

gaged againft thofe who claimed an ab-

folute fubmifiion."

9.
" The church has limitted her

authority, not only in this, but in feve-

ral
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ral other articles, to the ftandard of

fcripture, as in the 6th, i9th and 2iil

articles/' And the conclufion is,
" An

authority therefore, confident with a judg-

ment of difcretion, is what is alTerted in

controverfies of faith ; and fuch a fub-

miffion, as is owing to the judgment of

learned men alTembled together for the

determination of a controverfy, is all the

fubmiffion that is required."

Thus far the arguments of our author.

Their weight and importance will be

meafured by the different apprehenfions

of different people 3 but furely the weaker

part of his reafoning mull; be confeiTed to

be in his explications of the pofitive de-

mands of the eftablimed church to an

authority in controverfies of faith, againfl

which, all hisjeven former arguments ap-

pear to be conclufive.

Mr. Marshall's Defence failed not to

give umbrage to fome of his old friends -,

for having endeavoured at a middle road,

accommodated to meet either fide, as the

event of things might make expedient, he

was attacked in two other anonymous pam-
E 4 phlets,
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phlets, on different ground. One of them
was entitled, A vindication of the late

arcbbijhop Sancroft, and of his brethren,

the rejl of the deprived bijhops, from the

reflexions of Mr. Marihall in his defence.

(ad. edit. 1718.) The other, An earnejl

exhortation fo-r making up the breach between

the ejlabiijhed church, and the non-jurors.

In a letter to the Rev. Mr. Marmall, oc-

cafioned by his defence. (1717.)

The publication of the biihop of Ban-

gor's Prefervative againft the principles and

practices of the non-jurors, in the year 1716,

before - mentioned, raifed much clamour

againft him from the high-church party,

who afterwards formally complained, that

in his '* extreme oppofition to certain un-
e< warrantable pretenfions to extravagant
"

degrees of church-power, he feemed to

*' have been fo far tranfported beyond his

"
temper and argument, as not only to

" condemn the abufe, but even to deny the--

'*
Life ; and to deftroy the being of thofe

"
powers, without which the church, as

" a fociety, cannot fubfift, and by which
** our national conftitution, next under

"
Chrift,
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Chrift, is chiefly fupported."

s Hence
it appears, that thefe committee-men wifhed

to retain the uninterrupted porTeflion of as

much of the old leaven, as was any way
confident, or tenable with the favour of

thole who held the principles of the new

government. The bimop's Preftrvafive,

being foon followed by his Sermon, on the

nature of ChrifFs kingdom, preached be-

fore the king, in March 1717 ; thefe were

thought to give fufficient occafion for the

exercife of that very authority againil which

the bimop had fo earneftly and repeatedly

remonftrated. The prefervative zndjermon

were, together, fuppofed to contain " fe-

veral dangerous pofitions and doctrines ;"

and therefore were fo voted, nem. con. by
the lower houfe of convocation, on the

loth of May the fame year. The ten-

dency of which doctrines and pofitions

being conceived and declared to be ;

Firft 5

" To fubvert all government and

difcipline in the church of Chrifr, and to

reduce his kingdom to a flate of anarchy
and confufion."

Secondly ;

s See Report cf committee-) publifhed 1717, p. 22.
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Secondly ;

" To impugn and impeach

the regal fupremacy in caufes ecclefiaftical,

and the authority of the legiilature to en-

force obedience in matters of religion,, by
civil fanctions."

Thus much is here ftated, barely to

introduce the account of the mare which

Mr. Sykes took in that part of the Ban-

gorian controverfy, occasioned by the cen-

fure of the lower houfe of convocation.

Dr. Thomas Sherlock, then dean of

Chichefler, (afterwards bifhop of London,)

and one of the committee who drew

up the Report, diftinguifhed himfelf by
his zeal againft the bimop of Bangor.

And the dean having only a few years

before, (1712,) advanced on a public

occafion, doctrines of the fame evil ten-

dency, with thofe then more lately main-

tamed by the bifhop, and againft which the

dean had, as a committee-man, been over

forward to cenfure; it was not to be expected

that the notoriety of the cafe mould efcape

obfervation. Accordingly, Mr. Sykes was,

among others, provoked to remark upon
this

h See Tlje report, p. 4.
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this conduct of dean Sherlock, in an ano-

nymous tract, (which pafTed a fecond edi-

tion the fame year) addreffed to him, and

entitled, (XI.) A letter to the Rev. Dr.

Sherlock, one of the committee of convocation

appointed to draw up a Reprefentation con-

cerning tb& bifoop of Bangor 'j- Prefervative

and Sermon. Comparing the dangerous poji-

tions and doctrines contained in the doctor's

fermon, preached Nov. 5, 1712; with thofe

charged upon the
bifliop in the late Report of

the committee. (1717.)

The extracts produced by the letter-

writer from dean Sherlock's fermon, which

was preached before the lord mayor, do as

exprefsly renounce and reject all temporal

authority in the civil magiftrate or others,

in all the proper concerns of religion, as the

bifhop of Bangor had done in his fermon

before the king. And
notwithstanding dean

Sherlock was a very zealous man in convo-

cation againft bifhop Hoadly, he
certainly-

advanced the fame doctrine, in refpect to the

nature of Chrift's kingdom, at St. Paul's,

which he was fo very forward to cenfure

the bimop for preaching at St. James's.
And confequently, he mould either have

affignect
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aillgned good reafons for altering his opi-

nion ; or have allowed that to be found doc-

trine at court, which he himfelf had recom-

mended in the city.

It was not fo, however, with Dr. Sher-

lock, who prefently figured in the way of

defence, in a pamphlet, which he called,

An anfwer to a letter fent to the Rev. Dr.

Sherlock, &c. relating to hisfermonpreached

before the lord mayor y Nov. 5, 1712. (1717.)

The anfwerer taking the letter-writer at his

word, in regard to his filence on the me*

rits of the doctrine in queiiion, propofed to

let them reft
< until the examination mould

be refumed in proper time and place."

The merits were certainly not before the

parties, but the appointment hinted at, was

a little unfortunate, as the king very wifely

prorogued the convocation foon after the

report was made by the committee. A ma-

noeuvre by no means agreeable to the com-

mittee-men, whole temper and prowefs had

infpired them with all the confidence of

victory. And the bimop of Bangor was fo

far from having folicited the difperfion of

the

1 See the dean's Anfwer ^ p. 5.



the enemy's troops, in order to fcreen him-

felf by the exertion of regal authority, that

he had not even the leaft knowledge of the

intended prorogation 'till it took place.
k

It is not poflible, from the want of ar-

rangement, to give here any abftract of the

arguments ufed by the dean; to fay the

leaft, even this learned and refpectable writer

feems to have been employed in leflening

the force of that blow which he could not

avoid. In the moment of diftrefs, the dean

cites fome extracts from fome of his former

publications, but what have they to do in

a charge confined to his fifth of November

fermon ? And when plain words pinch

hard, he has the ready excufe,
" if our

" words were the fame, yet our meaning
" was not."

There was alfo fome mort notice taken

of the letter-writer, in a Poftfcrtpt to The

report vindicated from mifreports ; (1717.)
a pamphlet faid to be written by Dr. Mofs,
dean of Ely, and a member alfo of the

committee;- but there is nothing material

therein,

k See the bifhop's Preface to his Anfiver to tie re-

prefentation of the committee'. voL ii of his Wc-rk^'p, 4.4.

See his dnfiw, p, 30.
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therein, or deferring particular obfervation ;

it barely cites, with reprehenfion, fome ex-

preffions which were ufed in fpeaking of

the report; and vindicates a quotation which

had been made from a publication of Dr.

Wake, then archbiihop of Canterbury, and

flated by the letter-writer, as unfavourable

to the violent proceedings of the com-

mittee.

The unfatisfactory anfwer of the dean

was foon followed by (XII.) A feeond let-

ter to the Rev. Dr. Sherlock, being a reply to

his anfwer, &c. proving the doctrines main-

tained by the dottor in his fermon, Nov. 5,

1712, to be thefame with thofe charged upon

the biJJiGj) of Bangor, as pernicious, in the

late report of the committee. With an

Appendix, relating to a paffage or two in

Dr. Snape's fecond letter to the hrd bifoop

of Bangor. To which is added, a Poftfcript

to Dr. Sherlock, by the bifiop of Bangor.

(1717.) To this, and the two fucceeding

letters addrefled to Dr. Sherlock, and alib to

an intermediate pamphlet concerning him,

Mr. Svkes prefixed his name.

The general method propofed to be ob-

ferved in the difpofition of the matter in

this
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this contination of the difpute between Dr.

Sherlock and Mr. Sykes, is, (i.) to con-

fider the dean's ftate of the point concern-

ing the magistrate's power, as it lies dif-

peried in his anfwer, and to examine his

conduct thereon ; (2.) to coniider thofe

paffages of the bifhop's fermon, the confe-

quences 'of which the dean had entered

into; and (3.) to inquire into the mean-

ing of the particular paffages of the dean's

fermon, which were produced in the former

letter, in which alone, he was charged with

an agreement with the bimop.

In this fecond letter the dean is followed

in all his windings and doublings to efcape,
and in all his attempts to extricate the

plaineft words of his fifth of November

fermon, from the grievous charge of hold-

ing any agreement with the bimop's prefcr-

'uative zndjermon. One great object of the

writer of this fecond letter, was, to give a

decifive anfwer to the queiKon,
tf What is

" the proper buiinefs of the magistrate ?"

To reconcile the dean to himfelf, was no

part of the letter-writer's defign. And in-

deed, all the dean's explications of himfelf,

and of his meanings, appear to be the effects

of
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of his playing fail and loofe with his own

doctrines, which he wifhed to difown, on

account of their real agreement with the

bimop's prefervati've andjermon : and which

he dared not, or did not care exprefsly to

avow, becaufe of the confequences, with

refpecl: to the report, in which he had the

chief hand, and to the committee, of which

he was a leading member. But as the dean

ultimately difclaimed any agreement with

the biihop of Bangor in the principles of

the fermon, the following diftincl queflions

were propofed, in order to bring the mat-

ter to a decifive iflue between the parties.

I. Do you difclaim, (afks Mr. Sykes,)

this general principle ; Temporal punijh-

ments are not proper to enforce the laws and

editfs of Ghrifi which is the principle of

the nrfl paffage cited from you ? If you do,

then you muft maintain, that temporal pu-

nifoments are proper to enforce the laws and

edicts of Chrift"

2.
" Do you difclaim this general prin-

ciple, (v. third paffage cited from you)

It is contrary to the genius and fpirit of the

chfifiian religion to found it'sfaith in fempo-

ral punifoments. If you do, then you muft

main-
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maintain this;
y<

Tis agreeable to the genius and

fpirit of the chrijlian religion to found it's

faith in temporal punifljments."

3.
*' Do you difclaim this general prin-

ciple, which is the fourth paflage, The

church has no right to impofe penal laws on

any account, and in matters of purely a reli-

gious nature, the Jlate has no right neither?

If you do, you rnuft maintain, that, in

matters of purely a religious nature, thejlate

has a right to impofe penal laws. And the

like of the church too"

4.
" Do you difclaim this pofition, which

is the fifth paflage, All methods of propa-

gating religion which are hurtful and inju-

rious to men, are inconfijlent with the hcnour

of God and religion? If you do, you mufi

maintain, that fome methods of propagating

religion which are hurtful to men are con-

Jiftent with the honour of God, and religion"

5.
" Do you difclaim this

principle,
which is the fixth paiTage, Temporal pitnift-

ments are not agreeable to the fpirit of chrif-

tianity? If you do, you muft maintain,
that they are agreeable.

6. "Do you difclaim this, (ibid.) The

kingdom cf Chrift is not to be ereBed, or

F
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fupported by worldly power ? If you do,

you muft affert, that it is to be eretted and

fupported by worldly power ."

j.
" Do you difclaim thefe principles ;

The magiflrate is not to debar men the liberty

offollowing the bejl light they can get, in

choofing their opinions, nor is he to hurt them

for opinions which do not
ajfeffi

the Jlate,

nor is be to drive men into opinion* ? If

you do, you muft: maintain the reverfe of

thefe. m

The Appendix relates to a paffage or two

in Dr. Snape's Second letter to the lord bifoop

of Bangor. The firft of thefe paffages,

againft which juft offence is taken by Mr.

Sykes, is, where Dr. Snape charges the bi-

fhop of Bangor, his admirers and feconds, as

enemies ofall revelation-, and he is here called

upon, in a very ferious manner, to bring

proofs of his charge, or to retrad: his vile

and deteftable imputations. Mr. Sykes

next anfwers Dr. Snape's requifition ; who,

after admitting a man to examine his reli-

gion, infifts, that "
during fuch examina-

tion, he muft fubmit himfelf to the yet un-

examined decifion of the church ; and, if in

the

m See Mr. Sykes's Second letter ^ pages 73, 74.



the end unable to determine himfelf, that

the authority of the church, as fuch,

ought in confcience to determine him."

The Pojlfcript of this fecond letter to Dr.

Sherlock, was written by the bifhop of

Bangor, to affure the dean that he did not

know of the former letter addrefTed to him

'till after it's publication > but his further

purpofe was more efpecially to vindicate

himlelf, (and this he does with a ferioufnefs

and earneftnefs worthy of his caufe and of

himfelf,) againfl the imputation of " writ-

ing down the magiftrate's power in all cafes,"

and maintaining that " the world muil be torn

to pieces without remedy." Promiiing, at

the fame time, all future neceiTary defence

of himfelf; and generouily declaring his ad-

verfary to be " a perlbn of great abilities

and weight ; and one, whom he could never

perfuade himfelf either to contemn, or to

ridicule." ^ And further, he avowed gene-

rally, that what he had faid againfl church

authority, he had not intended againfl: the

church of Rome only, but "
againfl all

perfons, in all churches, who carry on

F 2 the

See the
poft/crzpt, pages 86, 87.



the fame claim, whilft they difovvn it in

words."

The publication of this fecond letter^ with

the
pqftfcript from the bifhop, drew out

again Dr. Sherlock, who had advanced too

far to retreat with filence ; and who had

done little towards bringing the difpute to

a con-

Ib. pages 88, 89. And bifhop Hoadly, fpeaking

elfewhere of Mr. Sykes's fecond letter tj Dr. Sherlock,

fays,
"

I did not look into that book, before it was
"

publifhed. The main of the argument in it, I think
" to be unanfwerable ; and fo does every body, that I

" have heard of, as well friend as enemy. The per-
" fonal mixtures in it, Mr. Sykes does not expert me
" to anfwer for, though the doctor does : I have never,
" either in this, or any oiher inftance, advifed or en-
"

couraged any thing of that fort. The ufage the

'5 doctor has given him, the world will not eafily think

" to proceed folely from a perfuafion, that his perform-
" ance is contemptible. I am forry to fee fuch a fen-

" tence as the laft, in this performance, (Sherlock's
*'

confederations) drop from the pen of any clergyman :

" not becaufe the doctor reprefents me as having a

*'
tool, and Mr. Sykes as being one, which we both

cc difdain ;
and which he knew from my aflurance to

*' be otherwife ; but becaufe of the manner in which

" he has chofen to do this. No one who has read Mr.
te

Sykes can doubt his ability to defend himfelf."-

See the bifhop's preface to Piliionniere's anfwer to Dr.

Snape's accufation.
P.S. p. xxiii. (vol. ii. of the bi-

fhop's works, p. 597.)
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a conclufion confiftent and honourable to

himfelf. The peculiar perfonal fituation of

the dean, between the doctrine maintained

in the report, and that in the firmon, had

necefTarily led the parties afide from the

matter to attend upon the man.

The dean's reply was however more par-

ticularly directed to the pofifcript, chooling,

poffibly, only to treat with the principal,

in refpect to his rank ; though, in truth,

he was more concerned with the " fecond,"

as he was pleafed to call the letter-writer.

The title of this piece was, Some confedera-

tions, occafioned by a poftfcriptfrom the right

reverend the lord bijhop of Bangor to the

dean of Chichefter, offered
to bis lordjhip.

The dean profeffed chiefly to maintain

thefe two principles ; (i.)
"

It is not true,

that outward actions, as they affect fociety

only, are the matter of human laws. (2.)
" The account given by the bilhop, diverts

the civil magistrate and his laws of all

moral rectitude," p

F 3 It

P See Sherlock's Some confederations , &c. p. 21.



( 7 )

It would be to little purpofe to feparate

the fcattered exprefiions alternately ad-

vanced, excepted to, and defended by both

parties. Dr. Sherlock certainly did not write

with the good temper preferved by Mr.

Sykes in \\isfecond letter, or by the bifhop

in his poftfcript. The dean was afterwards

attended to by the biihop in his lordfhip's

anfwer to the reprefentatlon of the committee^

but Mr. Sykes particularly addreiled (XIII.)

A third letter to the reverend dottor Sherlock,

being an anfwer to his confederations offered to

the hi/hop c/^Bangor. (1717.)
In

1 Dr. Sherlock does not feem however to have car-

ried his difpleafure againft his adverfaries and their aflb-

ciates, into the little muddy ftreams of party refentment.

At leaft, I have met with one teftimony in his fa-

vour upon record, and I cite it with pleafure. Dr.

Clarke, in a letter to Mr. Jackfon of Roflington, in

Auguft 1718, upon occafion of the high church party
at Cambridge having formed fo ftrong a party in the

caput^ againft admitting Mr. Jackfon to his matter's

degree, as to oblige him to defift from purfuing it,

fays,
"

It is of great confequence to the Jacobite caufe,
*' to difcourage fuch perfons as you are. I mall parti-
"

cularly thank the vice-chancellor," [who was Dr.

Gooch, mafter of Caius college J
" and dean Sherlock,'*

[who was then mafter of Catherine hall]
" for being

" of a better fpirit." See Memoirs of Mr. Jackfon.

8vo. 1764. pages 50, 51.
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In the title page of this third letter is a

motto from Chillingworth, fo aptly chofen,

and fo fignificant
in it's application to the

dean, that it may not be unacceptable to

recite it.
" All thefe, for reafons beft

" known to yourfelf, you have dealt with,

" as the prieft
and levite in the gofpel did

" with the wounded Samaritan, that is,

"
only looked upon him, and paffed by.

" But now at leaft, when you are admo-
" nimed of it, I would intreat you to take

" them into your confideration, and to make
" fome mew of faying fomething to them,
"

left otherwife the world mould interpret
"
your obftinate filence, a plain corifeffion

" that you can fay nothing."
r

Dr. Sherlock, in his confiderationst hav-

ing quitted his defence of himfelf againft

the charge of contradiction and inconfiftency

in his writings, which was firft brought

againft him by Mr. Sykes, and of which he

was not able to clear himfelf; took the bimop
of Bangor's poftfcript, before-mentioned, for

the fubject of his animadverfion. But Mr.

Sykes was not to be thus fet afide, though
F 4 he

r
Chillino-worth's condufion.
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he confeiledly was a correfpondent whom
the dean " did not like ;"

s and accord^

ingly writ his third letter to Dr. Sherlock j

wherein, after fome general notification of

this manoeuvre, and of his contemptuous
treatment of him, again takes up the part

of the bifhop of Bangor, and replies to the

dean's two main principles, before ftated

from his confederations.
r The concluding

part of this Third letter" is employed upon
what the dean had condefcended to fay in

his Confederations., in refpect to Mr. Sykes's

preceding letter.

Some obfervations upon the inquiry into

what is the magiflrate's proper bufmefs, are

ftated in an appendix, as that quefUon is treated

of in the dean'sjermon, and his aforefaid con-

federations ; between which there appears to

be as little agreement or coniifbncy, as be-

tween the doclrines of thtfermon, and the

report of the committee. And in zfecond

appendix is a vindication of a pajjage in the

1

'former letter againjl Dr. Snape ; wherein it

is obferved, that Dr. Snape had taken no

notice
X

5 Dr. Sherlock's Confederations , p. 76.

1 See page 6g.

"
Sykes's Third letter, pages 8996.
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iiotice of the call made upon him, to prove
that the bifhop of Bangor, and his admirers

and feconds, were enemies of all revelation,

And the former argument againft Dr. Snape's

plea for the fubmiffion of unexamined doc-

trines to the authority of the church, is

vindicated ; and the principles of fuch fub-

miflion are reprobated.

About this flage of the controverfy be-

tween Dr. Sherlock and Mr. Sykes, ap-

peared
" a rich fpecimen of the dean

of Chichefter's inconfiftency," w in an in-

genious and fenfible little pamphlet, ad

hominem, entitled, A dialogue between Dr.

Sherlock, dean fl/'Chichefter, and Dr. Sher-

lock, mafter of the Temple ; publifiedfrom

original words. Being a juftification of Mr.

Sykes 's charge^ and a full reply to 'what the

dean of Chichefter has offered in order to

reconcile himfelf to himfelf. By Charles Nor-

ris, M.A. (1718.)
The controverfy did not end here ; the

dean of Chichefter continued his attacks on

the bifhop of Bangor -,
and the battle was

fought with much perfeverance on both

fides.

w See Dialogue, &c. p. 6.
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fides. In the years 1717 and 1718, the

dean published three other pieces againil

the bifhop, to which his lordfhip feverally

replied.
x

Neverthelefs, Mr. Sykes conti-

nued

x It may not be wholly foreign to our purpofe to

ftate the titles of thefe pieces, though we are no other-

wife concerned in them, than as Mr. Sykes was further

engaged in the controverfy, in confequence of them.

Bifhop Hoadly's Anfwer to Dr. Snape'-r Letter to the

bijhop of Bangor. 1717.

Dr. Sherlock's Remarks upon the bijhop of Bangor'^
treatment of the clergy and convocation. 1717.

Bifhop Hoadly's Anfwer to the reprefentation
drawn

up by the committee of the lower boufe of convocation.

1717.

Dr. Sherlock's Vindication of the corporation and tejl

afls, in anfwer to the bijhop <?/" Banger'* reafonsfor
the repeal of them. To which is added, a fecond

part, concerning the religion of oaths. 1718.

Bifhop Hoadly's Anfwer to the calumny caji upon the

bijhop of Bangor by the Rev. Dr. Sherlock, at the

condufion of his new book, entitled, A vindication^

tSc. 1718.

Dr. Sherlock's Condition and example of our blfjjed Sa-

viour vindicated, in anfwer to the bijhop of Ban-

gor's charge of calumny againji the dean of Chi-

chefter. 1718.

Bifhop Ploadly's Anfwer to a late book written by Dr.

Sherlock, entitled, The condition and example, &c.

1718.

Thefe
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nued his labours as an auxiliary to the bi-

fhop, and making thefe feveral publications

of Dr. Sherlock the fubject of his remark,

he examined them with his wonted ability,

in the tradl, entitled, (XIV.) The dean of
Chichefter'j- conduct confidered, in his remarks

upon the lord bifiop of BangorV treatment of
the clergy and convocation ; his vindication of
the corporation and teft acts

-, and the condi-

tion and example of our blejfed Saviour vindi-

cated. (1718.)

In this piece our author diftinftly confi-

ders what he judged necefTary to notice in

each, according to the order in which they
were publifhed, and are placed in his title

page.

i. The dean's remarks ; in which there is

{hewn to be fome very grofs mifreprefenta-
tion of the bimop's plainer! language, and

moft obvious meaning.

2. His

Thefe were followed, as ftated in the text, by

Mr. Sykes's Dean of Chichefter's condutt confidered.

1718.

Dr. Sherlock's, The bifiop of BangorV defence conji-

dered. 1718.

Mr. Sykes's Fourth letter to Dr. Sherlock. 1718.



( 76 )

2. His 'vindication of the corporation and

teft acts. Upon which, Mr. Sykes obferves

the dean's changing the queftion, from the

nature of Cbrift's kingdom , to the vindication

of the corporation and teft a5ls , and his at-

tempt to coniider the facramental teft, not

as a
qualification for a civil office, but only

as SL proof' of fuch qualification, is (hewn to

be fallacious, and againft the exprefs words,

as well as fenfe of law.

3. The condition and example of our Lord

vindicated. Here Mr. Sykes makes fome

comments upon Dr. Sherlock's fcripture

criticifms, as well as his unfair ftate of

bifhop Hoadly's words : and argues, that

OtKBrys ufed by St. Peter, (i
Pet. ii. 18.)

though it may fometimes iignify domejlics,

more properly means Jlaves, in a much

lower degree than the word AsAo?, which

rather imports a fervant after be was made

free : and that AegTrorys, is the proper co-

rolate to O/KSTIJ;, in the fame paffage, and

decilive as to it's true meaning. So alfo

the dean's critique on po^ii &Ag, the form

of a fervant, in Phil. ii. 7. as iignifying

t\\Qfervant of God, fhewn to be erroneous ;

though poffibly Mr. Sykes's illuflration of

the
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the pafTage may be no more fatisfactory than

the dean's, even in a fubfequent attempt
to explain it. y Mr. Sykes alfo contrails

the fignification of AxXog and Awxovof, in

Mark x. 43, 44. in oppolition to the dean's

argument, that they are equivalent ; and

confiders fome few other pafTages of lefs

importance.

Dr. Sherlock, prefently after, while he

was paying his further refpe&s to the bi-

mop, in a pamphlet, entitled, The bifhop of

Bangor'j defence of his affertion, viz. that

the example ofour Lord is much morepeculiarly

Jit to be urged to Jlaves than fubjeffis, conji-

dered
-, (1718)- fteps on one fide to wait

on Mr. Sykes, in return for his laft piece,

which, together with the biihop's Anfwer
to a late book, &c. had drawn forth the

dean

y See bifhop Sherlock's Difiourfes^ vol. iv. dif. i.

on Phil. ii. 6 11, which was however particularly

examined by A4r. Hopkins, in his Trinitarian
controverfy

reviewed. 8vo. 1760. p. 465 489. But further, fee

Mr. Lindfey's explanation of this paflage, in his Se-

quel, p. 272 278. And again in his Hijiorical view*

p. 221 223. in correction of the late bifhop Newton's

illuftration, in a charge to his clergy. See alfo the

Sequel, p. 350, 351. note, in reference to Dr. Clarke's

application of this place to the pre-exiftence of Jefus

Chrift.
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dean to renew his baffled efforts. "The dean

treats only of Mr. Sykes's criticifms, com-

mencing his remarks not 'till the 38th,
and concluding them in the 45th page of

his pamphlet; without taking any notice

of any thing that had been faid by him

refpecting the two former tracts mentioned

in the title page.

Mr. Sykes thinking, however, that fuffi-

cient caufe was given in thefe confederations

for him once more to continue his corre-

fpondence, he replied in (XV.) A fourth
Utter to the reverend doftor Sherlock, being

an anfwer to his late book, entitled, The lord

bijhop of Bangor'j defence of his aj/'ertion,

confidered. (1718.) This piece clofed the

difpute ; and Mr. Sykes being as happy in

decorating the title page with an extract

from Hooker, as he had been on a former

occafion, from Chillingworth, it is equally

deferving of a tranfcript.
z

The

z " So eafy is it for every man living to err, and fo

" hard to wrefl from any man's mouth the plain ao
"

knowledgment of error, that what hath been once

"
inconfiderately defended, the fame is commonly per-

" fifted in, as long as wit by whetting itfelf is able to

" find out any Ihift, be it never fo flight, whereby to

"
efcape



( 79 )

The whole of this fourth, and laft letter

to Dr. Sherlock is employed in
infifting

and demonftrating the doctor's mifrepre-

fentation of that expreffion of bimop

Hoadly's, which had been charged upon
Dr. Sherlock as a calumny -,

and had been

fupported only by the dean's garbling and

miftating the paflage written by the

bifhop.
a Towards the conclufion indeed

there

"
efcape out of the hands of prefent contradiction. So

" that it cometh herein to pafs with men unadvifedly
** fallen into error, as with them whofe ftate hath no
"

ground to uphold it, but only the help which by
" fubtle conveyance they draw out of cafual events,
"

arifmg from day to day, 'till at length they be clean
*'

fpent." See Hooker's Eccles. Polity, b.
3. . 5.

a This paflage, which occafioned much altercation

and difpute, is found in bifhop Hoadly's anfwer to Dr.

Atterbury, (fee his works, vol. ii. p. 317.) and was

publifhed 1710. It may not be amifs to cite it here;

obferving by the way, that the expreffion appears in

the argument unexceptionable, and fufficiently guarded

by the context; and certainly was never intended to

convey, or thought by the writer, capable of bearing
Dr. Sherlock's harfh and uncandid interpretation. The
doctor might, at the time, labour under the effect of a

controverfial jaundice. For as himfelf afterwards ob-

ferves, much to his honour, when bifhop of Salifbury,

in a letter in the year 1734 to Mr. Balguy, who had

en



there is fbme further examination and de-

fence of his former criticifm on the words

AvXos and Om-njg-, in reference to the

paffage in the firil epiftle of ^t. Peter.

The agitation of the Bangorian contro-

verfy, however it might alarm the fears,

and difhirb the minds of fome 5 and raife

and bring forward the angry fpirits of

others, was, in it's confequences> highly

favourable to the advancement of the right

knowledge of religious liberty. Inquiry

is ever favourable to truth, which if it floats^

not upon the furface, requires only to be

diligently and honeftly fought for. The

nature of Chrift's kingdom, and the proper

province

been his adverfary in this fame Bangorian controverfy;
"

Surely I fhould fee, or you would fee, fomething
" that was obfcured by the warmth of the controverfy."

(See the letter in the Biographia Britannica. 2d edit, by
Dr. Kippis, art. BALGUY.) The controverted pafl'age

above referred to in bifliop Hoadly, is as follows :

" The example of our Lord," fays the bifhop, in

reference to the text in St. Peter,
"

is much more

"
peculiarly fit to be urged to flaves, by whofe con-

" dition he is pleafed frequently to defcribe his low

" eftate ;
than to fubjecls, whofe condition is never

" ufed to that purpofe, and whom he is never faid to

"
perfonate in his loweft' and moft opprefled con-

" dition."
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province of the civil magiflrate, became

better understood, when the queftion had

been argued in all it's various fhapes by

Hoadly, Sykes^ Jacklbn, Pylc, and Balguy
on the one fide, and by Sherlock, Snape,

Trapp, Hare, and Stebbing on the other.

And though very little has yet been done

in the way of parliamentary authority, in

confequence of this improvement in the

knowledge and fpirit of our religion, and

the liberty which it enjoins us; neverthelefs

the minds of the people are enlarged, and

in that enlargement they are become more

tolerant ; their temper has very feniibly im-

proved along with their better knowledge.

Legiflators and judges have formed more

juft, and confequently more noble concep-

tions of the nature of religious liberty, and

the neceffity of allowing it to have it's free

courfe, in the fuller! extent, that a rational

advocate would plead for.

In the latter end of this year (Nov. 17,

1718.) Mr. Sykes was inftituted to the rec-

tory of Rayleigh in EfTex, on the prefenta-

tion of Robert Briflow, efq. and which he

G retained



retained as long as he lived. b The prcr-

feffion of the fame principles of liberty had

led Mr. Briftow and Mr. Sykes to the ac-

quaintance and friendfhip of each other:

and when the former confirmed this in-

timacy by the prefentation to Rayleigh,
the latter took the earlieft opportunity to

acknowledge the obligation, and alfo the

enhancement of the favour, by the manner

and circumflances of conferring it.
c

In the courfe of the fame month of No-

vember, upon his inftitution to Rayleigh,

he refigned his rectory of Dry-Drayton near

Cambridge.
d And on the 22d of December

following, at a meeting of the governors and

directors of King-ftreet chapel, Golden-

fquare,

b See Morant's HijL of EJ/ex, vol i. p. 278.

c See the dedication prefixed to his Anfwer to Mr.

Kogers's Difcourfe of the
vifible and invlfible church

of Cbrijl) publifhed 1720. Alfo Mr. George Sykes,

after an interval of nearly fifty years, gave by will to

Robert Briftow, efq. (the fon of his own patron at

Hawkefwell, and of his brother's at Rayleigh,) the bulk

of his fortune, in return, as he declares, for his father's

generous, voluntary and unfolicited patronage of his

brother and himfelf : and for Mr. Briftow, the fon's

prefentation of himfelf to fucceed his brother at Ray-

leigh.

** From the information of Mr. Mafters.



fquare, (atwhich fix out ofnine were prefent,

and among thefe, Dr. Clarke and Sir Ifaac

Newton,) Mr. Sykes was nominated by the

reftor of St. James's (Dr. Clarke) to the

afternoon preachermip at the chapel, on

the refignation of Dr, Thomas Hayley,

and unanimoufly appointed.
c

Mr. Sykes was not an indifferent fpec"la-

tor of the profecutions which fome gentle-

men' of the univerfity of Cambridge had

inftituted, and were then engaged in againft

Dr. Bentley, the profeffor of divinity.

Thefe proceedings were unjuft and oppref-

five ; and are generally fuppofed to owe

their rife, and the acrimony with which

they were conducted, to the malice of

a difappointed party, difaffected to the

then government.
f Several pamphlets

were written on both fides. The oftenfible

occafion of the difpute was Dr. Bentley's

G 2 demanding

c From " The book of the a&s of the truftees of

King-ftreet chapel," kept by Mr. Benefold, their agent,

who very obligingly admitted me to perufe it. The

chapel, is a chapel of eafe to St. James's Weftminfter.

f See Biograpbia Britannica, fecond edition, vol i,

p. 238 242.
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demanding, as divinity profeffor, an extra-

ordinary fee of four guineas, at the creation

of the doctors in divinity, by royal man-

date, the day after the king's vifit to the

univerfity. The demand of this fee, it

feems, which was neither authorized by

flatute, nor to be juftified by antient cuf-

tom, was, neverthelefs, countenanced by
fimilar demands, which had been made by
Dr. Gooch, the vice-chancellor, and Dr.

Grigge, who were two of the moil active

adverfaries of Dr. Bentley. But, it often

happens, where perfonal pique and party

quarrels are the grounds of a profecution,

that every ungenerous and malignant ad-

vantage is taken of the defendant. Thus, the

charge of extortion againfl Dr. Bentley, and

the proceedings inftituted againft him by
Dr. Middleton, which went on to an arreft

for the debt, and to his putting in bail, took

a very unexpe&ed turn. When Dr. Bentley

was ferved with the writ by one of the

beadles of the univerfity, he fomewhat em-

phatically obferved, that " he would not

" be concluded by what the vice-chancellor
" and two or three of his friends mould

" determine
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" determine over a bottle." Which, though

interpreted into a contempt of the jurifdic-

tion of the vice-chancellor, was, in fact,

faying no more than that he would not be

concluded by the private determinations of

the greateft magiftrate, in any matter that

is the proper fubjeft of a public court.

Indeed without entering minutely into

the particulars of the cafe, there appears

upon the face of it, no little caufe to fuf-

pect the juflice of the proceedings, when

his judge had before faid, that " if ever

" Dr. Bentley's cafe came before him, he

" would condemn him." And the facts

upon record, demonftrate that the vice-

chancellor kept his word.

In the concluding part of the bufmefs,

Dr. Bentley being judged contumacious, for

his non-attendance in the vice-chancellor's

court, and treating the authority of the

univerfity with contempt, he was firft fuf-

pended from his degrees, and afterwards

deprived of them. Thefe meafures were

followed by many harraffing and dilatory

proceedings -,
nor was he reftored to his

honours, but by mandamus from the court

of king's bench, upwards of ten years after

G 3 the
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the commencement of the proceedings a-

gainft him.

There was publimed upon this occafion,

by our author, a pamphlet, which is clearly

and candidly written, called (XVI.) he

cafe of Dr. Bentley, regius profejjor of divi-

nity, truly jlated;
ewberein two late pam-

phlets, entitled, The proceedings of the

vice-chancellor, and the univerfity, &c. and

A full and impartial account of the late

proceedings, &c. are examined. (1719.)

From this cafe fome part of the preced-

ing account has been taken. And when

there came out, A fecond part of The

full and impartial account, (which was

written by Dr. Middleton) Mr. Sykes re-

plied in his own defence, in (XVII.) Tbs

cafe of Dr. Bentley, furtherflated and vin-

dicated, in anfwer to a " fecond part of The
full and impartial account, &c. (1719.)

s

This laft piece provoked Dr. Middle ton's

further difpleafure, and being one of Dr.

Bentley's mofl active and zealous adverfa-

ries, he was led to exceed all the bounds of

decorum, in Some remarks upon a pamphlet
:

,

entitled^

e See Mr. Cough's Brltijh Topography, vol. i. p,

. fecond edition, 1780.
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(< The cafe of Dr. Bentley further

ftated and vindicated, &c." (t The author

" of the pamphlet here remarked," (fays

the editor of the General biographical die-

tionary^ )

" was the well-known Dr. Sykes ;

" and he is treated here by Dr. Middleton

" with great contempt and feverity : who
"

feems, however, afterwards to have

"
changed his opinion of him, and to have

" been upon very charitable terms with

" him : for, in his Vindication of the

"free inquiry into the miraculous powers,

which was published after his death, he

appeals to Dr. Sykes's authority, (in his

Impartial confideration of the two previous

quejlions,}
and calls him a very learned

andjudicious writer." * So much for Dr.

G 4 Middleton's

h See Art. MIDDLETON (Conyers.)

1 See Dr. Middleton's works, 2d edit. 8vo. vol. ii.

pages 175, 176. It is to be obferved, that neither the

Full and impartial account , nor the Remarks here fpoken

of, as written againft Mr. Sykes's Cafe of Dr. Bentley

furtherJlated, &c. are republifhed in Dr. Middleton's

mifcellaneous works in five volumes in octavo, above

cited ; though really faid fo to be, in a catalogue of the

doctor's works prefixed to the firft volume. And as it

would have been for the credit of Dr. Middleton, had

they never been written, the judgment of the editor

is to be commended, in the omiffion of them.

<c
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Middleton's converfion to a better opinion

of Dr. Sykes.

In the fame year alfo, Mr. Sykes en-

tered the lifts in the trinitarian contro-

verfy, on the part of Dr. Clarke ; and being
delirous of concealing his name, he aflumed

the appellation of "a clergyman in the

country,"
k
in the title page of (XVIII.) A

modejl pica for the baptifmal, and fcripture-

notion of the trinity. Wherein thefchemes of

the reverend Dr. Bennet, and Dr. Clarke,

are compared. (1719.) There are two letters

alfo, of confiderable length, which were

publifhed along with this plea, under a

continuation of the number of the page ;

thefe were written by Dr. Clarke, the

former addrefled to the reverend Richard

Mayo ; the latter to the author of a book

entitled, *Tbe truefcripture dotfrine, &C." 1

Mr. Sykes begins with the ftate of the

controverfy between Dr. Bennet, and Dr.

Clarke;
* See an extracFt of a letter from Dr. Clarke to Mr.

Jackfon, in the memoirs of the latter, p. 55, note *

1 The writer of the Lift mentioned book, was Dr.

James Knight, vicar of St. Sepulchre's, London, <as I

am very credibly informed. Dr. Clarke's two letters

are republifhed in the folio edition of his works, vol.

iv. p. 361 448,
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Clarke -,
and proceeds to a particular com-

parifon of their refpective fchemes, under

the feveral parts of the general fubjed:. He
afTumes the office of moderator between the

two difputants ; and though there is a con-

feffed prediliction in favour of one fide of

the queftion, I do not recoiled: a fingle

line, wherein equal civility and good man-

ners are not obferved towards both parties.

The acutenefs of the controverfialifl, and

the good temper of a candid and liberal

mind, are the finking features of the

whole. But, notwithftanding the kind

fervices intended to have been performed

by this mode/I plea, for fuch it really is ;

yet that fyftem which appeared fo "
per-

fectly eafy and comprehenfible" to the

author of the plea, remains to the befr,

apprehenfion of many, many other ferious

and inquifitive chriftians, no lefs "
myfte-

rious," and "
altogether as unintelligible,"

as the fyftem of Dr. Bennet, or any other

of his reputed orthodox aflbciates. For it

is very obfervable, that there frequently
was as little agreement in their meaning,
between the adverfaries of Dr. Clarke, one

with another, as with the doctor himfelf,

9r his friends. And, on the other hand,

it
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it may be remarked, that there is no reading

the works of thofe great and worthy men,
who fupported what is generally called the

Arian fcheme, without obferving that they

no fooner extricate a paffage of the facred

text, and ultimately the whole reafoning of

the bible, from a grofs mifapplication to

one fyftem, than they are themfelves in-

volved in another, no lefs abhorrent to the

plain untortured word of God.

The very learned and ingenious Mr.

Taylor, author of The apology of Benjamin
Ben Mordecai, obferves, in the addrefs to

the reader, prerixed to that work, " that the

world is halting between two very oppo-
lite opinions with regard to the nature of

Chrijl
-

y fome believing him to be the

fupreme God, which is inconfiftent with

his fufferings and death j and others be-

lieving that he had no exiltence before

<( his birth of the virgin Mary, which is

" inconiiflent with the whole account of
" his humiliation and defcent from heaven
<f to be made fledi : thefe opinions there-

" fore being both of them irreconcileablc

" with the fcriptures, the writer humbly
" conceives it may be of fervice to the

"
chriltian

<c
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*' chriflian caufe to lay before the world a

" third opinion, which lies between thefe

if two extremes, viz. that Jefus Chrift was
" the angel of the covenant, or vifible

"
Jehovah, who fo often appeared to the

"
patriarchs in Shechinah, and gave the

" law." m

But when the unprejudiced chriflian

reader mall carefully inquire into and in-

veftigate the import of thofe figurative

phrafes,
" the humiliation of Chrift, and

his defcent from heaven to be made flefh ;"

when he mall read the fcriptures, and mall

have them explained by natural and rational

criticifm, by the context in thofe places

where thefe fuppofed doctrines occur, and

by the whole fcope of the bible ; I remain

perfuaded that he will think, what this

writer calls one extreme,
" that Chrift had

" no exiftence before his birth of the virgin
"
Mary," is no other than the clear and de-

cided doctrine of the gofpel. Nor can I fee

any other fcheme that will vindicate the ab-

folute unity and fupremacy of God, and

the confiftency and truth of our common
chrif-

*" See The apology of Benjamin Ben Mordecai, fecond

edition, in two vols. 8vo. 1784.
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chriflianity, but fuch interpretation of the

new teffoment ; which appears at once, to

agree with the united and concurring tefti-

mony of Mofes and the prophets, of Chrift

himfelf, of his apoftles, and, as far as we

can learn with any certainty, of the three

firft ages of the chriftian aera.
n

As in common life, honefty will ever be

found the beft policy > fo, in the concerns

of religion, there can be no expediency,

ftri&ly fpeaking, in adopting any doctrine

not founded in truth. The third or middle,

opinion, recommended by the apologift, as

lying between two extremes, may be the

pre-

n Some criticifms upon the former edition of The

apology of Benjamin Ben Mordecai, immediately relat-

ing to the doctrine, which it was the main defign of the

writer of it to eftablim, deferve his fpecial attention,

though he has forborn to take notice of them in his late

edition. The criticifms to which I refer, are in the

learned Mr. Lindfey's valuable Sequel to the Apology.

chapter vi. Of this work, and of his other labours in

the caufe of the divine unity, ftrictly and properly

fo underftood, I forbear to fay more
;

left the effufion

of perfonal efteem and affection, fhould lead me to fay

too much ; and what I fhould mean and know to be no

more than a tribute of juftice, mould, by others, be

mifconftrued into the language of adulation.
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,

prefent prevailing
and popular fentiment ;

notwithstanding which, I truft and pray,

that men will progreffively be led to ac-

knowledge THE ONE GOD, AND ONE

MEDIATOR BETWEEN GoD AND MEN,
THE MAN CHRIST JESUS.

