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PREFACE.

TIEN the Author of this work publifhed his

edition of Neal s
&quot;

Hiftory of the Puritans,&quot;

he expreflcd his intention to prepare a fequel to it,

exhibiting a continuation of the hiflory of Proteftartt

Diffcntcrs from the Revolution to our own day, in

fuch detached parts as would correfpond to the

periods, into which, in his judgment, it would natu

rally divide itfelf. Not only was the defign which he

announced approved of, but earned wifhes for its

execution were exprefled, as well by efteemed and par-

tial friends, as by a general fentiment on its import

ance and utility, and of his qualifications for it. Thefc

teftimonies of public as well as private opinion in

its favour were, undoubtedly, a ftimulus and encou

ragement to the profecution of his purpofe, and

judified an expectation that long ere now he would

have endeavoured to fulfil wifhes fo honourable to

himfelf and to his defign with gladnefs and alacrity.

It gives the author concern to reflect that eighteen

years have elapfed without affording a proof, by
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the execution of any part of his intended work, that

he was feniible either of the deference which he

owed to public expedition, and to the dt fires of

warm friends, or of the obligation brought on him

by his own engagement. Some, who took a great

intercfl in his dcllgn, are, in the mean time, removed

from this world, whi:h daily furnifh .s us \viih fo

many inftances of difappoimed hopes, and of pur-

pofcs broken oil by deith. His heart feck the

heaving figh at the recollection of the rccion-

(lranees on his dekiy of two much-rcfpeted friends

in particular : one, the Rev. JosLib Thompson, of

Chpbain, who again and again td ificJ a fc.licitudc

for the appearance of this hidory before his days

\verc ntimbcied
;

the other, the late worthy and

active IVicnd to ihc ciufe of religious liberty,

the Rev. Sa:uud Pd.nicr, to wliufc pen and labours

in various ways di^cnicrs ov/e permanent obliga
tions. l;tit vain arc the

f;glis of ^iTcclion and

friendlhip over the grave of lofl friends: vain

are our regrets tint we Invc failed to anfwer

the wifhcs of the ciiccmed and the loved, no\y
no more!

Tin: author confoles himfelf uim believing that

they \vho know him will
candidly acquit him of any

lifrefpect to the dcceafcd, or of
defultory idlenefs.

His attention, he may be permitted to plead, has
been for years diveitcd from this work by a fucceffion
of occurrences and engagements which, unforefeen
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when it was announced, have either accompanied or

followed the anguifh of mourning, or the depreffions

of deep forrow on the death of children who had

jafl reached the promifing years of maturity ; efpe-

cially of a daughter, whofe removal was fo circum-

ftanced as to create, by a lading mournful fenfe of it,

a long interval of inaptitude for any continued mental

exertion. This afHifting event was fuccecded, at

different difhnces, not only by other fimilar trials, but

by avocations that arofe from the confidence and trull

repofed in himby feveral dcceafed friends; by derange

ment of ftudies produced by removals from one

dwelling to another ; and above all by the reading and

application to prepare an extenfive Courfe of Lectures

for young perfons, in which his prefent pafloral

connexion engaged him more than ten years ago.

But an apology may be becoming him for this

detail of the obftru&ions that have impeded the ac-

complifhment and progrefs of his prefent work.

Let that apology be the author s reafonablc and

humble wifh to ftand juflified in the opinion of his

friends, and to exculpate himfelf from imputations

that may be difcrcditable to him.

The firft part of his &quot;

Hiitory&quot;
at length offers

itfclf to the perufal of thofc who may feel an intercfl

in its defign ; and fubmits itfelf to their candour

with timidity and diffidence; in union, however, with

the hope which paft experience of indulgence and

approbation infpirc*. Whatever impcrfe&ions or

b
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faults may be discovered in it, he trufh that it wilt

not be open to cenfure on the ground of mifreprc-

fentation, or the illiberally of a party fpirit,
or

of airs of infallibility.

The ufefulncfs of fuch a work, as it collefls into

one narrative the documents of pad events ere they

are loft, and recalls the transitions of paft times

before the remembrance of them is quite obliterated,

encourages the author to hope, will give his hiitory

an interefl with many readers in general ;
and its

particular reference he would promife himfclf will

excite the attention of DifTenters from our national

eltablifoment, of every feel.

His modcft expectations are ju (lifted by the con-

fideration that the Revolution under William III.

introduced a new order of things in the ecclefiadical

flate of this country, and a new sera in the hiflory of

the diflcntcrs from our cfiablifhment. The affairs

of this large body of protcdants have fince that time

worn a new afpeft; new queftions in theology

have been brought into difcuffion : new fefts have

fprung up: and under the different fucceeding reigns

new attempts have been made to extend the blefling

of religious liberty, and efhblifh it on a firmer bafis.

Thcfc events are not only fuch as diffenters mud
feel a concern in, but they are connected with the

hidory of the human mind, of the fluctuations of

opinions, and of the progrefs of religious truth and

of national
felicity.
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The author has endeavoured to execute his de-

fign on a comprehenfive plan; which includes the

Iliftory of the Diflenters, firft, as blended with the

political occurrences of the times and the meafures

of government ;
then as united with the fubjefts

above-mentioned, and as connected with the origin

of inflitutions for the difTufion of religious know

ledge and of academical foundations, with a review

of theological literature, and with biographical

Jketches.

At the advanced years to which the indulgent

Providence of GOD hath lengthened out the life of

the author, it becomes him to form purpofes for

future time with ferious and moderate apprehenfions

on the continuance of life and vigour. But yet he

may be allowed, with a refignation to the difpofals of

unerring Divine Wisdom, to fignify his intentions,

if this volume meet with the approbation of the

candid and judicious, to proceed with all convenient

fpeed in the execution of his plan ;
and to extend

the next volume to the acceflionof his prefentMajefty.

In connexion with the publication of fuch a work

a wifli may properly be expreiTed, that readers in

general would take into confideration the utility and

importance of ecclefiaftical hiftory, particularly that

of their own country and feel, to the rifing genera
tion

; whofe minds are open to permanent impref-

fions from the hiftoric form of inftruclion, as it meets

curiofity, difplays the progrefs of rational enquiry,
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and the triumphs of truth over ignorance and fu-

perdition, enlarges the views of men and things,

informs the underftanding, and aflfefts the heart.

It would invite youth to read, if, befides the larger

works which (land on the (helves of a library, there

were always lying on the table in the parlour fome

fuch hiflorical treatifes, as the Abridgement of Bur-

net s Hiflory of the Reformation in England, and

of Brandt s in the Low Countries; Chandler s

Hiflory of Perfecution; and a (mailer piece than

cither of thefe works, entitled
&quot; A Brief and Im-

*
partial Hiflory of the Puritans,&quot; I2mo. printed

for Longman and Co. by the author s old and highly

cileemed friend, the Rev. Jofeph Cornifh ;
men

tioned in the advertifemeiu to the lafl volume of his

edition of Ncal, but which has not, it is underflood,

met with the attention and fale its merit and nature

promifcd.