But to return again to Mr. Svkes's Plea :o *

After he has difcufled the feveral parts of

his fubjeft, by marfhalling the difcriminat-

ing principles and tenets of the parties, he

entitles his laft chapter,
" Of fubfcription

" to articles." And he was led to this by
Dr. Bennet's declaring his perfuafion that

Dr. Clarke could not repeat his fubfcription

without collufion. This obfervation is re-

turned upon Dr. Bennet himfelf, iince,

without a latitude of interpretation, even

his own fcheme would not be admiffible ;

and when once a latitude is affumed, be-

yond the plain meaning of ordinary lan-

guage, the reputed heretics were equally

entitled with the reputed orthodox, to

meafure out the exercife of their own li-

berty. Neverthelefs, though Mr. Sykes

makes Dr. Bennet's and Dr. Clarke's no-

tions of the trinity, alike incompatible

with a plain and direct aflent to the ar-

ticles
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tides of the efiabliihed church ; it does not

thence follow, that fuch compliance would

be justifiable in both, or either of them.

But Mr. Sykes being foon after engaged in

a controverfy with Dr. Waterland, upon
this very fubject, the weaknefs of all the

arguments for accommodation will be more

properly noticed in that place.

Some time about the year 1718, Dr,

Clarke had caufed to be reprinted fome SeleSf

fjh/ms and hymns, for the ufe of his parifh

of St. James ; in thefe he took the oppor-

tunity of altering the doxology, afcribing

worfhip and glory to God through Jefus

Chrift. Some of thefe copies were bought,

it feems, by
" the fociety for promot

;

ng of

" chriilian knowledge," and difperfed by
them without their having taken notice of

the alteration. Hereupon Dr. Robinfon,

then bifhop of London, out of his epifcopal

care for the more generally received form,

let himfelf to prevent the ill effects of Dr.

Clarke's alterations, and the fociety's inat-

tention and overfight, in A letter to the

incumbents of all churches and chapels in his

diocefe, concerning their not ufing any new

forms
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forms of doxokgy. dated Dec, 26, 1718.
This letter was prefently animadverted upon

by Mr. Whifton, in his Letter of thanks to

the right rev. the lord bi/Jjop of London, for
his late letter to his clergy again/I the ufe of
newforms ofdoxology, &c. dated Jan. 17,

1718-19. and alfo by Mr. Sykes, in a pam-
phlet, entitled, (XIX.) An humble apology

for St. Paul, and the other apoftles ; or, a

vindication of them and their doxologiesfrom
the charge of herejy. (1719.) This piece
was publifhed under the feigned name of
" Cornelius Paets," but I know not the

particular reafon for his choofing this fio--

nature, or whether it had any reference,

to a celebrated dutchman " Adrian Paets,"

of whom honourable mention is made by
Mr. Bayle.

The bifhop had exprefTed himfelf fo in-

determinately, in his letter concerning the

doxologies, againft the ufe of which he

cautioned the incumbents in his diocefe

with fo great folemnity ; that both Mr.
Whifton and Mr. Sykes humouroufly affedl-

ed to underftand by them,
" the laft form

" of doxology which the church invented;
"

meaning thereby, the giving glory to the

" Fa-
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*' Father, and to the Son, and to the holy
"

gbojl" And, as Mr. Sykes adds,
"

fup-
"

pofe a man, by gueffing, had the good
" fortune not to miftake the doxology de-
"

figned, his lordmip produced no reafons

" why he condemned it." The doxolo-

gies ufed by St. Paul, St. Peter, St. Jude,

and St. John, are cited in fupport of thofe

introduced by Dr. Clarke ; and thence it

{hould feem, that Dr. Clarke's forms are
i

much nearer to an agreement with the lan-

guage of the apoftles, and confequently of

greater and higher original, than that to

which the bimop of London did really refer.

But the bifhop's letter, however vaguely

expreffed in regard to the old or new forms

of doxology, was peremptory in reprefent-

ing Dr. Clarke to be under *' the ftrong de-

" lulions of pride and felf-conceit." So

little knowledge had this prelate either of

Dr. Clarke, or of himfelf.

The remark of Mr. Whifton upon
this controverfy, though frequently no-

ticed, is worth reciting:
"

This," fays he,

" I efteein one of Dr. Clarke's moil chrif-

" tian attempts towards fomewhat of re-

" formation, upon the primitive foot, that

he
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he ever ventured upon. But this at-

tempt was fo highly refented by bifhop

Robinfon, that it produced a moil fla-

"
grant claufe in a letter which he then

' wrote to the incumbents of his diocefe,
" to caution them againfl ufmg it. Which
" old form, the bifhop in the iimplicity
" of his heart, feemed to think a new

form of doxology. This letter occaiioned

feveral pamphlets on both fides -

y two
" of which I was the author of: to which
"

I muft refer the inquifitive reader. Nor
" need I add, that the bifhop, in the
"
way of modern authority, was quite toe?

" hard for Dr. Clarke, in the way of
"

primitive chriflianity.'

tt

<t

"

See Hlftorical Memoirs of Dr. Clarke, p. 99.
And for a further account of this controverfy, fee

Biog. Brit. 2d edit. vol. iii. p. 603. note x, article

CLARKE. The doxologies introduced by Dr. Clarke

in the Selefl pfalms and hymns, for the ufe of his

parifh, were the two following :

To God, through Chrift, his only fon,
Immortal glory be,

As 'twas, and is, and {hall be fo,

To all eternity.

And,
To God, through Chrift, his fon, our lord.
All glory be therefore,

As in beginning was, is now,
And fhall be evermore.

H The
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The diffidence and timidity in archbifhop Herring,

are to be lamented in a character fo excellent and

amiable. He had a liberal mind, and was well un-

derftood to think that a reformation was wanting of

ibme of the doctrines of the church over which he

prefided : but his days were occupied in difcouraging

occafional acts of intolerance in his own time, with-

out trying to infufe any of the meeknefs of his own

temper into the laws of his country, for the fecurity

of thofe who lived after him. Even in the correction

of the Tinging pfalms, he fhewed an apparent dif-

inclination to go beyond the correction of the errors

of the prefs.
" The new edition," fays he,

" of
" Tate and Brady is not come out, that I know of.

" The emendations fuggefted were much approved of,
" but my authority to alter them, made a matter of
" fome doubt j fo the middle way was taken, of cor-

"
reccing the errors, not the imperfections." (

In the

edition of thefe pfalms, 1737, there were above two

hundred errors of the prefs, as ftated by Mr.

Duncombe in a note.) And, while Dr. Carter was

perfecuted at Deal, for not reading the athanafian

creed, the archbifhop, contented himfelf with expreffing

his diflike of all difputes about the trinity.
" Your

friend Dr. Carter," fays he to the fame correfpondent,
"

is grievoufly teafed by folks who call themfelves the

" orthodox. I abhor every tendency to the trinity
*'

controverfy. The manner in which it is always
"

managed, is the difgrace and ruin of chriftianity."

See Letters from arcbbijbop Herring to William Dun-

combe, efq. J2mo. 1777. letter xxxvii. dated Nov. 5,

1753. And in another letter dated in Auguft the

fame year, to Dr. Jortin, relating to Dr. Clarke's

interleaved common-prayer book.
(
fee Mr. Maty's

Review for April 1782. vol. i.p. 241,)
"

I have read it ;"

fays
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fays the archbimop,
" have approved the temper, and

" wifdom of it. But into what times are we fallen

* after fo much light, and fo much appearance of

"
moderation, that one can only wifh for the fuccefs

" of truth ? The world will not bear it, and the proof
"

is very evident from this abominable fpirit that

"
rages againft the Jews. I expect in a little time

"
they will be maflacred. What a thin covering of

" embers had kept down the fire of high-church !

" We are now treating the Jews juft as the Ma-
" hometans treat the chriftians, who can afford them
* c no other epithet than chriftian dogs." But, until

the experiment be fully and ferioufly made, by thofe

in ftations of authority and power, it cannot be

known, how ready and anxious the world is to receive

a reformation. Seafonable opportunities are repeat-

edly loft, and liberal minded men pafs off the theatre

of life ; and thus the dogmas of dark and ignorant

ages remain the difgrace of the national church, in

thefe days of improved light and knowledge!

H 2 CHAP,



CHAPTER II.

Mr. Sykes's controverjy 'with Mr. Rogers
on church bower-, his letter to lord

f

Nottingham
-

3 appointment to the morn-

ing-preacherjhip at King
- Street chapel',

controverfy with Dr. Waterland on fub-

fcription-, letter on the Quakers bill-,

advancement to a prebend and the pra-

centorjhip in the church of Salifbury j

two occafionalfermons. 1720 1725.

AT a time when the fubjecT: of church

authority had been much canvaiTed,* and

indeed while the queftion was yet pending
between feveral very able difputants ; Mr.

Rogers published his Difcourfe of the vifible

and invifible church of Chrift. In which

it is foewn, that the powers claimed by the

officers of the vifible church, are not incon-

fijlent with thefupremacy of Chrift as head-,

or with the rights and liberties of chrijlians,

as members of the mvijible church.
l

This

a The firffc edition was publiflied in 1718 j
the third

i and the fifth 1738.
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This work has been much commended

by the advocates for church authority ;

and with refpedt to the temper and feriouf-

nefs with which it is written, is deferving

of praife : but now the heats which men

gave into, upon this fubjecl, have in a good
meafure fubfided, and the eyes of the nation

have been opened by much fubfequent
found reafoning and liberal investigation,

Mr. Rogers's book is pretty generally efti-

mated with very large abatements from

it's firft reputation.

It was apprehended by Mr. Rogers, that

there was much fallacy in the ftate of the

argument, and the conclusions which were

drawn by thofe who efpoufed the opinions,
" that Chrift was the fole ruler &c. in
" his church;" and " that all chriftians
" were profeifedly equal, &c." and who, fo

far as they had been convinced by them,
fo far they had been induced

univerfally
to reject this other great truth,

" that
" Chrift has appointed certain officers in
" his church, with authority of rule and
"

jurifdidlion over his difciples."
" The

"
diftrefs," fays he,

" into which the
" mind is brought by this

fallacy, is the

H 3
<
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"
apparent necefiity of abandoning either

the one truth or the other; either of

denying, that Chrift has any authority

in his church, or of denying the whole

external polity of it. Now this di-

ftrefs can no way fo effectually be re-

lieved, as by affigning to each propofi-

tionthejufl limits within which it is

true; and then {hewing that, ,
within

thefe limits, they are perfectly confident

with each other. By this it will be

evident, that it may with equal truth

be affirmed, with refpect to the invifible

church, that no chriftian hath authority

over another ; and with refpect to the

"
vifible, that Chrift has appointed forne

" to rule over others ; and that one of
" thefe proportions, when retrained to

"
it's proper fubject, does not in the leafl

" clafh or interfere with the other." b

This is the profeffed defign of Mr.

Rogers's difcourfe. And without entering

into all it's divifions and fubdivifions, it

may be generally obferved that in the exe-

cution of this plan, he fo effectually re-

moves

b
Preface, pages ix, x, of the third edition.
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moves Chrifl from any headfhip over his

viiible church, that as the whole routine

of legiflative authority, jurifdiction, doctrine

and difcipline of the eftablifhed church

are here maintained and defended; fo might

the eftablimment of the church of Rome
be defended on the fame principles, with

ftill greater advantage, to the entire feclu-

fion of the jufl plea for the proteftant

feparation. This is one of thofe cafes

wherein the advocate, from an honeft zeal

for his client, proves too much. The

diflinclions of viftble and invifible churches,

are moft accommodating phrafes ; they af-

ford much advantage to an expert cafuift,

but more than ordinary (kill is required in

the ufe of them. If the difputant who is

armed with thefe weapons, be once

fuffered to depart from firft principles,

he is equally prepared to combat giant or

pigmy. He opens, as it were, a kind of

pantomime fcenery, againft which there is

no aflurance in attack ; and fo long as it

is kept in view, the plain enquirer ftands

on fairy ground. It is pretty generally

true, in thefe cafes, that when any thing
has two handles, and it is in the option

H 4 of



t>f one party to fay which is the wrong
one, we mall very feldom find the other

taking hold of the right one.

Notwithstanding thefe obfervations, this

book of Mr. Rogers's, however hoftile in

it's operation to that jufl and reafonable

liberty wherewith Chrift hath left us free ;

to our acknowledging him to be our only

lord and matter here on earth ; and to our

diligently inquiring after thefe things :

and at the fame time, upon however falie

a foundation it is built, or however weak

and futile are the arguments by which it

is fupported, it has been much noticed,

and, occafionally, held in much eftimation,

Dr. Hare, then dean of Worcetter,

afterwards bifliop of Chichefter, who was

a warm partizan on the fame fide, and a

very learned man, obferved upon this work,

that " the ingenious author of the vifible

*' and invifible church, who in compliance
*' with our adverfaries, has very ufefully
ts confidered the church as an invifible

"
fociety, and to fo good purpofe, that

*' he has quite difarmed them of all the

"
advantage they could hope to make of

"it,



"
it, and fliewn at large that it can do

* ( them no fervice." c

This public teftimony in favour of Mr.

Rogers's Difcourfe> in fome degree, it feems,

excited Mr. Sykes to confider that work
more particularly;

d but we are, by no

means warranted to fuppofe that it alone

determined his mind upon the importance
of the book, or the neceffity of anfwering
it. The nature of the queftion, and the

very plaufible way of treating the fubjecl:,

gave it that popular caft, which would
make it much read, and therefore more

neceffary to be critically examined.

The title of Mr. Sykes's anfwer is, (XXI.)
The authority of the clergy, and the liberties

of the laity Jlated and vindicated. In anfwer
to Mr. Rogers'/ difcourfe of the vifible and

invifible church of CbrijL (1720.) After

demonstrating the futility of the diftinction

of vifible and invifible church, which is

laying the axe to the root of the tree,

and
deftroying, in the compafs of a

few pages, the foundation whereon Mr.

Rogers

c See Dr. Hare's vifitation fermon at Putney.

1719. preface, p. viii.

d See Mr. Sykes's preface, p. vi.



Rogers has railed his whole fuperflru&urc

of church work, (
which Fuller tells the

reader of his Church hijlory
t(

is always

flow;") Mr. Sykes maintains, as the juft de-

ductions and consequences of his premifes,

that Chrift is fole law-giver in his viable

church ; that the powers of the clergy to

teach, to minifter, to legiflate in matters re-

garding the profeifion of religious faith and

public teaching, as alfo in matters of de-

cency and order, are limitted within reafon-

able bounds, derived from civil authority, or

are their rights as men and members of the

fame fociety with others ; and are to be re-

gulated by their tendency to the common
convenience and advantage of the whole.

He does not admit either the fact of their

having, or the neceffity of their laying

claim to any immediate commiffion, or un-

interrupted fucceflion : and iniifls that the

obedience due to them is con frequently

qualified in proportion to the authority by
which they a<fl. Mr. Sykes further proves

that Mr. Rogers's principles and arguments

are, in their immediate confequences, de-

ftrudive of the rightful fupremacy of Chrifl

irt



in his vifible church, and of all chriftian li-

berty, and inconfiftent with the principles

of the reformation ; and that the arguments

which are maintained by him in reply,

are and muft be maintained by all proteftant

writers in their difputes with the papifts.

It would be to enter upon too large a

field to attempt to give the particular argu-

ments in this controverfy, as there are fo

many links in the chain. It is but juftice

however to obferve, that they are managed
with great ability, and with equal good

temper throughout. Bifhop Hoadly has

borne his teftimony to the work before us,

by way of reply to what Dr. Hare had faid

concerning Mr. Rogers's Difcourfe ; and he

has expreffed himfelf with fo much candour

and refpedt for both parties, that it would

be wrong to omit his opinion of them, and

may well fuperfede any other detail. " The
" Rev. Mr. Rogers," fays he,

" the in-

"
genious author of The infibk and invijible

f<
church^ certainly deferves commendation

" for the ferious and good manner in which
" he has, generally fpeaking, handled his

"
fubjed;. Whether he has quite difarmed

*< his adversaries, will beft appear to the

" reader



* f reader from comparing it impartially with
" Mr Sykes's complete and excellent exa-
tc mination of it."

Certainly there was no reafon for Mr.

Rogers to be concluded by bifhop Hoadly's

opinion, and accordingly he replied, but

very apparently not without the lofs of

temper, in a further inveftlgation of his

former arguments and defence of them, in

A review of a difcourfe of the vifible and in-

uifible church of Chrijl -, being a reply to Mr.

Sykes'j anfwer to that difcourfe.
f This Re-

view is confidered as an infeparable fupple-

ment to the Difcourfe, and is now almoft

always found bound up with it. The clear

arrangement of the matter is preferved, and

there is as much perfpicuity of reafoning re-

tained, as could be expected in a work where

the bafis is founded in miftake, and the ar-

guments univerfally infufficient, and befide

the purpofe.
Dr.

* See Anfwer to Dr. Hare's fertnon on church authority.

1719. pref. p. viii. or vol. ii. of bifhop Hoadly's works.

p. 813.

f The firft edition was publilhed 1721 ;
the fecond

3722 ; and the third in 1738.
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Dr. Hare, the then great champion of

church power, thought highly of this work;

and as himfelf and bifhop Hoadly had be-

fore given their refpective opinions of the

Difcourfe and Reply, fo he took the earlieft

opportunity of declaring his judgment of

the Review. " Thofe," fays he,
" who

want yet further fatisfaction, upon the

points I have not entered into, will find

" more than I could have given, in Mr.
"
Rogers 's excellent Review ; through

" which there runs fuch a vein of clear and
"

juft reafoning, in every part of it, that

"
it makes one doubly feel that ftrange

tf want of logic, that is fo confpicuous in

" the writers of the other fide." s And yet

the fame Dr. Hare had before publifhed,

without his name, one of the beft pleas for

the right of private judgment, which we

have in our language ; fo admirably tem-

pered with wit and argument, as to have

rendered it univerfally read and admired,

and can only be anfwered by the removal of

thofe " difficulties and difcouragements

which attend the iludy of the fcriptures in

the

S See Dr. Hare's Scripture vindicated, 1721. p. 163.

note.
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the way of private judgment," of which it

fo juftly complains.
h

Mr. Whifton's mare in the controverfy

concerning the trinity is well known, and

among the number of his opponents was

Daniel Finch, earl of Nottingham, fon of

the lord Chancellor, whofe pamphlet was

entitled, The anfiver of the earl of Not-

tingham to Mr. Whiflon'j letter to htm

concerning the eternity of the Son, and of the

Holy Ghoft. (1720.) The fixth edition of

which was publifhed in the courfe of the

next year. Lord Nottingham received the

" folemn thanks" of the univerfity of Ox-

ford for what they ftiled
" his moft noble

defence of the chriftian faith ;" and to

fecond this public teflimony of the Univer-

fity,

h The title of this trad is, Tie
difficulties and

dif-

couragements tvbich attend the Jludy of the fcriptures in

the ^vay of private judgment ; represented
in a letter to

a young clergyman. In order to Jhow that^ fence fuch a ftudy

of the fcriptures is mens
indifpenfable duty^ it concerns all

chriftian focicties to remove (as much as pojjible) tbofe dif-

wuragcments. By a prefbyter of the church of England.

The fourth edition was publifhed 1714; the fixth in

1715 ; the eleventh in 1769 ; for R. Horsfield.

1 See Collins's Peerage. 5th edit. vol. iii. p. 294.
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fity,
the archdeacon of London moved his

brethren,
" the city clergy," to fend their

thanks alfo to his lordfhip for his fervices.

The motion was carried among the Lon-

don clergy ; and the univerfity of Cam-

bridge followed the example of Oxford.

Mr. Whifton replied to lord Nottingham,

and what he further thought of the noble

earl's performance, may be feen in a letter

to archbimop Wake, preferved in his M?-

molrst where his candid and liberal fen-

timents do him much honour. k

Thefe proceedings of " the city clergy"

induced Mr. Sykes, under the character

of " a curate of London," to confider

more particularly the merit of lord Not-

tingham's Anfwer, in a letter addreffed to

him, and entitled, (XXII.) A letter to the

R. H. the earl of Nottingham, occajioned

by a late motion made by the archdeacon of

London, at his <ulfitation>for the city clergy

to return their thanks to bis lordfiip for

his anfwer to Mr. Whifton. (1721.) A
fecond edition of this letter was published

within the courfe of the year, and has

been

k See Whifton's Memoirs, vol. i. p. 219 226.
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been further preferred, by being repub-
limed in a fubfequent collection of fcarce

and valuable tracts.
1

Mr. Sykes declares againft entering into

the merits of the trinitarian controverfy,

and profeffes to confine the reafons of his

diiTent from the intended compliment to

his lordfhip, to certain other exception-

able paffages in his Anfwer. The firft

reafon flated is, becaufe his lordmip jufli-

fies perfecution, grounded on the advice

of Macenas, (an heathen) to Auguftus,
< ( never to fuffer any innovation in reli-

tf
gion, becaufe the peace of the ftate de-

"
pended upon it." Which reafon of {late,

if right and juft, would have prevented

the preaching of Chrift and his apoftles ;

and afterwards would have hindered the

reformation from popery; and would juf-

tify the perfecution of Lewis XJV. in

France, againft the protefiant fubjects;

and of the duke of Savoy againft the

Piemontoife; and would equally juftify

the eftablimed religion of every country.

And

1 See Baron's Pillars of priejhraft and orthodoxy

jhaken. vol. iii. p. 149 191,
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And though it is admitted that difturb-

ances have generally happened in flates,

on the admiffion of " innovations in re-

ligion ;

'

neverthelefs, the caufe of fuch

disturbances is to be found in the flate's

interfering where it hath no right, and

mould not be placed to the account of

the " innovation.
'

The application of the punifhment of

idolatry and blafphemy, in the old Tefta-

ment, under the jewim theocracy, is

proved to be foreign either to the pur-

pofe of the athanafian, or the arian,

under the chriftian difpenfation ; both of

whom mould believe according as they

mail think, in the full perfuaiion of their

own mind, to be agreeable to the word

of God. And in a mort pcftfcript an-

nexed, the fame fubject is refumed, and

further confidered, in refpe6t to what had

fallen from lord Nottingham.

The charge of perfecution which had

been brought againfl the arians, is ad-

mitted, but retorted upon the orthodox,

(without excufing either, but cenfuring

a.11 parties,) by proving that
'

Arius and

I his



his followers were firft perfecuted by the

emperor, foon after the Nicene council.

The objection made to the Plea,
" to

fuffer the tares fown by the enemy to

grow with the wheat," is anfwered by a

fair conftruclion and application of the

parable of the fower
-,

with fome reference

to the cafes of Mr. Emlyn and Mr.

Whifton ; and a defence againft the im-

putation of their *'
reviling, trampling

"
on, and putting to open fhame the Son

" of God."

And the defire expreffed by lord Not-

tingham, that thofe who were in au-

thority would interfere in defence of the

faith, is anfwered, by reminding his lord-

ihip that fuch interference tends only to

punim, not to refute. And the very low

credit of fynods, as alfo of convocations,

is forcibly and aptly ftated frdm the au-

thorities of Gregory Nazianzen, and Dr.

Wake, then archbimop of Canterbury.

Mr. Sykes had now been engaged three

years in King-flreet chapel, and the morning

preacherfhip beoming vacant by Dr. Wil-

cocks's
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cocks's promotion to the bifhopric of Glou-

cefter in 1721, Mr. Sykes was, on the 2iil

of December in the fame year, again no*

minated by Dr. Clarke to fucceed him;

and in confequence thereof, he was again

unanimoufly appointed to this advanced

lituation, by the like number of the go-

vernors and directors of that endowment,
as on the former occafion, among whom
Sir Ifaac Newton was this fecond time

alfo prefent. The fame day Dr. Dunftar

was appointed to fucceed Mr. Sykes in

the afternoon preachermip.
v

In confequence of fome apologies for,

or defences of fubfcription to the thirty-

nine articles, made by certain perfons,

who were fufpecled of arianifnij and,

more particularly fuch as were to be

found in Dr. Clarke's Scripture doffrine

of the
trinity, .his Reply to Mr. Nel-

fon, and other publications about the

fame time ; Dr. Waterland took the quef-

tion into confederation, and made it the

I 2 fubjecl:

m From "The book of the- ails of the trudees of

King-ftreet chapel."



fubjecT: of his inquiry in a pamphlet pub-
blifhed 1721, entitled, ^he cafe of Arian-

fubfcription confidered; and thefeveral pleas

and excufes for it, particularly conjidered

and refuted. After a fhort ilate of the oc-

calion and defign of his papers, Dr.

Waterland recites the general principles

or fentiments of the modern Arians, (fome
of them at leafl) concerning fubfcription

to our public forms
-,

and he maintains,

that the fenfe of the compilers, when cer-

tainly known, (
as in the prefent cafe it

is, )
is to be religiouily obferved by every

fubfcriber, even though the words were

capable of another fenfe. He then con-

fiders the feveral pleas and pretences for

fubfcribing, after the new method ; and

extracts fuch pleas chiefly from Dr.

Clarke's " introduction" to his Scripture

doffrine > he has divided them into fix-

teen feparate pleas, and has to each of

them fubjoined a feparate anfwer. The
confideration . of thefe being clofed, he

maintains, in his laft chapter, the affirma-

tive of his argument againft arian fub-

fcription,
" that feveral expreffions in our

"
public forms, are really not capable of

" a fenfe



<e a fenfc confident with the arian hypo-
"

thefis, or new fcheme."

In the midfl of what fome plain people

would call tritheifm or nonfenfe, there is,

in this pamphlet, much good reafoning

againft any prevarication
in fubfcription ;

and feveral of the particular pleas drawn

from Dr. Clarke's writings are well an-

fwered. Neverthelefs, Dr. Waterland,

whofe orthodoxy has never parTed under

any formal imputation, has himfelf re-

courfe to no lefs equivocal pleas for his

accommodation to the calviniftic, than

r. Clarke had for his own compliance

with the trinitarian articles. And there is

no authority which denies the liberty

taken in the one cafe, and admits it in

the other.
n

I 3
Dr.

I find the fame idea fuggefted by Mr. Whifton

in his Hijlorical memoirs of Dr. Clarke j wherein,

fpeaking of certain omiflions in the fecond edition of

Dr. Clarke's Scripture dottrine^ which were noticed

by Dr. Waterland, he obferves,
" In all which I

"
agree with Dr. Waterland : and would recom-

" mend it to him to imitate, nay to outdo Dr.
" Clarke : I mean in no more vindicating or figning
" the calviniftic articles : which he himfelf does not
" much more believe, than the other believed the

u athanafian. But non videmus id mantlets quod in tergo
"

/?." See Hiftorical memoirs, p. 108.



Dr. Waterland had no bad footing in

this debate, had he admitted his argu-
ment to have applied in all cafes equally ;

but being to be enforced, or changed, ac-

cording as the particular cafe or fubjecl

might be fuppofed to vary, that is, in

refpect to different articles, it was no more

tenable, in foro confcientia, than the lati-

tudinarian fcheme maintained by his ad-

verfaries. Notwithstanding which, Mr.

Sykes replied to Dr. Waterland in a pam-

phlet entitled, (XXIII.) The cafe offub-

fcriptiGn to the xxxix articles, confidered.

occafioned by Dr. Waterland's Cafe of arian

fubfcription. (1721.)

Mr. Sykes generally and principally in-

jfifts, that we are called upon to fubfcribe

to fuch and fuch propofitions, and to de-

clare that we think thofe general pro-

pofitions agreeable to the word of God,

without regarding the fenfe either of the

compilers or impofers of the articles. This

may be taking the moft plaufible ground of

defence of the latitudinarian fcheme, but

furely the propofitions contained in the

articles are too determinately exprefTed,

to admit fairly either of arian or armi-

n.ian
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man fubfcription, (
whatever might be

the fenfe of the compilers or impofers

if inquired into,) without having recourfe

to fome fubtle explications of the plain,

direct; and obvious meaning of the words.

The difagreement in opinion between

Drs. Waterland and Bennet, both of whom
had the reputation of being orthodox, on

the eternal procefiion of the holy fpirit, is

not omitted to be obferved by our author -

3

fo alfo the difagreement in opinion be-

tween bifhop Bull, doctors Wallis, South,

Sherlock, &c. on the trinity. And fur-

ther, the practice of arminian fubfcription

to calviniftic articles is not overlooked by

him, or failed to be applied to the cafe of

what is called arian fubfcription to tri-

nitarian articles; but this is only an ar-

gument ad homines, and defending one

ynjurtiflable practice by another -

y and

may be faid to be cutting the knot, in-

(lead of untying it. Mr. Sykes has re-

plied to all Dr. Waterland 's anfwers

to the pleas for a latitude, with great

acutenefs, but I do not think with e-

qual advantage, or to the fatisfaction of

an impartial examiner. In the general

I 4 prin-
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principle of his defence, that fubfcription

is required only to fuch and fuch gene-
ral proportions, and that thefe are agree-

able to the word of God, Mr. Sykes is

countenanced by Dr. Bennet, as appears

by a long citation from his EJ/'ay on the

xxxix articles j but the fanction of legal

authority is flill wanting to confirm this

aflumed latitude, or to remove all caufe

of equivocation.

Mr. Sykes's Cafe of fubfcription to the

xxxix articles, was anfwered by Dr.

Waterland the next year, in Afupplement
to the cafe of arian fubfcription , conjldered.

(1722.) Dr. Waterland here infifts, and

furely with great reafon, upon the de-

terminate fenfe of the articles and li-

turgy ; and draws out two feparate co-

lumns, contrafling the fcripture doctrine

of the trinity, according to Dr. Clarke

and his followers, againfl the fcripture

doctrine of the trinity, according to the

church of England in her public forms.

And after ftating the confequences of the

arian hypothecs, he collects the folemn

declarations required by the church, and

the evafions and contradictions of arian

fob-
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fubfcribers, into the form of a creed ; and

this he does, in order the more openly to

mew the inconfiflency of their public

profeftions,
with their real private opinions,

and that the eftablimed forms are fixed,

fpecial, and determinate.

Dr. Waterland having particularly con-

fidered the leading principle of Mr. Sykes's

anfwer, in refpect to the general propofitions

of the articles, and then urged their clear

and determinate fenfe, proceeds to more

fcattered matter j he cites feveral pafTages

from Mr. Sykes's Cafe, as fo many objec-

tions to the arguments and obfervations

in his firil pamphlet, and fubjoins anfwers

to each of them.

The charge of calvinifm upon the church

of England, and the argument deduced

from arminian fubfcription are examined,

with fome pains, and attempted to be

refuted. But all that is faid on thefe

fubjects is ineffectual and infufficient, and

againft an abundance of proofs which may
be brought to the contrary.

9 Dr. Water-

land

See a traft entitled. The church ofEngland vindicated

from the charge of arminianifm j and the cafe of arminian

ft*-
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land alfo replies to the countenance which

Mr. Sykes imagined to be given to his

general argument by Dr. Bennet; and

avails himfelf, in turn, of fome inge-

nuous declarations and arguments of Mr.

Whifton againft arian fubfcription
-

y and

takes refuge, under his name, for all the

hard things he may be fuppofed to have

faid of thofe, who flood in that predi-

cament.

The animadverfions contained in this

Supplement of Dr. Waterland's to his Cafe,

which together are valuable, produced a

fecond and concluding tracl: from Mr.

Sykes, entitled, (XXIV.) A reply to Dr.

Waterland'-r fupplement to the cafe of arian

fubfcription. (1722.) The defign and aim

of this Reply is to argue fpecially, that

the articles and phrafes ufually called

trinitarian, will bear an arian fenfe ; an

aflumption that was denied by Dr. Water-

land. That fcholailic terms, ufed with

much fubtilty, may tv/ifr. and diftort fome

expreffions,

tiilfcrtpthn particularly confidered. ~8vo. 1769. and Top-
ladv's Hijloric proof of the doftrinal calvimjm nf the church

c/"England. 2 vols. 8vo. 1774. To whom the former

trail has alfo been afcribed.
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expreifions, which in themfelves are cer-

tainly unfcriptural, may be admitted ; but

it is one thing to confound, and another

to convince the underftanding. And it

yet remains to be proved, that the arti-

cles will, in their ufual grammatical mean-

ing bear an arian fenfe.

The appeal which Mr. Sykes makes to

various other expreffions in the eftablimed

forms, wherein he prefumed that Dr.

Waterland himfelf made ufe of referve or

latitude, are only, in truth, fo manyjuft

arguments againft the ufe of the prefent,
or the policy of the impofition of any

fubfcrjption ; and not in
j unification of

a qualified one, when a plain and open
one is required by the impofer, and fup-

pofed to be made by the fubfcriber, in

order to prevent diverfity of opinions.
p

Mr.

P Still more unjuftifiable was the practice of the pro-

teftant difienters in requiring confeffions of faith from

their candidates for ordination. Probably the cafe of Dr.

Caleb Fleming about the year 1739, is the tuft exception
to this practice ;

he only declared that " he believed the
: new teftament writings to contain a revelation worthy
" of God to give, and of man to receive : and that it

6*
fliould be his endeavor to recommend thofe teachings

" to



Mr. Sykes's arguments, that the articles

are calviniftic, may be admitted, becaufe

it has been proved ; but the practice of

fubfcribing them in the arminian fenfe,

can never be juftified by any thing fhort

of the explicit declaration of the fame power
that

" to the people, in the fenfe in which he could x from
*' time to time underftand them." This would have

been a cafe in point for Dr. Samuel Chandler to have

given in his Cafe offubfcription to explanatory articles cf

faith, as a qualificationfor admijjion into the chriftian mini-

flry. (1748.) His adverfary preffingly inquired for any
one inftance of the kind among proteftant diflenters ;

but, for reafons which can now only be conjectured,

Dr. Chandler did not produce this cafe, though he had

himfelf aflifted at the ordination, and was joined there-

in by fome of the moft learned and refpectable of his

brethren, Dr. Hunt, Mr. Thomas Mole, Mr. George

Benfon, Mr. Jofeph Symmonds and Mr. Sendercock.*

The requifition of confeffions of faith from the can-

didates for the miniftry, is now generally forborn by
the rational diflenters, but with thofe of other deno-

minations thefe impofitions are retained ; though they

directly ftrike at and fubvert the firft principles of a

confiftent proteftant diflent, whatever may be the parti-

cular doctrinal opinions of the party that require them.

* From the information of an authentic manufcript,
and of a friend now living, who was prefent at

the time. See alfo A fermon occafioned by the

death of Dr. Caleb Fleming in 1779, by the

Rev. John Palmer of Iflington, pages 30, 31.



that impofes. The countenance which

great names may have given to this du-

plicity,
will only prove the greater necef-

iity of the removal of fuch terms of admif-

fion into a chriftian church ; which, it were

fervently to be wifhed, was as liberal in it's

inftitutions, as in the general fpirit of it's

members ; and that it was, in deed as well

as word, founded upon that rock, the holy

fcriptures, and regulated by the true fpirit

of our common mafter, that fo it might

endure, and be the ornament of ages.

Mr. Whifton, fpeaking of thefe two

tracts of Mr. Sykes's, fays, that he " twice

endeavoured to wafh a blackmore white."

He then mentions that Dr. Clarke was re-

folved to fubfcribe no more ; and adds,
" In

" which honeft refolution, I hope, this his

"
great admirer (Dr. Sykes) will follow

"
him, and timely repent of thofe two

"
pamphlets, which he formerly wrote to

"
encourage himfelf, and others of the

"clergy, fo leave the paths of uprigbtnefs,
" to walk in the ways of darknefs -, or, to

"
fign and ufe what they do not, they cannot

"
really believe to be true and right ; to

" the great fcandal of religion, the reproach
" of
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of that facred function to which they be-

long, and to the fpreading of infidelity and

profanenefs in the world. O myfouly come

not thou into theirfecrets ! To their affembly,

mine honour, be not thou united, q And again,

in the Memoirs of his own life, he fays,

both Mr. Emlyn and rnyfelf, always,

and Dr. Clarke and Mr. Jackfon, after

fome time, have refufed all preferments

that require fubicription."

It will not be foreign to our prefent pur-

pofe to add, that in a letter, received fo

lately as in April 1782 5 a learned and aged

friend, writes, in refpect to the fubjecl: of

the controverfy between Dr. Waterland

and Mr. Sykes, as follows ;
" Mr. Whifton

"
imagined this pamphlet (meaning Mr.

"
Sykes's Cafe) had been written by his

" friend Jackfon ; upon this he very fe-

"
verely rebuked him as the fuppofed au-

"
thor, but Jackfon eaiily acquitted himfelf

" from the charge ;"
s and adds,

" I was in-

" formed

<1 Hiftorical memoirs of Dr. Clarke, pages 118, 119.

r Whifton's Memoirs of his own
life.

2d edit. vol. i.

p. 141.

s This fa6l I have fince found ftated by Mr. Whifton

himfelf, in his Hiftorica! memoirs ofDr. Clarke, pages no,
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" formed by the late Dr. Fofter, that Sykes,
'* towards the latter part of his life, did
" not care to hear of the controverfy with
*' Waterland. Dr. Fofter, I remember,
" obferved that both Sykes and Water-
*' land were upon an equal footing, both

wrong."
Nor does the learned author of the

Confejional feem to think differently from

Dr. Fofter. The embarrafTed and fluctuat-

ing cafuiftry of Dr. Waterland is fully can-

valTed by him ;
l and no lefs fevere juftice is

done to the pleadings of Mr. Sykes in re-

ply, in behalf of his avowed latitudinarian

fcheme of fubfcription.
u And it is moft

obvious to fee, that there is the fame uncer-

tainty and embarramnent in the arian, as in

the athanafian apologift ; and that thefe to-

gether form one of the many, very many,

irrefragable

117; and in the addenda, p. 1 81 : and thefe pafTages are

cited at length in the Me?noirs of Mr. Jackfon, printed in

1 764, p. 6879. Whence it appears, that Mr, Jackfon,

had the fame notion of fubfcription with Mr. Sykes, and

defigned to anfwer Dr. Waterland, but he afterwards

gave it up, on the arguments of Mr. Whifton, Dr.

Clarke, and Mr. Enilyn.

r See ConfejJionaL 3d. edit. p. 192216.
u

lb. p. 231 238.
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irrefragable arguments for the taking away
fo great an hindrance to chriftian truth,

liberty, and fimplicity, as are all requifi-

tions of aflent to the dodtrines and com-

mandments of men. w

Early in the year 1722, while Mr.

Sykes was, as it were, yet defending him-

felf againfl Dr. Waterland, he undertook

the

w The general caft of Dr. Sykes's writings feem

to have been fufpe&ed, to fay the leaft, even by a

learned foreigner, as not being altogether agreeable
to the eftablifhed doctrines of the church of Eng-
land. Dr. Cramer, chaplain to the king of Denmark
at Copenhagen, while he was engaged in writing
an "

Hiftory of the proteftant religion," fent a letter

to Mr. Profeflbr Hubner, in 1757, then in London,
to defire he would procure fome account of Dr.

Sykes, and adds feven queries to direct his in-

quiries. The fifth query is worthy of notice. Query,
41 If he ever fubfcribed to the articles of the englifh
*' church ? And fuppofe he did, if he ever juftified him-
" felf in that regard, his fyftem of religion being
"

vaftly different from the ancient epifcopal church?"

Mr. Hubner applied to Dr. Birch, who was in-

timately acquainted with Dr. Sykes from 1730, to

the time of his death. Dr. Birch's anfwer was no

other than might be expected j that Dr. Sykes had

fubfcribed the articles feveral times, viz. upon ad-

miflion into every preferment he had; and for his

juftification therein referred the danifh hiftorian to

his pamphlet, entitled, The cafe of fubfcription to the

xxxix articles^ confidcred. See Papers in Brit. Mufeum,
Birch. MSS. 4319, 748.
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the defence alfo of the quakers, whofe

caufe then attracted the attention of the

public. The ftate of their cafe at the

time of Mr. Sykes's writing was as

follows : While a bill was depending in

parliament
" for granting the people called

"
Quakers, fuch forms of affirmation or

"
declaration, as may remove the diffi-

<c culties which many of them lie under 5"

a petition was prefented to the houfe of

lords (January 17, 1721,) againfl the

pafTing the faid bill, entitled,
" the hum-

ble petition of the clergy in and about

London." The reafons here alledged for

the rejection of the bill, are, that the

propofed indulgence would endanger the

legal maintenance of the clergy by tythes,

that it would be difpenfmg with oaths in

the admin iftration of juflice; would give

occafion of offence to good men, and of

triumph to the enemies of chriftianity,

to fee fuch condefcenlion made by a

chriftian legiflature to a fet of men who re-

nounce the divine inftitutions of Chrifl ;

and laftly, that the inftances were rare

wherein any quaker'had refufed the folemn

affirmation prefcribed in the 7th and 8th of

William III.

K The



The houfe of lords being of a fomewhat

more tolerant fpirit than this felect party of

petitioners, the petition, after fome de-

bate, was rejected -,
but it was afterwards

countenanced by a proteft figned by twenty

lords, among whom, however, there were

only Sir William Dawes, then archbifhop of

York, and Dr. Francis Atterbury, bifhop

of Rochefter, from the epifcopal bench.

Upon the reading the bill the third time,

January I9th, and it's paffing the houfe that

day, a fecond proteft was entered, figned by
thirteen lords, and among thefe the names

of the archbifhop of Canterbury, (
Dr.

Wake) and the bifhop of Oxford (Dr.

Potter) flood at the head ; and the rea-

fons were fubfcribed by only three other

of their brethren, the archbifhop of York,

the bifhop of Rochefter, and Dr. Francis

Gaftrell, bifhop of Chefter. But this laft

proteft, becaufe of fome high and falfc

afcription of privilege to the houfe of

convocation, was foon after erafed by
order of the lords.

x

Thus

x
Bifhop Atterbury had thentofore written largely in

fupport of the power of the convocation of the clergy,

and was, at this fame time, in the habit of writino-Q

pretty high protefts : but archbiihop \Vake, before

his



Thus much being obferved upon what

patted in the houfe of lords upon the

fubject of this letter, and which is col-

lected from the republication of the

original papers, annexed to it, it may be

full time to give the title at large.

(XXV.) A letter to Robert Mofs, Thomas

Gooch, and the reft of the mmtfters, who

in a late petition to the houfe of lords, filled

themfefoesy
" the clergy in and about

London." By Jomua" Freeman, (1722.)

Mr. Sykes, afluming a feigned fignature

and the character of one of the friends,

pleads their caufe in the way of reply to

the petition, and the two protefts. He
vindicates the relief they fought for, upon
the juftice of their cafe, and upon no

injury whatever being likely by fuch in-

dulgence to be fuftained by the ilate. And
K 2 in

his advancement to the prelacy, had been his adver-

fary, and was fuppofed to think very little better

of fynods and convocations than the paft hiftory of

thefe aflemblies would juftly warrant. Notwithftand-

ing, however, this former diverlhy of fentiment we
find his name at the head of this very proteft, which
was afterwards difgraced by an erafure from the

journals of the houfe; a proteft which though very
confiftent with the principles of bifnop Francis Atter-

bury, was not eafily to be reconciled to the principles
f Dr. William Wake.



in confirmation of this latter argument, he

recites the conduct of the republic of Hoi--

land, which gave to the anabaptifts the like

liberty which the quakers then afked and

obtained of the parliament of great Britain. *

It is obferved alfo, that the petition was,

in truth, a very imperfect reprefentation

of the fentiments of the London clergy ;

and that it had been haftily, if not fur-

reptitioufly obtained. The names of thofe

two gentlemen to whom the letter is ad-

drefled, owe their diftinction, probably, to

their extraordinary zeal, above others of

their brethren, in foliciting and prefenting

the petition ; they were two well known

dignitaries of the church, but while our

author was writing under the character of

a quaker, the recital of their 'honours was

neceffarily omitted.

Mr. Sykes alfo published in the fame

year A fermon, preached at the chapel in

King-ftreet, near Golden-fquare, London,

on the fifth of November 1722, being

then, as we have before feen, morning

preacher there. The title of this fermon

is, (
XXVI.

)
The confequences of the pre-

fent
H See 8 George I. c. 6.
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fent confpiracy to the church and ftate con-

fidered: (1722.) and the text is taken from

the twentieth verfe of the thirty -fifth

pfalm; For they fpeak not peace: but they

devife deceitful matters againfl them that

are quiet in the land. He does not omit

to remark, though he forbears to examine

critically, the two different verfions which

are given of the former part of the verfe,

for while fome read,
"

they fpeak not

peace," others have it,
"
they fpeak peace :"

but contents himfelf with applying the fub-

fequent part of the verfe, (independent of

either veriion of the former part) to the

purpofe he had in view, and to the men,

whofe principles he intended to defcribe,

as
"
devifmg deceitful matters againft thofe

that were quiet in the land."

The policy of the church of Rome is

ftated to be uniformly, and in all things,
<f fo contrived, that in it's natural con-

fequences it fupports a temporal great-

nefs, at the fame time that it pretends to

fupport a kingdom which is not of this

world."

The application, in refpect to the cir-

cumftances of that time, which threatened

K 3 the
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the fubverfion of the government from plots

and confpiracies by fome of our difafFe&ed

countrymen, confiils, in giving his hearers

and readers full notice of the power, the arts.,

and the perfidy of the church of Rome; a

church which was doubly armed with means

to effect it's end, by that intimate alliance

with the ftate, as to give it the afcendency

over the moft facred institutions of civil go-

vernment>. He enumerates fome of the ob-

Vieus and fatal confequences of a popilh

prince being feated on the throne of a pro-

teflant kingdom ; fatal, from the depreffion

of civil liberty by the tyranny of the prince

fupported upon popilh principles ; from

the .probable refentment of the difaffected,

rmd the horrors of a civil war and maflacre

intended ; and from the lofs of that re-

ligious liberty, to which we are entitled as

chriftiansj, as men, and as .proteilants.

Bimop Hoadly was tranilated in 1721-,

to Hereford, and in 1723 to the fee of

Salifbury ; and he had not been fettled there

more than three months, before he col*-

lated Mr. Sykes to the prebend of Al-

ton-Borealis in that cathedral. This a6t

merited friendfhip, in reward for the



exertion of his abilities in the fervice of

.rational religion and liberty, and in re-

turn for the unwearied efforts of perfonal

regard, Mr. Sykes .received on January

26, 1723-4. And, about three years after-

wards (1726,) it was followed by the fame

worthy and eminent prelate's appointment

of him to the praecentorfhip
in the fame

cathedral church, on the death of their

common friend, the learned Dr. Daniel

Whitby.

Upon the return of the anniverfary

meeting of the gentlemen educated at St.

Paul's fchool, on Monday January 25th,

1724, Mr. Sykes preached the fermon on

that occaiion in St. Paul's cathedral.

(XXVII.) It was afterwards published at

the requeft of the ftewards,
" his honoured

friends, and fchool fellows ;" among thefe

were Dr. Mawfon, afterwards bifhop of

Ely, who had preached on the fame ,oc-

^caiion the preceding year 5 the reverend

Samuel Grove, Richard Edwards, efq.

and five others.

The fubjecl: of this difcourfe is taken

from i Tim. i. 5, and 6. Now the end of
the commandment is charity, out of a pure

K 4
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heart* and of a good conference* and of

faith unfeigned. Prom 'which fome having

fwerved, have turned aji.de unto vain jang-

ling. And having explained the apoftle's

meaning as connected with it's context,

he proceeds to "
inquire into the natural

fources of the evil condemned by the

apoftle in thofe words, vain jangling ;

to mew that a right education is the pro-

per cure of it ; and to confider what mould

be the conduct of fuch, as have had a

liberal education, towards one another."

Thefe feveral parts of his fubjecl: are

accurately and judicioufly treated, holding

out juft ideas of the advantages of a liberal

education, and the proper ufes which

ought to be made of them, in the invefti-

gation of truth, as alfo in the government
of temper in the inquiry after it ; and in

cultivating an enlarged charity for thofe

who, after all, entertain a difference in

opinion from ourfelves.

CHAP. III.
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CHAPTER III.

His appointment to the ajjijlani preacberjhip

at St. James's ; the publication of bis

EfTay on the truth of the chriftian

religion ;" takes the degree of doffor in

divinity at Cambridge ; publifoes bis

" True grounds of the expectation of the

Median >" two affize fermons -,
and bis

"
Elogium of Dr. Clarke."

17251729,

ON the fourteenth of April 1725, upon
the nomination of Dr. Samuel Clarke, Mr.

Sykes was appointed afiiftant preacher at

St. James's church, Weftminfter. The va-

cancy was occafioned by the death of Dr.

Ibbot, who had been, fometirne his con-

temporary at Benet College in Cambridge,

though his fenior by about fix years ; and

who, from a congenial turn of mind, and

fimilar ftudies, had been connected with him

in the moil intimate friendfhip.
a

The

a See fome account of Dr. Ibbot in Mafters's Htftory

of C. C. C. C. pages 317, 318 ; and Dr. Flexman's

preface to Dr. Ibbot's Thirty-fix difcourje^ in 2 vols.

Svo, 1776.
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The high claims which had been made

by the advocates for church authority

throughout the reign of queen Anne, and

till near the clofe of that of her fuccefibr-,

being now for awhile laid to fleep by the

excellent replies which had been made to

them, 'left the field of controverfy open to

the fpeculations of certain ingenious free-

thinkers. And as civil eflablifhments have

been very clearly demonftrated to be one

great caufe of infidelity, it is the lefs to be

wondered that the great pretenfions which

had been made in favour of the ecclefiaftical

fyftem of doctrine and difcipline eftablimed

by law, mould generate fufpicions againft

the credibility of the chriftian revelation ;

or at lead prepare a feafon wherein it's ene-

mies could with advantage bring on a general

attack upon it's authority. And further, as

the 'viewing chriftianity through the me-

dium of human devices, had occafioned not

a few perfons unhappily to reject it ; fo

alfo theie additions increafed the difficulty

of confident defence to the members of

national churches. Infomuch that while

the aiTailants had the choice of their ground,

ammunition, and the full exercife of their

weapons, wherewith they could put forth all

their



< '39 )

ftrength : fome of the mofl inge-

nious and able advocates of our com-

mon faith were left expofed to the ai>

tillery of the enemy, and obliged to make

their defence under the preiTure of fetters

and links of iron*

Mr. Sykes was himfelf by no means

infenfible 'of this difadvantage, as may
'be prefumed from the general tenor of

his writings, which were directed to the

removal of all fuch impediments ; but

which may alfo be concluded from his own

expreis acknowledgment of the difficulties

which they occafioned in the defence of

the truth, as it in Jefus.
" One thing

more I would obferve," fays he,
*' which

both the friends and the adverfaries of

chriflianity know full well ; and that is,

that lince divinity has been made a fci-

ence, and iyflematical opinions have been

received and embraced, in fuch a manner

that it has not been fafe to contradict

them, the burden of vindicating chriflianity

has been very much increafed. It's friends

have been much embarraffed through fear

of fpeaking againfl local truths
-,
and it's

adverfaries have fo fuccefsfully attacked

thofe weaknelTes, that chriflianity itfelf has

been deemed indefenfible, when in reallity

the



the follies of chriftians alone have been fo.

Whereas, were chriftians left to their full li-

berty to defend the doctrines of Chrift and

his apoftles ; the doctrines, I fay, of Chrift

and his apoftles, which is all that chrif-

tians, as fuch, are obliged to defend ;

were no attacks to be made againft them,

but what could be taken from thence ;

and were they to defend only them, I do

n-ot fee which way their caufe could re-

ceive any damage, nor how infidelity could

make any converts", t

In the year 1724, Mr, Collins firft pub-
lifhed his Dijcourfe on the grounds and rea-*

fons of the chrifiian religion ;
" as if his

'*
defign had been" (as Dr. Leland fays,)

(f to do real fervice to chriftianity, by efta-

"
blifhing it upon a fure and folid founda-

" tion. The icheme he lays down is this : .

" that our Saviour and his apoftles put the

." whole proof of chriftianity folely and in-

"
tirely upon the prophecies of the old

* Teftament: that if thefe proofs are valid,

"
chriftianity is eftablifhed upon it's true

" foundation ; but if they are invalid, and
" the

b Preface to EJJay on the truth of the corijVian religion, p. x,



" the arguments brought from thence be

" not concluiive, and the prophecies from
<{ thence not fulfilled, chrijlianity has no juft
' '

foundation, and is thereforefalfe. Accord -

"
ingly, he fets himfelf to mew, that the

"
prophecies cited in the new Teftament

" from the old, in proof of chriftianity,

'* four or five ofwhich he particularly confi-

'*
ders, are only typical and allegorical proofs;

" and that allegorical proofs are no proofs,
"

according to fcholajlic rules, i. e, as he
"

plainly intends it, according to the rules

" of found reafon and common fenfe. Thus
"

it appeareth that the evident defign of this

" author's book is to fhew, that the only
" foundation on which chriftianity is built

is falfe : that the firft publifhers of the

gofpel laid the whole fupport and credit

of Chrift's divine miffion, and of the reli-

gion he taught, upon pretended jewiih

prophecies, applied in a fenfe which had

no foundation in the prophecies them-

felves, and contrary to the plain original

meaning and intention of thofe pro-

phecies -,
which the jews had never un-

derftood nor applied in that fenfe, and

which had nothing to fupport it but al-

fc
legory ;

"

"
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"
legory ; /. e. the mere fancy of him who,

"
applies it.." c

After this general flate of the fcheme of

Mr. Collins's book, it is almoft needlefs to

fay that many learned men, both among
the clergy of the eftablifhed church, and

the proteftant diffenters, exerted themfelves

with great ability and iuccefs in reply.

Among thefe were bifhop Chandler, Mr.
Samuel Chandler, doctors Sherlock and

Bullock, and Mr. Whifton and Mr. Low-

man, all of whom, while they defended

the chriftian faith, accumulated credit to

themfelves. Nor was Mr. Sykes, upon
this occafion, behind the foremoft of thefe

refpected names in the fervice he rendered

the chriftian caufe, in his (XXVIII.) Effay

on the truth of the chriftian religion : 'wherein

it's real foundation upon the old Teftament is

fbewn. This work was firft publifhed in

1725, and the great objedt of it was to

bring
"

dired, pofitive proof of this truth,

that Jefus is theChrift."d And the im-

portance of the argument in it's favour,

clra.wn

c See Leland's View of del/tied writers, edit. 4. 176^..

vol. i. pages 90, 91.

A
Preface to the fccond edition, p. xi.
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drawn from the prophecies of the old Tef-

tament, againft which Mr. Collins had

directed his main force, is well reafoned in

a fhort compafs.
" There are," fays he,

'* I know, a great many perfons, who
conceive that chriftianity is fufnciently

proved to be true, if the miracles and

refurrection of Jefus are true ; even with-

out any regard to the prophecies fo often

appealed to by him. But fuppoiing the

miracles to be true ; yet no miracles can

prove that which is falfe in itfelf to be

true. If therefore the Meffiah be not

foretold in the old Teftament, no miracles

can prove Jefus to be the Mefliah fore-

told : Nay, it is a ftronger argument to

prove Jefus to be an impoftor, that he

appealed to prophecies which were not

prophecies, and by that means impofed

upon the ignorant people -,
than it is,

that he came from God merely becaufe

he worked miracles. Fa/fe Chrlfls and

falfe prophets may arife, and may JJiew

fitch great figns and wonders as to de-

eeive> if it were
pojjible, the very eleft*

(
Matt. xxiv. 24. )

Yet no one from

thence would argue, that thofe falfe

(Thrifts, are true ones ; nor would any

one
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one cohclude that a man came from God,

notwithftanding any miracles he might do,

if he appealed to fcripture for that which

is no where in it." e

In the beginning of this efTay,
Mr.

Sykes diftinctly conilders the historical fact,

and the grounds of it,
" that the jews ex-

pected about the time that Jefus appeared,

that fome body from among them mould

obtain a kingdom and dominion over all :

'

and this he maintains from the evidences

of the jewiih and roman writers, ( Jo-

fephus, Tacitus, and Suetonius,) and alfo

the facred writings of the old Teftament,

(chap. i. and ii.) He then proceeds to

confider the feveral phrafes of the kingdom

of heavert., the kingdom of God, the king-

dom, his kingdom, -kingdom of Mejjiah or

Chrijl, which feverally occur in the new

Teflament, as meaning the fpiritual king-

dom, or Hate of the gofpel, and as appeals

to the prophecies in Daniel in refpect to the

time of it's commencement during the

roman empire 3 it's progrefs and extent;

( becoming a mountain, and filling the 'whole,

earth. Dan. ii. 31 35.) it's not being pro-

moted

e Introduction to t\iz ficsnd edition, pages i. ii.
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moted or carried on by human force, but

without hands, (chap. iii. and iv.) He
maintains alfo, in the profecution of the

argument, that wherever the title of Son of

man is ufed in the new Teftament, the

prophecy of Daniel (vii. 13, and 14.) is

in view ; and that wherever Jefus is fo

called, how often foever that be, there the

meaning is, that he is that perfon to whom
the kingdom is prophelied to be given in

Daniel, (chap. v.
) With refpect alib to the

title MeJ/iab or Chriji, in the new Tefta-

ment, which was founded on more than

one prophecy, he conliders as highly pro-

bable to have a particular view to the

prophecy in Daniel, (ix. 24 27.) which

has immediate relation to the time when

Jefus was cut
off',

as well as the name

MeJ/iab, by which he was called, and

which in Daniel is put abfolutely, MeJ/iab

the prince, (chap. vi. )

In the advancement of the argument he

next iniifts, that, betides the appearance of

Jefus before the deftruftion of Jerufalem,

and the final end of the jewim ftate,
" he

proved himfelf to be the Chrift, or the

Mefliah, or the Son of man,"
" that per-

L fon



fon whom Daniel faw, and to whom the

kingdom was given : and this he proved

by a feries of miracles, by wonders and

figns, which God did by him in the land

of Judea." Nor does Mr. Sykes omit to

refute fome of Mr. Collins's reafoning

on the credibility of miracles, before he

proceeds to confider " the evidence there

is for the miracles which Jefus did.
'

The accounts of which, as he obferves, are

given on the teftimony of thofe whofe

intereft was on the contrary fide; who

were contemporaries, and two of the evan-

gelifts even eye witneffes of what they re-

late ; all of whom were plain, illiterate

men; free from policy or cunning; and

whofe writings mew them to be art-

lefs, fimple, and ingenuous ; the facts re-

lated were performed before great numbers

of perfons, and the accounts published foon

after the death of Jefus ; and their end

was worthy of the agent to whom they

are afcribed. (chap. vii. and viii.) He alfo

ftates the evidences " of the refurredtion

of Jefus," and examines the objections

againlt them, concluding that the fact is

true, and confequently, that Jefus is the

Cbrift. (chap. ix. and x.) He next pro-

ceeds
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ceeds generally to the ccnfideration " of

the prophecies of the new Teftament, as

an argument for the truth of chriftianity ;'*

and then " of the meaning of types in the

new Teftament, and of typical reafoning,"
in order to refcue feveral pafTages from

mifapprehenfion, whereby chriilianity is

expofed to the common fcorn of it's adver-

faries. (chap. xi. and xii. ) He afterwards

goes on to fupport his general argument,

by the particular examination " of the

meaning of thofe words ufed by the evan-

gelifts, That it might be fulfilled which

was fpoken by the prophets." He explains,

by the way, the various fignifications of

the word prophet, and very ably refutes

the notion of a double interpretation of the

prophecies; generally underftanding the

words, that it might be fulfilled, 6cc. to be

ufed in the way of accommodation, and as

applying them only. The feveral citations

in the four gofpels, and ad;s of the apoftles,

are fucce'Tively examined in the order they
lie in the new Teftament ; and it is infifted,

that where real prophecies are cited, they
are not brought, nor intended as proofs

of Jefus being the Chrift, but as marks or

L 2 characters
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cbaraSlers of the Meffiab, which agreed to

yefus. ( chap. xiii. xv.
)

Having now gone through the compafs
of his defign, he adverts to one circum-

flance which may appear fomewhat fin-

gular, which is,
" that the prophecies

which chriflians very ufually iniifl on now

a-days, are never mentioned in the new

Teftament; whereas others, which feem

more remote and difficult to be under-

ftood, are therein often mentioned." And
this is very fatisfa&orily accounted for,

particularly in refpect to that concerning

Shiloch, Daniel's feventy weeks, and Hag-

gai's fecond temple, all of which were

not completed 'till after all the books of

the new Teftament were written, excepting
St. John's gofpel, and St. Jude's epiflle.

(chap, xvi.)

The argument of the book is recapitulated

in the three clofmg pages of this volume,

which contain a noble protclt in favour

of the fimple and genuine gofpel of Chrift :

they do fo much credit to our author's dif-

cernment, and ingenuous temper, to his love

for truth, and earned defire to remove all

impediments to the difcovery of it ; that it

would
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would be to withold an ad of juftice to him,

and to deny a rational gratification to the li-

beral reader, not to recite them in this place.
"

I have," fays he,
" in the preceding

chapters endeavoured to purfue one {ingle

thread of reafoning, omitting many other

arguments which have their weight. But

that the reader may perceive the connec-

tion of the whole, I here fum up the ar-

gument in a few words.

" The Jews were, at and about the

times when Jefus appeared, in great ex-

pectation of one, whom they called, the

Mejfiab, and who was to have an univer-

fal dominion ; and this expectation was

founded upon their facred books. There

was a promife made to Abraham, and to

David, that one mould arife of David's

feed, who mould reign for ever.

" And in Daniel, there is exprefs pro-

phecy that God would erect a KINGDOM;
and there is an account of one like the

Son of man, to whom God is reprefented

as giving an everLifting dominion, that all

people, nations, and languages, foould Jerve

him: and likewife there is clear prophecy,

L 3 that
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that in a certain period of time Meffiab

fliould be cut
off.

"
Jefus, when he appeared, (j Clared to

the people, that God was, by means of

him, erecting the kingdom of heaven fore-

told : that he was that Son of man, that

Mejjiaby or Cbriji, whom they expected :

and this he did, not once or twice, but

fome hundreds of times, during his life :

in effect, every time that he difcourfed of

the kingdom of heaven, of the Son of

man, or of the Chrift, he appealed to thefe

prophecies of Daniel.

'* To fhexv that he did not do this as

an impoflor, but as one really fent from

God, he worked many miracles ; he fore-

told his own death and refurrection ; and

he rofc again juft as he had foretold : which

plainly proves that he was influenced by a

power from on high. Thefe facts being

true ; and the events exactly corresponding
to the prophecies of Daniel ; and, fince

our Saviour's times, events exactly corre-

iponding to the prophecies of the new

Teftament, as we ourfelvcs can fee, and

make a judgment unon feventeen hundred
J IW i

years
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years experience, it is undeniably certain,

that chriilianity is true.

" The only objections which have the

appearance of weight in them, are taken

from miftaken notions of fome expreflions

in the new Tefcament writers, or elle from

a wrong judgment of the apoftles methods

of arguing. But they are abfolutely no-

thing, if underftood, as it muft be allowed

they MAY be ; and if there be but a

1>offibilitv that they may be underftood as I
*JJ ^ J /

have explained them, the truth of chrifK-

anity ftands unfhaken
-,

becaufe the force

of the arguments produced againft it, lies

intirely upon a fuppofition, that it is //-

pqfltble
to reconcile the old and new Tefta-

ment together in thofe points.
" Would to God that chriftians would

be content with the plainnefs and fimplicity

of the gofpel ! That they would be per-

fuaded to make no other terms of com-

munion, than what Jefus himfelf has

made! That they would not vend, under

the name of evangelical truth, the abfurd

and contradictory fchemes of ignorant, or

wicked men ! That they would part with

that load of rubbifh which makes thinking

L 4 men
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men almoft fink under the weight, and

gives too great a handle for infidelity ! That

they would diflinguim betwixt human

opinions and revealed truths ! T^hat they

would fee the difference betwixt authority

and reafon ! That they would look upon

Jefus as the author and finifher of faith !

That they would think, that they are not

qualified to make any other terms of ac-

ceptance with God, than what are already

publi(hed by our Saviour ! That they would

look upon all ferious chrifHans, as mem-
bers of the one body of Chriil ! That they

would ceafe from unchriftian and inhuman

damning, perfecuting, burning one another,

for not afTenting to the words of men, as to

the words of God ! And CHRISTIANITY
would foon become the joy of the whole

earth, and infidelity would lofe it's main,

I may fay, it's only fupport."

After this view of this Effay on the truth

of the chrijlian religion, more immediately

before us, it muft further be obferved, that

a fccond edition, corrected and enlarged, was

published 1755, on account of the renewed

attacks upon the chriftian religion, by lord

Bolingbroke and Mr. Hume; of the latter

of
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of thefe, Dr. Sykes has taken fome notice

in an additional preface, in refpect to his

general argument againfl miracles.

The writer of the New memoirs of litera-

ture for Auguft 1725, concludes his ac-

count of this work, foon after it's firft

publication, in the following manner 3

" It feems to me," fays he,
" that the

" author has done a great fervice to chrifti-

"
anity by publifning this book. I never

" read any. polemical work, written with
"

greater politenefs : I have not found in it

"
any injurious term, any perfonal reflection.

" If this book had not a very great fale, I

" mould wonder at it. If this book does

< not appear fufficient to remove fcruples
" about the quotations of the firft preach-
" ers of the gofpel, I know not what will

<f do it.

"
I mall obferve, that this book cannot

" be well anfvvered, unlefs it be proved that

"
Chrift was not foretold in the prophecies

" of Daniel ; and that the evangelifts and
"

apoftles did really believe that all their ci-

" tations related only to the perfon of Jefusy

" or to his difpenfation, and could not be
" underftood of any other perfon, or any
*' other thing. If thofe two articles are not

"
proved
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"
proved with great evidence, an anfwer to

** Mr. Sykes's book would be very in-

"
fignificant."

f

Dr. Leland fays, that " in this book, it

*'
is clearly proved, that there are fome di-

" redl prophecies relating to the MefTiah in

" the old Teflament, efpecially in the book
*' of Daniel ; and there are many good ob-
" fervations to {Lew, that the new Tefta-

" ment writers often quote paffages by way
*' of accommodation and alluiion only ; and
te

that moft of the texts produced as prophe-
" cies by the author of The grounds, are of
" this kind." 2 Dr. Harwood fpeaks of this

EJfay in fimilar terms of approbation.
h

And alfo a writer in one of our prefent

literary journals, who is faid to have been

a gentleman very competent to make a juft

eiUmate of the work, of which he fpeaks, is

led to obferve, that " the EJJay on the truth

*'

of the chriftian religion, is, by far, the beft

" book

J
'

New memoirs of literature, vol. ii. pages 102, 103.

See Leland 's View of deijlical
writers. 4th. edit,

vol. i. p. 96.

h See New inlroJufiian to the new Teftament. fecond

edit. vol. i. p. 289 201.



( 155 )

tc book on that topic."
i And it was allowed

by that able a'dverfary againft whom it was

originally written,
" to have advanced a

confiftent fcheme of thins.
" k

In the year 1726, Mr. Sykes proceeded

to take the degree of doctor in divinity in

the univerfity of Cambridge.
1 But I am

not further informed in this matter, not-

withftanding my feveral inquiries, than by

what I received from an eminently .learned

and venerable dignitary, who, in a letter to

me in January 1782, writes--" I know no-

"
thing particular

of Dr. Sykes, fave that I

" was in the fchools when he kept his act

" for his doctor's degree, where he flood,

" like the flurdy oak, to receive and return

" back the fiery darts of the orthodox. The
"

queflions I forget, but I think one was on

" the right of private judgment." And the

fame much refpefted friend adds, in another

letter of more recent date,
" his figure

" and

See Monthly review, for May 1756. vol. xiv. p,

398.

k See preface to thefecsnd editon of the EJfay. p. xi.

1 From Benet college regifter.



(t and cool deportment on that occafion, I

<e mall never forget."

Mr. Collins published in 1727, A de-

fence of his Grounds and rcafons, under the

title of The fcheme of literal prophecy cpn-

fidered, this was chiefly in reply to bifhop

Chandler, though other adverfaries were

not wholly overlooked ; but inafmuch as

fome of his fuggeftions concerning
" the

expectation of the jews of a Mefiiah to

come out of their own nation," were

thought deferving of further notice by Dr.

Sykes, he published a letter upon the fub-

ject in the London journal vt April i, 1727,

under the lignature of Philalethes.

Mr. Collins had acknowledged that there

" was in and about the time of Jefus a

"
very great expectation among the jews of

" a perfon to come, who was to redeem them

"
by arms out of the ftate of mifery and

"
fiavery under which they groaned." But

at the fame time he ventured to afTert,

that " fuch expectation had no real foun-

" dation in the old Teftament, and therefore

" could only proceed from the fenfe of the

"
opprefiions they were under ; and the fame

"
reafon,"
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"
reafon," fays he,

" holds for the conti-

" nuance of that notion."

The defign of this letter therefore is to

{hew that the true grounds of fuch expedi-

tion are to be found in antiques facerdotum

libris, where Tacitus tells us they were

thought to be contained, /. e. in the old

Teftament.

This anonymous refcript being anfwered

at the end of a letter addrefled to Dr.

Rogers, and more than probably written

by Mr. Collins himfelf,
m wherein he

fhifted his foundation from the diflrefs to
*j /

the enthufiafm of the jews, in his explain-

ing his account of the expectation of a

Meffiah. This artful change of the ground

of attack, provoked Dr. Sykes to a vindica-

tion of his former letter in reply ; and he

has {hewn from the hiflory of the world,

and alfo from the particular fituation of the

jews, that neither their fuppofed diflrefs,

nor yet their enthufiafm, were the real

caufes of their expectation, being both of

them

m The title at large, runs, A letter to the reverend

ddftof Rogers, on occafton of his eight fermons^ concerning

the necejfity of divine revelation^ and the
/>< eface prefixed to

them. To which is added, a letter printed in the London

journal, April i, 1727; with an a^jiver to the fame,

London, printed in the year 1727.-
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them unequal to fuch effect. And in this

fecond letter, Dr. Sykes ably confiders the

difficulty infilled upon by Mr. Collins, that

"
only upon an allegorical and traditional

fenfe of the fcriptures could the jews

ground their expectations of a carnal or
" victorious Mefliah."

The former of thefe letters was repub-

lifhed, along with the fecond, in the fame

year, in one tract, entitled, (XXIX.) The

true grounds of the expectation of the Meffiah.

In two letters. The one printed in the Lon-

don Journal ; the other in vindication of it.

Being a reply to the anfwer publifoed at the

end of a late letter to Dr. Rogers. By Phila-

lethes. (1727.) Dr. Leland very juftly

calls this " an ingenious pamphlet." And

though the argument is more controverfial

than general, or a reply to an objection,

rather than a regular defence of chriftianity;

it certainly contributed it's full mare to the

jufl invefligation of truth, though it failed

to make a convert of Mr. Collins.

Near to the clofe of the fame year, Dr.

Sykes preached a fennon at the affizes held

at

n See Leland'j View of deiftical writers^ vol. i. p. 99.
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at Chelmsford in EfTex, March 21, 1727-8.

and it was afterwards publifhed (XXX.)
at the requeft of William Afhurft, efq.

the high (heriff, and of the grand jury of

the county. The fubjec"l of this difcourfe

is, The duty of love to God> and to our

neighbours ; (
Matt. xxii. 37 39. ) and

thefe duties are here treated in a manner

which does juftice to the importance and

extent of the fubjed:, and reflects honour

and credit upon the preacher. He infcfts,

with pointed emphan's, upon the unity of

God, as well as upon the love, and obedience

due unto him
-,
and in the. genuine fpirit

of mutual toleration under the gofpel dif-

penfation, he enlarges upon, 'and feverely

reprehends the " violations of thefe two

great commandments, upon which the

law and the prophets hang, upon which

all religion depends; becaufe," fays he,

(C
idolatry and perfecution have been (in

flat contradiction to thefe commands of

Chriilj eftablifhed throughout the chrif-

tian world. And how fmall a part of it,

even yet> has reformed itfelf from thofe

errors ? How 'fmall a part has forfaken

idolatry ? and how much fmailer ftill is

acquainted
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acquainted with that religious liberty

which all men have a right to ?" And
he concludes with lamenting the general

weak ftate of thefe principles in the lives

of thofe who profefs chriftianity ; and ex-

horts thofe whom it concerns, to educate

children in the fear of God, and love of

mankind, and in the abhorrence of perfe-

cution ; and to inftruft them in the true

notion of liberty and the rights of their

fellow creatures ; for then, fays he,
" are

they refcued from darknefs to light, from

the power of error to the force of truth -

y

and to encourage fuch defigns, is to en-

courage what is moil likely to be of per-

petual advantage to the children, and an

honour to the fociety of which they are

members, and a benefit to the common-

wealth in which they are to live."

At the fucceeding fummer aflizes held

for the fame county at Brentwood, Aug. 8,

1728, our author again preached, on

that occafion, and this his fecond fermon

was alfo publimed at the requeft of the

meriff and grand jury. (XXXI.) His text

was taken from I Sam. ii. 25. If one man

Jin
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Jin again(I another, thejudge flailjudge him :

but ifa man Jin againjl the Lord, ivbo flail

intreatfor him ? The defign of the preacher
was to point out and diftinguim the feparate

provinces of the law of nature, of chrif-

tianity, and human laws ; and he obferves,

that " in the ftate that is moil perfedt, (if

reafon be allowed to judge of fuch perfec-

tion,) the boundaries of divine and human
laws will be moft religioufjy obferved."

And again ;
" where true liberty abounds,

a liberty to worfhip God according to con-

fcience ; a liberty to judge for one's felf j a

liberty to enjoy in quiet the rights of con-

fcience j a liberty to fpeak one's fentiments,

where they interfere not with the civil

rights of men
-,

a liberty in civil matters

bounded only by the end of fociety, or the

reafons for which focietv is founded.

Where fuch a liberty as this is, there mufl

be, if reafon in theory will hold good in

practice, the utmoft perfection, and the

utmoft happinefs ; and in confequence the

nigher the approach is, the more delirable

the fociety." And laftly, in fupport of the

obfervance of that difcinclion, he well re-

marks,
" there will not be fo much danger of

M con-
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confufion to a fociety, where the difFerence

betwixt human and divine laws is ftriclly

obferved, as there is, where fallible men

prefume to make themfelves judges over

others in cafes whofe cognizance relates

alone unto the Lord. And the reafon is,

the greateft caufe of confufion is then re-

moved : for liberty always produces charity,

and charity will ever produce benevolence,

and peace, and good neighbourhood, and

fociablenefs, in which things the happinefs

of fociety confift. On the contrary, the

inflant men are put under unreafonable

reftraints, their pafTions are raifed ; friend-

fhips are broken
-,
there is a conftant ground

for uneafinefs laid ; and, hence have fprung

moft of thofe lafting fects which have torn

chriftianity into pieces. The narrownefs

of fome has been the caufe of narrownefs

in others ; and where a contracted fpirit

on all fides reigns, the effects of it willo

foon appear in hard mips and mutual pro-

vocations, and refentment ; and if oppor-
tunities arife, in injuries, and feuds, and

contentions, and every diforder."

Upon
See Affize fermon at Brentwood, p. 2527.



Upon the publication of the fecond edi-

tion of Dr. Whitby's
" Lafl thoughts" in

1728, there was prefixed, (XXXII.) A,

JJjort account of the author, and a catalogue

of bis works. This imperfect (ketch was

furnifhed by his fuccefTor in the prxcen-

torfhip of Salifoury, Dr. Sykes, The ac-

count is chiefly taken from Wood's Athencs

oxonienfes ; and the fame friend who afcribes

to Dr. Sykes the catalogue of Dr. Whitby's

works, has {hewn me that it was open to

fome further additions.

The occafion which the death of 'Dr.QocaJh

Clarke in May 1729, afforded of paying-^*'

the tribute of friendmip and juflice to his /"//f^X 7)20
memory, was not overlooked by Dr. Sykes.

Very foon after that event he publifhed, in

a periodical work of the time, entitled,
" The preient ftate of the republic of let-

ters," for July 1729.
P

(XXXIII.) We
elogium of the late truly learned, reverend,

and pious Samuel Clarke, D.D. The eulo-

giil, after ftating Dr. Clarke's learned la-

bours in his Demonjlration of the being and

attributes of God, in fupport of the proper
M 2 unity

P See vol. iv. p. 53 69,
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unity of God, againft which " had arifen

no public adverfaries of great confequence,"

obferves, that " when that doctrine came to

be applied by him to the Scripture doctrine

JOrtp&rt of the Trinity , this raifed him numerous

el/fine (ft and open enemies ;" and our author fur-
A^L^ f

tner adds,
" this muft be owned in his

favour, that he has fo reconciled the texts

of fcripture, and fo explained them, as to

make the doctrine Qf'the'frim'fy intelligible

to the meanest capacity." The clearnefs

and concluftvenefs of Dr. Clarke's learning

and reafoning upon this fubjecl, are here

rather afTumed than proved, and this is

very obfervable in the event, as has been

fince proved by argument and criticifm.

Dr. Clarke has contributed very much in-

deed, nor has Mr. Hopkins done lefs in his

Appeal to the common fenfe ofall cbriftian peo-

ple, and his Defence of it, towards the pro-

greflive advancement of the belief of the di-

vine unity in the plain and ftricl: fenfe of

thofe words; but both thefe truly learned,

and truly valuable men, inftead of making
the trinity intelligible, have left their fyftems

as much oppofed by many pofitive and un-

equivocal texts, by the general fcope and

defign
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defign of the new Teflament, and by the prin-

ciples of natural religion, as even the profs

tritheifm imputed to Athanafius ;
* and ffi

no more accommodating to the obvious

letter and fpirit of the eftablifhed forms,

than the fyftems of abfolute unitarianifm.
J

Nor does our author omit to mention

Dr. Clarke's fcruples about

Dr. Clarke was certainly one of the moil

worthy and every way refpectable orna-

ments of learning and true piety; and his

difficulties upon the account of fubfcrip-

tion were great, and the fource of much

uneafmefs to himfelf, as all his biographers

have borne teftimony : but the arguments
ufed in defence of the practice of repeat-

ing fubfcription, by perfons whofe con-

victions lie contrary to the fenfe of the

articles, and which are to be found in

the mtroduflien to the Jcripture dofirine,

M ? arej

<l See Dr. Prieftley's fmall, but very valuable traft,

entitled, A general view of the arguments for the unity of

GW, and again/} the divinity and prc-exijlence of Chrift,

from reafon, from the feriptures,
and from hijtory. J2mo.

1783. Alfo the late Dr. Lardner's Four difcourfes Qn.

Phil. ii. 5. 1784. Dif. ii. p. 2838. See alfo'Wake-77

field's Enquiry, vol. i. p. as cited in Maty's Review

for Auguft 17845 p. 106.
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futile in themfelves, and fatal in their

tendency and effect. If I were at liberty

fo to do, I could recite proofs from the

ingenuour confemon of fome, who have

been beguiled and miiled by them. The

fame arguments, while they are fuppofed to

prove the purpofe for which they are

adduced, would prove the lawful nefs of

fubfcription of allent, to any proportions

which this or any other ftate might impofe.

Dr. Sykes's fhort Elogium, and bifhop

Hoadly's Life of Dr. Clarke, which was

firft published 1730, occafioned Mr. Whif-
. .

ton to add his tiijtoncal memoirs oj the
life

of Br S. Clarke, in the courfe of the fame

year, and which he ililes aJuppkment to

tbofe accounts. Mr. Whifton was difpofed

to qualify panegyric ; and being himfelf

in nowife inclined to accommodate, he

ftates his main exceptions to Dr. Clarke's

perfection of character, in his pointed and

unanfwerable ohfcreations on the tendency

of the introduction to the Scripture doffirine,

and upon fome things in the book itfelf,

which regarded the juftification of fub-

fcription.
r

Thefe

r See particularly p. 41 66. cf Hi/?. Memoirs. And

Th ConfeJJlonaL 3d edit. p. 221231.



Thefe Memoirs were in their turn noticed

in an anonymous pamphlet, called Wbifton-

tutes, or Remarks, Sec. (1731.) written with

an affectation of humour ; but no material

information was given to the world by the

memorialiil, or his anfwerer, in the way of

confuting any thing that had been faid by

Dr. Sykes, which is all that we are now

concerned with. Additional anecdotes were

indeed given of Dr. Clarke, who was one

of thole, of whom too much cannot be

faid; and in whofe life, every good man

muft feelhimfelf interefted. A third edition

of Mr. Whiflon's Memoirs was publifhed

1748, to which Dr. Sykes's E/ogium, and

Mr. Emlyn's Memoirs, were annexed in an

appendix. Soon after which there followed rn oirs,

fome Obfervations upon it, which I have

been informed hurt Mr. Whifton in his old

age, containing a vindication of Dr. Clarke'j

conduct and behaviour at the time the convoca-

tion fell upon him, from the unjujl afperfwns

cafl upon him by Mr. Whifton and others ;

andfrom the 'weak objections made to his con-

duffi byfome of hisfriends, 1748.

M 4 C H A P. IV.
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CHAPTER IV.

,JDr. SykesV controversy with Dr. Water-

land, in confequence of Dr. Clarke'^ " Ex-

pofition of the church catechifm," and

concerning the difference between moral and

pojitive duties ; his controverjy with Mr.

Whiflon, Mr. Chapman, and others, con-

cerning the edipfe mentioned by Phlegon ;

two traces relating to Dr. RundleV being

refufed the bijliopric of Gloucefler ; and

other two on the reafonablenefs of repealing

the corporation and tejl afts, and their non-

importance to the church of England : his

((
Inquiry into the meaning of the de-

moniacs in the new Teftament," and

controvcrfy with Mr. Whifton, Mr.

Twells, and others in conjequence of it.

THE truly learned and excellent Dr. Sa-

muel Clarke, who died in the month of

May 1729, had,
"

during the time of his

*'
being recior of St. James's, belides the

"
regular performance of all the other offices

** of his profeffion, followed the cuflom of

" his



* l his predecefTors,
in reading ledures upon

*' the church catechifm, every Thurfday
"

morning, for fome months in the year.
" In ' the latter part of his time, he revifed

" thefe with great care ; and left them, un-

" der the title of, An expofition upon that

"
catechifm, completely prepared for the

"
prefs. This expofition was published, ac-

*'
cording to his own exprefs defire, the fame

* f

year of his death. The Remarks of a

" learned man," fays bifhop Hoadly,
" fol-

" lowed it as foon as it could well be read

" in the world. An Anfwer has been made
" to thefe Remarks, and the world muft
"
judge on which fide truth and light

"
appear."

a

The Remarks upon Dr. Clarke's expo-

fition of the church catechifm, were writ-

ten by Dr. Daniel Waterland : and

appear to be the effufions of a captious and

impatient adverfary, more attached to the

defence of the notions of an eftablifhed

theological fyftem, than to that fair and

candid reafoning which fo well become the

inquirers

> See bifliop Hoadly's Account of Dr. Clarke, in

the preface to the edition of his works in folio.

1738. p. viii.



inquirers after, and advocates of truth, and

to which the very name of Dr. Clarke

was juftly entitled. Dr. Sykes, who had

been many years united with him in gene-

ral fentiment, and perfonal friendship ;

and during the four laft years of his life

had been his colleague, in the duties of

the miniftry, in the church of St. James's,

was, from the influence of thefe impref-

fions, and from an ardent defire to draw

afide that veil, which others were eager to

throw over every liberal inquiry into fcrip-

ture truth, readily induced to examine

thefe remarks on the catechitical lectures

of Dr. Clarke in (XXXIV.) An anjwer

to the remarks upon Dr. Clarke'j1

expositionJ A <J

ofthe church catecbijm. (1730.) The va-

riety

b In one of the clofing tracts in this controverfy,

Dr. Sykes vindicates the independence of his own

mind, while he bears a generous and affectionate tefti-

mony to his value for his friend. " As to Dr. Clarke's

expofition," fays he,
" that was what I undertook to

vindicate from the objections of this author, and not

every thing that Dr. Clarke ever fa id or printed.

During the time that I had the honour of a particular

intimacy with that truly great man, I differed from

him in fome matters; nor fhould I think that his ac-

quaintance,



( '7' )

iiety of matter which was the fubjed of

inveftigation in this firft ftage of the con-

troverfy, principally refpedted the following

topics : idol-worfhip ; worfhip of the Father

only; the fuppofed dropping or omiffion

of part of the catechifm ; the interpretation

of church forms ; rule for fundamentals ;

of the ancients ; of creeds ; the apoftle's

creed; divinity of the holy ghoft; the

Father the only God; mother of God;
form of baptifm ; fatisfaction ; and the

Lord's fupper.

Befides Dr. Sykes, there was alfo an

anonymous writer againft the Remarks, who
addrefled A letter to the reverend Dr.

Waterland, 1730; which though by no

means unworthy of notice, was a perform-
ance very inferior to the Anfwer which we

have juft mentioned.

Dr. Waterland prefently replied to Dr.-

Sykes, but, whether from a fufpicion of

any particular weaknefs in his argument,
or from the importance of the doctrine,

he

'quaintance, or any man's elfe, was worth having, if

the hard condition of having it muft be, a breach of

friendship ever to differ in fentiments." True founda-

tions^ &c. p. 96,



he took his ftand on more limitted ground,

though ultimately as indefenfible as the

out-works which he had deferted. He
entitled his piece, The nature, obligation,

and efficacy of the facraments confidered
-

y

wherein the nature and value ofpofitive in-

Jiitutions is more particularly examined, and

objections anfwered. (1730.) This pam-

phlet treated of only one article out of

fourteen, which compofed the Anfaer, and
" inftead of having that point cleared, and

inftead of giving that fatisfaction in it

which the author propofed, 'twas by words

and art covered with darknefs that might
even be felt."

c

The variety of objections which had

been originally made in the Remarks upon

Dr. Clarke's expofition, w
rere now left by Dr.

Waterland to fleep, fave the fingle queftion

dependent upon the ftatement of the dif-

ference between moral and poiltive duties.

To this therefore Dr. Sykes particularly

replied, with all the expedition of a dif-

putant ready equipped, in (XXXV.) A
defence of Anfwer to the Remarks, wherein

fuch difference isfully flated. ( 1730.)