The youth of the preicnt day grow up at a great

diflance of time from the tranfaclions and events,

under the immediate and lively imprcfiions of which

their anccflors were formed to fupport, with en-

lightened minds and confident firmncfs, the character

of Proteftant Dijftntcn and Advocates of Religious

Liberty. Tliofe events feldom, iu thefe times, be

come the topics even of domcllic and paternal con-

vcrQtion. It is therefore of great importance, that

books (hould offer to then ihe entertainment and

information of the hifloric page.
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To this explanation of the mtur~, plan, and utility

of his work, the author h is little to adJ, but his warm

and very grateful acknowledgments for the ftrong

marks of perfjnal refpecl, and of confidence in his

execution of it, which the lift of fubfcribers, nume

rous beyond his mod fanguinc expectations, affords

him. He felt a reluctance to the mode of publica

tion, which, at the importunity of fome particular

friends, he adopted. He is gratified with the event,

which has fan&ioned theiropinion of the countenance

with which his propofals would be favoured; and

with the teftimonies of cordial efteem and regard

which he could not prefume to flatter himfelf he

(hould receive. He feels the friendlhip and honour

{hewn to him; and hopes that his expreffions of

refpeft and gratitude will be fully accredited. He
is particularly fenfible of the ardour and activity with

which fome particular friends have circulated his

profpeflus: among inftances of this it becomes him

to notice the concern for its reception felt by his

rcfpe&able colleague, and the peculiar intereft taken

in the circulation of it, and the afMance afforded

to him, by his much-efleemed friend, the Rev. Jamei
Hews Bran/by, of Dudley.

Birmingham, Bath-row, $d June&amp;gt; 1814.
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A HISTORY

OF THE

PROTESTANT DISSENTERS,

SCc. Kc.

From the REVOLUTION to the Death of King

WILLIAM in 1702.

INTRODUCTION.

THE
ACT OF TOLERATION, with which the

reign of King William and Queen Mary began,
formed a new epoch in the Ecclefiaftical Hiftory of

Great-Britain. While we look back on the ages of

fuperftition and fpiritual tyranny, which preceded

the Reformation j
and furvey, in later times, the

contefts occafioncd by the new religious eftablifhment

which had its origin during the reign of Henry VIII.

but was not brought to a permanent (late till that

of his daughter Queen Elizabeth ; painful fcenes

of oppreffion on one fide, aud of fufFerings on the

other, pafs before us. The fucceflive reigns of the

Stuarts had exhibited a feries of penal ftatutes in

religion and of feverities, the object of which was

to filencc, if not to exterminate, thofe who prorcfted
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againfl the defects of the Reformation from Popery ;

called in qucftiou any of the doctrines retained in the

Proteftant Creed ;
or refufed a compliance with the

forms and ceremonial fettled by A#s of Parliament.

The Diflcntcrs from the Church of England, as it

was modelled in the reign of Oueen Elizabeth, who

at their firfl origin obtained the name of PURITANS,

enjoyed a fhort breathing from the fevere aifaults of

perfecution, during the cxiflence of the Prefbyterian

form of Church Government, in the time of the

Republic. They then bore the ecclefiaflical keys ;

but it was not a period of religious freedom and

toleration. Authority in religion was ufurped and

excrcifed in their provincial aiTemblies
; and the

commonwealth puffed an ordinance for punilhing

blafphemics and herefies, than which no decree of

any Council, no bull of any Pope, could be more

dogmatical or authoritative; few, if any, have been

more fanguinary. The livings of the cpifcopal

clergy were fequeftered, and a fevere ordinance was

enafled againft thofe who had been thus deprived.

During the periods preceding the acceflion of the

Prince of Orange to the throne of England, in which

one perfccuting meafure had followed another
;

trafts had been written, both by the Independents
and the Chiakers, v

fecls newly rifen up,) in the caufe

of religious liberty, and in defence of the rights of

confcience
;
but the arguments in thefe publications,

coming from the pens of the oppressed, not of those

in power, neither produced a conviction, nor dif-

fcminated juft ideas on the fubjcft, fo widely as to
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have any general cffeft. The alarm and danger

which the Church of England felt during the reign

of King James II., arifing in a great meafure from his

precipitate and violent attempts to introduce Popery,

contributed much to prepare the way for the Act

of Toleration ; by difpofmg the Members and the

Clergy of the Eflablimment to make a common caufe

with the Diflenters, as againfl a common enemy.
&quot; The Prince of Orange, in his own opinion, always
&quot;

thought, that confcience was GOD S province j

&quot; and that it ought not to be impofcd on : and bis

&quot;

experience in Holland made him look on tolera-

&quot;

tion as one of the wifeft meafures of govern-
&quot;

ment.&quot;* The neceflities of the times demanded it ;

as a bond of union, as a termination of calamitous

fcenes, as a fecurity to the new civil eftablifhment, it

became neceflary. It reflected a glory on the cera

to which it gave a date; and in the following hif-

tory it will appear, that the mod favourable confc-

quences, an enlargement of toleration by new Afts

of Legiflature, freedom of enquiry, and the progrefs

of knowledge, followed from it. After many years

of religious contention, it was a general aft of

pacification. It put an end to the reftraims, fines,

imprifonments, and cruelties, which had harafled

the confcientious. Though it was partial and limited,

and left much to be done, yet it was a mod valuable

advantage gained to the interefts of truth ; and it

gave to a numerous body of citizens a weight in the

* Burnet s
&quot;

Hiftory of hit own Times,&quot; vol. ir. p. 16. umo.
Edinburgh.

B 2
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political fcale, which, though it was their birth-right,

and highly beneficial to the community, the illibera-

lity
and injuflice of former times and former reigns

had denied them. Notwithftanding the oppreflions

fuffered during thofe periods, the Diffenters had in-

crcafed in numbers; and now confided of feveral

parties, who had not the fame views on all points

of religious enquiry and practice. They ranked

under the different denominations of Independents,

Prefbyterians, Bnptifls, and Chiakers. With refpeft

to the (late, indeed, they generally formed but one

body: each of thefe denominations, neverthefefs,

claims a particular and fpecific notice, and has its own

hiflory ; they all participate in the national events

and rtreafures. The fpirit of enquiry, to which the

Aft of Toleration gave exiftence, embraced various

fubjcfts that had not before fallen under invefliga-

(ion ;
anddiffufed its influence through the members

of the Eftablifhment itielf. The human mind began

rigoroufly to exert its native powers, and to range
with delight through the wide field of religious

knowledge. The fafts which the following pages
will detail, will illuftrate and confirm this general
ftatcment.
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THE GENERAL HISTORY,

THE
acccffion of William Prince of Orange to

theEnglifh throne diflufed joy through these

nations, and all the neighbouring (tates and king

doms. It relieved the fears of thole who were ready

to defpair, as to the exigence of the Proteftant Reli

gion and the liberties of Europe : and great hopes

were entertained that the religious diffentions with

which Great-Britain had been for many years dis

tracted, would fubfide into harmony and peace.

The Prince, in his declaration, publifhed at the time

of his expedition into England, promifed his bed

efforts to promote a good agreement between the

Church of England and all Proteftant Diffenters;

and to proteft and fecure all thofe who would live

peaceably under the government, from every kind of

perfecution upon the account of their religion. The
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Diflenters, in their addreffes to the throne,* ex

ported an ardent hope that their Majefties would, by

their wifdom and authority, eftablifh a firm union

among their Proteftant fubjecls in matters of reli

gion ;
and compofe the differences between them,

by making the rule of Chriflianity the rule of con

formity. Though the government was inverted in

two royal perfonages, the Queen s difpofitions and

principles gave no reafon to apprehend divided

counfels. Previoufly to the Revolution, the bifhops

and clergy, with great unanimity, had acknowledged

the neceffity of widening the ecclefialtical founda

tion, and of forming a clofer ccrrefpondence with

the foreign Proteftants. The behaviour of the

Proteftant Diffenters at that critical juncture, it was

confeffcd, was fo wife and generous, that it juftly

entitled them to the frienddiip of the Church
; which,

unlcfs it were &quot; rcfolved to fet all the world againfl

it,&quot;
as Bifhop Burnet exprtfles himfelf, could not

decline all the returns of cafe and favour which were

in its power f It alfo augured well, that the Aft of

Toleration, exempting DilTenters from all penalties

for not going to church, and for holding feparate

meetings, on condition of taking out warrants for

the houfcs in which they aiTemblcd, and including
an obligation on the juflices to grant fuch warrants,

puffed eafily. It was propofed by fome, that this

* See my edition cf Ncal s
&quot;

Hiftory of the
Puritans,&quot; b. v.

P- ?8, 79 80.

1 Dr. Calamy s Abridgement of Baxter s Life, vol. ii. p. 427.
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fhould be in force only for a limited time, as a

temporary indulgence, that it mi^ht he an induce

ment with the Diil c liters to demean thcmfelvcs in a

manner which would merit the iene\val of it, whtn

the (lipulaced term of years fhould expire; but this

amendment was reje&cd, from obferving the general

difpofition in favour of the Act, and from an appro
hcofion that no future time might prove: fo favourable*

to its being enacled. The party of Chriftians called

Socinians were exccpted from the benefit of this

A&amp;lt;ft : bur it afforded protection to the Quakers ;

and indulged them with a permiilion to give fecurity

for their allegiance to government by a folemn

declarat-ion, in lieu of the oaths required from other

diflenters.

In thefe refpecfts the afpect of the times was pro-

mifmg ;
but darknefs and clouds, portending future

(torrns, foon gathered. New animofities arofe
;

different fenfations, both as to political and eccle-

fiaiiical matters, agitated the public mind. Some,

fmce King James, to whom they had (worn allegiance,

was dill alive, fcrupled taking the oaths to the new

government. While many, from a wife and liberal

ddl.jn of (lengthening the foundations of the new

(late of things propofed alterations and amendments

in the conltituiion, worihip, and diicipline of the

Church : others (Irenuoufly oppofcd any change.

Thefe controverfies were managed with great warmth

and eagernefs. The Diflenters, hoping that they

fhould, in the ilTuc, be no lofers by iuch debates,
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flood by, making their remarks They were much

encouraged in this hope, by obfcrving, that in the

recent uifputcs with the Papifts, the Divines of the

Eftabliflicd Church had been obliged to appeal to

more correct and found principles of Proteftantifm

than they had before entertained ;
and had been

led into more liberal views and more confident

fentimems.

When the fucceffion to the throne, which James

lid s abdication had left vacant, was determined and

fettled, the fpirit of animofity foon broke out again;

and fubfequent proceedings cut off all their hopes

of a more perfect union with die Diflenters than

was effected by the Act of Toleration. In 1689,

Bills for a comprehcnfion and an indulgence were

brought into Parliament
;

both were canvafTed ;

and many and warm debates took place in theHoufcs

of Lords and Commons. Some, of confined and

illiberal views, forgot their former declarations and

promifcs, and argued for keeping the Diilcnters

under a bond : others exprcfTed more generous

difpofitions, and were advocates for meafures which

would meet their fcruples arid conciliate their minds.

But Burnet fays,
&quot; that thofe who moved for the

&quot;

Bill of Comprehenfion, and afterwards brought it

&quot; into the Houfe, afted a very difingenuous part ;

&quot; for while they (hidied to recommend themfelvcs
;&amp;lt;

by this (hew of moderation, they urged their
;t

friends to oppofe it
;
and thofe who gave it their

At
cordial fuppon, were reprefented as enemies to
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&quot; the Church, and as actuated by a fecrct intention

&amp;lt;c to fubvert it.*

At this
j unfture, Mr. Howe, who had been

cjefted by the Aft of Uniformity, from the reclory

of Great Torrington in Devonfhire, publifhed a

(heet of paper, in which he fairly and candidly

dated the cafe of the Diflenters, and with great

ability and judgment pleaded their rights. His

traft proceeded on this undoubted principle, that the

Diflenters were under one common obligation, with

the reft of mankind, by the univerfal law of nature,

to worfhip GOD in public aflemblies. His reafoning

is then direfted and applied to exifting fafts ;

namely, that things were annexed to the public

worfhip of reformed Chriftianity in the Church of

England, which, it was acknowledged, were neither

neceflary in themfclves, nor parts of Chriftianity.

As the Diflenters judged them to be in fome part

finful, they could not with a good confcience con

form to the public worfhip which the law enjoined ;

and yet the law ftriftly forbad their aflembling to

worfhip GOD otherwife. This was as if the Legif-

lature fhould fay,
&quot; If you will not confcnt with us

&quot; in our fupperadded rites and modes againfl your
&quot;

confcicnces, you (hall not worfhip GOD ;
or ifyou

** will not accept our additions to the Chriftian

^
religion, you fhall not be Chriftians;&quot; and

manifeflly tended to reduce a great part of a Chrift-

ian nation to Paganifm. On thefe premifes, as the

* Burnet s
*

Hiftory of his own Times,&quot; vol. iv. p. 15.

edit, in iimo.
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Diilcntcrs had been accuflomed for many years,

unlefs when retrained by violence, to hold diftinft

affcmblies, and to worftiip GOD in a way which

their confciences approved ; Mr. Howe enquires,

whether they are to be blamed for this conduct ?

Whether laws enjoining additions to our religion,

acknowledged by all not to be efiential and neceflary,

and deemed by many iinfu], and thus becoming

exclufive terms of communion, ought to have been

patted ? Whether fuch laws fhould be continued ?

efpecially when they were enacted by a Parliament,

which, there was much reafon to believe, fuffered

iifclf to be dealt with to enflave the nation, in feveral

rcfpecls; and which, to his honour, the noble Earl

of Danby procured to be difTolved, as the firfl (lep

towards the deliverance of the nation ? And
whether it were reafonable to exclude all that con*

form not in every thing to the Church of England,
from any part or fhare of the civil power ? The

author difcuffed thefe qucftions with much pertinence

of illuftration, and force of argument. Amongft
other obfervations, he fays,

ic
It ought to be con-

&quot; fidered that Chriflianity, wherein it fuperadds to

&quot; the law of nature, is all matter of revelation ; and
&quot;

it is well known, that even among Pagans, in fettling
&quot;

rites and inttitutes of religion, revelation was pre-
16 tended at leait

; upon an implied principle, that in

&quot; fuch matters human power could not oblige the
;

people s confciences. This appears by the conduct
&quot; of Numa, who affected to derive his pacific code of
14

religious laws from the nymph Egeria. And the
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c&amp;lt;

priefls, to whom the regulation of fuch matters
&quot; was left, were believed to be

infpired.&quot;