Dr. Clarke
/ , ,

c See Defence of the anfwer, &c, p. 5.
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Dr. Clarke had aflerted ft that the fa-

crament of the Lord's fupper, and all other

poiitive inftitutions had the nature only of

means to an end, and that therefore they

were never to be compared with moral vir-

tues, nor can ever be of any ufe or benefit

without them, nor can be in any degree

equivalent for the want of them,"

This affertion was oppofed by the re-

marker, who maintained that the facra-

ments were not only means,
" but ad-

" ditional improvements upon virtue : that

"
they fupply where moral virtues fall fhort :

*'
they relieve where the other cannot : they

" finim what the other begins, our
j
uftifica-

" tion and falvation." and again j
" moral

"virtues are rather to be conlidered as a

means to an end, becaufe they are previous

qualifications for the facraments, and have

no proper efficacy towards procuring fal-

vation 'till they are improved, and rendered

acceptable by thefe chriflian performances.
"
By moral virtues we mall never ordinarily

" come to Chrift, nor at heaven, nor to the
"

prefence of God : but, by the help of the

" facraments fuperadded, to crown and finifli

" the

d
Expofition, &c, pages 281, 282,

it
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" the other, we may arrive at chriftian per-

fedion." e

The fubjedl being thus confined by Dr.

Waterland, our author, in his Defence, en-

ters on a definition of the terms,
" moral

virtue, moral and pofitive duties, and ob-

ligation/' and feveralJy apportions to each

their precedence and extent. He infifts.

upon the higher obligation to the obfer-

vance of moral duties, before pofitive ones,

as the language of revelation as well as of

nature ; the latter being only as the means

to the former, and oftentimes difpenfed

with in both the old and new Teftaments,

where they are enjoined. And in an ap-

pendix he very judicioufly removes the

charge, brought by the remarker, of the

imagined advantage given to the deifts by
this diftinction between moral and pofitive

duties.

Dr. Waterland again continued the con-

troverfy, in Ajupplement to his former trect-

tije, on the nature, obligation, and efficacy

of the cbriftian Jacraments. (1730.) In this

tract he fays,
" becaufe the author of the

'*
Defence of the anfiver to the remarks,

" feems

e See Dr. Watcrland's Remarh, &c. p. 84 86.
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" feems to be the leading man, I {hall

" choofe to continue the debate directly
" with him, and by the way only with the

" reft."
f There mould feem to be fome

faint glimmerings of peribnal refpect in

this mention of his adverfary at the out-

fet, but it is abundantly qualified by am-

ple deductions before we reach the clof-

ing pages. Dr. Waterland, however, fup-

prefTed the firft effufions of his difpleafure ;

for I have now before me that copy of Dr.

Sykes's Defence which was the property of

Dr. Waterland -,
it is greatly enriched with

his manufcript notes in the margin, writ-

ten previous to his proceeding formally to

arrange and compofe his Supplement. Thefe

notes are loaded with the rnoft petulant and

contemptuous abufe and invective. A mo-

derate afTortment would more than juftify

the obfervation. At the fame time it muft

be obferved, that they are wholly omitted in

the exhibition which the doctor made in

his Supplement, which at leaft befpeaks

the pre-eminence of his better judgment,
when a little time had cooled his firft re-

fentment,

f See The Supplement, &c. p. 2.
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fentment, and the printer's types were to

perpetuate the fcratches of his pen.

The year 1730 afforded yet further mat-

ter in this difpute, from the productive and

ready flowing pen of Dr. Sykes, in his reply-

to Dr. Waterland's Supplement, and which

was entitled, (XXXVI.) he true founda-

tions of natural and revealed religion af-

ferted.

Dr. Waterland had in his Supplement

deferted the firft of the three points which

arofe out of the ONE article of error referved

for difcuffion, out of the fourteen in his

original Remarks-, viz. " that the facraments

are additional improvements upon virtuous

practices." The fecond and third points,
" that there is a falutary life-giving virtue

annexed to the facrament of the Lord's

fupper ;" and " that moral virtues are ra-

ther to be confidered as means to an end,

than the facraments themfelves," were in-

deed further examined. And thefe de-

pending upon the authority of fcripture,

fcripture authorities were expected ; but

Dr. Waterland forbore to recite any. The

facraments being politive inflitutions, it was

neceflary to recur to them, in 'order to

judge



( 177 )

judge of their original de/ign ; but he chofe

to introduce the authorities of Voflius, Ger-

hard, Hooker, and Dr. Clarke ; as though
his opponents were to be determined by the

authority of man, in a cafe which can only
be determined by the word of God. &

As Dr. Waterland had marmalled his ar-

guments in his Supplement into one-and-

twenty feclions, or, as he ftiles them,
"

articles of error," Dr. Sykes replies to

them fcparately, under a fimilar divifion,

declaring in his conclufion, that " he had

feen no reafon to alter his fentiments in any
one of them." But he has made a more

formal proteft in anfwer to the queftion

put by Dr. Waterland,
" what will not

that author admit?'
1 To which he gives

this anfwer, which though fomewhat in

the way of digrernon from argument, was

declarative of his own mind, and not

wholly undeferved by Dr. Waterland :
" I

will not admit," fays he,
" that the author

ot Scripture vindicated, has vindicated the

fcripture againfl his adverfary.-
- Nay, I

am fo far from admitting this, that I really

N and

See True foundation, Sec. pnges 3, 4



and fincere'iy think, that had he defigneci

to have betrayed the fcripture, under the

mafk of vindicating it, he would have

wrote juft fuch a book as that is. I will

not admit, that any Hull or common

judgment in critique there appears, or that

he has better explained the texts in Genelis,

than the meaneft Dutch commentator I

ever looked into. I will not admit, that

the very principles of morality are under-

ftood by this author j for if they had, he

could not poffibly have argued as he has

either in that book, or this. I will not

admit, that in any one fingle piece of this

writer's that I have feen, good manners, or

niodefty, or Hull in philofophy, or true

rnetaphyfic, or true reaibning appears ; or

that any thing elfe is more flagrant than

his perfonal abufes, contempt of his ad-

verfaries, iniblence, felf-fufficiency, and a

dogmatical pronouncing, tanquam e cathe-

dra, of what he thinks muft be inftantly

iubmitted to. In theprefent controverfy, 1

will not admit, that he has made good one

charge out of fourteen brought againft

Dr. Clarke
-, no, nor one out of the one-

and-twenty pretended articles exhibited a-

gainfl
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gainft me. Thefe are fome things that

I will not admit."

About the time of the publication of

Dr. Sykes's laft pamphlet, Mr. Chubb
alfb publii"hed his Refeffiions upon the com-

parative excellency and ufefulnefs of moral

and pojitive duties. This, together with

Dr. Sykes's 'True foundations,, were jointly

noticed, particularly the latter, in an ano-

nymous trad:, ably written, entitled, An

eljay on moral obligation : with a view to-

wardsfettling the controverfv concerning moral

and pojitive duties. (Cambridge. 1731.)Nr-Tt*2 Tms

h See True foundations, &c. pages, 85, 86. The
article of Dr. Waterland in the new edition (1784.)
of the General biographical dittianary^ quaintly clofes

with this fignificant fentence, "his W'>rks are not

now read :

"
which, though it reflects no honour upon

Dr. Waterland, does, in general, no great discredit to

difcernment of the prefent age.

1 See the life of- Mr. Chubb in the third volume of

the new edition of the Biographia Britannica, by Dr.

Kippis j where the liberal and candid pen of that

valuable writer, has ftated Mr. Chubb's concern in,

and fentiment upon this queftion ; (p. 523. ) and ref-

cued the reputation and fuppoled tendency of his early

writings from the imputation of being 'intentionally
hoftile to the chriftian revelation.
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This was generally afcribed to Dr.' Water-

land's learned fellow-collegian Mr. Thomas

Johnfon, fellow of Magdalen college in

Cambridge, and one of the editors of the

edition of Robert Stephens's 'Thefaurus lin-

gufzlatince,in 1734. Dr. Waterland's Sup-

plement, and Mr. John Ton's EJJay, were both

anfwered in An impartial review of the con-

trover/y concerning the comparative excel-

lence, &c. of moral duties.
( 1731.) which,

at the time, was fuppofed to be written

by Mr. Nicholls, then fellow of Clare hall,

in Cambridge.

Dr. Waterland further derended himfelf

in A pojifcript to thefecondpart of Scripture

vindicated. And to this Dr. Sykes alfo

wrote (XXXVII.) An anfwer -,
wherein is

Jhewn, that if reafon be not ajiifficient guide

in matters of religion j the bulk of mankind,

for four thoufand years, had no fufficient

guide at all in matters of religion. (1731.)

The defign and fcope of this anfwer was

to vindicate his former arguments from

the imputations of "
depreciating the ufe

cf revelation," which had been ungeneroufly

brought again ft them by Dr. Waterland.

And, in a few of the concluding pages,
Dr.



Dr. Sykes confiders Dr. Stebbing's infmua-

tion, that " he had loft all regard for the

fcriptures," as a perfonal injury; and infifts

that fuch treatment rather required the ac-

knowledgment of miftake from the calum-

niators, than any defence from the ag-

grieved party. And in this he judged rightly.

For to charge a man with infidelity, becaufe

he fees the juftice as well as the goodnefs

of God, in the dignity of human nature,

and will exercife his own reafon in the

interpretation of the revealed word of God,

is not on]y to play with firebrands and death,

and to fay, am not I in fport ? but it is to

endeavour to remove one good ground of

defence of the attributes of God, and to

deftroy the juft and proper medium, through

which alone we can attain a right know-

ledge of the fcriptures.

The controverfy with Dr. Waterland,

on the comparative excellence of moral and

pofitive duties, was fcarcely clofed, before

Dr. Sykes was engaged in another with

Meffrs. Whifton, Chapman, and Douglafs,

on the eclipfe which happened at our

Saviour's paffion.

N 3 The



The ,occafion which gave fife to it, is

fully and faithfully ftated by Dr. Sykes ia

his introduction to the firft diilertation on

the fubject, and it mould feeni no more

than a neceiTary piece of information to lay

that account before the reader.

Dr. Clarke having begun, a little before

his death, to revife and corred: his fer-

mons, preached at (he honourable Mr.

Boyle's lecture, againft a new edition mould

be wanted ; Dr. Sykes, amongft fome other

things, which on that occafion he fuggefted

to him, told him, that he apprehended the

eclipfe mentioned by Phlegon, had no re-

lation to the darknefs at our Saviour's paf-
fion ; and that it ought not to be cited for

the purpofe, for which he, (as Grotius and

others before him,) had cited it. The rea-

fons he then gave were fuch as made him

ftrike out that palTage ; and his book

having then appeared without that citation

or teftimony, Dr. Sykes thought himfelf

obliged to lay before the world, the reafons

that firft induced himfelf, and afterwards

Dr, Clarke, to think that Phlegon's eclipfe

was not the fame with that preternatural

darknefs at the death of Chrifh

Dr.



Dr. Sykes confidered himfelf the more

obliged to this, becaufe Mr. Whifton, in his

Hijlorical memoirs of Dr. Clarke, (p. 148.)

had in fo remarkable a manner mentioned

this affair. With
refpe<fr. to the tendency

of fuch an inquiry, there might poffibly

be fome men who feriouily thought, and

others who pretended to think, that it

might do fome harm, at a time when

chriftianity was fo openly attacked
-,

fince

it weakened at leaft, if not entirely fet afide

a tefHmony, which has often been urged by
men of name in the learned world, in it's

behalf. But he could not help thinking,

that it was doing a real fervice to the caufe

of Chrift, to guard againft fuch teftimonies

as cannot poffibly be proved to relate to it.

Chriilianity never gained ground by fuch

fort of evidence^ nor ever wilL The chief

ftrength of a juft vindication of chriftianity

lies in the arguments which may be urged

from prophecy in the old and new Tefla-

ment, and in the evidence that can be pro-

duced from the miracles done by Jefus and

his apoftles; in mewing, that nothing in it is

unworthy of God to reveal, or unworthy of

a rational agent to receive ; that it contains

N 4 all



all proper motives to encourage virtue ; and

that the perfon who came, and laid thefe

motives before the world was actually fent

from God. When thefe points were proved,

(and fure he was that it could not be ob-

jected to him that he had not endeavoured

to prove them.) When thefe points were

proved, faid he, the addition of very dif-

putable, -if not totally impertinent, tefti-

monies, does hut weaken the evidence ; it

never can poffibly add any force to what is

urged for the truth of chriftianity.
k

The title of Dr, Sykes's firfl piece upon
this fubject, is fully defcriptive of the pur-

pofe it had in view. (XXXVIII.) A differ-

tation on the
eclipfe mentioned by Phlegon.

Or, an inquiry whether that eclipfe
had any

relation to the darknejs which happened at our

Saviour s pvfiion. (17^2.) This publication

was owing to the foregoing circumftances,

and the vindication of the defign refts upon
the reafoning juftly on the nature of that evi-

dence by which the chriftian revelation is,

and can alone be fupported.

After

h See Introduction to a Dictation on the eclipf^

and the fame reafons further fupported in the preface to

the Defence of the
differtqtion,



After ftating the accounts given by the

three evangelifls Matthew, Mark, and

Luke, who mention the darknefs at the

crucifixion of our Lord, it is obferved, that

te whatever it was, and from what caufe fo-

ever it proceeded, 'tis certain it could not

proceed from any natural eclipfe of the

fun ; not only becaufe this fact happened
at the paflbver, /". e. at or about the full

moon, when there can be no folar eclinfe :
i *

but likewife, becaufe this darknefs con-

tinued nigh, if not full, three hours ;

whereas the longeft folar eclipfe poffible

cannot produce any very great darknefs

much above twice three minutes/' 1

In anfwer to the queftion, why this ex-

traordinary event is not mentioned by any
other than chriftian writers ? the authority

of Phlegon, (who was the emperor Adrian's

freedman) is produced as quoted in Eufe-

bius. " In the fourth year of the 2O2d

olympiad, there was an eclipfe of the fun,
the greatejl of any known before that time*

'Twas (as dark as) night at the fixth hour

of the day, fo as that the ftars appeared in

Heaven. And a great earthquake in Bithy-
nia

1 See Dijjertatlon^ p. 8.
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nia, overturned a great many houfes in the city

of Nice."
m

The fubfequent inquiry therefore is to

prove, that the darknefs at our Saviour's

paffion, and the eclipie mentioned by

Phlegon, were two difcincl: and feparate

events. And to this end Dr. Sykes argued,
that Phlegon fpeaks of a fact which hap-

pened in the Jirjl year of the 2O2d olym-

piad, whereas Chrift fuffered in the fourth

year of the fame period. And that Phlegon;

meant a real natural eclipfe.

In the investigation of this matter, Dr.

Sykes examines this paffage as it ilands

quoted, or is alluded to, by the writers of

the firft fix centuries after Chrift, as well

to afcertain the true reading of Phlegon,

as whether it related to the darknefs at our

Saviour's death. n For this purpofe he

critically examines all that is (aid concern-

ing it, by Julius Africanus, Syncellus,

Clemens Alexandrinus, Origen, Tertullian,

Laclantius, Eufebius, Jerom, Philoponus,

and Dionyfius the Areopagite : and alfo

what can be produced from the hiftories of

China in relation to this darknefs at the

death of Chrift.

It

See Di]Je.rtation, pages g, 10. R Ibid. p. n.

Ibid. p. 11 96.



It would certainly be tedious to enter

here into the evidence circumftantially, and

probably the recapitulation of it may be

fpared alfo, which, neverthelefs, is well

preferved in the concluiion of this tract,

and comprifed in the ccmpafs of about five

pages,

In the fame year with the publication

of Dr. Sykes Dijfertation* appeared Mr.

Whifton's Vindication of the teftimony of

Phlegon j or, an account of the great

darknefs and earthquake at our Saviour s

pajjion deferibed by Phlegon. Including

all the iejlimonies both heathen and chrif-

tian? in the very words of the original au-

thors, during the firjlJix centuries of chrif-

tianity. With proper obfervations on thofe

teftimonies. (1732.) Mr. Whifton here,

agreeably to his engagement in the title, pro-
duces his feveral testimonies, twenty-lix in

number, and fubjoins apparently difpaf-

iionate " obfervations from them ;" and

concludes with a (hort recapitulation of his

judgment on the fuppofed alteration of the

manuscript of Eufebius ; and announces, .

that it
" remained to him a very difficult

<f
problem, how that great and judicious

"
perfon,



"
perfon, Dr. Clarke, mould fo eafily be

"
perfuaded to give up Phlegon's teftimony,

'

upon the producing of Kepler's hypo-
"thefis."P It is however iingular, and

may deferve to be remarked, that though
Mr. Whifton confefTedly writ his Vindica-

tion of Phlegon's teftimony in anfwer to

Dr. Sykes's Differtation ;
1 and which Dif-

fertation was publifhed in confequence of

what Mr. Whifton had faid in his Hiftorical

memoirs of Dr. Clarke,
1
"

he never mentions

the name of Dr. Sykes, or even indirectly

refers to him, obferving only generally, that

fuch teflimony
" had been very lately called

** in queftion, and endeavoured to be dif-

"
proved."

5

This vindication of Phlegon by Mr.

Whifton, was foon replied to by Dr. Sykes

>n (XXXIX.) A Defence of the Di/erta-

tion, &c. wherein Mr. Whiilon'j- Objerva-

tions

P See Whifton's Tcft'imonyofPhlegon vindicated^ p. 49.

*t See in the Defence, p. 2, citation from the adver-

tifcmcnts.

r See the Preface to the Defence j as alfo the Introduc-

tion to the DlJJertation.

1 See Whifton's Teftimony yPhlegon vindicated, p. 3.



tions are particularly confidered. (1733.)

He obferves indeed, that " Mr. Whifton

had not confuted one argument which he

had urged in the 'Differtation j that he

had not compared together what different

authors had faid, in order to fix fasyear in

which Phlegon's eclipfe happened ; that he

had not inquired into the differences of the

witneffes, nor attempted to reconcile them ;

nor entered into the probabilities of the ac-

count, or what mould occafion fuch dif-

ferences
-,

that he had produced no in-

ftance of a fimilar manner of expreffion

in any heathen writer whatever, where an

extraordinary darknefs was called an eclipfe

of the fun , no account of the univerfai.

iilence in Greek and Latin writers of that

time about fo remarkable an event ; in

ihort, he had done no one thing to remove

or explain any one difficulty propofed. The

book, therefore, neither removing any dif-

ficulties, nor proving what ought to have

been expected from it, viz. that Phlegon
had defcribed the great darknefs and earth-

quake at our Saviour s pqffion,
he refolved

at firft to have left this matter entirely to

the reader as it flood, and not to have given

himfclf
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himfelf the trouble of taking any notice of

it
-,

nor {hould he have altered his mind,

had not a gentleman, (to whom he was a

perfect .ftranger, ) obliged him with a much
more exact calculation of the eclipfe in de-

bate, than that which he had published

from Mr. Whifton's authority."
*

To this firlr. and unexpected information

Dr. Sykes received a fecond, from a gentle-

man of unqueftionable (kill in agronomical

computations, which varied from the for-

mer but a few minutes , and afterwards

he confulted the great Dr. Halley, all of

whom agreed in the correction of Mr.

Whifton's miftake. And further, Dr. Sykes

very properly objects againfl feventeen of

Mr. Whifton's teftimonies, as neither di-

rectly nor indirectly mentioning Phlegon,
or his teftimony ; to others, as not being

original teftimonies -

y and to fome, as not

being authentic; he objects alfo to the in-

confiitency of Phlegon's account with his

reputed exactnefs. He then proceeds to

examine and refute the feparate teilirnonieii

of the patriarch Levi; Africanus, Origen,

Philoponus, and Tertullian.

The

1 See the Defence^ &c, pages 2, 3.
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This Defence of the Differtation roufed

Mr. Whifton to return to the charge the

following year, when he publifhed A reply

to Dr. Sykes'j
1

Defence of his differtation, &c.

in the third of his^/v differtations, ( 1734. )

Mr. Whifton has here enlarged his aftro-

nomical calculations, and, proceeded to fup-

port the credit and importance of the

evidence he had before produced ; but his

profecution of the queftion, it is prefumed,

fails to produce that general conviction

which his perfeverance and zeal led him to

expert.

There had appeared the preceding year

an anonymous publication entitled, Phle-

gon'j Tejlimony foewn to relate to the dark*

nefs which happened at our Saviour s pajfion.

In a letter to Dr. Sykes. (Oxford, 1733.)

which has been faid to have been written

by Mr. Douglafs. In aid of Mr. Whifton,

appeared alfo Mr. Chapman, who was

then fellow of King's college in Cam-

bridge, in, Phlegon examined critically and

impartially. In anfwer to the late differta-

tion and dejence of Dr. Sykes. (Camb.

1734.) Both thefe gentlemen difplay much

learning in their examination of the quef-

tion,



( '92 )

tion, and great refpect for Dr. Sykes, bear*

ing their teftimony to his candor, ingenuity,

and ability; they confider the fubjec~l of

inquiry in it's juft light, as an hiftorical

fact, in which no one has any intereft, but

to difcover the truth.

In (XL.) A fecond defence of the differ
-

tation upon the eclipfe mentioned by Phlegon,

(1734.) Dr. Sykes took his leave of the

controverfy ; ivherein Mr. Chapman'j ob-

jections, and thofe of the author of the letter

to Dr. Sykes, are particularly confidered-,

and Mr. Whiflon not wholly overlooked.

Our- author conducted himfelf through this

difpute with his ufual candor, without

partiality or pafTion ; but when he left the

debate, he was by no means fatisfied that

the eclipfe mentioned by Phlegon, had

any reference to that fupernatural darknefs

which happened at our Saviour's death.

His concluding words are :
" and nowo

that I have reviewed this fubjecl with all

the indifference that a fair fearcher after

truth ought to have, I muft own I fee no evi-

dence for the fourth year of olympiad 202,

but what is owing to Eufebius alone; and

which cannot, I think, be looked upon as

fatisftftory.
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iatisfadlory. Could better have been pro-
duced, thofe ingenious and learned gentle-

men, Mr. Chapman, and he that addrefTed

a letter to me from Oxford, would cer-

tainly have produced it; nor could Mr.
Whifton have failed, after fo much pains
taken by him upon this fubjecV'

Mr. Chapman replied . to Dr, Sykes's

farewel tradl, entitling his fecond piece,

Phlegon re-examined; in anfwer to Dr*

Sykes'j fecond defence of his dijjertation con-

cerning Phlegon. (Camb. 1735.) In which

he obferves, that Dr. Sykes's fecond de-

fence is drawn up in fo mild and courteous

a flile, that no adverfary, he was perfnaded,

had reafon to be difpleafed with it; and

for himfelf, he affured him., he had his befl

and public acknowledgments. He pre-
fumes however, that Dr. Sykes was become

more than half a convert to the agreement
of Phlegon's teftimony with the darknefs

at the crucifixion of Chriiu But for this,

he had no other foundation than what he

calls Dr. Sykes's exprefs civilities and com-

pliments to himfelf,. and tacit conceffions

and compliances. While on the other

hand, thould be confidered. Dr. Sykes's

O final
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iinal declaration of his mind upon the fub~

ject, which if it mould be thought to in-

dicate any abatement in the evidence firft

adduced, peremptorily declares his difTatif-

faction with it, upon the whole.

No fooner had Dr. Sykes relinquished

the further purfuit of the foregoing con-

troverfy, than his thoughts and pen were

employed in an affair which greatly occu-

pied the public attention
-,

and as it was

then tranfadting under the aufpices of great

names, was highly deferving of public

inveftigation and reprehenfion. The re-

commendations of Dr. Gibfon, bifhop of

London, were, at this time, moll attended

to in the difpofal of the more confiderable

preferments of the church which were in

the patronage of the crown j and more

efpecially in the cafe of bifhoprics, where

the party preferred was immediately called

upon to acl: his part in a political and legif-

lative character, as well as that of one of

the heads of an ecclefiarKcal fociety. The

fee of Glouceiler becoming vacant, the lord

chancellor Talbot recommended Dr. Run-

die, who had lived many years with his

father,
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father, the bifhop of Durham, u to be

appointed to that bifbopric : but the bifhop
of London ftrenuoufly objected to this re-

commendation, upon the pretence that Dr.

Rundle was not a "
proper man." Now,

the tefl of fitnefs and propriety for ad-

vancement to the epifcopal bench, is dif-

ferent in the eftimation of different perfons.

With this good and learned prelate, for fuch

he was in many refpects, an attachment to

and zeal for the eflabliihed fyftem of reli-

gious doctrines, and ecclefiaflical power and

diicipline, were among the efiential requi-

fites for fo high an appointment. And thefe,

it feems, were fufpected to make no part of

the character of Dr. Rundle,
" who "as Mr.

Whifton writes,
" was no athauafian, but

" once a zealous promoter of primitive
"

chriftiaaity, upon the foot of the apofto-
" lical conititutions, 'till the ufual cor-

*'

rupter of clergymen, the profpect of

"
preferment, diverted him another way."

If however it is true, that the profpect of

preferment had led him to temporise

O 2 againfl

u See The F^cfons> &c. p. 29.

w See Whifton's Memoirs y
vol i. p. 218 j nd alfo p.

2^9235. of the fame volume, for his further account

of Dr. Runuie,



( '96 )

againft the convictions of his confcience,

the difappointment he might feel in the

lofs of a bifhopric is the lefs to be la-

mented, as far as he was perfonally con-

cerned.

The oppolition to Dr. Rundle's promo-
tion was productive of feveral pamphlets ;

for while it was confidered as a meafure of

neceflary prudence and precaution by fome,

it was by others thought an ad; of oppref-

lion and intolerance. Dr. Rundle, in his

failing to obtain the englifh bifhopric, was

facrificed to the interefl of bimop Gibfon,

but he was the next year (1735.) made

bimop of Derry in Ireland : and the oppo-
lition which was made to his promotion on

this fide the water, finally ended in the lofs

of the bimop of London's influence at

court, and of all expectation of the arch-

bimopric of Canterbury, to which he had,

for fome time before, been confidered as

heir apparent.

The firft tract in this buiinefs was written

by Dr. Sykes, and published 1734, entitled,

(XLI.) The reafons alledged againft Dr.

Rundle'j promotion to the fee of Gloucefler,

ferioujly and difyajfionately confidered. In a

letter
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letter to a member ofparliament for the county

of . By a gentleman of the Temple.

A fecond impreffion was called for in the

courfe of a few weeks. In this piece, in-

dependent of a general defence of Dr.

Rundle, much was faid, with great force,

againft that intolerant fpirit
which has not

unfrequently (hewn itfelf in great church-

men, of profcribing certain perfons, of

however great learning, ability, integrity,

and amiable manners, becaufe they have

dared to examine for themfelves, and have

endeavoured to excite others to do the

fame ; and becaufe while they have lamented

over the miferable ftate of an eftablimed

parliamentary church, fupported by human

policy and human penalties, have prefumed

to wifli and pray, that certain fcandals might
be removed, and made to give way to the

advancement of that religion which came

from above, in all purity and meeknefs. x

O
3

And

x The reflections in the text are, in general, jufti-

fied by the obfervations of a diftinguifhed prelate, who

is now a living ornament of his bench ; whofe un-

daunted fpirit in the conduct of what he conceives to

be right, and his moderation in refpecl to others,

equally reflect honour on his name. " The modera-
"

tion,"



And while thefe reflections were in the

mind of the writer, it was impofiible for

him not to fpare fome attention to the

fyftem of church politics, formerly fup-

ported by the bifhop of London, the one

great enemy of Dr. Rundle, in his Codex

juris ecckfiaftici anglicani : a work, which

while it exhibits much learning as a

civilian and ecclefiaftic, forms an afTort-

nient of heavy artillery againft the civil

liberties of this country. The tendency
of wnich, however, was about this time

thoroughly expofed, and it's principles

overthrown, by that eminent conftitutional

lawyer,

**
tion," fays he,

e< of the prefent age in ecclefiaftical

"
matters is great, when contrafted with the violence

** of the laft
; all fides have reafons to rejoice at the

"
difference : and I would have wifhed, that the hand

" which lias written this letter, had been chilled with

"'the damp of death before it had begun it's work, if I

<c had thought, that the bafmefs which is now broached
* was likely, either in itfelf, or in it's confequences,
" to be attended with any the leaft diminution of
r ' that moderation, with any the leaft lofs of brotherly
cc

love, and'chriftian charity." And again";
" Unani-

**
mity in rfiatters of opinion can, perhaps, never be

*'
obtained, but the want of it may be difpenfed with

"
if there be an unanimity in the practice of mutual

"'forbearance, kindncfs, and gcod-will." 'See Dr
Watfbn, the bifhop of Landaff's Letter to the arcabifiop

ef Canterbury^ -.p, 50=
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lawyer, and judge, Sir Michael Fofter,

then recorder of Briftol, and afterwards

one of the judges of the court of king's

bench, in his Examination of the fcheme of

church power laid doivn
(

in the Codex, &c.

('7350
'

O 4
'

The

T The oppreflrve and unconftitutional proceedings
of the ecclefiaftical courts, have Jong wanted the

ftri&eft fcrutiny from a parliamentary inquiry, and will

continue to do -fo, until their proceedings are reviewed

-and circumfcribed by the wifdom and authority of

-the legiflature. The attention of the houfe of com-

mons was called to A billfor the better regulating the

proceedings of ecdefiajlical courts, prefented to the houfe

April 9, 1733, by Sir Nathaniel Curzon, which was

read the firft time, and ordered to be read a fecond

time. But after fever al alterations and amendments

made to it, the bill was dropped. A copy of it is

.preferved in the Gentlemen's magazine, for 1733, vol.

iii. pages 625, 626. A fact {rated by Mr. Howard, of

-whom it is no compliment to fay, he ftands in the firft

clafs of good citizens and patriots, fhould feem moft

amply to call the attention and vigilance of parlia-

ment, to an evil which faps every principle of legal li-

berty. See his State of the prifons in England, third edit,

quarto, 1784, p. 416, note *j where the following

account is recorded :
" In the old prifon at Rothwell

'" in Yorkfhire, I faw both times I was there, one
" William Carr, a weaver : he had given a bad name
"** to a woman^ who was laid not to deferve a very

"
good
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The other trad: written by our author in

this buimefs, was a fequel to the former,

and entitled, (XLII.) Seme further con-

jiderattons on the reafons alledged again/I

Dr. RundleV promotion to thefee of Glou-

cefler,

*"*-'

.good -o:ne : file cited him to tfee ecdefiaftical court;
*'' and he was imprifoned 4th of May, 1774. He had
*"

a wife and three children. I will tranicribe a line

or two of the warrant- Fcrafrnuch as the royal power

cughi not to .be wanting to the holy -church in it's com-

plaints, etiacb ihs /aid Jv\ C. - - until he /hall have

made fcit^faction to the holy church^ as wdlfor the ton-

**
iempt^ as for the injury l>y him done unto z/," He was

"
difcharged 2-6th July, 17765 'by

the infolvent aft
5,

** a claufe being then inferted for thofe prifcxsiers.'"

The iniquity of fimilar proceedings., probably gave oc-

raiion to a remark faic! to have feeea made by the late

Dr. Johtvforu He lias t>ecn reported to have ihewn the

axannfcript of the former part of Jus tragedy of Irene^

ifc a fricDii at Liclifield, who was officially connefted

with .the courts belonging to Lhe cathedral or peculiar?

ifeene. His friend is reprefented to have expreiTed his

opinion, of fo muc'ia of the tragedy as he had feen, ia

ras of the Iiigheft approbation, and to iaave added,

fhat he thought the writer had left no pofHbility of

fceigbtenrng t-he catariroph-e in the cosicludi-ng part of

the play-
6i

Sir,'" replied Dr. Johnfon,
4t

I have

c*
enough in refervefor my pwrpofe ; for, in the laft aft.,

**
I intend to put rny heroine into the ccc'lefiaftical courL

*
-of LicbJfield, which wii! fill u.p tfeeutmoftmeafure of

** iiucoan calamity;"'
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cefter, (1735.) And the defign ieems to

have been rather to remonftrate with the

bifhop of London upon his behaviour, and

to reply to fome of the very puny argu-
ments which had been offered by certain

of his retainers in the anonymous apologies

for his conduit, than to ferve the interefl

of Dr. Rundle, or give further information

in his behalf, z The intereil of the bi-

ihop, and the oppofition which he had in-

iligated, prevailing,. Dr. Martin Benfon

was promoted to the vacant fee of Gloucef-

ter i

* The following pamphlets were publiflied on this

occafion. i. The reafons ailedged agalnft the pro-

motion of Dr. Rundle to the fee of Gloucefter, ferioufly

and difpaffionately confidered^ 2. The cafe of Dn,

Rundle's prornotio-n, &c. or fome remarks on the rea-

fons. 3. An apology for Dr. Codex, humbly ad-

dreiTed to the Daftor. 4. A fliort and plain an-

fwer, &c. 5. Some feafonable remarks upon a pam-
phlet, entitled, the Reafons, &c. 6. The cafe decided,
or -confider^tions, fhewing, th?.t the gentlemen of the

Temple has fully juftified his oppofition to Dr. Run-
die's promotion. 7. The parallel. 8. An argument,

proving., that the method taken for obftrufting Dr.
R ?

s advancement, is dangerous to his Majefty's pre-

rogative. Alfo a reply to the cafe of Dr. R 's pro-
snotion, &c. 9, JSome further confiderations on the

s-eafccs alledged. 10. Some obfervations offered to the
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ter j and at the fame time, Dr. (afterwards

Sir George) Fleming was appointed to

Carlifle, and Dr. Seeker, who had been the

afTociate of Dr. Rundle in the family of

bifhop Talbot, was nominated to the fee

of Briftol. a

Very early in the year 1736, Dr. Sykes

appeared as the advocate for the enlarge-

ment of the toleration of proteftant dif-

fenters, and mewed in a trad:, fo entitled,

(XL/HI.) The reafonablenefs of applyingfor

the repealy or explanation of the corporation

and teft atfs, impartially confidered. The

arguments here ufed for the repeal of the

ats in queftion, do chiefly refpecl: the un-

reafonablenefs

a The biographers of the late archbifhop Seeker, in

th-eir account of his life, prefixed to his fermons, im-

mediately after mentioning his ordination by bifhop

Talbot, obfevve, that *''the bifnop's 'domeftic chaplain
cc at that time (1723.) was Dr. Rundle, a man of

*' warm fancy, and very brilliant converfation, but

"
apt fornetimes to be carried by the vivacity of his

<c
wit, into indifcreet and ludicrous expreflions, which

%t created him enemies, and, on one occafion, produced
"

difagreeablc confequences. With him, Mr. Secke-V

'" v/as foon after afibciated in the bifhop's family, and

" both taken down by his lordfhip to Durham ii

<c
July
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'reafonablenefs of the laws in being, which

feclude proteftant diflenters from the en-

joyment of offices of power, profit, and

truft : fome of thefe arguments are parti-

cularly directed againll the bad policy of

fuch laws. Our author alfo takes occafion

to reply to the objections of the writer of

The difpute adfufted?
b who had undertaken

to prove,
** that no time can be proper to

apply for a repeal of the corporation and

teft acts."

In the courfe of Dr. Sykes's tract, two

remarks are made, which, as matters of

fact and precedents, apply directly to the

practicability, as well as the reafonable-

nefs of the repeal for which he pleaded.

The teft required of members of parlia-

ment, operates only to the feclufion of pa-

pifts, not to proteftant diiTenters ; fo that

though they are not admitted into fuch

offices

b The 'writer of The dlfpute adju/ted, which had been

publifhed fome years before, was no other than bifhop

'Gibfon ; and was thought to be the moft able advo-

cate that appeared at that time in vindication of the

corporation and teft adb. An anfwer to this tract by

'bifhop Hoadly, with a preface by Dr. Avery, was

'publifhed in 1736. S-ee Hoadly's Works, vol. ii. p. 971
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offices of trull and power, as meriff, juftice

of the peace, or mayor of a corporation,

they are admitted to take their feats in

parliament, and thereby placed in a fitua-

tion of greater confidence, and wherein their

conduct is lefs amenable to eftablifhed law.

And in reply to the queftion, in what

other country is toleration fp far extended ?

it is obferved, that in Scotland there is no

legal incapacity, whereby an epifcopalian

is difqualified for any place of power or

truftj which is a clear inftance of a national

church being eftablifhed without incapa-

citating laws. And he recites, from a for-

mer plea for the "
rights of the proteftant

diffenters to abfolute toleration, by a noble

lord," feveral inftances of the good effects

of fuch toleration in Holland, whence the

flates had received Tome very eminent and

diflinp-uiflied fervices.o

The act of union having been dated as

one impediment in the way of any extenlion

of the act of toleration, which, though fu-

tile in the extreme, is replied to; and the

replication has not only refpect to the prin-

ciples of the ad, but to fubfequent facts ;

he inftances the alteration of patronages in

Scotland
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Scotland by an ad: loth of queen Anne, and

another, in the fame year, for making it

lawful for thofe of the epifcopal commu-

nion in Scotland to meet and afiemble for

the exercife of divine worfhip, and for re-

pealing former acts which invalidated their

baptifms, 6cc.

The further confideration of this fubject,

or the placing it in another point of view,

was fignifted in an advertifement at the end.

This engagement being fulfilled,
" the next

week," we may now proceed to make men-

tion of it. The front page is, equally with

v
the former tract, defcriptive of it's import,

being entitled, (XLIV.) The corporation

and tefl als> fhewn to be of no importance to

the church of England. (1736.) What is

thus ftated in the title page, is abundantly

proved in the courfe of thole which follow.

The arguments of the author of the Hif-

tory of the teft a5l, are anfwered ; and that

juft liberty is pleaded for diiTenters, to

which they have an undifputed right, ex-

cept in the ftatute law of this kingdom.
And it is demonftrated, that the repeal of

every law which damps the enjoyment, or

impedes
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impedes the free exercife of fuch their chrif-

tian liberty, would not only be a conceffion.

to the claims of juftice, but a meafure

founded in much political wifdom.

The abufe of the inftitution of th,e Lord's

fupper, in making it fubfervient to pur-

pofes not only foreign, but contrary to it's

original delign, has not been regarded by
ftatefmen; little thinking that while they

fcandalize the reafonable inflitutions of a,

pure religion, whofe yoke is eafy, and whofe

burden is light, they are iilently, and at the

fame time deeply undermining the beft fe-

curity of the commonwealth. For, as our

author obferves,
" when the facramerit is

made a qualification for civil office, it is

applied to ends for which Chrift never de-

figned it ; for purpofes which he never in-

tended : it is perverted from fpiritual to

civil ends ; from the religious end, to make

men better, to a fupport of one
party of

chriilians againft another ^ not as a fym^ol

of friendmip, but of a party and divifion :

not in remembrance of the death of Chrift,

but in memory of the grant of an office."

Before

b See Ike Corporation and
tejl ais^ &c. p, 25
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Before the clofe of this year, our author

addrefled (XLV.) A letter to the reverend

the prefident and fellows of Sion college,

upon occaflon of the addrejjes (then) lately

presented to the bifiop of London. (1736.)

But not having been able to procure the

tracl, I cannot, with certainty, fay what

was the fubject of it.

Early iq the year 1737, Dr. Sykes pub-
limed his (XLVI.) Inquiry into the meaning

of the Demoniacs in the new Tejlament ;

which was followed, the fame year, by a

<* fecond edition, corrected and amended."

This piece cannot be faid to be wholly ano-

nymous y for though it did not bear the

name of it's author in the title page, it was

there faid to be written by T. P. A. P. O.

A. B. I. T. C. O. S. This whimfical af-

fortment of initial and capital letters, is de-

fcriptive of the preferment which our au-

thor held in the church of Salifbury j and

it is probable, that they were, at the time,

eafily decyphered by the public, whole cu~

riofity would not fail to be excited by fo

novel an appearance. The letters will be

found to anfwer to the following folution :

' The
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<* The pra?centor, and prebendary of Alton-

Borealis, in the church of Sarurru"

Dr. Sykes> following the opinion of the

eminently learned Mr. Jofeph Mede, fhewsy

that '*
demons," ngnified limply the fouls of

departed men, who were no more mor-

tal, being tranflated out of this life ; and

were names given, (from fuppofed invifible

caufes,) to vifible effects, which appeared

in various fhapes, as epilepfy, madnefs*

melancholy, and other diforders of the

mind and body ; and that this was equally

the meaning of the Greeks and Romans.

He then inquires into the meaning affixed

to the word, by the jews, as found in the

old Teftament, as alfo in Jofephus, which

correfponds with thofe of both the Greeks

and Romans. He afterwards proceeds ta

examine the feveral paffages in the gofpels

and the acts, where demons, or demoniacs

are fpoken of, all of which he underftands,

as meaning the fouls (fpirits) of dead men.,

which were confidered as the caufe, the

imaginary caufe ; and epilepfy or madnefs.

the effect proceeding from that caufe. The

general objections and difficulties in the

way of this interpretation are very candidly

produced,



( 209 )

produced, and arranged in five feparate ar

guments, with their refpective anfwers an-

nexed.

Though Dr. Sykes had advanced no

novel doctrine, the very revival of this in-

terpretation would naturally awaken the

attention of the learned, and invite an exa-

mination of the fubject. Dr. Sykes neither

expected, nor wimed his opinion to be re-

ceived without examination. In a letter to

Mr. Birch, dated from Rayleigh, the 3d of

Auguft this year (1737.) and with whom,

through life, he continued an intimate and

friendly interccurfe in what concerned his

literary purfuits ; he fays,
" I hear that

Mr. Church is writing an anfwer to my
laft : I am not at all forry to have a thing

of that nature thoroughly canvaffed, efpeci-

ally by one, who has before wrote with

civility and good manners. I apprehend
that the point will be laboured to ihew

that
SeufAQviov

was ufed in a bad fenfe, be-

fore Chrift's time : or that fome platonift

(I don't know who,) has ufed the chrif-

tian language earlier than I have faid.

" The fcriptures are, I think, very fully

with me, and fo is all hiftory that gives
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any account of the origin of idolatry. I have

often wondered that the writers upon this

fubject, I mean Voffius, &c. have not treated

this
fubjecT: as it deferves. Either I miftake,or

here is a wide field as yet fcarce cultivated :

the briars and bufhes are not raked off, that

one can hardly tell what fort of foil lies

under them. The little corner that I have

attempted to clear, promifes a fertility

which would pay the hufbandman's labour,

or elfe I judge very wrong upon this

head." e

Mr. Twells was among the firft to

anfwer the Inquiry
-

y and I apprehend Dr.

Sykes to have been mifmformed in refpecT:

to Mr. Church's engaging in the contro-

verfy ; he did not however meet with an

uncandid adverfary in Mr. Twells, in his

Anfwer to the Inquiry , 5cc. foewing that the

demons therein fpoken of were fallen angels ;

and that the demoniacs were perfons really

foffeffed. (1737.) Nor was Dr. Sykes more

fuccefsful in his conjecture refpefting the

point which would be moft laboured, by
thofe who writ againft him; for Mr. Twells

contents himfelf with controverting the

palTages
e Britifh Mufeum, Birch, MSS, 4319748,
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paflages in the old Teftament, and the ufe

which Dr. Sykes has made of the tefti-

mony of Jofephus, as alfo of the chriftian

father, Juftin Martyr -, inlifting alfo into

his fervice the teftimonies of Tatian and

Tertullian. He then proceeds through the

paflages of the new Teftament, maintain-

ing the perfonification of the devil, and

that " demons" mean the fallen and apoftate

angels.

In fupport of the fame, then commonly
received opinion, appeared alfo An ejfay

towards 'vindicating the literal fenfe of the

demoniacs m the new *TeJlament ; in anfwer
to a late Inquiry, &c. (1737.) The writer

of this effay has acquitted himfelf with

great good temper, and good manners \ and

fpeaks of the learning and ingenuity, the

ferioufnefs and modefty of the inquirer.