This fmull tract has been twice delivered to the

public by Dr. Calamy ; but as it cannot fail to

gratify, we (hall infcrt it in the Appendix,
The femiments which Mr. Howe advanced and

defended from the prefs, had the fan&ion of the

King from the throne. In one of his fpeeches to

the two Houfes, March 18, 1689, ne e.xpreffed his

hope,
&quot; that they would leave room for the admiffion

&quot; of allProteflants whowere willing and able to ferve
&quot;

him.&quot; This he recommended as &quot; a meafure,
&quot; which would more cloffly unite them together, and
&quot;

ftrengthen them aguinft the common
adverfary.&quot;

Purfuant hereto, when the Aft for abrogating the

oaths of allegiance and fupremacy, and appointing
other oaths, was read a fecond time in the Houfe of

Lords, a claufe was propofcd, to take away the

neceflity of receiving the Sacrament at Church to

make a man capable of holding any office. This

claufe was afterwards reported to the Houfe, but it

was rejected by a great majority. The Lords

Dclamere, Stamford, North, Grey, Chefterficld,

Wharton, Lovelace, and Vaughun, entered their

protefl againft the decifionof the Houfe; a protefl

grounded on thefe principles:
&quot; That an hearty union

&quot;

amongft Proteitams is a greater fecurity to the
&quot; Church and State, than any ted that could be in-

&quot; vented: that this obligation toreceive the Sacrament,

No. I. Sec alfo Calamy s Abridgement of Baxter s Life, vol. ii.

p. 429439} and Life of Mr. Howe, p. 146461.



\o HISTORY OP THE C. I,

&quot;

is a tefl on Proteftants rather than oniPapifts: that

&quot; fo long as it is continued, there could not be that

&quot;

hearty and thorough union among Proteftants

* c which has always been wifhed, and is at this time

indifpenfably neceflary ;
and laftly,

that a greater

&quot; caution ought not to be required from fuch as

&quot; were admitted into offices, than from the Members
c of the two Houfes of Parliament, who were not

&quot;

obliged to receive the Sacrament to enable them

&quot; to fit in either Houfe.&quot;*

This claufe being loft; another modification of the

Tefl Laws was propofed, by a claufe of provifo,

that any man fhould be fufficiently qualified for any

office, employment, or place of truft, who, within a

year before or after his admiffion or entrance there

into, did receive the Sacrament of the Lord s Supper,
cither according to the ufage of the Church of

England, or in any othtr Proteftant congregation,

and could produce a certificate under the hands

of the Minifter and two other credible perfons,

members of fuch a Proteftant congregation. It

was a recommendation of this provifo, lhat while

it confulted the fcruples of the moderate difTenter, it

was an cffedlual barrier againft the confcientious

Papift s intrufion into office
;
and left the mode

and circumftances of receiving the Sacrament, as

an inftance of obedience to the divine inftitution,

and a deliberate aft of pure devotion, to the judg
ment and confcienccs of individuals. But the mild

A complete Collection of Protefts, p. 6z, 63. Birch s Life of

Tillotfon, p. 170, 171.
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counfels of wifdora and equity are not heard amidft

the agitations of party. On the queftion being

put, this claufe was likewifc rejected by a great ma^

jority. Six Lords diftinguifhed themfelves by entering

their difTent : namely, Oxford, Lovelace, Wharcon,

Mordaunt, Montague, and Paget. Their proteft

was placed on thefe grounds :
&quot; That the rejection

&quot; of the claufe gave a great part of the Proteftant

44 freemen reafon to complain of hard ufage ;
and

4C
it deprived the king and kingdom, for a mere

&quot;

fcruple of confcience, which implicated no caufe of
&quot;

fufpicion or difaffe&ion to the government, of the

&quot; fervices of divers fit and able men : That when the

&quot;

King had, as the common and indulgent father of
44 his people, exprefled an earned defire of liberty
&quot; for tender confciences to his Proteftant fubje&s,
44 and divers bifhops had profefled * the fame and
&quot; owned its reafonablenefs, there was reafon to

&quot;

apprehend it would, by confining fecular employ-
&quot; ments to ecclefiaflical conformity, raife fufpicions
&quot; in men s minds of fomething different from the cafe

&quot; of religion and the public, or a defign to heal the

&amp;lt;e national breaches : That, to fct a mark of humi-
44

liation and diflinftion on any fort of men, who had
&quot; not rendered themfelves juflly fufpefted to the

&quot;

government, ought always to be avoided by the

&quot; makers of juft and equitable laws ;
but would

* have a particular ill effeft on the reformed intcreft

44
at home and abroad, at a jun&ure that (lood in

&quot; need of the united hands auJ hearts of all Pro-
44

teflants : That it turned the edge of a law, intended
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&quot;

againft Papifts, upon Proteftants and the friends

&quot; of government ;
and made taking the Sacrament

&quot; the means of weakening the intereft of Proteftancs,
&amp;lt;c

by catting ofFa part of them: That as the myfteries
&quot; of religion and divine worfhip are of divine

&quot;

original, and of a nature wholly diftinc~l from the

&quot; fecular affairs of public fociety, they cannot be
&amp;lt;c

applied to thofe ends ; and, by the law of the

&quot;

Gofpel, and on the principles of prudence, offence

u
ought not to be given to tender confciences,

&quot; within or without the Church, by mixing facred

&quot;

rayfteries with fecular interefls
; and, that to punifh

&quot;

any one without a crime is inconfiftent with the
&quot; law of GOD, with common equity, and the right
&quot; of every free-born fubjecl. If not to take the
&quot; Sacrament according to the ufage of the Church

of England be a crime, every one ought to be
&quot;

puniQied for it; this no one affirms : If it be no
&quot;

crime, thofe who are capable and judged fit for

employment by the King, ought not to be punifhed
;&amp;lt; with a law of exclusion, for not doing that which
;k

it is no crime to forbear : And that taking the Sa-
&quot; cramem in any Protefhnt congregation would be
&quot; as effeflual a ted to difcover and keep outPapifts.&quot;*

Thefe Bills, which had a conciliatory tendency,
having failed

; the objett which had been propofed
by them was brought forward under another form,
in a Bill &quot;

for uniting their
Majefties Proteftant

In the Committee this Bill underwent
fcvcral amendments.

Bifliop Burnet moved a

Colleftion of Protefts, p. 64, 65.
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provifo, that the fubfcription it requires to the

Articles (hould only be, inftead of aflent and confcnt,

tofubmit, with a promife of conformity. There was

alfo a provifo for difpenfing with kneeling at the

Sacrament, and being baptized with the fign of the

Crofs, to fuch as, after conference upon thofe

heads, (hould folemnly protefl they were not fatisfied

as to the lawfulnefs of them. Another provifo was

offered, that in imitation of the Afts pafled in the

reigns of Henry VIII. and Edward VI., a number

of perfons, both of the clergy and laity, fhould be

empowered to prepare fuch a reformation of things,

relating to the Church, as might be offered to the

King and Parliament, in order to heal the exifting

divifions, and to correct the errors and defects of

the conftitution. The firft provifo was, obvioufly,

little calculated to yield fatisfaftion to a fcrupulous

mind ; for integrity would revolt at a promife of

conforming to points, to which the judgment could

not confcientioufly and finccrely give its affent. And

the biftiop incurred, by moving it, the fevere cen-

fure of the clergy ;
as he did alfo, by the zealous

fupport which he gave to the claufe for difpenfing

with the pofture of kneeling at the Sacrament. The

fccond provifo occafioned a warm debate j
for the

chief exception of the Drflenters being directed

againfl the pofture, it was thought that to give up

this, was to open a way for them to come into em

ployments : yet it was carried in the Houfe of Lords.

The third provifo, that fomc laymen fhould be

included in the commiffion, was prcffed with great
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earncflncfs by many of the temporal lords. Bifhop

Burner was againft it for fear of offending the

clergy; under an apprehenlion, that they would look

upon it as taking the matter out of their hands,

when he thought they were difpofed to come into

the ddign with zeal and unanimity. But he was

foon afterwards convinced that he had taken a

wrong meafure, and that the method propofed by

the temporal lords was the only one that was

likely to prove eile&ual. Upon the queition being

put* the votes, with the proxies, were equal ;
and fo

it was, according to the ancient rule in like cafes,&quot;

Temper pracfumiter pro negante,&quot;
the decifion

was conlidered as a negative.

Leave was- given to any lords to enter diflents ;

accordingly, the Marquis of Winchefter, Lords

Mordaunt and Lovelace, protefled, on the following

reafons : &quot;That the aft being defigned for the peace
&quot; of the (late, exclufively to put the clergy into the

&quot;

commiilion, as if they alone were friends to it, laid

&quot; an humiliation on the laity, as lefs able or lefs con-
4&amp;lt; cerned to provide for it ; That there could be no
&quot; reafon why commifiioners for altering things of a
&quot;

civil conititution only, which derived their eftablifh-

&quot; ment from the King, Lords, and Commons, fhould
44

confift of men of one order only ;
but on the

&quot;

fuppoGtion, that human reafon was to be quitted in

&quot;

this affair, and the infpirationof fpiritual men alone
&quot;

to be depended upon : That though, upon Romifti
&quot;

principles, the clergy alone may have a right to

&amp;lt; meddle in matters of religion; yet this did not hold
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&quot; where the Church was acknowledged to confifl ofo
&amp;lt;c

laity as well as clergy; fo thofe matters of religion
&amp;lt;c which fall under human determination, being pro-

&amp;lt;c

perly the hufmefs of the Church, belong to both,
&amp;lt;c as neither clergy or laity can make any alteration in

&quot; divine inflitutions : That to plead, that the mixing
&quot; of laymen with ecclefiafticswould frultratethedefign
&amp;lt;c of the commifllon, by the rife of differences and
&amp;lt;e

delays, was vain and out of doors
; unlefs on the

&quot;

fuppofition that the clergy and laity have diftinft

&quot;

intcrefts; a reafon, if good, why one or other fhould

cc
quit the houfe, for fear of obflruftiug the bufinefs

&quot; of it : That the fatisfaftion of DifTenters being in-

&quot; tended by the commiffion, it was convenient, more
&quot;

effectually to find expedients for that end, to mix in

&quot;

it laymen of different ranks and of different opinions
&quot;

too, than confine it only to clergymen, who are

&quot; obferved to have generally much the fame way of
4&amp;lt;

reafoningand thinking: That the moftready way to

&quot;

facilitate the paffing of any alterations into a law,
&quot; was to join in the commiffion lay lords and com-
&quot;

mons, who might be able to fatisfy both houfes of
&quot; the reafons upon which they were made

; and
&quot;

thereby remove all fears and jealoufies which evil

&quot; men might raifeagainfl the clergy, of endeavouring,
&quot; without grounds, to keep up a diflinct interefl from
&quot; that of the laity, whom they fo carefully exclude

&amp;lt; from joining with them in confutations of common
&quot;

concernment, as to debar them from any part in the

&quot;

deliberation, who have the greatefl in the dctenni-
&quot;

nation : That fuch a reftricledcominiffion was open
c
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&quot; to this great objection, that it might be made ufe

* of to evade repeated promifes and the general
&quot;

expectation of a compliance with tender con-

* fciences ;
when providing for it was taken out

&quot; of the ordinary courfe of Parliament, and put
&quot; into the hands of thofe alone who were latefl in

&quot;

admitting any need of it, and who might be
&quot;

thought, fince they were looked upon by fome as

&quot;

parties, to be the more unfit to be the fole com-
&quot;

pofers of differences : And
laflly, that it carried with

&quot;

it a dangerous fuppofuion, as if the laity were not
* a part of ihe Church, nor had any power to meddle
** in matters of religion ;

a fuppofition directly
&quot;

oppofite to the conflitution both of church and
&quot;

(late
;
a fuppofhion, which would make all altera-

&quot; tions utterly impofTible, fmce what is eftablifhed
&quot;

by law cannot be taken away or changed but
&quot;

by confeut of laymen in Parliament, the clergy
&quot; themfclves having no authority to meddle in this
&quot;

very cafe, in which the laity are excluded by this
u

vote, but what they derive from lay hands.

To thefe reafons the Earl of Stamford added,
&quot; That as well on other grounds he difTented on this
&quot; reafon

; becaufe it was contrary to the three
&quot;

ftatutes made in the reign of Henry VIII. and one
Ie

in Edward VI. which empowered thirty-two com-
;c

miffioners to alter the canon and ccclcfiaftical
&quot;

law, &c. whereof fixtccn to be of the laity, and
&amp;lt;e

fixteen of the
clergy.&quot;

This proteft of the Lords has, with great propriety,
been charaaerized by a very fcnfiblc writer, as &quot; an
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&quot; admirable
proteft.&quot;* But, asufual, the matter was

decided more by the prejudices of party, than by the

principles of reafon and equity; and the proteft of the

lords h id no other effect, than to exprefs their own

liberal and juil fentiments, and to convey down to

poflerity a vindication of their own conduct. The

bill was fent down to the Houfe of Commons, and it

was allowed to lie on the table. But inftcad of

proceeding in it, they refolved on an addrefs to

the King, requeuing him to fummon a convocation

of the clergy to attend, according to cuftom, on the

feifion of Parliament. The Lords joined in this

addrefs, which was prefented to his Majefty on

the eoth of April. He returned no anfwer till the

next day, when he declared that the Church of

England (hould always be his peculiar care. He

exprciTed his hope, that the eafe defigned for Dif-

fenters, which the addrefs profefled it was their

intention to take into confideration, would very
much contribute to the eftablifhment of the Church ;

he earneftly recommended it to them to remove the

occafions of differences and animofities ; and pro-

mifed, as foon as it would be convenient, to fummon

a convocation.

The party that was now beginning to be formed

againft the government, fays Bifhop Burnet,

pretended great zeal for the Church, and declared

their apprehenfions that it was in danger. Thefc

men, as they were unfriendly and reluftant even

to the toleration, fo they were much offended

* Belfham s Hiftory of William III, roJ. i. p. i8.

C 2
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with the Bill of Union, as containing matters rela

tive to the Church, on which the reprefentativebody

of the clergy had not even been convened. Even

they who affe&ed to be mod favourable to the

DifTenters did not give their fupport to the bill.

Their maxim was, that it was necefTary to keep up

a ftrong fa&ion in church and (late. Any mea-

fures which would render fo great a body as the

Prefbyterians cafy, and conciliate their minds to

the Church, were not, in their opinion, confident

with this maxim. The toleration, they con

ceived, would be bed maintained, in proportion as

the numbers who needed it, and were intereded

in the prefervation of it, were great. On thefe

principles the Bill of Union, being at once zealoufly

oppofed, and feebly fupported, proved abortive.&quot;*

The temper and fituation of the nation, while this

affair was agitated, appears from a converfation

which took place inthe prefence of Sir John Rerefby,

governor of York, and afterwards a non-juror.
A few days after their Majedies coronation, Dr.