The arguments here produced, are gene-

rally of the fame fort with thofe advanced

by Mr. Twells, and though they are ilated

with ability and good learning, need not

be recapitulated in this place.

Mr. Whifton publifhed, about the fame

time, An account of the demoniacs^ and of

tbe power of cajling out demons, both in the

P 2 nei3
~
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new Teftament, and in the four Jirfl centu-

ries : occafioned by a late pamphlet of Dr.

SykesV entitled, An inquiry, &c. (1737-)

Mr. Whiftori here produces his texts of

fcripture, and tefHmonies of antiquity,

with his obfervations thereon, tending to

defend the " fatal interpolation of the devil,

or of his angels, and demons, in the con-,

duct of mankind." f And he not only ad-^

mits demoniacal poffeffions, though in their

effects, they were only viiible in madnefs,

and other fimilar diforders ; but argues

even for the continuance in the church

of " the divine power of ejecting demons

to the middle of the fourth century."
s

But there is no particular mention made

of Dr. Sykes's Inquiry, except in Mr.

Whifton's title page ; nor does it feem any
further to have occafioned Mr. Whiflon's

Account, than having drawn the general

attention of the public to the fubject of

the demoniacs.

Before the clofe of the year 1737, Dr.

Sykes, paid that attention to the two former

opponents, which their learning and can-

dor
f See Whifton's Account, &c. p, 73,

Ibid, p. 53.
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quiry, &c. where the inquiry is 'vindicated

again/I the objections of the reverend Mr.

Twells, and of the -author of the Effay in

anfwer to it. I can only account for Mr.

Whifton's pamphlet remaining unnoticed,

by fuppofing that it was not published be-

fore Dr. Sykes had made confiderable pro-

grefs in producing and fubftantiating his

evidence in the Further inquiry. In this

work he gives a fyftem of grecian demono-

logy, in fupport of his doctrine ; and then

proceeds to the feveral paffages in the old

and new Teftament, (except the gofpels,

which had been before confidered,) as alfo

fuch wherein the words " evil fpirit"

occur, which he interprets, not to fignify,
" a devil or fallen angel," but rather, that

temper of mind which is defigned to be

expreffed in the particular place where

they are to be found. He replies to fome

objections made both by Mr. Twells, and

the effayift, and anfwers fome queftions

propofed by them upon the fubject.

Among thofe whofe anger was raifed

againfl the author of the Inquiry, was Mr.

Warburton, who, from a letter lately pub-
P

3 limed
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limed, (without date) feems, by his having

made fome gracious abatements in fcur-

rility, in the fecond edition of the firft

volume of the Divine Legation, to have

found caufe to foften hta difpleafure and

refentment againft Dr. Sykes ; but not

having either of thefe editions at hand, we

muft give the demonftrator credit, upon the

faith of his own letter, as well for his

omifTions, as for the former ebullitions of

an high and refentful fpirit.
" You fee,"

fays he,
" I have published a fecond edi-

" tion of my firft volume : there are feve-

" ral additions in fnpport of my fcheme

'* and reafonings on it, which I hope will

" not difpleafe you, as likewife feveral

" omiflions of paflages which were thought
"

vain, infolent, and ill-natured, parti-

"
cularly that againft the author of the

"
Inquiry into the demoniacs, which I

"
hope will lefs difpleafe you."

h Not-

withflanding this better temper of Mr.

Warburton, according to his own account,

we mall have future occafion to obferve the

lofs of it, in fome of his fubfequent vo-

lumes

h See Mr. Maty's Review for March, 1782, vol. i.

p. 142.
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lumes of the Legation, where we mall find

his untradtable fpirit break out afrefh againfl

our author, for a different offence. But there

is alfo a fermon by this gentleman upon the

fall offatan,
' which is directly levelled

againft the inquirer, with as much per-

fonal acrimony as could decently, and more

than is ufually put into fuch competitions.

In refpedl however to Dr. Mead, who con-

tinued to maintain the fame fide
b
of the

queftion with Dr. Sykes, the preacher ap-

pears to have been more than ordinarily

courteous, confidering that he had pre-

fumed to perfevere in his dilfent from

the decided authority of fo doughty a

champion.
Mr. Twells replied to Dr. Sykes, in An

anfwer to the Further inquiry. (1735.) And

he was followed by Dr. Hutchinfon, in a

Sermon before the univerfity of Oxford, in

fupport of the ufual interpretation of

AAIMONES and AAIMONIA, in the new

Teftament. (1738.) There was alfo pub-
limed an anonymous Reply to the Further

inquiry : and Some thoughts on the miracles

of Jefus j by an impartial hand ; which had

P 4 refped
* See Warburton's Sermons, vol. iii. f. 10,
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refpecT: to the fame queftion. Thefe were fe~

verally confidered in a tract, entitled, A re~

view of the controverfy about the meaning of
demoniacs In the new Tefiament -, by a lover of

truth : to which is alfo added, an appen-

dix, in anfwer to the critical diiTertation,

concerning the words AAIM.QN and AAI-

MONION. (1739-) This review and

appendix were written by Mr. Gregory

Sharpe, afterwards mailer of the Temple,
k

who was evidently difpofed to the fame

fentirnent with the inquirer, and became

afterwards his particular friend. But this

Review did by no means conclude the de-

bate ; it was examined in it's turn, by a

party concerned, in AJhortjiate of the con*

troverfy about the meaning of the demoniacs,

cc. with a vindication of the Reply to the

Further inquiry, from all the objecttens of a

late

k It is afcribed to him by the reverend J. Robertfon,

in a catalogue of Dr. Sharpc's writings prefixed to a

volume of his pofthumous fermons, published 1772;

of which Mr. Robertfon was the editor. The fame

gentleman was alfo editor of the fine edition of

THE WORKS OP ALGERNON SYDNEY, in quarto, 1772 :

and I have been obliged to him for fome communi-

cations relating to Dr. Sykes, with whom he was

y years perfonally acquainted.



kite traft entitled, A review cf the contro-

verfy. By the fame hand; (1739.) who

\vas, as it mould feem, no other than the

elTayift before mentioned. And alfo Re-

marks on the Review, by the author of Some

thoughts. (1739-) To the above fhould

be added, Mr. Pegge's Examination of the

Inquiry.

It is not to be prefumed that I have

given the titles of all the pamphlets written

about this time upon the fubjec~l of the

demoniacs mentioned in the new Tefta-

ment. It would have been a ftill more

irkfome tafk, and far beyond the compafs

of my defign, to have given a more par-

ticular detail of the arguments urged by the

controveriialifls on either fide. And more

particularly as the fubjecl has fmce paffed

the critical and judicious examination of

Dr. Lardner and Mr. Farmer of Waltham-

ftow ; in vvhofe writings, and in the two

Inquiries of Dr. Sykes, all the ftores of

learning and reafoning upon the quefKon

appear to be exhausted, and to have a deci-

five advantage over the arguments of their

opponents.
!

Dr.
* See The

cafe of the demoniacs mentioned in the nezu Tejla-

ment : Four difcourfes upon Mark v. 19. with an appendix

for



( 218 )

Dr. Sykes certainly continued perfuaded
of the truth of the doctrine advanced in his

Inquiries, as appears from a private letter

to Mr. Birch, written upwards of ten years
after he had himfelf declined being further

engaged in the controverfy. "Dr. Mead,"

(fays he, in 1749.)
" will not I hope be

afraid of his adverfary, for as long as Hip-v

pocrates and Aretaeus fubfift, (not to men-
tion Plautus, &c.) it will be impoffible to

fhew that demoniacs are at all different

from either epileptic or mad men, unlefs

there be fome new light thrown on all that

fubjed:, from old authors that I never faw.

All the old phyficians knew the meaning
of that word, as well as any modern di-

vines, and can explain it as well, if I do

flat grievoufly miftake." m

And, at this hour, it is owing to the

fucceffive labours of Mr, Jofeph Mede, Dr.

Sykes,

far further illujlrating the fubjetf. By Nathaniel Lardner,

D.D. I 758. An EJfay on the demoniacs of the newTeJla-

ment. By Hugh Fanner. 1775. And a letter to the

reverend dottor Worthington, in anfwer to bis late publica-

tion, entitled^ An impartial inquiry into the cafe ofthe gofpct

demapiacs. By the fame. 1778.

m See MS. letter in Britifh Mufeum. Birch's MSS.

4319-748.
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Sykes, Dr. Richard Mead, Dr. Lardner,

and Mr. Farmer, oppofed to antient pre-

judices, and feveral ingenious and plaufiblc

defences of them, that fo great a number

of chriftians have renounced the fanciful

delufion of real pofleffions ; and admitted

the more rational, confident, and fcrip-

tural idea, that the demoniacs in the new

Teflament, were no other than perfons

afflicted with natural diforders, epilepfy,

or madnefs -

3 and as fuch, the objects of

our Saviour's affectionate attention and mi-

raculous cure, by reftoration to health of

body, and a right mind.

CHAP. V.
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CHAPTER V.

Dr. Sykes'j
1

promotion to the deanry of St.

Burien in Cornwall, and to a prebend of

Winchefter. J'he publication of bis

"
Principles and connexion of natural

and revealed religion." 1739 J 74-tt

ON the 28th of February 1739, Dr.

Sykes was advanced to the deanry of St,

Burien in Cornwall, which is in the pa-

tronage- of the crown. And on the 15th

of October 1740, he was collated to a pre-

bend in the church of Winchester, through
the Heady friendship of his former patron

bifhop Hoadly, who had been tranflated

to the fee of Winchefter in 1734. And

it may fairly be prefumed, that the bifhop

was not unconcerned, in Dr. Sykes's then

late appointment to the deanry of St.

Burien.

In this year our author published an

elaborate defence of chriilianity, wherein

(XLVIII.) T^he principles and connexion
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of natural and revealed religion, are diflinftly

conjidered. (1740.) This work has been

much efteemed, and well received. The

writer profeffes, in his preface,
" fo to

treat ofreligion both natural and revealed,

as to deduce it from it's firft principles,

and to mew, that they are both rational,

and worthy of every ferious man's atten-

tion ; and to reprefent them in fuch a

manner, as may mew what ground there

is for a rational faith." And the delign

was worthy of the great occaiion for it j

for, fays he,
" the men who raife the

mod plaufible objections againft chriftianity,

raife them, as far as he had obferved, chiefly

from the irrational grounds upon which it

is defended, or the irrational doctrines it

is faid to teach."

The valuable matter contained in this

work, and the manner in which it is ar-

ranged, will appear, in fome degree, from

the following view of it. But the account

here given is intended only to incite in-

quiry, not to give fatjsfactory information.

The fubjedt of theory? chapter is ftated

as a queflion
-

y whether there be any certain

rule of action to man, and what that is ?

And
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And the refult of this inquiry is, that
" truth is the one only direct rule of

action to all intelligent beings ; to God, to

angels, to men. It is an univerfal rule,

and ferves for not only all forts of volun-

tary understanding beings, but meafures

all forts of things that are to be done. It

is the clear rule by which we may know

whether what we do, be right or wrong,

good or bad, in all circumftances ; and it

is a fure director to happinefs, which is

the great end we mould all drive to at-

tain."

He alfo confiders truth, as a law, and

every law, being a rule of action, implies

obligation
-

y he therefore proceeds to in-

quire into the nature of obligation, and to

refolve it's neceiTary operation when con-

nected with truth.

The conclufion deducible from this in-

quiry is, that " TRUTH being not only the

rule, but the law of action, we are under

ftrict obligation to follow it. And hence

all deviation from truth in all cafes, in not

moral, as well as moral actions, is finful ;

that lin, and the confequences of fin, will

abound 3 that every miilake, inaccuracy in

work



work of all forts, will be looked upon as

fb many violations of a law, and confe-

quently become penal in the fight of God,
who requires the obfervation of this law

from all intelligent creatures."

The fecond chapter con tainsfevera/con-

fequences which naturally arife from truth's

being the rule and law of attion. Thefe he

enumerates as derived from the eflablifh-

ment of the doctrine of the preceding

chapter; and enlarges upon them in the

following order : (i .)
" That it is the duty

of all men to direct and govern their natu-

ral abilities by the certain rule of truth,

or agreeably to the real, (not imaginary)
circumftances of things. Everyman muft

apply rightly his powers in order to be a

good man; and the righteoufnefs of the

application confifts in a conformity of

action to truth. (2.) That the law of

nature muft be of conftant and perpetual

obligation. Man, coniidered as a reafon-

able creature, muft conflantly obferve it:

nor can any circumftances poilibly arife,

which can difpenfe with his obedience to

it. (3.) That the circumftances of things

being various, and their relations to one

another
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another, to us in many cafes unknown, it

follows, that we ought to lay up in our

minds as many particular true proportions

as we can ; thefe being duly confidered,

may help to direct us to right action. (4.)

That whoever they be, that under any

pretence whatever attempt to leffen the

force, or fenfe of the obligation of the

principles of honefly ; or that would

weaken the obligation of morality, by

making it bend to politics ; or would in-

fluence men to act contrary to truth or

right -,
or that imagine nothing to be true,

but what fuperiors command j or that do

not pay a facred regard to truth
-,

or think

that men ought to pay a greater regard to

any thing than truth -

y they are the greateft

enemies to virtue and honour that can be, and

ought to be detefted by every ferious perfon.

(5.) That truth being the rule of action,

the wifdom of God has fo ordered matters,

that we never deviate from truth, the truth

of the cafe, but we find an inconvenience

proportionable to the deviation from it.

(6.) That however difficult it may be in

certain cafes to difcover truth, or to com-

prehend the true circumilances and relations

of
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of things, yet it rnufl be obferved, that

moral truths are generally eafily intelli-

gible. The minds of men are fo framed,

that truth is as obvious to people of ordi-

nary capacities, when the terms made ufe

of to exprefs it are clear, as colours are to

their eyes, or founds to their ears. (7.)

That the great objection againfl making
truth the rule or law of action, Jience

eafily folved. (8.) That the different man^

ners of expreffing themfelves has led fome

to imagine a difference between writers,

who have treated on the foundations of

morality, who yet really mean one and the.

fame thing. Some call it truth; others,

the nature of things ; others ufe the terms,

fitnefs, agreement, or relations of things

to one another. (9.) That moral recti-

tude, or moral praviry, do not arife from

any natural good or evil annexed to the

rule, but from the agreement to, or dif-

agreement from, the rule itfelf to which

the action is referred ; and this the term,

rectitude, implies. (10.) That as truth. is

the rule of action, all known violation of it

iji phyfical cafes is folly, becaufe we cannot

alter the relations of things -,
but in morals

it
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it muft be fin ; and mutt expofe the man-

that does it, to fuch punifhment as his

fuperior and judge mall think fit to im-

pofe. Laftly, that hence the common cafes

which are put, in relation to the deception

of children, idiots, madmen, and ruffians,

may receive an eafy folution. For let the

true circumftances, in any of thefe cafes,

be ftated, and the action ought to be ac-

cording to them."

The third chapter treats Of liberty, and

therein is examined and maintained the

free agency of man, fubfervient to the

obligation to obferve the rule and law of

action. And, presuming that he has efta-

blimed the power of action, and a certain

rule, which it is the duty and happinefs of

men to follow, he next confiders whether

there be fuch a being as we term GOD,
in order to come at the exact principles

upon which religion is, and muft be built.

The fourth chapter therefore is entitled,

OF GOD. The neceflary exiftence of a firft

caufe is proved, (with further reference to

Dr. Clarke, and Mr. Wollafton,) and the

pantbeifiic fyftem, fupported by Vanini,

and Spinofa, and more lately by Mr.

Toland,
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Toland, and others atheiftically difpofed,

is minutely examined, and effectually re-

futed. "
Having then in the four chap-

ters confidered the foundations upon which

all religion is built : and fo far," fays

he,
" as any of thefe are denied, or any

principle is maintained that confequen-

tially fubverts any of thefe, fo far is all

religion, natural as well as revealed, more

or lefs affeded."

He then goes on to the fifth chapter,

which is entitled, Of religion, and what

that is. And here he obferves, that

"
religion mould not be filled, man's

duty to God > but his doing his duty
in his ftation, whatever that is, from the

principle of believing that there is a God,
and that his acting fo is agreeable to his

will. When therefore the queilion is,

what is religion ? And whether there beO

any fuch principle ? The anfwer is, reli-

gion confilis in the belief or practice of any

thing that is right, from the consideration

of God ; and of what is confequent to

that, his favour or difpleafure, according to

the goodnefs or badnefs of our actions.

The foundations of the principle are, the

arguments



( 228 )

arguments for the exiflence of God : and

the advantage of the principle is, that the

rule of action is now doubly fecured, by
it's own reafonablenefs, and by this demon-

ftratively addition."

In thzjixtb chapter, which treats Ofre-

velation in general, it is obferved, that
" the

great ufe and advantage of revelation con-

iifts, not in difcovering any new moral

duties, except as it mews new relations ;

not in making a more perfect rule of

action ; not in telling us any thing which

the rule of action to men, as reafonable

creatures, was defective in ; but in fupply-

Ing free agents with new arguments, and

new motives, to do that which is known
to be their duties." He then proceeds to

confider the reafonable evidences in fupport
of revelation, and the general objection

againfl it, from the want of it's univer-

fality.

The fubject of the feventb chapter is,

How revelation may be dijlingutfbedfrom rea>-

jbn -,
and this is afcertained, by fuch truths

being made known to us, which were not

difcoverable by the ordinary ufe of our

natural faculties. He treats alib of the

credibility



credibility of infpiration, and in what parts

of revealed religion, infpiration is moft

difHnguifhable ; and where and in what

parts of the fcriptures, fall fcripture being

faid to be given by infpiration, which is alfo

explained) it need leaft to be infifted on.

Grotius's opinion thereon is recited, (par-

ticularly on St. Luke's gofpel,) and alfo

biihop Fleetwood's.

The queftion, Whether there has injatt been

anyfuch thing as revelation ? is the fubject of

the eighth chapter. This is anfwered in the

affirmative, by the examination and com-

pletion of feveral of the prophecies of the

old and new Teftament, leaft liable to ex-

ception of any kind ; and which took place

at various great diftances of time from the

delivery of thofe feveral prophecies here in-

quired into. Neverthelefs, he well obferves

generally, that " when one confiders the

nature of common evidence for paft facts,

in many inftances it muft be allowed to

decreafe according to the diftance of time

from the facts : but in the particular cafe

of a feries of prophecies, the evidence con-

Aantly increafes, as events happen. Pro-

phecies therefore, and events correfpond-
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ing, are a growing evidence ; and if any
book contains a feries of prophecies, the

perfons who live at a diftance from the

time when the revelation was made, mufh

have very great and ftrong evidence of it's

truth. Thofe indeed, before whom mira-

cles were immediately worked, had very

ftrong evidence of the revelation : But then

fuch as fee the events foretold, accomplilh-

ed, have likewife fo great, that they can-

not but acknowledge that in fadt there has

been fuch a thing as revelation ; and they

muft fee extraordinary evidence even in or-
*

ctinary occurrences foretold."

Chapter the ninth contains The other evi-

dences that a revelation has in fuel been

given. The argument principally advanced

in this chapter is this, fuppofmg that " the

fame perfons are reported to work miracles,

and to prophefy too, and we fee the pro-

phecy fulfilled by exacl: event ; this circum-

ftance will make it more probable, that the

miracles faid to be done were really done,

than if we had not fuch additional evi-

dence." This is inftanced in the cafe of

Moles, and t!;* fame is alfc obftrved of the

new Tefbraent: and the difference between

them,



them, and pretended miracles, is noted

generally. The famous prophecy of Ifaiah,

(chap, liii.) and others are cited.

The next coniideration is, How we are to

judge of thefenfe of revelation , which is the

fubject of the tenth chapter. Dr. Sykes

laments the want of a true critical com-

mentary upon the old Teftament, and

argues againft the common interpretation

of feveral of the prophecies, as bearing

double fenfesy the one immediate, the other

remote. And further, he infifts, agreeably

thereto, that the citations, in the new Tef-

tament, of paffages from the old Tefta-

ment, with the addition, that it might be

fulfilled 'which was fpoken by the prophet,

faying have refpect only to a fimilitude of

circumftances ; and fome inftances are ad-

duced as proofs thereof. The chapter con-

cludes as follows :
" there is but one literal,

real fenfe of any prophecy; and that con-

tains the whole that God defigned to reveal.

Difputes may fometimes arife, amongft
learned men, what was the intended par-

ticular of fome part of a prophecy j but

there was but one fenfe of every part, as

well as of the whole. And if we imagine
more than one intended, we may affirm a

prophecy



prophecy to be fo often fulfilled as there are

circumftances which tally with the words

of any proportion contained in it; /. e. we

could never tell when it was fulfilled at all,

which is making all this fort of revelations

entirely ufelefs, and fuperfluous."
a

In confidering The ad-vantages of revela-

tion, which employ the eleventh chapter $

it is obferved, that care fhould be taken, not

to decry the fufficiency of reafon, left the

arguments fhould reach revelation, for there

is in the chriftian world as much idolatry

and fuperftition in all it's forms, as in the

heathen world. Revelation, he confiders,

not necefTary to " fix a rule of morality,"

or to *' afcertain religion," but " contain-

ing motives and reafons for the practice of

what is right, more and different from,

what

* Di. Ben Ton, Li the Introduction to his Parapbrafe

and notes an St. Paul's epiftles ; lech v. (vol. i. p. xxii.)

fays,
" The prophecies have been thought to favour

{ " double fenfes, the moft of any part of holy fcripture.

tc But perhaps, upon examination, they do not really
"

rcCjLiire,
or admit of, fuch an interpretation. Dr.

* 4

Sykes, [ in his Cunnexlon^ &c. ] has a whole chapter
" to fhevv that the ancient prophecies contained only
41 one {ingle fenfe. And that chapter I would recom-
'* rrend to the reader's perufah"
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what natural reafon without this can fug-

geft." This argument is traced from it's

fource, and exemplified from the new
Teftament. In the conclufion of this

chapter is added a general fcholium, which
is written in the genuine fpirit of a true

chriflian.

The twelfth chapter contains Qbjeftions

againjl revelation, and the anfwers to them.

And it will be found, that the objections
are fully and impartially ftated, and that

they are anfwered with
liberality and abi-

lity. The following are thofe which are

particularly noticed; (i.) Revelation be-

ing confined to books, and thofe fin un-

known languages, and
fubjecl: to various

readings, is thence precarious and uncer-

tain. (2.) The diftant time in which it

was given, and it's want of
univerfality.

(3.) The obfcurity of the place where the

miracles of Jefus were wrought. (4.) The
matter of the revelation as unworthy of

God ; and the manner in which it is writ-

ten, fubjecft to fuch various interpretations.

(5.) The obvious deficiency in both jews
and chriftians in good morals, who fhould

excel all others in their practice, in pro-

portion
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portion to their greater knowledge of what

Is
right.

And, in confequence of fome objections

then lately advanced by certain intidel

writers, the thirteenth chapter contains An

anfwer to the objc5lions made againft the law

of Mofes, takenfrom human facrificesy^-

pofed to have been appointed in it ; andfrom
the command to deftroy utterly the feven

nations.

(i f ) The objection made againft the law

of MofeSj on account of human facrifices

fuppofed to have been appointed in it, is

jftated at large, from Tindal's Chrijlianity

as old as the creation. And it is anfwered,

that the law did not authorize the putting

the devoted perfon to death ; and that the

objection is founded on a wrong tranflation

and interpretation of Leviticus xxvii. 29,

30. And the examples brought in favour

of the objection, as the cafes of captives

taken in war, Jephtha's daughter, and

Samuel flaying Agag in Gilgal, are feve-

rally anfwered. (2.) The command in the

law, and the confequent practice relating to

the defiroying utterly thefeven nations, are

itated y and the definition which was or-^

dered,
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dered, is proved, as well from the following

ftate of thofe nations, as from the true

meaning of the law itfelf, to have refpect

only to their polity and form of govern-

ment, as nations, and not to a general

marTacre. This interpretation is further

fupported from the various, no lefs than

ten, different fenfes of the word, Hberem,

iignifying to forbid, to be unlaivful, to dt-

Jlroy, &c. critically examined.

Thefourteenth chapter contains An in-

quiry into isbat moral principles the heathen

World bad, before our Saviour s times. Upon
the fubjefts of this, and the following

chapter, Dr. Sykes obferves in his preface,

that " in his fearch after truth, he was not

felicitous where it led him, iince he was

tefolved to purfue and embrace it
-,
and this

was the reiult of his inquiry : thatjuftfo

far as evidence would go, he was deter-

mined to affent, and no further."

Accordingly, he here recites the no-

tions of the heathens, concerning the im-

portance of truth
-,

their excellent notions

of God ; his unity ; that he was underived,

felf-exiftent, and eternal
-,

wife and intelli-

gent j that he was the maker and governor
ef



of the univerfej that he was good and

placable -,
the avenger of evil, and rewarder

of good actions ; the object of prayer, and

praife,
and thankfgiving, and fubmimon ;

and then is added the notions of the

heathens concerning the immortality of the

foul. It is further proved, from the writ-

ings of their philofophers, that the mo-

rality of the heathens carried them, even

to the not refilling evil ; to love their

enemies, and to do good to them that hated

them ; to hazard or lay down their lives

for their brethren ; to ads of great humi-

lity, to part with all caufes of fin, and to

avoid exceffive anger. Concluding, never -

thelefs, that "
chriftianity does not make

the law of reafon different from what it

was, but has added feveral motives, prin-

cipally taken from another world, in order

to make men more careful to obferve it :

and that the before dated view of the mo-

rals in the heathen world, does not make

a revelation unnecefTary."

He proceeds in thcjiffeent/j,
or laft chap-

ter, to Jkew that the gentiles
had not their

.moral knowledge from revelation. And it

is here contended and argued, that the

heathens



237

heathens owed thofe notions ftated in the

preceding chapter, to the faculties and

powers which God had given them, and

with which, if they would apply as they

ought, they might ealily difcover all thofe

important truths which would lead them

to happinefs. Or, in the language of St,

Paul, that the gentiles 'which have not the

law, do by nature the things contained in the

law, thefe having not the law', are a law unto

themfehes : which fiew the work of the law

written in their hearts, their confcience alfo

bearing witnefs, and their thoughts the mean

while accufing, or elje excufing one another.

(Rom.ii. 14, 15.) And not that they received

fuch knowledge by tradition from Abra-

ham, or Noah, or Adam, who had it di-

rec~tly
from God, as fome luppofe ; neither

that they received it directly, or indirectly

from the jews, or their facred writings,

as others maintain. The firft fupoofition
i i

receives a mort anfwer ; the fecond^ that the

heathen philofophers and .moraliils ftoie

thtir doctrines from Mofes and the pro-

phets, is ably and learnedly oppofed, and

the fource of their information clearly re-

folved into thofe "
abilities which. God

had



had given to man to judge and think, and

compare things together, and to obferve

their mutual relations, thence in fa<5t dif-

covering their notions of God, and of their

fouls, and of fuch moral practices, as would

lead them to happinefs."

The concluding page of this learned and

rational account of religion, both natural

and revealed, deferves to be copied, in full

j
unification of the defign of the writer,

and the tendency of the principles main-

tained by him. " If the principles I have laid

down," fays he,
" are rightly apprehended,

it will be eafy to go on, and to prove the

truth of the chriftian religion, even with the

greateft flrictnefs. The prophecies of the

old Teftament, exaclly agree to Jefus of

Nazareth; and he worked miracles to

prove himfelf to be the Chrift ; the pro-

phecies of the new Teftament are evi-

dences of a revelation given to him, and

to his apoftles j and we fee thofe very

prophecies, fome perfectly accomplished,

others in part accomplimed ; enough am-

ply to fatisfy any curious perion. I know

no ftronger evidence than this affords :

may it be fully and impartially confidered !

And
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And then, as to any little errors, inaccu-

racies, defects, overfights, which I may
have been guilty of in treating fo delicate

a fubject as this is, the candid reader will

forgive them in one whofe whole and fole

aim is truth, and virtue, and honefty, and

the real fervice of that religion, and that

only, which Jefus Chrift came into the

world to teach mankind."

The dodtrine of the tenth chapter of

the above-mentioned work, provoked the

notice of Mr. Warburton, who on no oc-

cafion was difpofed to ufe foft words,

while the power of language, and his own

imagination would fupply him with hard

names. But as few learned men would

have anfwered it lefs fatisfactorily, fo none

would have anfwered it more unhandfomely.

The author of the Divine legation of Mofes

demonftrated,
b when letting himfelf for-

mally to oppofe Dr. Sykes's arguments

againft double fenfes in the prophecies,

opens the review of the doctor's principles

in the true fpirit of the Warburtonian

fchool, by firft fneering at Dr. Sykes as

pne of the " feme believers," and then

emphatically

b See vol. v, fourth edition, p. 308-- -322.



emphatically ftyling him the " bold rec-

tifier of prejudices ;" and concludes the no-

tice he is pleafed to take of him and of

his arguments, by difmiffing them for " a

much welcomer gueft, Mr. Collins him-

felf." No compliment was intended to Dr.

Sykes in the preference, and more gracious

reception of Anthony Collins, efq. Dr.

Sykes was a rational, and a liberal chrif-

tian, Mr. Collins was an unbeliever, and

poffibly, on that account, more to the

tafte of the hardy demonftrator ; or, more

probably, we mould only place this pre-

ference among the innumerable instances

of roughnefs and incivility which fo fre-

quently occur in the writings of Mr.

Warburton, and remained unfoftened in

thofe of the bifhop of Gloucefter.

CHAP. VI,



CHAPTER VI.

" Brief difcourfe on miracles/' "Rational

communicant ;" controverjy 'with Mr.
Warburton on bis account of the conduct

of the ancient legijlators ; of the double

doctrine of the old philofophers ; of the
*J /&

theocracy of the jews ; and of Sir Ifaac

Newton '/ chronology. Two traffs on the

toleration ofpapifts
-

y and tbank/givingfer-

mon at Winchester, onfupprejjion of re-

bellion. 17421747.

FROM a fincere defire to ferve the caufe

of virtue and religion, both natural and

revealed, and to place them upon their

true foundations, Dr. Sykes publifhed, his

EJ/liy upon the truth ef the ckriftian religion,

and more recently, The principles and con-

nexion of natural and revealed religion.

From the fame motives alfo, and becaufe

of the very great acutenefs with which

fome books had been now lately written

againft revelation, he found it neceffary to

treat the defence of it, in a manner fome-

R what
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what different from what other writers

had done. In order therefore to finiih his

defign, as far as he could, of giving a

complete vindication of the chriftian reli-

gion, in a coniiftent rational manner, and

to mew that there was nothing abfurd, or

incredible in it, he publimed his (XLIX.)

Brief difcourfe concerning the credibility of

miracles and revelation. Wherein the cre-

dibility of the gofpel miracles is fleissn y not-

with/landing all later miracles may be rejected

as fidlitious. (1742.) The fecond edition

of this difcourfe appeared in 1749.

When Dr. Sykes wrote his Connexion,

&c. he was well aware of the difficulties

which he now propofed to confider di-

ftinclly : and this was the reafon that led

him to eftablifh the credibility of revelation

in the manner he then did, and confining

hirnfelf, in a great meafure, to the argument
from prophecy. He now examined the

objections themfelves, with that freedom

and impartiality that are due to them $

being, at the fame time, ready to own, that

u'nlefs they can be fatisfactorily removed,

he fliould not wonder at the doubts and

fufpicions
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ftifpicions that may lie upon the minds of

very honeft men.

He firfl enters largely upon what is

meant by the word,
" miracle:" and,

under certain previous qualifications, de-

fines a miracle to be "a defigned effect,
-

fenfible, unufual in itfelf, beyond the art or

power of man to do/' not choofmg to put
into the definition that it mufl be an effect

*'
above* or belides, or contrary to the or-

dinary courfe of nature."

Upon this ground, which is prefume^d to

be more juft, as well as more candid, than

what is ibmetimes inliffced upon by incau-

tious, however fubtile, infidels, Dr. Sykes

proceeds to inquire,
" whether there be

any difference as to credibility, betwixt thofe

done by Chrift> and thofe done by others,

who have fince pretended to work mira-

cles ?" This inquiry is purfued upon ge-

neral principles ; and then applied to par-

ticular miracles which have been infifted

on by papifts in the prefent century, and

to which unbelievers are, in general, well

difpofed to give the appearance of their

approbation, for the fake of turning them

againft the evidences of chriftianity. The

R 2 miracles
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miracles reported to have been done at the

/// H I/A
tomb f tne Abbe Paris, are ftated from

Monf. Montgeron's account, not with a

view to enter into a. formal detection of

O,c&*f**t. them, but to admit the facts, for the fake

^ tne argumen tj as ftated by the hiftorian

of thefe devices > and to object to their cre-

dibility as not done by, or at the requeft

of the Abbe Paris ; as alfo, becaufe there

was no doctrine difcovered by them, and

confequently we are nowife concerned in

them.

J '

Jfaiid'iJ
"^ *s next reflvec^ what are the "

lying

wonders" mentioned in the new Tefta-

ment, and how they may be diftinguimed

from true miracles. And their having led

men into the belief of falfhoods, or ab-

furdities, or impieties, or wrong practices,

are mewn to be the proper tefts of their

original.

Nor is it omitted to examine the ob-

jection which is made to the gofpel re-

cords, becaufe they contain accounts of

fome miracles reported to the world fo long
after the facts ; but as they are accompa-
nied by predictions of future events, and

the continuation of miraculous powers,
down
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down to the writing the hiftory, the ob-

jection becomes frivolous and inconclufive.

The author then proceeds to another fet

ofinquiries, arifing from the doctrine of mi-

racles confidered as attesting any revelation,

and forming a fequel to the preceding

investigation. The firft of thefeis,
" whe-

ther we can difcover whether it be God

himfelf, or fome other invisible agent,

that works a miracle/' The fclution of

this inquiry admits the agency of inviiible

fpirits,
or beings from God, by whofe

affifiance men may be empowered to work

a miracle ; in which cafe, this may in the

greateft ftrictnefs be called a divine revela-

tion, though even man be the intermediate

agent. For, as he argues, it does not ceafe"^
6"*' '

', -,-

to be the command or will of the kine,
/>..*

notwithftanding it is delivered to a third
7

or fourth perfon, by the means of proper
ministers who are the fubordinate agents.

In order to remove the objection in-

cluded in the queftion,
" how fhalll-know

that the meffage delivered is really from

God, and that I am not impofed on by a

being that deceives me ?" it is inquired,
<f how it appears that the doctrine and the

R 3 miracle
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miracle are not from fome evil being fc-

ducing men ?
' And the anfwer lends us

to the nature and tendency of the revela-

tion 3 in the courfe of which, the miracles

performed by Mofes, and the wonders

done by the magicians of Egypt, are accu-

rately confidered and explained.
a And

the arguments of Marracius, a romifh

writer againfl the Koran, in favour of the

"
five permanent miracles," which he in-

fifls upon as proofs of the truths of chrif-

tianity, are fhewn to be no lefs futile than

the flories of mahometifm ; and his ar-

guments againfl the mahometan faith

equally conclufive, when directed againfl

the faith of his own church.

The third inquiry is,
" What degree of

aflent is due to any doctrine revealed, which

flands confirmed by miracles ?" This mufl

be proportioned to the grounds of proba-

bility that we are not impofed on. And,

under the fucceeding queflion,
" Whether

a partial revelation will prove that it comes

from God himfelf, or from an inferior

being?"

a See Exodus vii. 10 I2j alfo 20- 22j ibid. viii.

6, 7, 18; and Brief difcwrfe% fecond edition, p. 168--

174.
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being ?" it is urged, that the want of uni-

verfality is no more a proof that a revela-

tion does not come from God, than the

barrennefs of fome foil, and even countries,
f"*j

compared with the fertility of others, prove
-' '

that God is not the creator of both
-,
the

fame argument might alfo be deduced, and

with the fame fuccefs, from the inequality

in the abilities and underftandings of men.

The fame objection to revelation is further

purfued in the fifth inquiry,
" Whether God

be obliged, fuopoiing that he grants a reve-

lation, to grant it equally to a]l mankind ?"

Upon which it is obferved, that whilft he

injures none, he may grant capacities for

happinefs in the grant of revelation, juft as

he grants different abilities to men, which

will be rewarded according to their im-

provements.

There is a Poftfcript9 in the fecond edi-

tion of the Brief difcourfe, addreffed to the

bimop of Lichfieid, Dr. Richard Small-

broke, in anfwer to his charge to his clergy.

The fubjedt is no further important than as

it affords a difplay of the bifhop's grofs mif-

reprefentation, and we may hope, his mif-

apprehenfion alfo, of what Dr. Sykes had

R 4 written
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written on the demoniacs, the teflimony of

Phl eS n > an(* tne fubjedt of prophecy. The

/! H ft
^0<a r> however, fails not to remind the

ft
bifhop, in reply to the charge

" of expoiing
Cin cf (.' the gofpel to downright ridicule and con-
fold h M*4 ^*"

A f- abiM^^y^*'* f a certa in perfon who from his

if --bftafo*
minute calculation in refpedt to the devils

^
into the herd of fwine, and not

&>$ /fl/^"r4 ' being able to difpofe of the odd numbers,

had been forced to the diftrefsful operation

(hfittinq <rf
of " fplitting of devils." The bifhop was

not to learn to whom the name of Split-f
devil was applied ; and, it may be preiumed,

not unconfcious of the occafion he had given
for it.

Probably there never was a religious
.

to

rite of greater firnphcity in it s defign

or inrKtution, than that of the Lord's

fupper j fo neither has there been any

more perverted, not only by the grorTer

corruptions and fuperftructure of popery,

but by the inventions conceived by feveral

denominations of proteftants. For, beiides

the fubverfion of this plain memorial of our

Lord's death, and declaration of our being

his difciples in chrifKan communion with

each other, to the fupport of a real prefence
with
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with fome, and to the affording extraor-

dinary fpiritual fights and afTiftances with

others ; it has alfo been proftituted to the

purpofes of civil regulations ; and to par-

take of this holy ordinance, according to

one prefcribed form, has been made a

neceffary qualification to the obtaining of^
civil offices. 1 #**>
The controverfy with Dr. Waterland on

moral and pofitive duties, led to the full

difcuffion of the nature, obligation, and .

fuppofed efficacy of this facrament, as it is Jjtff&WtWL
too generally called. And it was the delire JvIeLiitf* 0&**.

of removing that fcandal which is given to

the chriilian religion, in our own country, y.

by degrading and proftituting this inftitu- " "&* '

tion to the fecular ends of worldly and
rnif-^^^

1 prtffon

taken policy, that Dr. Sykes pleaded the"^J* ,. ^
reafonablenefs of repealing the corporation

and teft laws, and their non-importance to

the church of England. He now attempted
an eafy and familiar explanation of the in-

ftitution itfelf, as a religious commemora-

tion, in a little tract, entitled, (L.) The

rational communicant : or aplain account of

the nature, ends, and benefits of thefacrament

of the Lord's fufper. Suited to the meanejl

capacities. (1743,) The feventh edition,

printed



( 250

printed fo lately as 1783, is now before

me. It is written in the way of dialogue,

between a minifter and his parishioners ;

and, in the courfe of the conversation, the

nature, ends, and benefits of the Lord's

fupper are no lefs plainly, than truly fet

forth on the fure warrant of fcripture,

without refpect to any fyflematical opinions,

phrafes, or expreflions. The manner of

this little piece is worthy the ferious atten-

tion of every man, as it is admirably cal-

culated for the information of the unlearned

reader, for whofe ufe it was more imme-

diately deligned ; the whole is indeed well

" fuited to the meaneft capacities," with-

out being below the notice, or failing to

edify the higheft. The other explanations

of this inftitution, written on the fame

liberal and rational plan, are bimop Hoad-

ly's Plain account of the nature and end of

the facr&ment of the Lord's flipper, firil

printed in 1735 ;- of which an abridg-

ment has fmce been publifhed, by the

writer of the prefent page, under the title

of The rational chrijlian s affijlant to the

worthy receiving ofthe Lord'sjupper.
b And

alfo

b The fecond edition was printed for J.

J2mo. 1774.
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alfo more lately Dr. Bell's excellent and -

mafterly Attempt to afcertain and illuftrate

tbe authority, nature, and dejign of the in-

Jlitution of Chrift, commonly called the com-

munion, and the Lord' s fupper.
c And

again, by the fame ingenious writer, in a

fmaller and more popular form, entitled,

A practical inquiry into the authority, na-

ture, and dejign of the Lord'sfupper -, as they

are explained in the new T'ejlament itfelf.

The next publication of Dr. Sykes's, was

his (LI.) Examination of Mr. Warbur-

ton's account of the conduct of the an-

cient legijlators ; of the double docJrine of

the old philofophers -, of the theocracy of the

jews, and of Sir Ifaac Newton 's Chrono-

logy. (1744.) This book was written in

confequcnce of a converfation with an old

and learned friend, Mr. P***,
d

who, not

unaptly, confidered Mr. Warburton's book

as a learned romance ; adding, that the di- v -

greffions

c The fecond edition, with improvements, was

printed for J. Robfon^ 8vo. 1781. The fecond edition

of the Pratfical inquiry was printed for Rivingtons.

d Moft probably the reverend and learned Thomas

Pyle.



greffions in it about the myfleries, the hyc-

roglyphics, and the book of Job, are or

< / may be deemed, fo many ingenious novels,

which ferve to relieve or divert the reader.

Mr. P***, exhibiting to Dr. Sykes fome

mifreprefentations made by Mr. Warburton

in his recital of evidence, raifed a fufpicion

againft the fidelity of his report, and the

juftice of his concluiions, which 'till then

had been unfufpected by the examiner.

With refpect to " the conduct of the

ancient legiflators," it was Mr. Warbur-

A 4 JL
ton's purpofe to prove, that " there is a

fli<d 7vv
certam difference between Mofes and all

.
other legiflators. That Mofes never in-

culcated the doctrine of a future Hate of

rewards and punifhments ; which yet is

abfolutely neceffary to the well-being of

fociety ; and that all other legiflators did.

Hence he undertook to demonftrate the

divine legation of Mofes from his omiffion

of this doctrine among the jews."

It feems Mr. Warburton made fome

difference, between the two firft editions

of his book, in the ftatement of a pro-

pofition to be proved. In the latter it

flood, the legiflators endeavoured " to

propagate



propagate religion by making the doctrine

of a providence, with which in it'sfull ex-

tent they prefaced and introduced their

laws, the grand fan^ion of their inftitu-

tions." Whereas in the firft edition, a

providence in it'sfull extent was the grand
fan&ion of their laws.

Dr. Sykes, however, denies that either

the one or the other is true. He examines

the prooemium to the laws of Zaleucus,

cited by Mr. Warburton ; and that to the

laws of Charondas, which was omitted by
him j and that alfo of Cicero to his book

of laws for an Utopian commonwealth 3 and

compares thefe with the inftitutions of

Mofes. He vindicates the laws of Mofes,

as inculcating the fame reverence for God ;

and obferves, that when Mr. Warburton
"

attempts to demonflrate the divine lega-

tion of Mofes by the medium of no future

jftate of reward and punifhment in the mo-
faic difpenfation, he muft equally demon-

ftrate the divine legation of Zaleucus, and

Charondas, and Cicero; fmce none of

them, nor indeed any one elfe of the old

legiilators ever made a providence in it's

full extenti or zjuture Hate of rewards and

puniihments,
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punifhments, the fanction of their laws."