Burnet, bifhop of Salifbury, complained to the Mar

quis of Halifax, lord privy feal, of the flow proceed

ings of the Commons, faying the Dutch would clap

up a peace with France, if they did not mend their

Burnet s Hiftory of his own Times, vol. iv. p. 15, 16.

It would interrupt the narrative by a long digreflion, were the rea-

Ibns urged in favour of the Bill of Union, and againft it, to be
drawn out into a full ftatement

;
but it may give the reader fatis-

faiflion to fee how the matter was argued, and aflift him in judging
of the principles on which the Bill was loft, if we lay before him,
ror.i the ftatc papers, an abllra3 of thofe reafons. See Appendix II.
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pace. He obferved, that the Church of England

was in the fault, and exprefTcd himfelf as if he

thought they meant a kindnefs to King James by
their method of procedure. The Lord Privy Seal

agreed with him in his fentimems ; and added, the

Church people hated the Dutch, and would rather

turn Papifts than receive the Prefbyterians among
them : but that, on the other hand, thefe were to

the full as rank and inveterate as thofe, and would

marr all their bufmcfs by their inadvertence with

regard to their Bill of Comprehenfion, and their ill.

timing of other bills
;

in fliort, that they would difgufl

thofe from whom they looked for indulgence. Both

his lordmip and the bifhop exprefled their anger
at the addrtfs which the Commons prefented to the

King on the day before, the i9th of April, re

minding him of his promifes to the Church of

England, defiring him to fupport and defend it, and

moving for a convocation. This, the bifliop faid,

would be the utter ruin ofthe compreheniion fcheme.*

In this (tate of parties, and under this agitation of

the public mind, it will appear an important point

gained, that in May the Toleration Aft, which we
have already mentioned, parted with little oppofition.

When we refleft on the inefficiency of the more en

larged views and the liberal wifhcs exprefled by the

Kin;*; on the unfuccefsful ifluc of other conciliating

meafures, which were propofed ; and on the impla

cable hatred to the non-conformifts (hewn at that

time by the clergy, who difcovered a difpofition to

Sir John Rcrefby s Memoirs, p. 343, 344*
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renew old feverities ;
it may feem a matter of fur-

prize that this Aft was carried ;
an Aft which gave

a kgal fanftion to the religious aflemblies of Pro-

teftant DifTenters, and put them under proteftion.
&quot; Wife and good men,&quot; fays Bifhop Burnet,

&quot; did

&quot;

very much applaud the quieting the nation by the

&quot; toleration. It feemed to be fuitable, both to the

&quot;

fpirit of the Chriftian religion, and to the interefl

&amp;lt;c of the nation. Ii was thought very unreafonable,
&quot; that while we were complaining of the cruelty of

&quot; the Church of Rome, we fhould fall into fuch

&quot;

praftices among ourfelves ; chiefly, while we were
&quot;

engaging in a war, in the progrefs of which we
&quot; fhould need the united ftrength of the whole
&quot;

nation.&quot;*

This Aft was a great acquifition. In language of

high authority, that of Lord Mansfield,
&quot;

It ren-

&quot; dered that which was illegal before, now legal ;

cc the diiTenting way of worfhip is permitted and
fct allowed by that Aft; it is not only exempted
&quot; from puniihment, but rendered innocent and law-
&quot; ful

; it is eftablifhed; it is put under the protection,
&quot; and is not merely at the connivance, of the law.&quot;

From that time the human mind began to feel its

powers, and to expand iifelf with freedom and

vigour. Here was laid the bafis of that religious

liberty, which has been the felicity and honour of

fucceeding times
;

and it opened a way for further

improvements and future enlargements in the fpirit

and exemptions of the Aft itfelf. It is gratifying to

*
Hiftoryof his owa Times, p. 16.
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refleft that this Aft has, we may hope not without

effeft, held up an inftruftive model to the reft of

Europe ; and the principles of it, that is, juft and

enlarged fentiments on the rights of confcience, have

been diffufing themfclves over the continent, and

have been tranfplanted into America.

But after every encomium to which it has a juft

claim has been beftowed upon it, this firft charter

of religious freedom was confufed and partial. It

by no means repealed all the penal ftatutes on the

fubject of religion. It left the laws againft the

Papifts in full force.* It did not abrogate the ftatutes

of Elizabeth and James I. that enaft the inflicting of

certain penalties on fuch as abfent themfelves from

divine worlhip in the Eftablifhed Church.f It ftill

left herefy fubjeft to cognizance in the ecclefiaftical

court ;
and a clergyman convi&ed of it to depriva-

* For a fummary of thefe Jaws, as they exift at prefent, lee

Blackftone s Commentaries, vol. iv. ch. 4. p. 55. Edition by

Williams, 1791.

t &quot; About the year 1788, a poor man, a diflenter, in Cornwall,
&quot; was libelled in the Spiritual Court for not attending divine worfhip
&quot; at his parifh church on the Lord s-day. He had not taken the

&quot; oaths required by the Acl of Toleration, but it being a fuflicient

&quot; defence to take them at any time duringthe profecution, he applied
&quot; to the Magiftrates of the county at their Quarter-Seflions, who ille-

&quot;

gaily refined to administer them. The confequence wa, that he
&quot; was excommunicated. Upon a reprefcntation from the Committee
&quot; of Diflenters in London, for guarding the civil rightsof the Diflent-

&quot;

ers, the Chairman of the Seflions acknowledged the error of the
&quot;

Jufliccs, and the man took the oaths at the enfuing Seflions ; but it

&quot; was then too fate.&quot; High Church Politics, p. 69. I remember

about 1761, Mr. Banger, a grocer in extenfive bufinefs, and arefpect-

able character, at Seaton, a village in thefouth of Devon, having 9
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tion, degradation, and excommunication; and a

layman to the latter with all its train of feveiities.

Its operation and benefits are limited to Proieftant

DifTcnters only ;
and did not embrace all of them,

fur Unit irian Chi iflians are cxprefsly excepted. As

to thofe whom it does comprehend, its influence is

confined. It has its exclufive claufes, not only re

quiring from all who would plead the benefits of it

the oaths to government, but exacting of their

teachers fubfcription to the thirty-nine articles, with

an exprefs exception, indeed, of thofe relating to the

government and powers of the Church, and to infant

baptifm ;
but it did not fuperfede the Corporation

and Teft A&s ; and, at this time, after repeated ap

plications to Parliament renewed in different periods,

the Diflcntcrs dill lie under the obloquy, dill feel all

the difabilities, attached to thofe Afts. The Tole

ration Aft did not exonerate the Diffenters from the

obligation impofed on them to contribute to the

maintenance of the public religious eftablifhment,

though they do not attend on its miniftrations. The
Toleration Aft did not give any fanftion or permif-

fion ro the folemnization of marriage in their own
afTcmblies and by their own minifters. The Jews,

indeed, have enjoyed that privilege, and the Quakers
aflumcd it to thcmfclves. There was great truth and

quarrel with the vicar, which led him to abfent himfelf from the

v/orlhip of the p.irilh cliuich, was threatened by him with the ex

ecution of the laws above mentioned; and to icreen himleU from

proceedings on tn&amp;lt;.m, he ju.ned a neighbouring congregation of

Di(U-n..rs at
C&amp;lt;&amp;gt;!yton,

of which I was the Mimiter; and where he

h.id bJoie trfcquuuly attended.
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propriety in the manner in which Mr. Locke repre-

fentcd the nature of this Aft, in his letter to Lim-

borch ;

&quot; You have, I doubt not, heard before this,
&quot; that toleration is at lad eftablimed here by law.

&quot; Not indeed with that latitude with which you and
&quot; other Chriitians like you, free from ambition and
&quot;

prejudice, and lovers of truth, might wifh. But
Ci

it is a great point to proceed fo far. In thefe

&quot;

beginnings are laid, I hope, thofe foundations
&quot; of liberty and peace, in which the Church of
&quot; CHRIST will be finally eftablifhed.&quot;

The King felt great fatisfa&ion in paffing this bill.

It coincided with the fixed principle of his mind,

that confcience was the province of GOD, fubjeft

to his jurifdiction alone
;
and not to be retrained

by human impofuions. The Diflcnters were fa-

tisfied and thankful
; but it was the fubjeft of regret

with many of the clergy : Dr. Robert South, his

biographer owns, by no means liked it.*

Tuough the Bill for a comprehenfion had failed,

yet the Diffenters were encouraged in a hope that the

great object would yet be obtained by other mea-

fures which were adopted to bring it about. The

dcfignwas not relinquished by the King; but renewed
and puriucd undcranothcr form. Dr. Tillotlbn, while

the matter was depending before the Houftr, re

minded the King that the Reformation, bccaufe it

refled on Parliamentary authority, was a fubjeft of

jclt with the Catholics. That no new occafion

might be given 10 a tharge of this nature, he

*
Calamy s Liic of Mr. Howe, p. 163.
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advifed referring the marter to an ecclefiaftical fynod,,

as a mode of proceeding more agreeable to the

clergy, and calculated to command the religious

refpecl of the people. He judged it would be bed,

for the f.ike of expedition, and for bringing the affair

to a point, that the King, as had formerly been the

practice, by his letters patent fhould authorife a

feleft number of learned divines to meet together,

and confult on the mod proper methods of healing

the wounds of the Church ;
and renewing harmony

between it and the Diilenters, on permanent

grounds. The icheme of union prepared by them

was to be laid before the Convocation ; and if ap

proved, it was to receive the fancYion of Parliament.

The King acceded to this propofal j
and on 1310.

of September, 1689, inverted ten bifhops and twenty
divines with an authority to prepare matters to be

laid before the Convocation, under the direction of

the following coramiffion :
* Whereas the parti-

&quot; cular forms of divine worfhip, and the rites and
&quot; ceremonies appointed to be ufed therein, being
&quot;

things ia their own nature indifferent and alter-

&quot;

ble, and fo acknowledged ; it is but reafonablc
&quot; that upon weighty and important confiderations,
&quot;

according to the various exigencies of time and

occafions, fuch changes and Alterations fhould be
&quot; made therein, as to th.?fe that are in place and
&quot;

authority fhould from time to time feem either
;&amp;lt;

neccfTiry or expedicn, . And whereas the book
;c

ot canons ib fit to 1-e reviewed, and made more
&quot;

fuitablc to the fta .e of the Church: And whereas
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&quot; there are defers and abufes in the ecclcfiaftical

&quot;courts and jurifdiftions ;
and particularly there

&quot;

is not fufficient provifion made for the removing
&amp;lt;e of fcandalous mimfters, and for the reforming

&quot; of manners either in minifters or people : And
&quot; whereas it is mod fit, that there fliould be a drift

&amp;lt;c method prefcribed for the examination of fuch
&quot;

perfons as delire to be admitted into holy orderi,
&quot; both as to their learning and manners : We
&quot;

therefore, out of our pious and princely care

&quot; for the good order and edification and unity
&quot; of the Church of England, committed to our
&amp;lt;;

charge and care, and for the reconciling, as much
&quot; as is poflible, of all differences among our good
&quot;

fubjefts, and to take away all occafions of like

&quot; for the future, have thought fit to authorize and
&quot;

empower you, &c.* and any nine of you, whereof

* The ten BiJIjops, who were empowered to aft under this

commiflion, were Dr. Thomas Lampiugh, York; Dr. Henry

Compton, London; Dr. William Lloyd, St. Afanh
; Dr. Thomas

Sprat, Rochefter ; Dr. Thomas Smith, C.irlifle ;
Dr. Jonathan

Trelawney, Exeter; Dr. Gilbert Burner, Salisbury ; Dr. Humphrey
Humphreys, Bangor; Dr. Peter Mew, Winchefter ; Dr. Nicholas

Stratford, Chelter.

The /uwi/jrjD/v/w/.--Dr.Edward Stillingfleet,dean of St. Paul s,

foon after bifliop of Worccfter ; Dr. Simon Patrick, dean of

Peterborough, and foon after bifliop of Chichcfter ; Dr. John

Tillotfon, dean of Canterbury, and foon after of St. Paul s; Dr.

Richard Mcggot, dean of Winchelter ;
Dr. John Sharp, dean of

Norwich ; Dr. John Montagu, mailer of Trinity College, Cam

bridge ; Dr. John Goodman, archdeacon of Middlefcx ; Dr. Wm.

Beveridge, archdeacon of Colchcfler ; Dr. J.jhQ Batteley, Hrch-

deacon of Canterbury ; Dr. Charles Allton, archdeacon of Effcx ;

Dr. Richard Kidder, foon after made dean of Peterborough ; Dr.

Ileory ^Vldrich, dean of Chrift-Church, Oxford ; Dr. Wm. Jane,
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&quot; three to be bifhops, to meet from time to time,

&quot; as often as ihall be needful, and to prepare fuch

&quot; alterations of the liturgy and canons, and fuch

&amp;lt;c

propofals for the reformation of ecclefiaflical

&quot;

courts, and to confider fuch other matters, as in

&quot;

your judgment may mod conduce to the ends

&quot;

above-mentioned.&quot; Great care was taken in the

choice of thefe commiffioners, Bifhop Burnet fays,

to name them fo impartially, that no exception could

lieagainft any of them. Many of them were men

who held high flations in the Church, and by their

learning and virtues were diftinguifhed ornaments of

it; asfome of them then filled episcopal fees, fo others

of them rofe afterwards to the fame eminence. A
refpe&able number of them, it may be concluded

from the fpirit of their writings and their general

characters, were not indifferent to the attainment of

the pacific objeft of their comrniffion. They had

before them all the books and papers that had at

any time been offered by the diffenters, exhibiting

their demands ; for, before the civil wars, the Pu

ritans had dated their objections to theferviceof the

eflablifhed Church. The Nonconformifts, after the

Rcfloration, had reprcfcnted their grounds of dif-

approbation. And they were furniilicd with the

rcgius profcflbr of divinity in the Univerfity of Oxford ; Dr. John
Hall, Margaret profcflbr of divinity in the fame Univerfity ; Dr.

Joieph B juumont, regius profcflbr in the Univerlity of Cambridge;
Dr. Thoims Tcniibn, archdeacon of London ; Dr. John Scott,

prcbend.iry of St- Paul s; Dr. Edward Fowler, prebendary of
Oloccftcr ; Dr. Robert Grove, prebendary of St. Paul s

; and Dr.