;

And from a further ftate of Mr. War-

burton's reprefentation of a future flate of

rewards andpunimments, it {hould feem he

gave the heathen world the advantage over

the jews, in this refpec~l -,

"
though in

truth," fays Dr. Sykes,
"

it was a doctrine

tmiverfally received and believed by jews

Ail Ifa* i<* <*'*
as we^ as gentl ^es : anc^ therefore all the

^ .^^old legiflators eftablifhed their refpedive

it Ua#md * national religions upon principles already

allowed and admitted ; and therefore had

J frtn ^*" *'^/'"
>r

Bo neceflity to mention that notion parti-

Jyk ^cularly, either as thefantfion of their laws,

or in any other manner." He further

J<*>*
*

Ihews, that neither Triptolemus, the moft

ancient legiflator of the Athenians, Draco,

nor Solon, prefaced their laws with the

dodtrines in queftion : nor did the laws of

Romulus and Numa, among the old Ro-

mans ; nor the laws of the xij tables, fay

any thing of a future irate of rewards and

punifhments, or a providence in it's full

extent.

The conclufion of this inquiry is, that

'* Mofes is upon the fame footing at leaft

with all thefe ancient legislators
: his no-

tions
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tions of a providence are as extenfive as

theirs : his words ought in common jufticc

to be conftrued as extenfively as theirs ; or

their words reduced to the extent of his. /&I
'

I /", /
And if the bare omiffion of a future ftate .///*,

- "r

in any body of inftitutes be fufficient to #/

prove the divine legation of fuch legiflator, ]rn

any one may judge how many of the z

cient legiflators will have a claim to a di-

vine million, as well as Mofes."

Our author now proceeds to the fecond

fubject of his examination, called,
" the

double doctrine of the ancient philofo-

phers." The teachers of wifdom in the

fchools of ancient philofophy, gave two

kinds of lectures j one fort were to a few

..individuals in private in a morning, and

were ftiled efoteric, as Ariftotle taught

Alexander; the other were delivered to any
number of voluntary and mixed hearers in

public in the evening, which Ariftotle

pradtifed in the Lycaeum, arid thefe were

ftiled exoteric. In the former, it feems, the

teacher was more finifhed in his compofi-

tion, ^nd exercifed greater fubtilty in argu-

ment, and more learning ; and that in the

latter he was more general and more fami-

liar



liar in his manner. Dr. Sykes has fatisfac-

torily ftated, from authority, the nature

and purpofe of both cuftoms. Mr. War-
burton had conceived that, in this different

mode of teaching, he had difcovered that

in the one cafe they taught what was true,

and in the other what was popuiar, or,

in other words, what they did not believe :

Whereas, in fact, the leffon on thefe different

occafions was accommodated not to the pre-

judices, but the capacities of the vulgar.

Mr. Warburton avows his opinion to be

new; Dr. Sykes admits the novelty, but

denies the truth of it. He enters very

fully and mafterly into his proofs, and

examines Mr. Warburton's general reafons

in fupport of his paradox ; and, in the

courfe of this examination, offers a full

/
7>/ / 6'c

vindication of Plato's belief of a future

{late of rewards and punifhments, which
u

Mr. Warburton coniidered as having been
. ,

advanced onjy in the exoteric or popular

way, agreeably to the prejudices of the

people, and not according to his own pri-

vate conceptions, and therefore no proof

that Plato believed it. And as Dr. Sykes

fays,
"

if he has fhewn Mr. Warburton

to have been miflaken in this point of the

double
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double doctrine of the ancients, great part,

qf his third book will be nothing to the

purpofe."

The tl}ird fubjecl: of examination, in the

\vork before us, is
" the nature of the

v

jewim theocracy and it's duration." Dr.

Sykes opens this inquiry with a vindication

of Mr. Bayle's account of the law of

Mofes, in the punifhment of idolaters, and

falfe prophets with death, as perfectly
i

correfponding with Mr. Locke's account, * tic

to which Mr. Warburton had given the

cxcluiive preference ; reminding us alfo

that Mr. Bayle's account was publifhed
three years before Mr. Locke's, and agreed

.

>

alfo with Dr. Spencer, who preceded JP**

Bayle, in the publication of the fame

fentiment, about a year. All thefe cpnli-

dered this punimment as infiidted upon trai-

tors and rebels, for an overt adt of high *)
'

re a*an,

treafon, while under a theocracy; the ap- ^>/ fli rc * l

j.

plication therefore of the precedent will by
no means hold under any other fpecies of

government, in fupport of any reputed or-

thodox believers inflidling the fame punifh-
ment, or other

penalties, upon reputed
heretics.

The following pages, upon this part of

the fubjed, exhibit the confufion and in-

S extricable
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cxtricable difficulties in Mr. Warburton's

account of the jewiih theocracy, in refpedt

to it's origin and duration ; and alfo concern-

ing the exercife of an extraordinary pro-

vidence over particular perfons, as well

as over dates in general. On the former

quedion, Dr. Sykes vindicates Dr. Spencer,

,

^
who had " conceived that the gradual de-

j.- j clenfion of the theocracy, began in the

jt
. Jfraelites demand of a king; that it was

^ more leflened when God called Saul and
,J) trrv- r+ f' *f

David to the head of affairs ; that under
9

Solomon it became nearer to it's ceiTation.
*

, . r r t i ^ IT rAnd in proof or this, jie urges the dilule

of the urim and thummirn, and fuch other

arguments as fhewed there was not fuch

frequent interpofitions of an extraordinary

providence, as were under the judges, or

in Jomua's or in Mofes's days : at the

fame time he contends, that fome obfcure

footfteps of it continued to the lad times

of their flate."

In refpedl to the exerc'wfe of an extra-

ordinary providence over particular per-

fons, as well as over dates in general ;

fo much as relates to the latter, feems

to have been pretty well agreed and ad-

mitted



admitted by both parties ; but, as to par-

ticular perfons, when it is faid,
'* no tranf-

greflbr efcaped punifhmcnt, nor any ob-

ferver of the law miffed his reward," the

account is contrailed by the reprefentation

which the fcriptures make in feveral places

of the profperity of the wicked, and the

ill fuccefs of the good, and which inftances

remain unanfwered, and unanfwerable. Mr. tf&f"

Warburton himfelf feemed fo fenfible of

the difficulties, notwithftanding his en-

deavour to give his reader fome prefent

fatis faction, that in a momentary diftruft

of his own abilities, he profeffed to re-

ferve himfelf for the further difcullion of

the queftion.

The laft divifion of the fubjects of this

volume is
" a vindication of Sir Ifaac

Newton's chronology." Dr. Sykes ex-

pofes, with great juftice and fpirit, thf

contradictory compliments which Mr.

Warburton paid that eminent and excel-

lent man ; of whom, as he expreiTes him-
felf in one place,

" fcience and virtue

** feemed to be atftrife about, which mould
" render him moft illuftrious, while they

S 2 "
equally
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'*

equally concurred to make him the or-

1 nament of human kind."

Sir Ifaac maintained, that Ofiris and Se-

foltris were only two names for one and
W* 1 ' the fame perfon, in the hiftory of Egypt ;

n and his chronology is dependent on that

^rf/circumftance, as far as it is afrecled by it.

Mr. Warburton confidered them as two

diftincT: heroes. The evidences which had

been produced and received by Sir Ifaac,

were rejected by Mr. Warburton > while

he was difpofed to give credit to far in-

ferior teftimony ; even to the accounts of
:

j the egyptian prieithood,
" who were maf-

ters in their trade," and who were very
*

juftly fufpected of forgery by himfelf.

After an inquiry into facts, there follows

an examination of .fix confequences which

were produced by Mr. Warburton, as e-

fpoufed by Sir Ifaac, all *'
contrary to fa-

cred antiquity." Whereas four of them

,/ are the creatures of Mr. Warburton's

imagination, never efpoufed, never admit-

ted, never mentioned by Sir Ifaac Newton.

The other two are vindicated, the one as

agreeable to hiftory, the other as agreeable

to the account in the bible.

Dr.



Dr. Sykes readily acknowledges the Di-

T;W legation to be " the work of a man

of learning and abilities, however incon-

clulive his reafoning is ;" but leaves to the

determination of his reader, the application

of a remark of Mr. Warburton's,
" that

"
iyftems, fchemes, and hypothefes, all bred

" of heat in the warm region of contro-

"
verfv, [or of a wild imagination] will,

" like meteors in a troubled iky, each have

*'
it's turn to blaze and pals away,"

It may not be unentertaimng to obferve

here, what others thought of thefe com-

batants, and the queftions in difpute be-

tween them.

The learned Mr. William Clarke, late M
chancellor of the church of Chichefter,

writing to Mr. Bowyer about the year 1744,

fpeaks highly of Dr. Sykes's advantage over

Mr. Warburton in his Examination -,
and

ventures, at the fame time, to hazard a con-

jecture of the probable confequence of the

contempt which the party examined had,

or affected to have for his examiner.
" I

"
fee," fays he,

"
your friend Warburton

*'
is ftill a %

hero; he makes nothing of at-

"
tacking whole battalions alone : though

S
3

" he
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" he gives me the moft pleafure of any
"

body, I cannot but fay I am in pain for

< him. Is there no keeping that fire and
**

genius within proper limits ? He will

"
fall, as great men have done before him,

"
by the things he defpifed moft, Dr. Syk.es

" and the people. The doctor has outdone
"

himfelfi arid I am perfuaded that he is

right in his three firft pofitions, the

exoteric doctrines, the fenfe of the old

"
legiflation, and the jewifh theocracy ;

and I long to fee how the author of the

Divine Legation will difengage himfelf,

though I expert he will beat up his

quarters, and bear down all before

(C

((

'

" him.'

Mr.

e See Nichols's Biographical Anecdotes af Mr. Bow-

yer, p. i 75. note. If the curlofity of the reader fhould

be fo far excited, as to make him defirous to inquire into

Mr. VVarburton's political prowefs, he may fee a cu-

rious fpecimen of his euiy difprjfal of the principalities

and powers of this world, exhibited in the invaluable

Memoirs of Thomas Hollis, efq. (vol. ii. p. 497 499-)

Mr. Warburton, with only a few ftrokes of his pen,

atchieved exploits againft nations, with the fame hardi-

nefs that he attacked whole battalions of polemics. To fay

the leaft, this mighty ColofTus certainly fpoke fomewhat

lightly and unadvisedly of the dcftruclion of Sodom and

Gomorrah, Nineveh, and the feven nations of Canaan-

ites
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Mr. Markland writing alfo to Mr. Bowyer JHar/i!&nct.

in April 1744, fays,
" Mr. Clarke has fent

" me Mr. Warburton's anfwer to his cp-
"

ponents, and Dr. Sykes's J&xamtnfltijtfo

lt &c. the former of which feems to me to

have been published chiefly with a defign

of giving the general review of the argu-

ment of the Divine Legation, which is an

ufeful thing, and the latter (Dr. Sykes's)

feems to be a fly one. I mall be glad to

fee ananfwer, a direct one, to fome parts
" of it."

f Mr. Markland's opinion feems

to favour more the adroitnefs of the exa-

miner, than the opinions he maintained,

Neverthelefs, be that as it might, he

thought a direct anfwer was neceffary, and

S 4 certain

ites in the old world ; when he faid,
" he regarded thofe

" illuftrious focieties as no more than paper and pack-
" thread thrown into the balance, when God, in his

'*
juftice, weighs the fate of nations." (See \\\*> Apologetical

dedication to Dr. Stebbing, in
defence of bis faft fernion in

1745.) And it was not a little extraordinary, that Mr.

Hook, the roman hiftorian, fliould thence be led to be-

tray his affection for the arbitrary governments, and

great monarchies of modern times ;
for when fpeaking,

in a certain converfation, of the foregoing paflage, and

citing it from memory, he understood it to be intended

to apply to the kingdoms of France and Spain, and

was interefted accordingly.

f Nichols's Biog. slnccdotes of Mr. Bowyer, p. 176.
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terrain it is that Mr. Markland was a very
41

competent judge ; nor was he difappointed

in his defire and expectation. In 1745, Mr.

Warburton publifhed Remarks on Jevera'l

Gcca/ional reflection's : in 'anfwer to the reve-

rend doctors Stehbing and Sykes. Serving to

explain andjujlify the two differtations in the
f

Divine Legation, 'concerning the command to

Abraham to offer up hisJon ; and the nature

of the jewifli theocracy ; objected to by thofe

learned writers. Part. ii. and laft.

the concluding part of thefe Re-

marks> Mr. Warburton infills much on

the milkinefs of his temper and difpofi-

tion ; it is to be lamented that he had no

evidence to offer in the fupport of his de-

fence. He moil alluredly received much

rough language from his adverfaries; but

he amply paid all convic^edj and even fuf-

pc&ed offenders, in one common coin^

both principal and intereft : and it was not

feldonl that he dealt out, from the fame

mint, much illiberal abufe upon fome of

the moft learned and refpectable characters

and fcholars of his time, 'o'nlv bc'caufe they

prefumed to differ from his fyftem of legifla-

tQ ^ r - Tillard,
" who

had



had the character of a ftudious, honeft,

good man," was moil reprehenlible, not to

lay unpardonable : s and in thefe fame Re-

marksy out of the abundance of his charity
and good manners, he fays,

*
] chufe to

"
let pafs, without any chaftifement, fuch

tf

impotent nailers as Dr. Richard Grey,
'" and one Bate, a zany to a mountebank."

h

Mr. Peters was another learned gentleman,
whom he complimented with the con-

temptuous appellation of the " Cornim,

critic."
1

Mr. Bott, rector of Spixworth in Nor-

folk, in a letter to Mr. Matters, between

the years 1744, and 1746, fpeaking of Mr.

Warburton, with whom he was himfelf

alfo engaged in controverfy, and of t)r.

Sykes's Examination, writes,
"

however,
*' in Sykes he has caught a tartar." And

again,
"

I am glad Sykes's anfwer meets
" with the approbation among you, it cer-

"
tainly

S See Advert';fement to the Appendix to the fccond edi-

tion of the feconj vol. of Divine Lcgatim^ and Sykes's

p> 6.

-Remarks) &c. part ii. p. 245.

1 See Divine legation. 4th edit. vol. v. p. 18. cited

alio by btfhop Lowth in his Letter
^ &c. p. 23. note (q.)
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taifily deferves -

y and I mould be glad to

know in particular, what is generally faid

about the laft part, which defends Sir

Ifaac's egyptian chronology. A learned

1
1

tc man
[
Dr. Shuckford,] a great admirer

" of the knight, and who has been long
"

deeply engaged in the ftudy of chrono-
*'

logy, fays, it is certain the old knight

)kc. fftdn'nijhk** knew nothing of ancient times ; credet

" non ego : and adds, that if Warburton
" knows any thing of ancient chronology,
" he will here have the advantage of his

"
antagonift." *^

Mr. Warburton animadverted upon Dr.

Sykes's Examination, in his ufual manner,

in the before-mentioned Remarks in anfwer

to the reverend doffors Stebbing and Sykes.

Of the four heads of the Examination, he

omitted to make any particular reply to

three of them ; obferving, with an arro-

gance till that time almoft peculiar to him-

felf,
" how much Dr. Sykes had to thank

" him for, when inftead of expoiing the

" other three parts of his book, which
" abound with fuch beauties [miftakes] in

.every page, he had confined himfelf to

this,

From Mr. Mafters's letter.



*'
this, [the theocracy of the jews,] where

<( the natural obfcurity of the fubject hides

*' both his blunders and his blufhes ?" l

A man who felt lefs fenfibly than Dr.

Sykes did, the imputations infmuated in the

preceding language, would not have been

iilent, while he was perfuaded that he had

not deferved it. Our author therefore re-

plied in (LI1.) A defence of the Examina-

tion of Mr. Warburton'j Account of the

theocracy of the jews ; being an anfwer

to his Remarks, fo far as they concern Dr.

Sykes. (1746.) Some pages are employed,

as might be expected, in obferving on the

manner of Mr. Warburton, and the little

or no fatisfaction afforded by his Remarks,

as far as -they incidentally had refpect to

the queflions, relating to the conduct of

the old legiilators, and the double doctrine

of the old philofophers ; the former o

which he certainly was more immediately

concerned to make good. Dr. Sykes then

proceeds to the direct fubject of his De-

fence, and obferving the order prefcribed

by Mr. Warburton, he divides his book

into xiv diftinct fections.

" The

1 See the Remarks? &c. part ii. p. 154, note,
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" The obfcurity of the fubjecY' before

obferved, and admitted by Mr. Warbur-

ton, may indeed be pleaded in excufe

for his own blunders, fo far as they were

involuntary, and to apologize for his blumes

were ridiculous ; but this very confcioufnefs

of the difficulties in the way of a demon-

ilration of his hypothecs, places his ex-

treme prefumption beyond the reach of a

charitable cohftruction : and the fuperior

ability of the examiner has (hewn, that

the ground of the Divine legation of Mofes,

taken bv Mr. Warburton. is untenable
j

and indefenfible. Dr. Sykes fpeaking of

that work in general, lays, he '* owns

that he never could fee the truth of the

premifes of his demonllration made out: nor

had ever met with one iingie perfon, that

thought them proved." And, with a ge-

nerous concern at being led to ftate a fact

fa unfavourable to the learned demonltra-

tor's labours, he adds,
"

forgive me this
? > n i

provocation.

Nor is this opinion to be placed to the

account of any defect in Dr. Sykes organs

of viiion, merely becaule his glafs was

pointed towards Mr. Warburton. The

ientimcnts

r - Sec hi-.
DfJl-Hif,

Sec. 16.



fentiments of the learned are known very

generally to look the fame way. Few

learned theological books have been more

univerfally read in their dav, than Mr.

Warburton's Divine legation, and {till

fewer of thofe which have been fo much

noticed, have been fo foon neglected, dif-

regarded, and forgotten. Bimop Lowth

is decifive ;
n and I. rernember to have been,

fome

n
Bifhop Lowth fays of biftiop Warburton's Divine

'gation^ that,
"

it would be no prefumption, even in

a youn? ftudent in theology, to undertake to give a

better, that is, a more fatista&ory and irrefragable

demonflration of it, in five pages, than he has done in

"
five volumes." Letter to the right reverend author of

the Divine Legation. 4thed.it. 1766, p. J2 ? And this

opinion of bifhop Lowth, who only prefumed upon the

infufficiency of the Divine Legatim, is in perfect: agree-

ment with the eftimation made by Mr. Wilkes, of the ,1

author's inexpertnefs in clearing up difficulties. -'
|

** have been faid," writes he,
" to have my doubts. I

"
really have none. If I had, that orthodox biftiop [War-

"
burton] woi|ld furely be able to remove them

; only
"

I ftiould fear, that for every one of mine he carried

'*
away, he wouid leave ten of his own behind with me."

See Complete collection of genuine papers, letters, C3V. in the

itlfe of John Wilkes, efq ? 1767. p. 67. Now, ftiould

the partial friendfhip of biftiop Hurd induce him to be

the editor of the en;ire works of biftiop Warburton,

which is very Qredibly reported
to be the cafe, it will be

Ci
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fome years ago, in company with three

very learned and refpectable dignitaries of

the eftablifhed church, none of whom were

in any degree to be fufpecled of heritical

pravity; when the converfation, turning

upon bifhop Warburton, they agreed in

one opinion, that it was, to fay the leaft, a

fsLir queftion, whether his writings had

more ferved the caufe of infidelity, or of

revelation ?

But to return : Mr. Warburton anfwered

to the longing, if not to the full expectation

of Mr. Clarke, as mentioned in his letter

to Mr. Bowyer, for he "
whipped the

" examiner at the cart's tail in the notes to

*' Divine legation, the ordinary place of his

"
literary executions," as bifhop Lowth ex-

prefTes himfelf on another occaiion. And

therein he fails not to incorporate the lan-

guage

no impeachment of the judgment of the public, nor any
lofs to the caufe of revelation, if the volumes are left to

fleep in filence, in fuch general repofitories where his

lordfhip's generofity (hall place them ;
even though they

fhould be accompanied by a Dijftrtation on the Delicacy of

Friendjhip.

See bifhop Lowth 's Letter y &c. p. 4. And Divine

legation,
vol. ii. 5th edit, pages 104, 189; and vol. iv.

4th edit, pages 338, and feq. 267, 287, 291, 294.



guage of his Remarks, and, as if it were In

compliance with an orderly cuflom to pre-

ferve a charter, to talk to his learned ad-

verfary of " the trade of anfwering," and,

correfpondent therewith, to flile him " an

anfwerer by profeffion ;

'

compliments

thefe, which he had repeatedly bellowed

upon his opponents. Doctors Stebbing

and Sykes, fays he,
" had been anfwerers

from their early youth ; and, as the heads

of oppotite parties, never yet agreed in any
one thing, but in writing againfl the D/-

inne legation. Here they went to work as

brethren j and indeed, not without reafon :

the book was manifestly calculated to fpoil

their trade." p And in the very title

pages of thefe Remarks addreiled to thefe

gentlemen, he applies to them the follow-

ing defcription from Virgil :

Arcades ambo,

Et cantare pares, et RESPONDERE parati.

In the procefs of time, the tables were

turned upon biihop Warburton, and his fe-

cond, archdeacon Town, who had alii fled

him, at his own infrance and perfuaiion,
C1 in

the

P See Remark^ &c. part ii. p. 5.

*l See Divine Legation^ vol. iii. 4th edit, preface, p. ]xxix.
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the examination of his adversaries j aruj

wfrofe fate it was to be fomewhat hardly

dealt with, when he was undefervedly dig-

nified with the title of his "
literary fca-

venger," by a late
profefTor in. {he univer-

fity
of Oxford.

r

- The year 1746 threatened to involve us

in fomething more tha^n polemic contro-

verfy. The exigence of the proteftant reli-

gion in this kingdom depended upon the

event of a civil war : and as it was the por

licy of the papifts, at that time, to foften

down the minds of the proteftants to an eafy

and patient admiffion of popery, for papifts

would have fucceeded to the pofleffion of

power, if the adventurous enterprife of the

pretender had proved fuccefsful ; fo it was

the duty of the proteftant clergy to call the

attention of the people to the principles of

their religion ; and to lay before them the

infeparable connexion between religious

and civil liberty. The time was critical ;

and neither party can be reproached witfy

having been inactive. In the year 1743,

there was publjihed, by the then titular bi-

/hqp

bifhop Lowe's Letter, &c. p. ",-
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lliop of London, a fecond edition of a (hort

trad:, entitled, A vindication of the roman

catholics
-, being their mojlfolemn declaration

of their utter abhorrence of thefollowing te-

nets vulgarly laid at their door. This piece
had been originally publifhed in the begin-

ning of the reign of James II. and was art-

fully calculated to recommend and introduce

popery into this country, and to make it

appear mild and gentle, and fair as truth it-

felf. This vindication accidentally falling

into Dr. Sykes's hands, early in the year

1746, and before the fuppreffion of the lail

rebellion, he was induced, at that juncture,

to enter upon (LIII.) An inquiry how far

papifts ought to be treated here as good fub~

jecls j and alfo t howfar they were chargeable

with the tenets commonly imputed to them.

The title which the papifls have to a free

toleration in a proteitant country, is made

to reft upon it's proper and only reafonable

foundation, /. e. upon their giving the fame

fecurity, with others, of their allegiance to

our government, in return for their protec-

tion. This condition is here fairly and
j

candidly examined and defended. Anci, it

fiirely is to the credit of the prefent age,

T that
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that by a late act of parliament, (
1 8 Geo. Ill,

c.66.) feveral penal claufes in the former laws

again ft papifts are repealed, upon the condi-

tion of their taking an oath of allegiance

and fupremacy to the crown of Great-Bri-

tain 5 and which is fo fully and unequivo-

cally exprefled, as to anfwer, as it mould

feem, all the demands of Dr. Sykes's argu-

ments , and was, as I underftand, very ge-

nerally complied with by the roman catho-

lics. The warm and angry relentment

which was unhappily fhewn againfr, that

law, two years after it had been enacted,

and which lighted up fuch dreadful con-

flagrations in our capital, in June 1780,

will be a deferved and lafting difgrace upon
the infatuated and intolerant fpirit of the

inftigators of the phrenfy of the populace.

In the latter part of this pamphlet, Dr.

Sykes examines, with great precifion and

acutenefs, fome of thofe religious tenets

which papifts have affected to difclaim.

In the courfe of this examination he has

detected much difmgenuous ambiguity of

expreflion, much fhamelefs cavil, and not a

few notorious falfities, when Gripped of

the artful difguife thrown over them by
the
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the fair and plaufible words in which they arc

ibmetimes cloathed. But the religious opini-

ons and principles of popery, which do not

interfere with the civil government of our

proteftant ftate, are, and ought to be the

fubject of argument only, and not of penal

laws; for fuch opinions he " would not

hurt a hair of their heads," becaufe it is moil

clear, as he alfo afierts, that what is

feated in the will is not the object of force,

but of reafon and perfuafion; and the in-

itant religion ceafes to be voluntary, it lofes

it's exigence."

The publication of the laft mentioned

tract concerning the papifts, was foon fol-

lowed by a fequel. Having firft refolved

the question,
" how far papifts ought to

be treated here as good fubjects," becaufe

of the inefficient fecurity which they then

gave to government ; Dr. Sykes proceeded
to inquire further into the principles and

ftate of the penal laws in which they were

concerned, and to examine into (LIV.) T/je

reafonablenefs of mending and executing the

laws again/] papifls. The juftice and rea-

fonablenefs of this part of the queftion,

T 2 mould



mould now feem to be in favour of a

more temperate conduct towards fuch pa-

pifts as fubrnit to take the oath prefcribed

in die late aft. An oath which gives to go-

vernment every fecurity which it is poffiblc

for men to give, that they renounce thofe

offenfive and dangerous principles which

were heretofore, with great reafon, confi-

dered as infeparable from the religious opi-

nions of popery, and are juftly the objects

of penal laws in a proteftant community.
Dr. Sykes was a thorough and hearty

friend to liberty of confcience, and the free

J\ QunwenA twiei toleration of every religious opinion, not

/cc* /rtm U/?H,, inimical to the conftitutional rights and

civil liberties of our country. Therefore it

is more than prefumable, that, confident

with fuch principles, he would have been

entirely friendly to the late relief granted to

the papifts upon the ftipulated condition in

the late act. My reafon for fuch fuppoiition

is, becaufe the condition, /. e. the oath now

required, befides being a teft of allegiance,

amounts alfo to fuch a renunciation of the

fpirit
of perfecution as he requires

-

y and

further, it fufficiently includes the oath of

fupremacy, for which he alfo argues ; and
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directly anfwers to his declaration after-

wards,
"

If," fays he,
" a proper teft

can be thought of, better than the prefent,

by which they may renounce all foreign

power, authority, jurifdiction, pre-emi-
nence ecclefiaftical or fpiritual, over this

realm, let it in God's name be admitted."

How far the late act anfwers to this requi-

fition, will belt appear by the perufal of the

oath directed to be taken by all papifts,

before they mall claim any benefit from

it.
s For my own part, I am perfuaded,

T 3 that

8 The form of the oath is as follows: (fee Burn's

*JuJlice, i5th edit. 1785, title POPERY, vol. iv. p. 21.)
* 4

-I A. B. do fincerely promife and fwear, That I } &
** will be faithful and bear true allegiance to his ma-
*'

jefty king George the third, and him will defend, to

*'
the utmoft of my power, againft all confpiracies

" and attempts whatever that ftiall be made againft his

"
perfon, crown, or dignity. And I will do my ut-

" moft endeavour to difclofe and make known to his

"
majefty, his heirs, and fucceflbrs, all treafons and

" traiterous confpiracies which may be formed againft
" him or them. And I do faithfully promife to main-
-"

tain, fupport, and defend, to the utmoft ofmy power,
*' the fucceffion of the crown in his majefty's family, a-

"
gainft any perfon or perfonswhatfoever; hereby utterly

*'
renouncing and abjuring any obedience or allegiance

" unto



that the fecurity now given by the papifts

is abundantly fufficient to juftify the repeal

of the remaining penal laws, which were

not

<e unto the perfon taking upon himfelf the ftyle and
6fc

title of Prince of Wales, in the life time of his fa-

*'
ther, and who, fince his death, is faid to have af-

** fumed the ftyle and title of King of Great Britain,

**
by the name of Charles the third, and to any perfon

"
claiming or pretending a right to the crown of thefe

" realms. And I do fwear, that I do reject and deteft,

" as an unchriftian and impious pofition, That it is

44 lawful to murder or deftroy any perfon or perfons

" whatfoever, for or under pretence of their being he-

" retics ;
and alfo that unchriftian and impious prin-

*'
ciple, That no faith is to be kept with heretics. I

" further declare, that it is no article of my faith, and

" that I do renounce, reject, and abjure, the opinion,
" That princes excommunicated by the Pope and

"
council, or by any authority of the fee of Rome, or

44
by any authority whatfoever, may be depofed or mur-

" dered by their fubjects, or any perfon whatfoever.

" And I do declare, that I do not believe that the pope
" of Rome, or any other foreign prince, prelate, ftate,

" or potentate, hath, or ought to have, any temporal
" or civil jurifdiction, power, fuperiority, or pre-emi-

" nence, directly or indirectly, within this realm.

" And I do folemnly, in the prefence of God, profefs,

"
teftify, and declare, That I do make this declaration,

" and every part thereof, in the plain and ordinary

" fenfe of the words of this oath
;
without any evafion,

<*
equivocation,

or mentaj refervation whatever, and
** without
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not affected by the late aft, and which con-

tinue a reproach to our flatute book, and

the principles of juft legislation : and can,

at this day, be left there only in compli-
ment to the indolence of our governors, or

in accommodation to popular prejudices.

The opinion of the late Mr. Hollis

concurred with thole of John Milton and

Lord Somers again ft the toleration of po-

pery ; and the acute and difcerning editors

of the Hollifian Memoirs are very ftrenu-
rf

ous in the fame fentiment. Mr. Hollis,

however, had acceeded to a plan of tolera-

tion of papifts, without the fecurity which

they now give to government.
c The edi-

tors have indeed ftated fome objections to

the toleration of popery according to the

T 4 late

" without any difpenfation already granted by the pope,
" or any authority of the fee of Rome, or any perfon
ic whatever

j
and without thinking that I am, or can

"
beaequitted before God or man, or abfolved of this

"
declaration, or any part thereof, although the pope,

" or any other perfons or authority whatfoever, fhall

*'
difpenfe with or annul the fame, or declare that it

" was null or void/'

1 See Memoirs of Thomas Hollis, efq. vol. i. paees

359, 360; and \hz Appendix^ N. li. p. 706.
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late act; neverthelefs it is granted by them,

that " to relieve them [popifli prieftsj

from the feverity of that penalty, [
im-

prifonrnent for life,] was an act of huma-

nity, highly becoming the principles of a

proteftant fenate, and, in that view, praife-

worthy, and of good report
-

y and if the

delinquents under that law could prevail

with themfelves to take the prefcribed oath

bonajide, they might with propriety be

" entitled to the indulgence of the new act

*' in their favour ; becaufe, in that cafe, their

"
civil allegiance was a feparate confideration

" from their fpiritual obligations."
"

On the fuppreiTion of the laft rebellion,

a day was appointed for a general thankf-

giving. Dr. Sykes, being at that time in

relidence on his prebend of Winchefter,

was called upon to preach in the cathedral

there, on that occalion, the ninth day of

October, 1746. And the Sermon (LV.)

was afterwards "
publiihed at the requeft

of the mayor and corporation'
1

of that

city.

The

^ See Memoirs^ &c. vol. i. p. 460 464.



The text is taken from Pfalm cxvi. 7,

8, 9. Return unto thy reft, O my foul -, for
the Lord hath dealt bountifully with thee.

For thou haft delivered myfoulfrom death,

mine eyes from tears, and my feet from fall-

ing. I will walk before the Lord m theO *.'

land ofthe living. After explaining the ge-

neral purport of the pfalm, and applying the

language of a grateful heart on deliverance

from danger, to the fituation of his hearers,

on the fupprefTion of the rebellion, he ftates

briefly the bleflings of liberty enjoyed in

this ifland, and the more than probable lofs

of every thing dear and valuable to us, if

fuccefs had attended the invafion of the

pretender, from the very avowed and ne-

ceflary principles of his pretenfion.

The obfervation that he came to <c claim

his own," is anfwered by flating the want

of evidence of his right, and the different

nature of right to dominion founded on

confent or compact ; and the right to pro-

perty arifing from labour and industry,

and alib from the nature of a truft, and

the nature of property.

The claim to dominion, fays he, was

founded either on conqueft or indefea-

fible right, and both are fatal to liberty

and
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and property : and that claim was un-

naturally fupported by the pretender's fol-

lowers, as they had fuffered no injury in

their fortunes, liberties, or perfons.

The plea that oppoiition to the prince

in poflemon is only the tribute of alle-

giance to the fovereign excluded from his

right, prefumes the infufficiency of the

legiflature to provide for the fafety of the

people, and that the mifmanagement of a

trufl may not incur deprivation, and the

like.

If the principles of education are pleaded
in excufe ; it is replied, that a prince edu-

cated in bad principles, is more to be

dreaded than a private perfon, in propor-

tion to his power to do mifchief. And the

argument of men's acting honeftly ac-

cording to their principles, is coniidered as

in inefficient plea to the parties injured,

while they are fufferers ; and the many
who engage againft right principles, from

being of defperate fortunes, or the like

caufes, being equally mifchievous, are

equally objects of juftice,
and ought to be

amenable to it. And as the deftruction

of proteftantiim, and introduction of po-

pery
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pery would have been another certain con-

fequence of the fuccefs of the rebellion,

he concludes that the then prefent ftate of

religious and civil liberty fhould induce the

grateful fpirit of. the pfalmift, in thanks

to God, the king, the prince, and the

people.

The following year, 1747, Dr. Sykes

refumed the confederation of the double

doctrine of the ancients, which had been

the fecond head of his Examination of Mr.

Warburton's Account, and which, together

with two others, he had excufed himfelf

the trouble of anfwering out of pure kind-

nefs, and in order to fpare Dr. Sykes
" his

blunders and his blufhes." A friend of

Mr. Warburton's, however, undertook the

tafk of further purfuing the fubjectofthe

double doctrine with lefs reluctance; and,

as is very apparent, not without Mr.

Warburton's being firft fully let into the

fecret, for he declared himfelf to be " wil-

"
ling that thofe of his opinions there de-

"
bated, fhould ftand or fall by the ftrength

" or invalidity of his defence." The title

of this piece, in which Mr. Warburton is

fo
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fo ready to place fo much confidence, and

to which he prefixed a preface by himfelf,

was, A critical inquiry into the opinions and

practices of the ancient pbilofopkers.
- To

this work therefore Dr. Sykes replied in

(LVI.) A vindication of the account of the

vuLthw Double dottrine of'the ancients. Wherein he

has mewn the wrong ftatement of the
. o

queftion, upon which the inquirer, and

confequently Mr. Warburton, affected to

join iffue; the fuperftructure, therefore,

which is built thereon, falls of courfe,

for it is made fufficiently to appear, that

the inquirer
" has not produced one fin-

gle inflance, where the words ejoteric or

exoteric are made ufe of, or applied to the

doctrines taught openly, but not believed ;

or privately and in fecret, becaufe believed.

Nor has he cited one author on this occa-

fion, whom he has not either mifreprefent-

ed, or made fome inconfequent deduction

from. And if this," fays he,
" be the de-

fence which Mr. Warburton is willing to

{land or fall by, Let the doctrine of the

Divine legation be deemed chimerical and

groundlefs,
or not, as the evidence on this

point now appears upon this debate."

And



And then, by way of challenge to the fur-

ther investigation of the firrr. head of his

former Examination) wherein the very

principle and corner flone of the Divine

legation were deflroyed, he obferves,
"

only-

let me add, that fuppofing this point of

the double doctrine to be given up to

him, yet his demonstration of the Divine

legation muft fail, iince he has not proved
that any of the legiflators of old, much
lefs that all of them, made the doctrine

of a future flate, in it's full extent, either

the preface or the fanction of their laws,

more than Mofes has done."

CHAP. VII.
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CHAPTER VII.

His te

EfTay on facrifices," and JJiare in

the controverjy whichfollowed Dr. Mid-

dleton'j- Free inquiry into the miraculous

powers. 1748 1752.

THE fubjed: of facrifices has been much
* examined ; neither learning nor diligence

have been fpared in the inquiry, but it ne-

ceffarily remains involved in difficulties.

Many candid and liberal-minded men, well

informed in biblical and all ancient litera-

ture, entertain different opinions ; and pro-

bably the circumftances of the cafe may
continue this uncertainty to a much later

period of time. The knowledge of the

nature and defign of facrifices is important,

as being fo immediately connected with the

right undemanding of many palTages of

fcripture ; for, as Dr. Sykes very naturally

obferves, in his preface to the work before

us,
<e

it may appear to us very difagreeable,

and odd, to offer up animal facrifices unto

God:



God: but the univerfal practice of the a '(IC/TinJM /O
fy

world mews that it did not appear fo to w^c
them of old. If one can affign a rational fa /fat

ground of this way of worfhip," fays he, /T? a*Ll

tf that is all I aim at : and fince all agree,

that there is no exprefs affertion in the

facred writings, that this mode of religious

worfhip was instituted or appointed by God

at the beginning, I cannot think that they

argue right, who infer from the difagreea-

blenefs, or the oddnefs, or even our not

being able to underftand the reafon or ufe-

fulnefs of facrifking, that therefore it muft

have been originally a divine inftitution."

The title of this publication of our au-

thor's, is, (LVII.) An effay on tie nature*

defign, and origin of facrijices. (1748.) A
work which affords much valuable acquifi-

tion to theological literature, but would have

been more ufeful, had it been thrown into

fome form more eafy of accefs and applica-

tion ; or if the difpoiition of it's feveral

parts had been more readily placed within

the diftindt view of the eye. The difficul-
j

ties in the reafoning on this fubject are

admitted, but not to the feclufion of in-

quiry.
" If one cannot arrive at abfolute

certainty,"
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certainty," fays the effayift,
" in fo obfcure

and difficult a point, we muft be content

. with probability : or if one cannot be fure

of the ground of a cuftom, by reafon of

it's remote antiquity, one ought not to re-

ject the light one may have, becaufe one

has not the brightnefs of the mid-day
fun."

In the definition of facrifice, our author

obferves, that " whatever is given or offered

in a folemn manner immediately to God,
fo as that part of it, or the whole is con-

fumed, is what is meant by the word facri-

fice. Whether it be upon an altar, or what

is ufed inftead of an altar, whether it be

Jt wu*
ccmiuTmUfcy re> or jn anv other manner, is not

itujti
l>i

/*c
matcr iai . but there muft be a gift, or obla-

J>rccJ>U, tionofit, whatever the fubjeft, or matter

may be ; and it muft be offered to God ;

and there muft be a confumption of it. If

a heap of ftones, or the common earth, or

a private hearth was ufed to burn a piece of

flefh on, that makes no difference : or if a

libation was made, and the wine, or what-

ever it was, was poured upon the earth, or

into the lea : or if the entrails of an animal

were cafl into the fea, as an oblation to the

gods



gods of the fea, it was a proper facrifice,

provided the oblation was confuted in the

proper manner."

And it is further underftood,
" that facri-

ftces offered without moral virtues, were

always looked upon by God as of no worth,

or value : buc when they were accompanied
with an upright heart, and there was a mind

rightly diipofed towards God in him that

brought his facrifices, then they were fuch

as God efteemed ; fuch as he commanded,

required, and expected." And accordingly,
"

as obedience to moral duties, and rectitude

was always the primary thing required by

God, fo it is obfervable, that in offering fa-

cifices, fuch rites and ceremonies always at-

tended them as implied or manifefted the

moral difpolition of the mind." And fur-

thermore, it is obferved,
" that facrifices

were not only attended with repentance and

confeflion, and addrefs to God by prayer,

as being in his prefcace, but they were

fcederal rites, and implied mens entering

into friend(hip with God ; or if they had

violated friendmip with God, by violating

the ftlpulation entered into, then facrifice

implied a renewal of friendship, or a recon-

U ciliation
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ciliation with him, or a return to that flate

from which the offender had departed."

The practice of the egyptians, jews,

greeks and romans ; and all the feveral

kinds of facrifices, as the burnt offering,

peace-offering, fin-offering, trefpafs-offer-

ing, meat-offering, and drink-offering, in

all the variety of circumftances under which

they were made, together with the rites,

and ceremonies, and diftinctions which

were obferved, are confidered, as the fub-

ject or digreffion fuggefts. Thefe accounts

it is impofTible to abridge, without injury

to the evidence which is brought in fup-

port of facts. But it would be to be

wanting in juftice, both to the fubject and

the writer, to omit to give fome extracts

from his account of the miftaken repre-

fentations of facrifices ; and thefe extracts

may be the more fatisfactory to the reader,

as they will not only let us into the

light thrown upon the fubject by our au-

thor, who confiders the " rationale of fa-

crifices as dark," but may ferve to fatisfy

/y (" a"*} h our ininds in the moft reafonable account

of them that is probably extant.

dnd JuatfcmaMaJit j
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It has been thought, as he cites fron>

Outram, that facrifices were " external

jigns andj'acred rites , by which the dejires of

the people were exprefled, and had a view to.

the fame end as prayers openly pronounced,
or thankfirming* had. \. e. facrifice was

the fame thing as prayer or thankfgiving,

only exprefTed by external iigns, inftead of

words. But this" adds our author, "was
neither ajuft, nor a full reprefentation of

the fad;. Sacrifices were always accom-

panied with prayers or thankfgivings -,
and

therefore were not external rites by which

prayer or thanks were intended to be fig-

mfied, or the defires of the people were

intended to be exprelled. They were in-

deed fignificant rites ; and they expreffed, 0? Ifatkcr

in their way, what was principally intended, ticn- n/Uk

which was friendfhip and reconciliation to 6 y i
" rruJh t "j four

God by eating at his table." .5*^ and, tah'nj -*llfti WCm,
A c J *u- L- -L i ^faJptA ^c can rtvviovt, /he.A fecond thing which has chiefly con-

tnbuted to a wrong reprefentation is, that

they were inftituted as expiations for fins ;

that the rite of laying hands on the head

of the victim, was to imply a real and

true tranflation of fin upon the fubftitute."

V 2 fBut
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" But though the weak or the ignorant

might imagine fomething of an actual

tranflation of guilt from the offender to

the victim, or that the victim bore the of-

fences of the criminal, or that it was an

equivalent, or a compenfation, for the

crimes of the offender, yet when this no-

tion prevailed among the jews, and they
^

offered facrifices under fuch a miftake, we
find the prophets feverely condemning

them, and reproaching them with their

falfe opinions about the defign of the law.

Whilfl they adhered to that moral difpofi-

tion which was intended primarily to be kept

up, all was right and proper. But the in-

ftant they departed from that, and depended
on external fervice, and imagined that to

have been inflituted by God as a means of

pleafing him, they left the end and defign

of facrifices, and eftablifhed a righteoufnefs

of their own, but did not fubmit to the

righteoufnefs of God.
1 '

" It is certainly true that the prevailing

notion among mankind was, that facrifices

y/ff did in themfelves expiate fins : they were

n/u/
it fa- Jrioh, equivalents, or at leaft a fort of compenfa-

tions, though not of full and equal value,

given
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given to the gods as atonements for the

crimes that any one had committed. They
were things that appeafed an angry God,

and made him propitious and kind. And
hence it was that weak people imagined
that the prieft made a proper atonement

for the fins of fuch or fuch offenders,

or for the people, or for themfelves, by
thefe external rites : and hence it is, that

we fo frequently meet with expiationst JnAutjcnub Jfl\

luftrations, and all thofe ceremonies which -

were deemed to purge, to cleanfe,

purify, to make free from guilt, and from

the puniihment due to crimes."
" The imputing to facrifices, and to ex-

ternal rites, what was wholly owing to

the moral difpofition of the mind, is fo

much inconfiftent with the reafon of the

thing, that we find in fcripture, facrifices

fometimes treated as if they had never been #V"

required or commanded by God."
" What then is the meaning of the

words, expiation, atonement, propitiation,

and fuch like terms, ufually annexed to

facrifices, and which feem to imply an ef-

fect produced in God by means of facri-

fice ? Or, what is the meaning of thofe

U 3 places



places which occur fo frequent, that the

prieft (hall make an atonement for fuch or

fuch offenders ? Why does not the offender

himfelf make an atonement by his repent*

ance> and return to a right ftate of mind ?
'*

In order to explain this, he obferves,
*' that to make atonement for fins is, to do

fomething, by means of which a man ob-

tains pardon of them : and in cafe this be

done by the oblation of a facrifice, then is

atonement made by facrifice. But then

pardon was never obtained by facrifice

alone, but as it was attended with a right

difpofition of mind ; and pardon may be,

and has been obtained by a right difpo-

fition of mind alone, without the concur-
s

rence of a facrifice. What then was the life

or defign of the facrifice ? The true anfwer

to this is, that facrifice was defigned as a

/At A^mode of engaging in friend/hip, or as a de-

fire to be reinftated in friendfoip. But

then, unlefs it was attended with fuch

circurriftances as mewed a right difpofition

of mind, conformable to the mind of him

who loves truth in the inward parts, it

was impoiTible that the offerer could be-

come a friend of God. The viclim there-

fore, or the blood of the viclim, or millions

of
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hecatombs, or ten thoufands of rivers of

oil, can never of themfelves make an atone-

ment ; but it muft be, as the facrifices

conftantly were to be, attended with their ntw J

proper concomitants, which will indeed J'u

make in the ftricteft fenfe an atonement."
-n, i r f te. C ^*- 'vvt. j

"But then, fay fome, if prayer, or

confeffion of fins, or the good moral dif-

polition of men, be the thing that makes

God propitious, whence is it that the

law imputes fo much to blood ? The life <*&
r- 1 n n 1111 ] T J

'

of theflejh is m the blood ; and I have given

it to you upon the altar, to make an atone-

ment for your fouls, for it is the blood that fay /'^ ^
maketh an atonement for the foul. (Levit.

xvii. u.) Here the atonement is imputed
not to the morals of the man, but to the

blood of the vidlim ; as if nothing elfe

could anfwer that end, that being given

for the purpofe of atonement"

" Now as facrifice was the cuftomary

external vifible mode by which the in-

ternal ads of the mind were expreffed,

hence that was imputed to facrifice, which

was owing to what facrifice fignified. The JA
/- T ^rath &'<*<* fi r

cuftoms of the world had made facnhce
rr r^ J

"

' **

the ordinary way of addretling God: it .

U 4 put/



put the offerer in mind o confefilng his

Uri$1l&li*
* fins ; and upon defiring reconciliation with

'jfaM't God, and, being reftored to his favour; or

v of being admitte(Linto friendfhip with him.

No wonder then that that was imputed

commonly to the blood of the vidim,

which was the real effect of folemn prayer

and a purified heart, fmce the one was the

external and vifible fign of the other."

/_
" Where a cuftom was univerfal; as it was

7
V* to offer facrifices, and a law was given

/
^ty^fjfU y*-rt Q

fuited to fuch cuftom, and by that means

^L H t- facrifices were eftablifhed, the people would
Wf4&Y*** r -c j'*l 1^ f
H 5 drtaV go on to facnfice 3 and they would expreis

their repentance and their defire of pardon

JT/^and favour with God, in terms fuited to
Q i (.\"-j- .

,

the eftablimed way of worfhip. And as

this cuftom of facrificing was fpread every

where, God in his wifdom would not

abolim this manner of wormip, but laid

hold of it to keep his people, a holy people,
'

feparate
from the reft of mankind, and free

from the fuperftitions
of the world : and

this he did in fuch a manner, as would

moft certainly have its due effecl. The

jews therefore were permitted in a certain

meafure to ufe fuch cuftoms as were univer-
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fal; and at the fame time, by having a

peculiar institution different from their

neighbours, they were kept from their

idolatries, and were made to ferve the great Jn>*ij

ends of providence in the world. It would J c r̂i

{ITIM: ln.il
therefore be the natural language to fay, that^ 7y*t/*#W
blood maketh atonement

-,
and where the ge-

Cfrnd <'D t

neral form of worfhip was byjhedtfing blood,j}
to fay, that 'without blood jhedding there is-*s

/r -
h is /Y i A r fttrvqt

no remijjion. -^ ^$*&g t '^^J" Another notion which has contributed fc*

not a little to miHead men in their con-^ '
-r Iff* <* rVCUi t /-fr

iideration of the jewi/a facrifices is, thaty ^ c^n^/^

they think they were appointed merely inj
1^

<,

oppofition to the practices of their neigh-

bours."
" But there feems to be no foundation for

this opinion in fcripture ; nor would fuch , .

a notion have been thought of, had the in-

tent and defi^n of facrifices been confider-o

ed. The materials of which facrifices were

made, were all of tame animals ; they were

either of the quadruped kind, bullocks, Jut4i ,

fheep, goats ; or of the foul kind, fuch a*i/i

were turtles arid young pigeons ; or of the^J

fruits of the earth, as bread, wine, oil; a

for certain purpofes, frankincenfe. Sacri-

fices
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fices were all of fuch things as were ufually

eaten by the jews, and were in common

practice for the purpofes of making or re-

floring friendfhips : and therefore they were

applied to keep up friendjhip betwixt God
and men, as they were applied for that pur-

pofe betwixt man and man."
" A fourth thing which has led men

into miftakes about the nature of facrifices

4 '

is, that they have confidered them as mulfts

Gi'Jines at which fins were "rated."

" But it is very obfervable, (i.) that

facrifices are never called by that name, nor
/f ^ /y

are they in fcripture reprefented as multts.

^ ^f^^he jews had their words by which they
"1(1 "u*n-4*t P 7rt

"

*- were wont to exprels amercements or mulcts -,

. .. j . , .

/but yet they never Were applied in fcnp-
R * J

.

J

ture to facnnees, either in general, or to

any particular fpecies of them. (2.) Had

they been defigned as muld:s >
it is proba-

ble they would have been levied in fome

other manner. (3.) And fuppofing facri-

fices are required in cafes where there is no

fault, but only mere accidental misfor-

tunes, and thofe fuch as could not be

avoided; it would then be unjuft to de-

mand a mulct, or what may come under

the
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the denomination of any fort of punim-
ment. (4.) Sometimes the law appointed

certain fixed penalties, and did not add any

facrifice, but only ordered fatisfaction to be

made to the injured party. (5.) Alfo many
of the facrifices offered by the jews were

vows and voluntary offerings > and there-

fore they could not come under the notion /

of mulcts. Their euchariftic Sacrifices were'
, Y g ,", [i Li,

given to God as the fountain of all good,

as the giver of all things; and whether ^J^
the offerer begged of God to grant

what he wanted and defired, or thanked

him for what he had received, the facrifice

he offered proceeded from his own choice,

and free gift. (6.) Some facrifices that

Were expreffiy enjoined, cannot poflibly be

confidered as mulcts. The paflbver was as

properly a facrifice as any other, but this

could not be required as a mulct, fince it

was the commemoration of a general de-

liverance ; and inftituted to keep up a re-

membrance of a mercy beftowed, or fhewed

to the nation of the jews. Laftlyj as

fome facrifices were expreffly appointed for

a certain end, as the paflbver, and others

were free-will offerings ; fo others ftill

were
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were brought, where there was not fo

much as error, nor accidental misfortune,

much lefs was there any fault, or crime

in the offerer."

After thefe general arguments againfl

the miftaken reprefentations of the nature

of facrifices, which are drawn out more at

large in the Effay, to which recourfe mud
be had for further fatisfaclion; Dr. Sykes

proceeds
" to examine into the meaning of

fome pafTages of fcripture, wherein facri-

fices feem to be aiTerted not to have been
'

inftituted by God, even under the mofaic

difpenfation itfelf." He ftates alfo fome ob-

jections, grounded on apparently counter

declarations, and refolves both, in agree-

ment with each other.

liru 'JmuiiTij f
Dr. Sykes was ever wont to prefs the

yffmi ffr whwcduty of free inquiry, and to fpeak with

YQCL.) /fatm '^modefty of his own labours to promote it.

/Yn/ V> ^Y-In other words, he is like the traveller

who, though well verfed in geography, is

inquifitive after the beft and fafeft road to
gr tow* pu*

, Lfau'j the end of his journey, and not as one,

L, who arrogantly prefuming upon his gene-

ral knowledge, is inclined, through indo-

lence or felf- conceit, to hazard the lofs

of
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of his way in fome dark, however much

frequented path.
" I do not," concludes

he,
'

defign to enter into any confequences

which may follow, or feem to follow, from

what has been faid. The fubject certainly^

has it's difficulties; and if what is here^

faid mould give the reader any light; or

mould affift him in the underftanding the

fcriptures, (the book which, of all books, ,

ought the moft to be ftudied without pre- Aft !'$/l{ufl ,

judice, and which is too often read with

the ftrongeft biafs in favour of pre-con-

ceived opinions;) If the reader, I fay, re-

ceives any afiiftance from what has been -J>

faid towards underftanding the fcriptures,

let him ufe it to the glory of God, and the

good of mankind." jft*mcm a^

The next following work of our author's \

had reference to the queftion agitated be--""'*" ^'

tween Dr. Conyers Middleton and his

adverfaries, concerning the continuation of

the miraculous powers in the chriftian

church. Mr. Jackfon, Mr. Dodwell, Mr.

Church, Mr. Whifton, and an anonymous

aflbciate on the fame fide, all agreed in

rejecting Dr. Middleton's and Mr. Locke's

opinion.
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opinion, that miracles ceafed with, or

about the end of the apoftolic age; but,

unfortunately, no two of them were of

the fame mind, how long they continued

after that time. Dr. Sykes did not for-

mally enter into this queftion, but propofed

two others, as proper to be previoufly con-

fibred, vlZt <( What are the grounds upon

/>
r* wn icn the credibility of miracles, in gene-

.ra!, is founded?' And, "
upon what

grounds the miracles of the gofpel, in

particular, are credible ?
'

The title of this trad is, (LVIII.)

Two queftions, previous to Dr. Middleton'j-

Free inquiry, impartially confidered. (1750*)

The object of the former queftion is to

{hew,
"

that human teftimony, how much

foever it is valued in common cafes, has

not an equal deference paid to it in mira-

culous ones." And this difference of cre-

dit given to different cafes is illustrated

r , - r r i j

'r^ tne feveral initances of legendary and

-.ft hiftorical accounts, varioufly circumftanced.A Q [iCiW&tA
>

,

/ L/J c~uM
'm re

fpecl:
to the thing to be believed, as

i

LfcD* fcjfr
alfo in regard to the channel through

"

Avhich it is reprefented, or delivered to us.

*. The
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The fecond queftion which is propofed

for inveftigation and folution, adverts to

the particular credit of the miracles of the

gofpel. The fingular credibility arifing

from the probity and integrity of the men
who bear atteftation to many fads done

by Jefus and his apoftles, from the whole

circumftances of their lives ; from their

being eye-witnefies, from their having fuf-

ficient information, and a difpoiition to re-

late the truth. The teftimony of the

enemies of chriftianity, as well as the friends

of the gofpel, to the fadts related. And

(thirdly) the very hiftory of the gofpe

being the completion of prophecy. Thefe

are principally iniifted upon, and are argu-
ments in favour of the credibility of the

*

miracles of the gofpel, which lofe nothing
when managed by the fkilful and judicious

pen of our author.

At the conclufion of this trad: is an-

nexed A differtation on Mark xvi. 17, 18.

which is written in the true manner of

thofe, who endeavour, with Mr. Locke,

to make fcripture it's own interpreter, and

confident with itfelf. The paffage in St.

Mark is, And thefefigns flail follow them

tbat
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q
<

j-{- tf^d
^at believe: in my name flail they caft out

pfih'ejtei
dev*h (demons;) they fiallfpeak with new

f tongues -, they (hall take up ferpents, and if
fa UtWCsJ'H.-O

6
.

JJ
- n u'

,
'

t they drink any deadly thing, it Jhall not hurt

them ; they Jhall lay hands on the jick> and

they Jhall recover. The meaning of which,

together with the context, he thus refolves :

" Go and teach all nations, gentiles as well

as jews, and preach the gofpel to every

creature. No diftindtion is, or will be,

made betwixt them; butwhofoeverbelieveth

and is baptized mall be faved, and mall

partake of the holy ghoft (fpirit.) And thefe

ligns mall follow them that believe, be they

jews or gentiles : In my name mall devils
V

^W//^w
^>(demons)be caft out, and miracles of all

forts mall be performed by both jews and

gentiles, in atteftation of that great truth,

that Jefus is the Chrift, the Son of God, in

fuch manner as mail feem moft proper, and

according to the good will of God."

The next year Dr. Dodwell published

hs Full and jinal reply to Mr. Toll'j De-

fence, and Dr. Middle ton 's Free inquiry ;

(1751.) and employed a large preface on

the confideration of the credibility of mira-

cles in general,
" not only on account of

it's near connexion with the main point in

difpute,
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difpute, but becaufe it had been confidered

by another writer in fuch a manner, as

might be thought to prejudice the evidence

offered for the continuance of miraculous

powers in the primitive church." Dr.

Dodwell alfo remarks upon fome of the

arguments of our author on the fecond

queftion ; but he directs his pen in a li-

beral manner, and with good temper. He

readily acknowledges the merit of Dr.

Sykes's arguments, and, but for their bear-

ing hard, ultimately, and in their confe-

quences, againfl the afcription of miracles JihlCttW)

to the three firft centuries of the church, 3

feems to have been difpofed to agree pretty^
/

<* i

generally with our author. " For." fays* J

he,
[ the variety, and the reality of our

o . , .
\

.

'
. ,

baviours miraculous works are fet forth /L ^
JiLCa. Jamctcrurn}

in a very itrong, convincing, and compre-
hertfive manner." And again, he writes,
" It is not a matter of choice that

differ in ib many (other) particulars from

a gentleman, who, in my poor judgment,
has fo well treated that part of the argu-
ment, which refpecls the completion of

the prophecies."

X Dr.



Dr. DodwelFs preface in defence of the

evidence which had been offered for the

continuance of the miraculous powers

in the primitive church, againft Dr. Sykes's

conliderati6ns on the two previous quef-

tions, brought our author forward to re-

ply, in a ficond part of his former pub-
lication. He had before confidered the

queftion of the credibility of miracles in

general, and the abundant fufficiency of

the evidence for the miracles of the gofpel :

but he now profeffedly took the ground,

which he had before only glanced upon at

a diftance, and which Dr. Dodwell had

made the more aeceiTary by his preface.

And to which he was alfo importuned by
the anonymous writer of An impartial in-

Ji Cunw>Qutibc*.<jiuiry t 'what is the difference between the mi-

6d, racks done by our Saviour, and thofe that are

pretended to have been done, fmce thofe times ;
, id* .

x , , to as to make the one credible, and the other in-
/Ac (fsjpul*

*

// , credible 4 In a letter addrened to the author
aw d I'nrt'- P YC

quejlions, &C. (1750.)

In this fecond part of the (LIX.) Two

quejlions, previous to Dr. Middleton'j Free

inquiry. (1752.)
" the evidence for the

miracles of the primitive church, is fully

examined
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examined into: and the miracles of the

gofpel are fhewn to have lure marks of

credibility." But to enter into the con-

tents, would be to engage in particulars,

which would be uninterefting in this place.

The controverfy is well known, and the

opinions of men are not now fo much di-
*

vided as before the commencement of this

examination of the fubjedt. Dr. Dodwell

found in Dr. Sykes, a powerful and libe- .

ral adverfary ; and the friends of that fide JqL) a
{ovw^ft<i

of the queftion which was fupported by facatfjuifr tb

Dr. Middleton, have to thank him for -

raifmg fo able a coadjutor to their af-

iiftance.

" When the miracles of our Saviour

and the apoilles," fays Dr. Sykes,
" were

once fecured, the queftion about the con-

tinuance of miracles in the church, might
be considered as a matter of leis impor-

tance ; or as an affair of literature, which

might be freely canvaiTed or ditcuiled."

But there were certain perfons who not

only did not admit this coniequence, but

who gave evident tokens of their difpleafure

again!! all who withheld their aiient to the

prefumed late continuance of miracles ;

X 2 nor



did nof* nor did thefe fail to endeavour to fatten on

their adverfaries the diflinction of infi-

delity. The attempt, however, was in the

fat /ru l~hru end unfuccefsful ;
' for it was found to be

</t/rft t/n,tUritf.htw poffible that others, as well as bur author,

&i hrs-ute/ /'itt who had the truth, and credibility of the

, hatft V^ tt&tci] chriftian miracles much at heart, might be
7 b

little concerned about the miracles

of the primitive church. No doctrine of

(Path. Chrift, no practice that he has required

depends upon them : and therefore it is of

no fuch great confequence, which way
foever this point is determined."

And yet, this was not fo indifferent a

matter, as it mould feem, in the estimation

of a late prelate, who, fome few years

afterwards, judged it neceiTary to fabricate

a new teft, upon this quefKon of the con-

tinuation of miraculous powers in the

chriftian church > and then to propofe it to,

and require the affent of a candidate for a

difpenfation, as the condition of his grace's

Jiat -, though, either from the fuppofition

that it was a matter of doubtful dilputation,

or from it's non importance, the authori-

ties which direct in fuch cafes had in no wife

interfered. The archbifhop's penetration led

CCW. him
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him tofufpeft fomc latent heritical pravity,

and fo ilender was his flock of moderation

and prudence, that in this, and in a fimilar

cafe, relating to the doctrine of the in-

termediate jlate, he affumed. to himfelf, z

power unwarranted by the laws of
'

country. It is now only to be lamented /

that thefe tranfactions have not hitherto L* A
been minutely ftated by the aggrieved par-'

ties ; a defideratum to a complete

phical embellimment of Dr. Seeker's tern- fa '<

per and difpofition, when feated in the&W Jo-MM

archiepifcopal fee of Canterbury.
a

a See An biflorical view of the controverfy concerning

an intermediate flats* 2d. edition, 17725 pages 245,

24t>, note.

X 3 CHAP. VIII.
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CHAPTER VIIL

His Paraphrafe and Notes upon the cpiftle

to the Hebrews. J 755

THIS work of our author's is emphati-

cally marked by the truly learned and liberal

minded Dr. John Jebb ;
"
Sykes," fays he,

"
is eminently ufcful on the Hebrews." 1

Frederick Samuel Bock, a learned fo-

J;OCi\ reigner, feems to have committed an error

in attempting to difcriminate the opinion of

our author upon the fubject of the divine

unity, in the work before us. In his Hif-

toria antitrinitariorum ; Jive, maxime foci-

nianifmi &focinianorum > publifhed at Koe-

ningfberg in PrufTia, and Leipzig in Ger-

many, in 1766. he writes, ." Arturium

Alhley Sykeiiurn, Anglum, Schlichtingii

frh [ittittup a!*, veftigia in explicanda hac Pauli epiftola pref-

fifle conftat." \ And our own countryman,
Dr.

a See his Short account of theological leftures* fecond

1772. p. 17. note.

See tom= i. p. 781.
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Pr. Harwcod, appears to have fallen into a

fomewhat fimilar miftake, when he" makes

the general affertion " that there is hardly
a good criticifm in all our modern expo-

fitors, Mr. Locke, Dr. Clarke, Dr. Benfon,

Dr. Taylor, MelTrs. Peirce and Hallet, Dr.

Sykes, but what is to be found in that

collection publilhed under the name of the uourcci flu . 7 n

Unitarian brethren, and commonly called -^^

/ ,
the Fratres fohni"

c Mr. Locke indeed

is generally underflood to have been a ftridt
1

1 1 t

: '~ a and proper Unitarian, and as fuch might
be confidered in part as the difciple of So-

cinus, Schlichtingius, and others of the Fra-

tres poloni -,
but it is very certain that the

other great names are well known to have

favoured the arian fcheme. This is men-
tioned here, only with the view of corret-

ing a miftake in the matter of fact.

The introduction to the paraphrafe con-

tains the feveral preparatory inquiries men-
tioned in the title page, and thefe are of

great importance to the general knowledge
of the epifhle to the Hebrews.

/ ,_,

i. With refpea to the author of it,
*>& > "*

great difagreement in opinion has prevailed

X 4 among
c See his Five dij/ertetlons^ 1772. p. 88.
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among learned men. The occafion of this

difference may be chiefly afcribed to the

ftyle and manner of writing, and no name

being prefixed to this, as there is to all

the reft of St. Paul's epiftles. In con-

fequence of this uncertainty, it has been

feverally afcribed to Barnabas, according

to Tertullian ; to St. Luke according to

oltinjs fome; or to Clemens, who was afterwards

bifhop of Rome ; while others, in later

times, have conjectured it to have been

flhttttf
written by Apollos.

The teftimony of St. Jerom is produced,

as far as it can be collected from his

writings, in which it is hard to reconcile

the good father to himfelf, when he fpeaks

either of the author of this epiftle, or the

language in which it was written ; nor is

he more confiftent or accurate when he

fpeaks of the reception of this epiftle in

the churches of the eaft and the weft.

f rcccwrw fffu- it was received by the latin churches

is {hewn by the citations made from it by
Clemens in his epiftle, (written in the

name of the church Rome) to the church

of Corinth: fo alfo from Novatian, ground-'

> . -Ar*.ed upon his fevefe notions agamic luch as

n<rlhMna

'

fi

find (rl
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had lapfed. Philaflrius alfo, while

ftates the temporary withholding it from

the people by the roman church, becaufe

of it's fuppofed countenance to Novatian's

feverities, admits that it was neverthelefs

at the fame time received as canonical.

Some account is next given of thofe,

who by fome are reputed to have rejected

this epiftle as not being Paul's ; and of

thefe Caius is the firft, a prefbyter, and

probably the only one in the church of

Rome, that is mentioned as not allowing
St. Paul to be the author of the epiftle to

the Hebrews. He lived at Rome about

the year 210. The fecond is Hippolytus,
who though he has been reckoned bifhop H{

of Porto in Italy, and fo of the latin

church, was more probably a bimop fome-

where in Arabia than in Italy : he was a

dilciple of Irenaeus, and flourifhed about

the year 220; was a great friend of

gen's, and mould much more properly be

reckoned a member of the eaftern, than

of the latin church. Dr. Sykes next cites

Tertullian, and Cyprian, and St. Auftin, \^J(rf^Ui
n

the African church; but "
among

thefe we meet with nobody," fays he,
"

Tertullian
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Tertullian who attributes this cpi/llc to

Barnabas ; or, fays dire&ly that it was not

Paul's. There was fome doubt, arifing

from the ftyle ; and this was carried fo far,

as to lead Caius not to reckon it among
the reft of St. Paul's. If from Africa we

pafs to the eaftern, or greek churches, we

find the fame fort of doubting j and founded

on the fame reafon, viz. the difference of

ftyle betwixt this and the other
epiflles of

St. Paul."

The feveral teftimonies of Origen, Cle-

mens Alexandrinus, Eufebius, and Alex-

ander bifhop of Alexandria, in the greek

church, are next examined. Origen ex-

preflly
declares that " as to himfelf, if he

"
might fpeak his mind, he would fay, that

" the fentiments are the apoftle's, but the

*' didlion or competition is of one who
'

remembering well what the apoftie had
"

faid, commented as it were upon his

" mafler's fayings. If therefore any church
" receives this epiftle as Paul's, it may be

" commended for it. For it was not upon
7Az/V M&M W."M '-no grounds, that the ancients have

" handed it down to us as Paul's. But as

'"**'< to who wrote the epiftle, God knows

thq
'
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*' the truth." Clem. Alexandrinus " names
"

St. Paul expreffly, as the author of the
ts

epiftle' to the Hebrews : only he thinks
ft

St. Paul wrote it in Hebrew, and St.

"
tranflated it into greek, and that there is

" a fimilitude of ftyle between the evangelift'
" and the greek writer." Eufebius " allows
"

fourteen epiftles of St. Paul to be ge-
"

nuine, known to all." At the fame time

he tells us, that "
it was not right to con-

"
ceal this, that fome of the roman church J2,

rejected it as not being St. Paul's, fay-

ing, that this was a matter of debate,
" or was contradicted." And Alexander
"

cites a couple of paffuges from the epiftle

to the Hebrews, faying, that Paul wrote fo

and fo, attributing to St. Paul that epiftle."
" But beiides this evidence, one might,'

fays Dr. Sykes,
"

eafily add the internal cha-

racters, taken from fimilitude of fenti-^

ments, and even phrafes and words, betwixt^/&* '

the writer of this epiftle and St. Paul,^ 7'^^

which are certainly furprifingly
able. Many of thefe are obferved in

notes following." Moreover,
" whatever OLtfr

difficulty has ever been ftarted about the.

author of this epiftle, has been in order to

account

Cf



3' 6

4; ( account for the difference of ftyle betwixtH J0nu.
ffj-

/"* J

g
'

Lfo ni(Ac this, and the reft of St. Paul's epiftles. It

J .1 was this that led the writers of old to va-
o/ufcc

rious conjectures about the author. The
Jmt _

. . , . .. , .

/ / %r^v/j ancients
m Ongen s time, attributed it to

''we fa ^*' Paul : thofe that conjectured Clemens,

.$. jt\ and <>r Barnabas, or Luke, to be the tranfla-

/?^ij/ tors have no evidence for any fuch tranf-

Ik M$'^'lon - none f them ever pretend to have
'

, Jtub t^feen this epiftle in hebrew; none of them

f Ji^'/'r/nVproduce any vouchers for fuch hebrew

epiftle
: nay, all that have afTerted fuch a

W/, h - fa
fac~t unanimoufly agree that 5t. Paul was

the author of that hebrew epiftle. They
that re

j
eaed it as not st. Paul's, mean

only the greek epiftle ; and intend no more

than to fay, that he' did not write it in it's

prefent drefs : for they cite it wherever

they have occafion, as St. Paul's. They
How CQn r'lfthat fuppofe the prefent greek to be a ver-

Othtt- "hw flon from the hebrew, never obi eft to it's
I i *.!. ^^>

flu /ich'u*)^ being a true or juft verfion ; nor do I re-

collecl: but one fingle place, where the

greek has been imagined to have varied

from the hebrew; and even that, without

any reafon. From all which I infer, that

St. Paul was the real author of this epiftle,

. and
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and that there is no reafon npt to think

him the real author of the greek epiftle

to the Hebrews." a .*

From a recapitulation of the evidence

and argument, it appears that St. Paul 5^
was the true author of the prefent epiftle,^^

*

as it is in greek.
" I would obferve then," j/ Jt.

fays the doctor,
" that all thofe who fpeak

as if this epiftle was not St. Paul's,

done it only to account for the ftyle and &ec.f>l h* A
manner of writing, and not from any onetfW a

B. a.
jingle evidence, that it was not the gpf

nuine work of the apoftle. That what is
,

ru! ufxntn. Jnftdd tc
'

, ..JTafvr.i arc

7 / fu - '

'

t,

d Dr. Lardner agrees with Dr. Sykes, (fee

Hi/lory of tht apoftles and evangelijls. vol. ii. p. 328-~5^/$ f

331.) that this epiftle was written by St. Paul

greek. Mr. Peirce in his Introduction to his excellent

Paraphrafe of this epiftle, inclines to think it was

written in hebrew, or what is called (A&s i. 19.) the

proper tongue of the Hebrews, which was, after the Ba-
ft/r1 ct

bylonilh captivity, a compound language of Caldee and Wt/Tt

Syriac : and that it was fo written for the better un-^y^
derftanding of the people. At the fame time he does yj jfa J,

not fuppofe the prefent Syriac verfion need be confi-

dered as the original wprk of the apoftle. The ob-

jections againft the epiftle being written in hebrew,

are next confidered j
after which Mr. Peirce con-

cludes that it was written in fyriac, commonly called
^/ ..

' M ,
n

hebrew, and that it was probably tranflated into greek
/'*

by St. Luke, molt candid OMdlht Tnftt frC<zuJ(6Zi d'/>cnt#' f

it. ^ i'<rn rc^uTJ.
7i)fuj

iiKH jfu ffrifftnat c^.l'r^taf \ T)^

JjiUi' fastA 'U 71
'

6und t/ndud jf ifieL&ri rat frn > >

*J i

<rr n d*, rthw ttfer W and
t.te*i*



CCLllt^
foid- f Caius does not appear to be, that foe

denied it to be St. Paul's, but is only a

mere inference from his occafionally not

reckoning up this epiftle, with the reft of

i,
1 ,f

that apoftle's writings. That this epiftle

'? / ~fet '~ was always received by the latin church,
yy

,
{ ^//^ ' rt/ '? * *

>
,

'

though fometimes upon particular occa-

lions, it was not read in their churches.

Inat though Jerom has ipoke very inaccu-

rately, and even inconfiftently, about this

epiftle, yet he, as well as Origen, Eufe-

bius, and others, have attributed it, in it's

original, to St. Paul ; and that all who have

imagined it, in it's prefent drefs, to belong
to Clemens, or Luke, or Apollos, have

only fuppofed this without evidence, or pre?

tence of evidence ; nor hath any one of

/
fa.

them ever met with, or pretended to have

/ fo met with, the original hebrew, in which
***

^ey affir^ ^ to have been wrote. Thefe

therefore are all mere hypothefes, to account

for a ftyle, or manner of writing, different

from the reft of St. Paul's epiftles ; whereas,

in truth, there is no occafion for any fuch

fuppoiitions. And if the 01 apxpiot, the an-

dents, in Origen's times, declared the epiftle

"Ol> tt^UOL
' to l^e Hebrews to be St. Paul's, not without

good grounds, it is a fufficient reafqn to reft

oa



on their authority, and to believe it to be his,T> T *

without any fanciful icheme of his having^
wrote it in a language which no one pre-^f

tends ever to have feen." e

2. With

e The very learned Mr. Peirce in his Jntrednclion

to his Paraphrafe on the
eptftl'e

to the Hebrews, afcribes it

to Paul ; and confiders the objections againft his

being the writer as weak, and the counter teftimony

as ftrong. He feparately examines the teftimonies of

Clement of Alexandria; Origen; (who however fup- U?. c??

pofes only the thoughts to be Paul's, and that they

were written down in better language than Paul's, by /
,

Ibme other perfon ;) Alexander of Alexandria; Eufe- /

bius of Caefarea ; Athanafius of Alexandria ; the au-

thor of Synopfts fcrlptura ; Cyril of Jerufalcm ; Hilary /y^/^-'
'

CV J

of Poiftiers in France; Lucifer of Calaris in Sardinia j/V ^ ry luufar

Hilary deacon of the church of Rome
; Viftorinus of// <

the church of Rome j Epiphanius bifhop in Cyprus ;

Ephraem of Syria ; Bafil bifhop of Cappadocia ; G?z- ^h > n'$ (m \<^fY

gory of Nyfla in Cappadocia ; Gregory of Nazianzum ureffort,

in Cappadocia j Amphilochius ofLycaonia; Didvmus*yf- ,h/J?sc
" w A

of Alexandria; Macarius of Egypt ; Ambrofe of Mi- /,, //u<( , Jnc
i

Ian; Jerom ; Philaftrius of Italy; Fauftinus of Rome; /7^/v^/, J Wrf
Theophilus of Alexandria; Gaudentius of Italy; i'fa'flj&t'u-} ^-'

Thecla of Seleucia ;
Ruffinus of Italy; Faulinus of .'**> -^<-'-

Nola in Italy ; Auguftin of Africa; Chryfoftom ofJ^/A^i^j <^
Conftantinople ;

the council of Laodicea
; and the / ^J} lu "-' <^

third council of Carthage ; and the eighty. fifth apofto-

lical canon. Cttiua fr~ftica ^&*\ &ffc a*

Other early writers who do not appear to afcribe^y /u
this epiftle to Paul, are Minutius Felix; Cyprian ;

Novatian:

.

Jfktto ftOW&Mtlfiiu W**tti&6fakt
'̂

U* J

at'Cu
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rfh&t Jiu' 2. With refpedl to the time when this

I &cud>> epiftle was written, Dr. Sykes fixes it in

the year 6 7- Nero burnt Rome in 64> and

/ft / 'A W //w'->
tnence to k occafion to perfecute the chrif-

tians. Paul was not imprifoned 'till after

this event, or he would then have fuffered

in the perfecution. But rather feems to

have gone from Pvome into Spain, (Rom.
xv. 24.) not improbably to avoid the per-

fecution. In 65, he was at Jerufalem, and

went to ColofTe and Phillippi. In 66. he

appears to have been at Corinth; from

thence he went to Troas, and the parts

adjacent, and did not come to Italy, moft

probably, before the year 67. And being

then feized, (we know not on what occa-

iion, except it be as a ringleader of the

chriftians,) and put into prifon, he there

employed

Novatian; Arnobius; Laclantius ; Julius Firmicus :

and Optatus ;
but thefe do not attribute it to any

-
.
other peribn. The evidence of St. Peter, is waved by

k M-r Pe irce > anc* tne objedions of Grotius and Le

Clerc are anfwcred, He alfo anfwers the objections,

(chiefly
from Clement of Alexandria, and Grotius,)

drawn from the language and ftyle of this epiftle, as

An
bcing different from t }lofe of St. Paul's undoubted

Jt. (Pcud*!
Urn

epiftles. Sec alfo Lardner's Hljhry of the apoftles and

/yt>^?evangelifts.
vol. ii. p. 331386.
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employed himfelf in writing to chriftians

in other places ; and he delires them to re-

member his bonds, and to arm themfelves

againft the fiery trial, and to withftand

the temptation. In this year he and Timo-

thy were delivered out of the mouth of the

lion ; and afterwards he wrote to the He-

brews, and told them his defign of coming
to them. He therefore wrote this epiftle

not fo early as the year 66, and moft pro-

bably in the year 67. His return to Rome
in 68, and his relblute continuance to

preach Jefus the Ckrift, after his having
been fet at liberty, and pardoned the year

before for this offence, feems to be the rea-

fon why he was condemned to death by
that barbarous tyrant Nero."

. 3. Under the third divifion of the In-

troduction, concerning the manner of citing
/ I

the old Teftament, Dr. Sykes argues againil JlltM* aqcitsnu

any fuppofed double or myfUcal fenfesflftf*^

in feveral parts thereof, when they

f Mr. Peirce fixes the date of this epiftle to the year

62, in the gth of Nero. See his Parapbrafe, p. i. in //i&t

the margin. Dr. Lardner fays, the year 63, foon after

Paul had been releafed from his confinement at Rome.///,/
oj-
J^ *^ &4 J

Hiftory of the apojlles and evangelijh. vol. ii. p. 386. Inbiik. lk**~i '

fa/It tcd^ fa*
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found cited, or when fimilar expreffions

occur in the new Teftament. And this

is particularly inftanced in the fecond
. ri

r
. ,

plalm, in the expreffion, tbou art my Jon,

this day have I begotten tbee
-,
which though

underflood of Chrift, by fome, may more

properly have been fpoken by David, con-

cerning Solomon, or any one elfe. For

the folution of this difficulty, recourfe has

been had by different perfons, to different

fchemes of interpretation. Some of the

qrt&t far/j jews conceived Paul to be particularly in-

ftrudted in the myftical fenfe of the fcrip-

tures, and that he was matter of the tra-

, ditional interpretations of them. " From
JCf uTU6 them, chriftians have learned to treat the

3,
fcriptures in the fame manner, and with-

out refting in the literal, critical meaning
of the words, they have indulged their fan-

cies and imaginations fo far, that the fenfe of

fcripture is no where lefs to be found, than

in volumes of commentaries wrote on pur-

pofe to explain them."

Now the manner of citing the old Tef-

crr // i tament, when the word, fulfilled,
is* ufed,

~ r has not always reference to a prophecy,

much lefs to the conflant and real accom-

plifhment
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pliihment ofone; but frequently means, that

the words thentofore fpoken, were juftly

applicable to the then prefent, as they were c

more immediately to the former generation

to whom the prophet was fent. Nor is this

method of citation confined to chrilKan
t

writers, but is {hewn to be ufed by Epi- ittbhk^ 1

phanius, a greek father; and by

piodorus, an heathen writer, in his life of

Plato.

" When therefore," fays our author,
" a

citation is made from the facred writings, '<L
//

and even the word, julfilhd, is ufed, it does

not follow that fuch parTa^e muft be deemed
/ i / j u

a prophecy t unleis it can be proved to be

cited as a prophecy. So when a place is

particularly applied to Chrifl, it is not

neceffary to understand it as a particular

prophecy of Chrift, unlefs it be attended

with fuch circumftances as mew it to be

prophetical of Chrift,"

This diftindtibri is obferved and exem-

plified in an accurate examination of

the fecond and the one-hundred-and- tenth

pfalms ; the former, (wherein occurs, thou

art my Jon, this day have I begotten tbee^]

cited Heb. i. 5. is {hewn not to have any Hut, 1.6"

Y 2 prophetical



3 24

4 , prophetical refpect to Chrift ; and the lat-

K* o //ft rn^u^i / 1-1 o-/
. ., . * ter, (in which occurs, Sit tbou on my nvht

vn<< <5//ym?
v

/ /
##;M, #/*/ y make thine enemies thy joot-

Jiool -,} though admitted to have real dif-

ficulties, was applied by our Saviour to the

Cbrifly and St. Paul reafoned at large upon
a verfe of it, as fuch, in the firfl chapter,

11 / (ver. 13, 14.) of his epiftle to the Hebrews.
ntc, '

/3-, /4. T i 1 /- n- r j j i

In the 4th lection is coniidered, the me-

thod of reafoning in this epiftle, which was

written to perfons who had become chrif-

tians already, and to fuch as had fuffered

perfecution for Chrift. " It was therefore

wrote to hebrew chriftians, i. e. to fuch as

from jews had become chriftians : and it

was wrote, to keep them fleady to their

profeffion, or to guard them from relapiing

into judaifm. The arguments therefore

, , all along urs;ed, are fuch as prove chrif-
"J fl0 TV***

n -
L

f f(/rL . tianity to be an inftitution in every refpedl:

4 Ad ^ c fuperior to, and more excellent than the

(c-v itl . ^aw of Mofes ; that there was no one thing

in which a jew could boaft, nor -was there

any one advantage in that law, but it was

to be feen, or to be had, in a much better

manner, under the law of Chrift."

" Now when the direct, plain, natural,

defign of an author appears in every flep

as



as he proceeds, furely that mould be jh&tIhi luh t

deemed his purpofe or defign : and if by Yuiilt^ tf Jiru>t

following that, the reafoning is ftrict and
f Jlfc^, n'a>

juft, and the whole is rational and con-/^ t Pastel fa
fiftent, that which appears to be the tenor ^

:
. u

{ ^
of the whole, mould not be given up for^ c ^
the fake of fome expreflions which may in-

cidentally occur."

" But as the defign of this epiftle has

ufually been thought to have been differ-

ent from what is here laid, it may be

deemed an omifiion not to confider what

others have fuggefted on this occafion. It

has been faid, that the levitical priefthood

thefiadow of the priefthood of Cbrift,

in like manner as the tabernacle made by Mo-

fes, was according to that Jhewed him in the

mount. The priefthood of Cbrift, and the

tabernacle in the mount, were the originals r

of the former of which the levitical priefthood

was a type -,
and of the latter the tabernacle

,

made by Mofes was. a copy. The docJrine

then of this epijlle plainly is, according to

this account, that the legal facrijices were

allulions to the great andfinal atonement to J^ttu* ( cm 5 13

be made by the blood g/'Chrift; and not that fa*-

this was an alhifion to thofe* It is ufually

Y 3 affirmed
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too, that the legal facrifices derived

their efficacy from Chrift, that great fa~

crifice Jlain from the foundations of the

But fuppofing that there are pafiages

this epiftle which may countenance

fuch notions, when taken by themfelves,

independent of the apoftle's defign, yet, if

we take the general reafo.ning as our guide,

viz. that there is no advantage in the law,

nor any thing to be particularly boafted of

in it, which is not much fuperior and

more excellent in the gofpel the con-

fequence is, not that the legal facrifices

were allufions tq the great andjlnal atone-

ment made by the blood of Chrift, but that

the apoftle only compares the one with

the other, and mews which has the ad-

vantage over the other, without concern-

ing himfelf about which was the original,

and which the copy. St. Paul never fays

that the levitical priefthood was a type of

the priefthood of Chrift, nor that the

priefthood of Chrift was the original ; nor

was fuch a notion to his purpofe ; for his

argument is ftricl: and juft, whatever be-

comes of fuch a notion."

"The



" The apofHe fays indeed, that the law

having a fiadow ofgood things to come, and jl Jn Ctufrtf .

not the very image of the things , can never -^at aw
with thofefacrifices which they offered year J\

by year continually y make the comers thereto f

ferfecJ. ( chap. x. i.) They could cer- rf nd ft filter ti

tainly do what they were defigned to do :

i. e. they could remove what would ob-

flrud: the temporal happinefs of the jews /** ^/

in Canaan : but the happinefs promifed in

the law, was merely temporal ; and there-

fore, if compared with the eternal inhe-

ritance promifed by Chrifl, it is no more

than a mere fhadow, an errant trifle : it is

no more than a fhadow compared to a

folid fubftance. There is indeed fome re- 7/u

femblance; but it is fo faint, fo fmall, fo^/.

trifling a one, that it can't be confidered^^
as the very image, or even juft portraiture.

In the conclufion of this Introduction,

Dr. Sykes proceeds, fifthly, to vindicate

St. Paul from " a Remark or two made by
lord Bolingbroke, which might feem to

afFec"t the credit arid character of the apoftle

in all his writings; for that he had in

more places than one, treated Mofes, zndncf/icLue Jaid
St. Paul, as errant importers. : he. had &z-ol$7an?a

"^ '



clared the God of Mofes and the God of

, . . Paul, to be no God, or a local tutelary
r
V '^God of particular perfons, or of a particular

country : and has made no fcruple to affert,

that St. Paul undertook, like a true cabalifti-

l architect, 'with the help of type andfigure*

,
. to raife a new fyftem of relivion, on the old

mack Mftnft.4, / ,/
Joundation or the law.

" But this author" fays he,
" has told us

J tttft feveral things relative to old books, and old

fads, which no man but himfelf ever faid,

or thought of; and which every man con-

verfant in books, knows to be falfe. He has

i j &s <MC> afferted fome things concerning St. Paul,

without any grounds, falfe in fact, un-

of any man, but fuch a one, as has

/ LA tW attempted to deftroy the credit, and cre-

dibility, of all divine revelation."

Dr. Sykes then goes on to obferve upon
foundation for the expectation of the

in Mofes, and the prophets; and
!

upon lord Bolingbroke's reprefentation of

St. Paul's doctrine of grace, predeftination,

ctu t &c. confidering his lordfhip's labours as the

effufions of a willing adverfary to the gof-

pel, who, purpofely miftaking the ufe of

anc^ ^gure ' anc^ overlooking the rational

Jfy
; v/w f,^^^ account

cwci J'if**^ and NteffifitJA avd J

ptc
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account given by Mr. Locke, of St. Paul's

doctrine of predeftination and election, has

grofsly, if not wilfully mifreprefented the

apoftle.

Of The paraphraje and notes upon the Jittf
J*Ytcnfi

epiftle
to the Hebrews, it is far beyond the2)^7i^ \

compafs of my defign to enter into any IJvy
minute enlargement. There is certainly -,

great liberality of fentiment, and much ra-

tional interpretation of this epiftle; fup-

ported by found learning, and good and

ufeful criticifm. Neverthelefs, I apprer

hend others have been more fuccelsful

upon particular places, than our learned,

diligent, and liberal paraphraft. The af-

criptions of dignity to the perfon of Ch rift,

Dr. Sykes is careful to diftinguifh, and to

rectify the mifapprehenfion of thofe phrafes
and expreffions \vliich have led fome to

think that the writer of the epiftle con-

ceived of the omnipotent Father and Crea-

tor of all, and of the created being Jefus

Chrift, as of one and the fame perfon, fub-

itance, and eflence : whereas he confiders the

word Hypoftafis, (
in the phrafe the

image of his perfon^] as fignifying
" eflence

with it's properties, really fubfifting, and

thus, the fon is properly the image, or juft

repre-
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reprefentation of God's properties."
E Ne-

verthelefs, he admits the pre-exiftent ftate

of Chrift, and of his being the inftrumental

JlnhU*t>( &f maker of the worlds, or ages : his inter-

A ^ pretations therefore are confequently ex-

pofed to all the inextricable difficulties of

the arlan hypothecs ; fo very inapplicable is

the remark of the learned foreigner before-

mentioned, who either judging haftily, or

receiving his account through partial
or fuf-

picious channels of information, has confi-

dered our author as a favourer of focinianifm.

Concerning Dr. Sykes's interpretation of,

and criticifms on certain pafTages in this

epiftle
which refpedl the perion, dignity, and

power of our Lord, there are not a few

perfons who conceive him to have mifap-
m< fufd

prehended the meaning of the apoftle ; and

/f, to have given into the afcription of proper-

*tiul k Ajifc ties, and powers to Jefus Chrift which be-

6lM & C&t ^ong on^y to l"e one liy ^ ng an d true God.

vtnijtlDttfa is therefore ardently to be wifhed, that

the candid and inquilitive reader who may
be as earneftly engaged in and delirous to

find out the truth, as our author himfelf,

Jrnam. would

S See note on ch. i. v. 3. p. 7.
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would purfue the inquiry with his temper
and zeal j and do fo much juftice to him-

felf as to confult fome other writers, who
have remarked upon fome of thefe pafTages,

with apparently greater fuccefs.
h

In the courfe of the notes, when the

apoftle obferves that our Lord by himfelf

purged our fins -, (
i. 3.) that be offered one

facrifice for fins ; (
x. 12.) and that their &*<.

fins and Iniquities he 'would remember no cikwl an A hard

more 5 and where remijjion of thefe is,
therefo fa un ,Urj^od

is no more offering for Jin. (
x. 17, 18.)

Thefe, and all fuch fimilar exprefiions, are

rationally explained, and cleared of all

thole imputations on the moral attributes

of the deity, which are involved in the

mifconceptions of the defign and effeds

of
11

Upon the following paflages in the epiftle to the

Hebrews, it is recommended to the reader to, confult

what has been lately written by Mr. Lindfey, Heb. I. </tW
v. 6. fee his Sequel^ pages 9396. and his Hiftorical

view, p. 384-386.!. v. 8, 9. %. p. 207. II. v.

12. %. p. 33. --II. v. 14. Hift. view, p. 350. note o.

IV. v. 14, 15. Apology, pages 126, 127. V.u. 7,

8, 9. Apol pages 126, 127. and
?. 54. VII. v. 24

28. /ffol. pages 126, 127. and Seq. p. 87 92. VIII.
v. 14. and IX. v. 1 1, 12. Apol. pages 126, 127.- XI.
V. 26. &eq. 278 280. XIII. v. 8. Seq, pages 280,

v. 15. >. p. 31.
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the death of Chrift, ufually maintained

6l Atenitiumtl in the vulgar doctrine of atonement and

Y / /fatisfaction.
'J0ffaint (dmon

There is one thine not to be accounted
1or

for, and which was remarked to me, by a
* .

very learned friend, before I had, on the

prefent occafion, looked into the paraphrafe

on the Hebrews. Dr. Sykes has not once

cited, or taken any notice of the labours of

his learned predecerTors, Mr. Peirce, or Mr.
J uY<-A Hallett junior, upon the fame epiftle, who
n&tttt, jiacj preceded him very little more than

twenty years ; and whofe works were, and

will, very defervedly continue to be held

in high efteem with the learned of all de-

nominations.

Dr. Sykes's work was foon after at-

tacked by an anonymous writer, in a Cri-

tical examination of the notes of Dr. Sykes

upon the epljlk to the Hebrews. By Ale-

thophilus. But the criticifms and reafon-

ing were the overflowings of a zeal with-

out knowledge, and without temper; and

as fuch would not now be known to have

exifled,

i Bcfides the places where thefe expreffions occur in

the text, fee Appendix >
No. II. at the end of the

Paraphrafe.
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exifted, but from the periodical journals

of the time ; in one of which, the writer

received the juft animadverfion he deferved,

by the fimple exhibition of ample extracts

from his tract.
k

A.

Mr. Peirce appears to have been much SUTU &"
, / /

inclined to the calviniftic notions of atone- /r.>7/*m ^c

ment and fatisfaction ; and the words of

the apoftle, in certain parts of the epiftle,

are by fome confidered as looking thati
r/Tttt '

way: whereas Dr. Sykes has uniformly H/c

given them that rational conftruction which lhii\

.appears to be moft confonant to the
. general )/a^

defign of the writer, and to right ideas of

the divine juftice, and the nature of man.,

confidered as an accountable agent.

Mr. Peirce, Mr. Hallet, and Dr. Sykes,

feem to hold one and the fame interpre- L

tation of fuch pafTages as have any con-

ftructive reference to the fuppofed divinity

and pre-exiftence of Chriil ; and, if I may
be excufed, I mould fay that this is thc^rtarilom /A*.

y

great miftake in their feveral books, and^r^ i/TT0r OJ

an hindrance to the advancement of

truth, as it is in the gofpel of Jefus.

However ,
h

irt iu

k See Monthly review, vol. xiv. p. 525,
<J>
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However diftant the time may be, it will

be an eminent advantage to the better un-

derftanding of the chriftian fcriptures, and

to the preaching of the gofpel to jews and

unbelievers, when we fhall fee a careful

collation of original manufcripts, made

the bafis of an accurate tranflation of the

facred text of both Teflaments, promoted

by thofe who bear rule. And ftill further,

when all our prefent learned illuftrations of

the facred writings fhall, in a great degree,

be fuperfeded by the proper advantages to

be derived from fuch diligence and fidelity*?

Then may the difciples of our common

mafter become one fold, under one (hep-

herd, Jefus Chrift their head ; and the ab-

folute unity of the peerlefs majefty of

God be maintained by the whole commu-

nity of chriftians. This expectation is an-

ticipated, not becaufe it is agreeable to the

fyflem of any individual, feel, or party, but

in the full perfualion that it has been de-

monftrated to be the doctrine of Chrift

hitnfelf, his apoftles, and evangelifts, as

y, Ltfin/Lii
alfo of Mofes and the prophets. Nor is it

lefs the language of the religion of nature
-

:

c A c
ian ^ revelation. It is one or thole

Jliak**. truths,

cr

(j&ct hiYnjtftprouc /kajt 3 an I. amd ov\' ^ '

erf.
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truths, againft which, the
teftimony of an JliJ<",

/

jtngej_from_Jieaven cannot be received. fh<. re,
a n ^

/-
And it is nothing but a fondnefs for efta- _/*</* Jruft\

blimed formularies, a fear of forfaking the

trammels and prejudices of education, and

an apprehenfion of imaginary confequences,/
7 ^' c

>,

that men are backward to declare, that/^ en" t

'
-v

God is
eiTentially and numerically one, Un'^ .

without equal, and that he only is to be thru

worfhipped : and that Jefus Chrift, is no

other than a man, eminently difb'nguifhed,

and divinely commiffioned by almighty
God as his mefTengcr, to preach and declare

his will concerning his creatures.

d / $?
Jyc ! -J-

t

(Uclci^rc ~mawi o /fitrf JTLtths^ &i nttis a.6

\tca

CHAP. IX.



CHAPTER IX.

His' Scripture doctrine of the redemption
of man, by Jefus Chrijl.

IT is the defign of our author, in this

work, to reprefent the chriftian difpenfa-

tion as perfectly agreeable to natural reli-

gion, and the dictates of reafon ; and to

examine fuch parts of the chriftian fcrip-

tures as concern his purpofe, not fingly

and detached, but as connected with their

context. " For where any one," as he

obferves in his preface,
" forms a fyftem,

from one, or from a few paiTages only of

fcripture, without taking in the whole of

what is faid, there will naturally, and al-

moft neceffarily arife the wildeft notions.

The many fects, the fchifms, the herefies,

* that have
.
too much abounded in the

chriftian world, have all arifen from this

/ /// f urce - Their authors have taken fome

',* t few pafTages of holy writ, which feem to

make for their purpofes, without con-

aft t/rccitffl in /he Ja-mi -rr>asnn<7l fiderinff
L ' f y j

^tfo-na

and Jfafiit&'fy, ! Trfh&( ftcv I
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fidering their context, or the defign of the

writer in the particular places where they

occur, or perhaps not the very grammatical
conftruclion of words

-,
and thence they have

inferred whatever their favourite fcheme has

led them to."

The method here purfued by Dr. Sykes,
is certainly very favourable to the difcovery
of the true meaning of the fcriptures.

Neverthelefs, even in this way, the moft

learned and impartial perfon may miftake

his road ; and it is prefumed, that Dr.

Sykes has qot, in all parts of his book, been

equally fuccefsful. His own beft judgment
led him to underfland and interpret the

fcripture account of Jefus Chrift, as has

been before obferved, according to what
is generally denominated the arian fcheme ; Jlltd-fl
but which is attended with fo many difficul-

ties in the eilablimment of it, and involves

fo many more in it's confequences, that I

do not hefitate to fay, that this appears to

me, the
prevailing, if not the only general

miftake, in his otherwife verv valuable

work. Herein however, I fpeak only the 4

opinion of an individual, and leave to others

2 the



randid ^ fame rignt ant^ liberty of following their

own judgment, which I exercife myfelf.

The compafs and extent of the fubjecl: of

the volume before us, will admit only of

a ftatement of it's defign, in the titles of

the feveral chapters which compofe the firft

part; and a general reference to his forty-

eight proportions, which make up the

fecond, and are confidered by the author as

the deductions from his criticifm and rea-

foning, and as proved in the former part of

the book.

The feveral chapters into which the firji

'part of this work is divided, contain all the

principal texts of the new Teftament, (i.)

wherein mention is made of the goodnefs,

mercy, and kindnefs of God; ( ii.) of the

difpofition of God towards man, antecedent

to the death of Chrift; ( iii.) and of God's

manifeftation of his love to man through

Chrift; (iv.) which relate to the ftate of

man antecedent to our Saviour's coming
into the world; (v.) or mention what

Chrift did, or fuffered for us, and the effects

of what he did or fuffered, ( vi.) which

mention either the death of Chrift ; or why
he died at all ; and what was the end of his

dying,
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dying; (vii.) and
laftly, our author gives

a (hort view of the feveral pafTages of fcrip-

ture which have a more immediate relation

to the doctrine of redemption, and confiders JT- ca(/mj^il(7n t

what our Saviour is faid to do, or to fuller

for us ; and what were the effects of either

his action or paffion, as they are exprefTed

in the fcripture.

The interpretation of, and criticifm upon
a very great number of paiTages in the pre-

ceding chapters, and in the moral obferva-

tions upon each of them, are judicious and

deferving of the particular attention of thofe

who want or wim for information concern-

ing the fcripture doctrine of redemption

atonement, than which nothing has

more miftaken, perverted, and abufed.

The fecond part, contains a fomewhat

different arrangement of a great many texts

which are claffed under certain determinate

propofitions, before fpoken of, in order to

mew, at one view, the fchenie of the chrif-

tion difpenfation.

A writer, who has himfeif coniiderably

promoted fcriptural knowledge, has obferv-

ed upon the general tendency and ufeful-

nefs of Dr. Sykes's writings in explaining
Z 2 the
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the fcriptures and particularly noticed the

volume now before us.
a And it has been

p
it faid by one of the firft literary characters of

' the prefent age, who is himfelf no lefs can-

did, amiable, and ingenuous, than learned,

that in Dr. Sykes's treatife on redemption,.
" there is a great number of texts admi-
"

rably explained."
k

a " Dr. Sykes's Scripture dottrlne of redemption^ is

" another good book, containing an elaborate difcufiion

<e of the fubjecT:, in the execution of which he difplays
* c that diftinguifhed knowledge of the fcriptures, for

" which this great man was, and ever will be defervedly
" celebrated. All Dr. Sykes's works manifeft his fedu-

" lous and fuccefsful ftudy of the fcriptures, and from
"

this circumftance is derived their capital merit. Par-
"

ticularly, his Truth of the chrijlian religion^ his Con-
"

neftion of natural and revealed religion^ his E/ay on

' "t-
**

focrijices* His two pamphlets on the Damoniacs are

"
very valuable in this refpecl, and will impart great

"
pleafure and improvement to him who carefully pe-

" rufes them." See fome obfervations at the end of Dr.

Harwood's edition of the greek Teftament, in two vols.

3776. vol. ii. p. 286.

b Dr. Prieftley. See The theological rcpofetory, vol. i.

p. 45. A work which has been lately revived, and is,

in every view, admirably calculated to promote inquiry,

and ferve the caufe of truth.

CHAP. X.



CHAPTER X.

Mis tratt on confirmation, and a pofthumous

publication, entitled. An inquiry when

the refurredion of the body or fiefli,

was firfl inferted into the public creeds.

17561757.

THERE is a fmall trad, bearing the

fame date with the volume which was

the fubjed: of the laft chapter; and

which trad is, upon very good autho-

rity, afcribed to Dr. Sykes. The title

at length is, (LXII.) A minifters in-

Jlruftions to fuch as offer themfehes to be

prepared for confirmation. In t*wo parts.
The one before, the other after, the ex-

amination of the perfons offering themfehes

for that purpofe. (1756.) The minifler,

who is the appointed examiner, confines

the inftruftions before confirmation, to the

creed, the Lord's prayer, and the ten com-

mandments j and to the nature and end of

the two facraments, as fet forth in the

Z church
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church catechifm. He confiders them

very briefly, without entering into any dif=

quifltion which leads beyond the firft prin-

ciples of our religion ; or attempting to

comment upon, or explain certain inter-

polations which are to be found in the

creed referred to> or the harm and ex-

ceptionable expreffions in refpect to the

facraments, in the church catechiim : nor

does he make any remark upon the gene-

ral mifufe, if not profanation, of the mfti-

tution of baptifm, in the nominal engage-

ments of fponfors.

But, as in the firft part, our author

emphatically obferves, that <c we are not

to have any other objects of worfhip but
*

fo, in the fecond, he wifely directs

young chriftians to " a conftant and care-

ful, perufal of the new Teftament. In

that, he fays, they will have the religion of

Chriil pure and uncorrupted; there they will

meet with none of thofe errors, which the

v/eaknefs, or the wickednefs of men has

introduced ; and there they will fee a pure

fimplicity, a perfect confiilency, a doctrine

worthy of God to give, and worthy of

man to receive. That contains a perfect

rule
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rule of faith ; and that calls us back by

repentance to the perfect rule of action."

And he ftrictly cautions his catecumens,
<(

never, under any pretence whatever, to

give up their common fenfe and underftand- ^ic/w/w-tfn . c^(

ing. For aiTu redly, whenever any one

pretends to teach a doctrine as a doctrine

of the gofpel, which is contrary to natu-

ral fenfe, there is fome latent fraud, fome

deceit, which, though a man of lefs judg-
ment or penetration, may not be able to

difcover or perceive, yet one of more abili-

ties will eafily fee through, and will be

able to manifeft it's abfurdity. But this,

fays he, I do but juft hint at here ; warn-

ing you beforehand of fuch wickednefs

in the world, and cautioning you how to

act, when accidentally you may meet with

fuch inft.rumen.ts of Satan, attempting to

make converts to abfurdities." This ne-

celfary advice againft the little arts of the

advocates of fyilem, is followed by fome

benevolent cautions againft all feductions

to fin and folly. Neverthelefs, as con-

firmation is an institution or rite in the

eftablifhed church, fubjedt to fo much

abufe from the mifapprehenfion of it's de-

Z 4 %n,
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fign, and more particularly of it's fuppofed
effect; and as involving in it the formal

releafe of fponfors from engagements,
which the much greater number do not

confider themfelves under any obligation
to perform; and in the difcharge of which,

they are in many cafes prohibited, even

towards orphans, by the fpecial direction

of the parent : thefe things mould feem

to deferve the attention of expofitors and

inftrudtors.
:

The next, and laft work of our author's,

was pofthumous, in refpect to it's publica-

tion, though it was prepared for, if not

gone to the prefs before his death. His

brother, Mr. George Sykes, appears as the

editor; but very little trouble, it is ap-

prehended, devolved upon him. I have

been

a There is a valuable little tra& on this fubjecl, writ-

ten with much liberality, though it does not purfue

thefe objeclions to their extent, written by the Iearne4

and ingenious Dr. Adams, maftcr of Pembroke college,

Oxford, entitled, Paftoral advice to young ptrfons before

confirmation j firft printed 1772 ; fmce republifhed feve-

ral times-; and is alfo included in a volume of Ser-

mons and irafts upon religious fubjeSis^ by the fame

author. 8vo. 1777.
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been aflured, that this tract was compofed

chiefly from the papers of Sir Ifaac New- /Q,h(/ll

ton; and it is very poffible, from certain

other circumftances, that fuch information

may be true ; the editor however has given no

information of this kind > and I cannot but

think there is much internal evidence of this

tract having been chiefly, if not wholly
written by Dr. Sykes. But this fuppofition

of my own, is made with deference to the

account which afcribes fome of the materials

to Sir Ifaac Newton, and may indeed, in

part, be very confident with the truth

of it.

The title of this poflhumous piece, is,

(
LX 1 1 1 . ) An inquiry when the refurreftion%cA it/free U0ri*J

of the body, or flem, wasjirft inferted into
Of

fac

the public creeds. (1757.) It was no partzTT

of our 'author's defign to enter into the

hijlory of the creed ; but, as he ftates in \s

preface,
"

all that he intended was, to/fery oi {jkf

/hew how infenfibly doctrines are changed j

that, in a plain inftance, a variation from^^.
the words -of fcripture is, and has been the '

c . ,
. i-rr 'j a.-means ot introducing a different doctrine

from what is contained in them : that /_

, , , t . r
what is pretended to be an explanation or

fcripture, is often more hard to be under-

ftood
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itood than the fcriptures themfelves arc :

that the additions and interpretations of

men, often quite change the truths of the

gofpel : that when in procefs of time, one

falfe notion is taught or eftablimed, that

is made the foundation of another, and

I
thus at length tranfubfianimation itfelf has

been made the doctrine of ChrmV' And

then he adds,
" I do not fay, nor would

I be underftood to infmuate, that all and

every change of doctrine is attended with

confequences fo grofs, or fo deftruclive of

common fenfe as tranfubjlantiation is, or

even as fome Kot&ufuXvip,evou cioaycw, com-

monly taught doffrinest are : but my view

is, to fhew how the gofpel has been

changed, and made liable to objections,

which in itfelf it is not liable to. And

if any objection is an obftruction to the

reception of chriftianity by any perfon

whatever, it may merit coniideration, where

the fault lies, Whether in thofe who do

not believe chriftianity, becaufe it feems
* efj

to them (as it is reprefented) to contain

CM* doctrines incredible, or in thofe who teach

I * for doffrines the commandments of men.'j j

tff&l&wt: While
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While we admire the fimple credendd,

things necefTary to be believed, accord-

ing to the gofpel of Chrift, we cannot

but proportionably lament the fuperad-

dition made to them in fubfequent ages

by the devices of men ; and in times too,

the leaft competent of all others to arro*

gate the impofition of human explications

of the word of God. The revival of lite-

rature, and the confequent enlargement Q

the human mind, have very explicitly de-

clared againft the truth, as well as the

right and expediency of thefe fupplemental

appendages -,
but the virtue and fpirit of fytfcfo 5

chriftians have not been equal to the

improvement of that light which has been^
let in upon them, and which can only

be fatisried by the utter rejection of what

does not legitimately belong to the holy

fcriptures.

It is nrft obferved by Dr. Sykes, in

refpect to the prefent inquiry, that there

is no fuch expreffion as the refurreftion

the body w flefi, in the new Teftament;^ tf
Ik

and then he goes on to examine all the

pafiages which have been fuppofed to

countenance fuch a notion. But he has

further
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Further made it appear, that the controverfy
'about this doctrine did not begin 'till the

middle, or near the end of the fecond centu-

ry, and that the infertion of it into any creed>

was referved to a much later period. In the

cre d fabricated in 325* at the famous coun-

c ** f Nice, t^lere
'

IS not one wor^ as t tne

y I Jfi/
re ûrre(^i n of the flefh ; though very foon.

'

// ij

'after indeed, it appeared in the joint,

but private creed of Arius and Euzoius,

prefented by them to the emperor Con-

flantine, in a perfonal interview with him,

^
in or about the year 327 ; and was after-

wards approved by a fynod at Jerufalem,

held in 335> or 336 - The next time we

have any hint of this do&rine, as an arti-

cle proper for a creed, is in 741, at the? 1

i

jfffh'atJi
council of Antioch; and then it was men-

tioned in a very extraordinary manner,
" If any thing ought to be added, we be-

lieve the re/fkrre&ion of the jkfi." It was

jfa, J*M % inferted in the creed of Cyril of Jerufalem,
'

,
^

in the year 347: but it did not prevail

in the eaflern church, for thirty-four years

afterwards. For when the council of

Conftantinople was held in 381, they

cftablimed only the referreflion of the dead,

Ike dta<i thouh



( 349 )

though they took into their creed three

other articles which Cyril had expounded.

And thus it has continued ever fmce in

the eaft.

In the weftern church, the admiflion of

this article into the creed, was probably

in the time of Rufrmus, who flouriflied

after the council of Conftantinople, pro-

bably about 390, or later.

The clofing obfervations in this learned

tract, as they are of very general and

wide extent, and are important in every

view of them, deferve to be cited at

length. And as they very aptly conftitute

the laft argument advanced by our author

in defence of the genuine limplicity of the

gofpel of Chrift, they may no lefs fuitably

conclude this review of his writings :

" From the account before given," lays he,

" of the rife and growth of this notion

of the refurrettion of the fe/h, it feems to

follow clearly, that in all points which

depend upon revelation, men mould con-

fine themfelves rigidly to the fcripture

language, and not be wife above what is

written. When men recede from that, and

add human doctrines to divine ones, they

always .
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always involve themfelves in difficulties

infurmountable. If the curiofity of idle or

'**^ P OP^e > had not le<* them to a particu-

t
f- ^ iar explication,of the general article of the

refurrection of the dead, how many dif-

i putes had been avoided ? If one looks into
SfrflTW i '*''> W1

ij6
f

.
f ,. jthe hiftory of this doclrine, one cannot

!
"but fee, that though our baptifmal creed

/ Is now determinate, for a belief of the re-
d-*1

. furreSlion of the body or
flefo, yet three

hundred and fifty years pafled before there

.
was anj fuc }1 notion required to be pro-

fefTed in the chriftian church : and fo long
* as all are taught to believe, that all are to

/ill G/ft *L
e judged quick and dead

-,
that all are to

lUdetLfl uafcfffilT
J &

/
'

LJiand at the judgment feat of Chrijl, and

JjU JlCiT
'"that he will come again, and render to every

-Stiff
******

f

'
f

one according to his works, is it not raifing

f*f an idle queftion to afic, With <what bodies

Trt'c&,ft^*
u
fyh*lt we come? And if any one anfwers

i Tc ft
i fach a queftion by faying, in Tmsfajh *

does he not aflert more than revelation has

w fktulet ro^^ftaught him, though it is what nothing but

turt a hu/rvr feve ^at ^on c 'dn affure him of? And mould

v L
'

J hcLw confequence be, what actually has

/L Lf h
1

J^*/^een
^iat unbelievers, raife an objection

hence againft chriflianity itfelf, be-
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r . . . r Ji
tievers are anfwerable for it, as feac*>mgf*r

'fr

doftrines the commandments of men. c^a-c
" The growth of infidelity has long been

the fubjecl:
of great complaint amongft

ferious well meaning people : may it not
ff- ^ /fc,

be worth confidering, whether the true

caufe of infidelity does not lie amongf

thofe who profefs a faith which they call

chriftian, and which is found inconfiftent

with reafon, and even common fenfe ?

Every one that examines at all, will fee

additions made to the great articles ofJ7 '

chriftianity. How many additions

made to what the gofpel of Chrift
i r Jill

faid, concerning the ion and the holy
i j r j ^

^hoft, m the feveral creeds framed in the
_,, . rt,, ,

. fh& melt icnf

fourth century ? This poiiibly was then
/

done with _ajgood^delign
to fence in, and ^ *

/

to fecure aright faith: but whatever was 4 % c/n c^
the defign, it has been attended with con-

fequences fatal to chriftianity itfelf. The S
fences have been considered as the thing

fenced in ; and when men have feen things

that they cannot comprehend or underftand,

taught as fundamentals of chrifiianity, it is

natural to reject what is unintelligible, as

impoflible to be required by God : and

thus
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infidelity prevail. Whereas, if
takes the

religion of Chrift as it lies in
the word of God, it is pure, peaceable, no

'

way contrary to reafon, intelligible by every^ Af ! '^/
1 l^ *3 f*

*

The evidence for it's truth is clear and
plain, and

eafy. We poor had the gofpel
preached unto them at firfl, as well as the
rich ; and the poor are to be faved as well
as the rich, and therefore the one can un~

derfland what is required of him by Chrift
as well as the other. But then if men will

prefume to take the word of God into their

hands, and will new mould and frame it as

they think fit; and will make what is eafy
to be hard and

unintelligible, and then will

anathematife and perfecute men for
refufing

to profefs what they do not underftand,
there will always be

infidelity covered under
the mafk of

chriftianity ; and
chriftianity,

or what is called fo, will be
flyly and open-

ly attacked ; and 'till it is profeffed pure1

uncorrupted, it muft have it's enemies ;

if
offences arife, woe unto him by whom

,and

oU,->i e(J
LAJ fetfrt'c p TT A p

/a lire ?

, /kLA purf^, wu- ti>nt&,
^^

5 can be undtrtftotd fat JM*" w**n** A
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CHAPTER XI,

His DEATH and CHAR ACT ER.

THE confideration of the laft publica-
tion, which bore the name of Dr. Svkes,*
was fomewhat anticipated, that the review

of his writings might clofe the laft chap-
ter, though it was preceded by the death
of it's author.

Dr. Sykes had been many years greatly Jfl
afflicled with the gout and ilone, but ^^ J/luUilT\C
received much relief from the pains of
the latter diforder, for fifteen or fixteen

years before his death, by the medicine

purchafed by parliament of Mrs. Stephens,
for the public ufe.

a And upon the whole
he enjoyed a general ilate of good health
and

fpirits, until he was feized with a

ftroke of the palfy, while attending the

funeral of a friend, on Monday evening,
November the ifth, 1756. The change in

A a his

Dr. Birch's M.S. account,
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his countenance, and the faltering in his

fpeech, being inftantly perceived by the

reft of the company, who attended on the

fame occafion, he was prevailed upon to

return to
_

his own houfe > in Cavendifli-

fquare, without waiting the interment of

the corpfe. He furvived this prefage of

his own difiblution little more than a

week; and died at two o'clock in the

afternoon of Tuefday the 23d of the fame

month, in the feventy-third year of his

age. He was buried, near the pulpit in

the parifh church of St. James's Weft-

minfter, on the 3 oth of November
-,
when

Dr. Gregory Sharpe, who fucceeded him
in King-ftreet chapel, and was afterwards

matter of the Temple, and who had long

been in habits of friendmip with the de-

ceafed, officiated upon the occaiion.
b

Dr. Sykes had been married many

years, to Mrs. Elizabeth Williams, a

widow lady, and a native of Briftol, but

had no children by her. He left the whole

of his fortune, which was confiderable, to

her

b From the information of the reverend Mr'. Robert-

fon
;

and from Mr. Jeacocke, who was prefent at the

time of Dr. Sykes's ieizure ; and from the parifh. ro-

giftcr.
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her for life ; and afterwards to his brother,

the reverend George Sykes; who gave ftctft/lc

the bulk of it to the family of their pa-

tron, Robert Briftow, efq. whofe grandfon, ${obut

a minor, is now the owner of it.
d

Mrs. Sykes furvived her hufband up-
wards of iix years, and died in January

1763, and was buried near him, on the 31 ft

of that month. e

In private life, Dr. Sykes was of eafy,

gentle, and obliging manners, naturally

cheerful and good tempered, modeft and

unafTuming, unfoured by controverfy, not

A a 2 proud

c The reverend George Sykes, M A. was collated

by the archbifhop f Canterbury, to the vicarage of

Prefton, in the hundred of Fev^rfham, in Kent, Oclo-

ber 15, 1715. He was alfo inftituted to the rectory
of Hawkefwell, in Ellex, December 15, 1716, on the

prefentation of Robert Briftow, efq. And on the death

of his brother, he was inftituted to the rectory of

Rayleigh, in the fame county, May 4, '757, on the

prefentation of Mr. Briftow ; refigning Hawkefwell,
and taking a difpenfation to hold Rayieigh in Effex,

with Prefton in Kent. He died June 9, 1766. (See

Hafted's hiftory of Kent, vol. ii. pages 813, 814;
and Morant's hiftory of Effex, vol. i. pages 278, 290.)

d From private letters.

e From the parifh regifter,
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proud of, or confident in his learning.

He was ftridly juft in all his concerns with

others, faithful in his engagements, hu-

mane to the poor ; fingularly exaft in all

his appointments, and punctual in his

payments.
His manner and delivery in the pulpit,

were very generally approved, and admired.

His fermons were rather plain than ele-

gant j but they were always clear and in-

telligible, though fometimes argumenta-
tive. He was always careful in the choice

of his fubftitute, when he was necefTarily

abfent from town, where he chiefly refided,

except during fome part of every fummer,

which he constantly fpent at Rayleigh,

and his occalional refidence at Winchester

and Salisbury. And he never wanted the

ready afiiStance of fome of the higher!: or-

der of the clergy. A perfon now living,

who himfelf regularly attended public wor-

fhip in King-Street chapel, remembers to

have heard three biShops preach for him,

on three fucceflive fundays.

It is very obfervable, that Dr. Sykes ap-

plied himfelf early in life, to the Study of

the fcriptures ; and he purfued it with

equal
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equal application and faccefs, to a good
old age. He was alfo well verfed in the

writings of the fathers, and the early phi-

lofophers ; and added to thefe acquire-

ments, he was happy in a quick difcern-

ment, and a folid judgment. In all his

various political debates, and literary con-

troverlies, he always conducted himfelf

with temper and good manners towards

his adverfaries ; infomuch, that it will be

difficult to find one fingle inftance, wherein

he exceeded the bounds of decorum and

civility. Few men have laboured more
ti

unweariedly to ferve the beft interefts of

chriftianity and proteftantifm -,
for while

he defended the truth and evidences of

our common faith, he difplayed the fame

zeal for the facred right of private judg-

ment, without which the revealed will of tf frriv&tt Jilda

God would ceafe either to lead us into a

reafonable faith, or influence a rational

conduct. He was warmly attached to the

civil liberties of his country, to the prin-

ciples of the revolution, and the proteftant

fuccefnon.

In his perfon, our author is faid to

have been rather low of feature, and

A a 3 fomething
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fomething inclined to corpulency; to

have been flightly marked with the fmall-

pox, and of a frefh complexion. His

countenance is alfo faid to have been a

faithful mirror of his mind, pleafant and

good tempered. There is a portrait of

him, taken when he was between forty

and
fifty years of age, painted by Wills.

It was given by Mrs. Sykes, his widow, to

Robert Briftow, efq. and I am informed,

it is now in that family.

What has already been faid, in the

preceding pages, mould feem to preclude

any particular difplay of our author's a-

bilities as a fcholar, and a divine j his

works will fpeak his jufl praife. His

honeil love and ardent zeal for truth are

apparent, and have already been occafion-

ally noticed, and appear the leading fea-

tures of his character. " Whatever my
abilities are," fays he to Mr. Whiilon,
<f which I freely acknowledge to be not

>j u great, yet be they more or lefs, truth I

love, and truth I conflantly fearch after,

and make truth the ftudy of my lifej

and I hope nothing will ever have influ-

ence enough to make me fwerve from

that,"



( 359 )

that.
' f And elfewhere he writes,

" How well I have fucceeded in my de-

fign, the reader is now to judge. Per-

haps it may be thought that I have

miftaken the meaning of fome pafTages of

fcripture. All that I can fay for my-
felf is this only ; that in the explication

of fo many, it is well if I have not.

However, ] have fincerely endeavoured

to follow truth, being very little foli-

citous where it led me : and if I have

failed, yet, this I am fure of, that my
intentions were good and upright/'

5 And

Dr. Gregory Sharpe, in his Review of the

controverjy about the meaning of the demo-

macs, bears his teftimony to the amiable

and ingenuous difpofition of his friend;
" If I may guefs," fays he,

" at the in-

"
quirer's temper, I believe he had, at any

"
time, rather embrace the truth, let who

" will teach it, than continue in an error

' with the multitude."
h

A a 4 In

* See his Defence of dijfirtation on Phkgon. p. 72.

g Preface to Effay on truth ofthe chri/iian religion, p, v.

h See Review^ &c. p. 64.



In confirmation of this excellent pait
of our author's character, I am happy to be

able to produce the evidence of the emi-

nently learned and liberal minded Dr. Jortin,

from the information of a moil refpecl>

able clergyman in the eftablifhed church,

whofe fituation in this great city, derives

peculiar honour and credit to his noble

patrons. In a mixed company, where Dr.

Jortin was prefent, and at a time when

certain of Dr. Sykes's publications were

the ftibject of converfation, it was obferved

by fome gentleman, (who probably inhe-

rited his own principles and opinions in the

fame quiet undiilurbed way, that he had

fucceeded to the paternal inheritance of

his family,) that in whatever debate Dr.

Sykes was engaged he was fure to be on

the wrong iide. To this Dr. Jortin re-

plied,
that " without entering into the

particular queilion then before the com-

pany, this he was well allured of, thai

Dr. Sykes was deferving of much praife ; for

even if he was fo frequently in the wrong,

as the. gentleman had obferved, it muil

be remembered, that no man took more

pains
to be in the right." And this good

opinion
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opinion of Dr. Jortin, feems to have been

reciprocal on the part of Dr. Sykes, who
in his letter to Dr. Birch, in July i7532/

r

writes;
*' As to my friend Mr. Jortin,

" he is already fo far in the mire, that
*' he cannot retire backwards , confequently
'* he muft go on : I heartily wifh him all

"
fuccefs, and hope he will at length re-

* e
ceive, what he ought to have had many

*'
years ago, an. encouragement fuitable to

" his learning, and real merits." *

Dr. Sykes's fentiments reflecting the per-

fon of Jefus Chrift are well known to have

agreed with thofe of Dr. Clarke ; and one

of his tracts was exprefsly written in de-

fence of his Scripture doffrine of the trinity.
*.

In the ufe of this word (trinity,) I cannot JIM uf.

but think that thefe learned men mifrepre-
fentcd themfelves ; and while they rejected

the doctrine which is generally underftood

by the word "
trinity," they would have

done well to have waved the frequent and

indiscriminate ufe of the term. Dr. Sykes,

in one place, fpeaks of " the ever blefled

trinity 3" and in another, he fays,
" the

doctrine

' M.S. Letter in Brit. Mufeum.

k See his External peace of the church, p. \-j,
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^j
-A doftrine of the trinity, when confidered as

it lies in the new Teftament, is not any ab-

folute myfterious notion, but only a doc-

trine holding forth that which the baptif-

mal creed likewife contains." And again,

-i the fcripture doctrine of the trinity ftands

'
unfhaken." m The learned Mr. Jackfon of

Roffington, alfo fpeaks of being
"

brought
ft he trufts into the true knowledge of Jefus
" Chrift his God and faviour," and again,

thanks Dr. Clarke " for his very learned

and judicious book of the fcripture doc-

trme f tne trinity," to which he adds,

by God's grace, he owed the thenprefent

fettlement of his mind in the true faith of

, the eyer bieired trinity/'
n

And even fo lately as the laft year, 1784,
the learned Mr. Taylor, author of the Apo-

logy of Benjamin Ben Mordecai, though he

reprobates the phrafe (trinity,) citing at

the fame time, the disapprobation of Lu-

ther

1
Connexion, p. 248.

m Ibid. p. 272.

n See Preface, and firfl of three letters in defence of

Dr. Clarke, 1714. and cited in " Memoirs of Mr. Jack-

fon's life." 8vro. pages 9> 10.

tf

* e

"
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ther and Calvin to the very name, con-

tinues the ufe of it, under the general idea,

that "
folong as that word is underftood in

" a fenfe agreeable to the unity of Jeho-
*'

vah, and the fundamental principles of
"

chriftianity, it can furnifh no argument
"

againit the truth of that religion." All

this is very plaufible, and the practice would

be more excufablc, if every man, or every

reader reafoned accurately, and coniidered

things abftractedly ; but fince this is not

the cafe, the ufe of the word "
trinity,'*

by thofe who are well understood not to

believe the full import of it, in it's com-

mon fignification, is ufing equivocal Ian- lffUlUOtati0n
t

guage, and fuch as will miilead many
readers. It certainly tends more to edifi-

cation, to ufe plain and determinate words ;

and

See the Apology of Benjamin Ben Mordecai, fecond

edition, vol. i. pages 140, 141. Martin Luther fays,

" The word trinity founds oddly, and is a human in-

" vention ;
it were better to call almighty God, God

* c than trinity." And John Calvin fays,
"

I like not

" this prayer, O holy, blefled, and glorious trinity,

"
it favours of barbarity. The word trinity is barba-

<c
rous, infipid, profane ;

a human invention, grounded 1} anraui
" on no teftimony of God's word ; the popifti

* unknown to the prophets and apoftles."
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and to fpeak td the understandings of

men in language that {hall help, and not

confound, or miflead their apprehenfions.

It is moft probable that Dr, Sykes left

feveral manufcripts behind him 5 but I

have been particularly informed, by a

learned gentleman in the neighbourhood of

Winchefter, of fome valuable papers "upon
the authority of the civil magiftrate in

matters of religion, by way of dialogue,

after the manner of Cicero 3 very well

done, and fairly written ready for the

prefs ; very candid and equal to any thing

he has written." Dr. Sykes has alfo been

faid to have left fome manufcript remarks

on Mr, Peirce's ordination fermon. His

own fermons are very credibly reported to

have been fold.

Dr. Sykes's engagement in the feveral

fucceffive controverlies of his time, has

attracted the notice of fome obfervers, and

who, on_that account, have affected to un-

derrate his eminent worth, and no lefs emi-

nent learning, and the value of his writings.

But thefe perfons mould coniider, that in

the accommodation and application of his

learning and abilities to the different demands

and
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and exigencies of the times, he rendered

a very erTential and permanent fervice to the

caufe of truth and liberty. For, notwith-

ftanding the difrefpect which is occafion-

ally fhewn towards religious controverfy,

by little and illiberal minds, it is to fuch

controverfies as engaged the pens of Clarke,

Hoadly, and Sykes, that we owe much of

what is molt valuable and dear to us.

An affected difparagement of the feverai

controverfies which have refpected religious

liberty, and the improved knowledge of the

fcriptures, generally indicates an indiffer-

ence to the nature and obligations of reli-

gion itfelf ; or befpeaks a total ignorance
of the bleflings we derive and enjoy from

free inquiry and debate, by means of the

prefs; or is the effect of a lamentable pre-

judice againft every defire and attempt to

bring all profefiing chriftians to abide by
the plain and artleis gofpel of Chrift. Or,7/r ArtMl

^f
j ' r

'

when fuch averfion to controversy is held fcd tf (9*

by well meaning and more candid minds,

it is no other than their declaring their

earnefl defire to eftabliih the end* while at

the fame time they inconfiltently and pe-

remptorily
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remptorily proteft againft the only means

which can effect it. p

The late Mr. Hollis, who was himfelf

an active and greatly diftinguifhed friend

of liberty, bore his teftimony to Dr. Sykes's

writings, by repeatedly advertiling in the

year 1766, his two tracts againft popery,

originally publifhed in the year 1746, and

reprinted 1763. And further, by collecting,

as

P There is a prefatory difcourfe on the ufe and im-

portance of theological controverfy, prefixed to An
hif-

torical view of the controverfy concerning an intermediate

jlatc. 1772. 2d. edit. 8vo. which is well worth the

attentive perufal of every proteftant. Bifhop Hoadly's

fentiments upon this fubjeft, are judicioufly exprefled,

and deferve to be recited. " If any think fuch contro-

"
verfies," fays he,

"
efpecially amongft the clergy, of

<c fcandalous or pernicious confequence ; I anfwer,
* s that it is not the difference, but the manner of

"
handling, and debating it, that is the fcandal

; that

" I fee no way left but that,
Neither all muft agree in

judgrnent ;
or all muft equally confent to be filent

;

or, one fide only muft fpeak ; or, there muft be de-

"
bates, and controverfies. But, in my opinion, if

46 we behave ourfelves, as becomes chriftians, in the

* c

management of them ; this is our only concern, in

" fuch cafes : nay, I have often thought that this

" would make even coutroverfy itfelf a glory to chrif-

"
tianity." See the Preface to his Original and injiitu-

tion of civil government, vol. ii. of his works, p. 188,

cc

(C
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as he ftates in his diary,
" a complete

*' of the late learned excellent Dr. Sykes'sjtl' o

" works, to bind and fend to Harvard col-

"
lege, in America, for honourable pre-

" fervation of his memory."
" A

collec-/^/^^
"

tion," add the editors of the Memoirs,
" the more neceflary, as well as the more
"

valuable, as fome of the doctor's tracts

" were become exceeding fcarce." ^ This

teftimonv of Mr. Hollis, and of his bio-
m

graphers, will bring more reputation to

the writings of Dr. Sykes, than it was in

the power of the committee of convocation

of 1717? to withhold, or take away, by in-^r? /?/7.

direct reflection or threat, when they openly

affailed the then bifhop of Bangorl
r

q See Memoirs of Tho. Hollis, efq. F.R. and A.S.S.

4to. 1780. vol. i. pages 326, 429.

'" See the Report^ &c. concerning the bifliop of Ban-

gor's Prefervative and Sermon, p. 23 ;
where the com-

mittee fay,
" Nor are we ignorant, that Feveral of-

<c fenfive books have of late time been published by
<c other writers, whofe confidence doth loudly call for

" the animadverfions of the fynod ;
to which alfo we

*' (hall be ready to contribute our endeavours."

I F I N I S,

Urc tktjt not cnwtiffok*
t Sf**4

and UfuiiMit flow c/n
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