Willi.ims, prebendary of St. Paul s.
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advices and propofitions, which the mod learned

divines of the Church had at diiFerent times fug-

gefled, and of which Dr. Stillingfleet had made

a great collection. The commiflioners only refumed

and gave new force to a defign, which at the latter

end of the preceding reign had been concerted

by Dr. Bancroft, archbifliop of Canterbury, and

which he formed partly out of tendernefs to the

Diflfenters, and partly that the Church might not

be unprovided with fuitable and expedient plans of

Conduct at the Revolution, which his fagacity anti

cipated, as it had been at the Reftoration. The

commiflion under which they were to aft, was not

only a prudential but a neceffary legal precaution ;

as the clergy would have fubjefted themfelvcs to the

penalties of a prcemunire, by attempting to frame

new canons, without the King s leave firfl: obtained.*

It had a favourable afpect on the defign of the

commiflion, that Dr. Tillotfon, one of the com-

miilioners, drew up a paper entitled &quot;

Conceffions,
&quot; which will probably be made by the Church of

&amp;lt;c

England for the union of Protcflanrs
;&quot;

which on

September 13, 1689, he font by Dr. Stillingfleet,

another commiflioner of great weight of character,

to the Earl of Portland. The plan of accommodation

propofcd in it was to leave indifferent the ceremo

nies enjoined, or recommended in the liturgy or

canons; to revife the liturgy carefully, leaving out

the apocryphal Icflbns. correcting the tranflation of

* Bclfham s Hiftory of Cant-Britain from the Revolution, vol.

L p. 130 ; and Burnu, vol. iv. p. 44.



30 HISTORY OF THE C. 1.

the Pfalms where it was neceflary, and making

fuch alterations as would fupply defers, or remove

every ground of exception : to fubftitute, in the room

of all former declarations and fubfcriptions, one

general declaration or promife, viz. to iubmit to the

doctrine, difcipline, and worfhip of the Church of

England, as it lhall be eflabliflied by law, and to teach

and praclife accordingly, as the condition of being

admitted to exercife the office of the facred miniftry

in it. To frame, with a view to the more effectual

reformation of manners inminifters and people, a new

body of ecckfuiflical canons
;

to take out of the

hands of lay-officers,
and to invert in the bifhops,

the power of excommunication, confining its exercife

to great and important occafions; and to introduce

an effectual regulation of the ecclefiaflical courts:

not to require, as a term of preferment in the Church

of England, thofe who had been ordained in any fo

reign reformed Church, to be re-ordained : to limit,

in future, the capacity of holding any ecclefiaftical

benefice or preferment in the Church of England,
to thofe who are ordained by biihops, with a pro-
vifion that thofe who had been ordained by prefbyters

only fhould not be compelled to renounce their

former orJinntion. And with another provifion to

meet the fcruples of thofe who, when epifcopal or

dination might be had and was required by law,

doubted of the validity of ordination merely by
prt-fbyicr&amp;gt;: ;

the Doctor propofed, that it fhould be

fufficicm ior fuch pcrfonsto receive ordiniition from
a Liihop in this or the like form,

&quot;

if thou art not
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&quot;

already ordained, I ordain thee, &c.&quot; As in cafe

a doubt (hould arife as to any one s baptifm, it is

appointed by the liturgy, thai he be baptized in this

form,
&quot;

It thou art not baptized, I baptize thee.&quot;*

The ecclefialtical comraifTioners opened their cora-

milTion in the Jerufalem Chamber on the loth of

Oftober 1689. Some who were named in it

cither did not appear : or foondcferted their brethren,

among thefc were Dr. Mew, bifhop of Winchefter,

and Dr. Sprutt, bifliop of Rochelter, both of whom

had, for fome time, akd under the very illegal and

tyrannical ecckfiaftical commiffion fet up by James

II. in 1686 ; illegal, as contrary to the ftatute by
which the high commiflion had been put down in

1641; and tyrannical, as it inverted the commiiGoners

with a power to proceed in all ecclcfiaflical matters

in a fummnry and arbitrary way. Thefc prelates,

who had afted under a commiflion contrary to law,

and had functioned a flretch of prerogative which

was defigned to opprefs even the clergy, on the

prefent occafion, when the object was to unite dif-

cordant parties and to eftablifh Protcftamifm en the

firm bafis of union, felt peculiar fcruples. Thefe

prelates, as a judicious hiftorian fays with a keen

but a too jufl feverity of one of them, Dr. Sprat,
&quot;

proved themfclves to belong to that odious and
&quot;

pharifaical fraternity, who flrain at a gnat and
&quot; fwallow a camel.&quot; They pleaded, that by an Act

of Parliament in the reign of King Henry VIII. the

clergy were laid under an obligation not to enter

*
Dr. Birch s Life of Archbifhop Tillotfou, p. 182184.



32 HISTORY OF THE C. I,

into any debates about making alterations in Church

affairs, without the King s fpecial and immediate

knowledge and direction firft given concerning fuch

alterations. It was replied, that of the three methods

of doing this, either by an aft of the King s own

judgment, or by a private cabal, or by a commiflion

to a certain number of ecclefiaftics to confult and

prepare matters, that which was liable to the

lead exception was adopted. It was further urged,

that the commifiioners poflclTed no legiflative power
in this bufmefs, but were to report and fubmit their

proceedings and refolutions to the Convocation :

that they were not to be referred to the privy-

council, to avoid the fufpicion and imputation of

their being moulded by the judgment, and carried by
the influence, of laymen. But fuch arguments had

no weight with thofe who were averfe from any

alterations, and who thought too much had been

conceded by the Aft of Toleration to Diflenters,

whom they looked upon as a peevifh and obflinatc

party, and who, they affected to think, would bo
made infolent by conceiTions. With the prelates
whom \ve have already named, Dr. Aldrichand Dr.

June aifo withdrew.*

Seethe ncwc.iition of Neal s Hiftory of the Puritans, b. T.

p. 26, 27. Birch s I.iic of Tillotion, p. 192.

ALDRICH AND JANE. Thcfe nanes, of eminence and weight in

thf;ir (Ly,c;i i for ibir.c particular ni-tice here. Dr. Henry Aldrich,
fr.tr in 1647, wa-s a pupil of the famous Dr.

ufhv, and was elccled ftudcnt of Chrift-Church, Oxford, 1662.
In due time he entered into holy orik.-s, and became a celebrated
f-.tcr. Jn 1 68 1, he was Snftallcd cr.non of Chrift-Church, and
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The reft of the commiflioners clofely applied

themfelves, for feveral weeks, to the work afligned

them. The points brought under review were

well confidered: their debates were conduced with

cilmnefs and freedom : the objeft purfuecl \v:is the

entire correction of every thing that appeared to

became its dean in 1689 : He prefided over this College with great

zeal for its intcrefts, and bring a Tingle ruan, with a munificent pa

tronage. That excellent piece of architecture called Pcckwater

Quadrangle was defigned by him. He annually published, as a new-

year s gift to the fludents of his houfe, a piece of fomc ancient

Greek author. He wrote a Syftem of Logic, which parted through

feveral editions; and with Bifhop Sprat, revifed Clarendon s
&quot;

Hiflory
&quot; of the Rebellion.&quot; He had a great fhare in the Popifh Contro-

verfy, during the reign of King James II. Bcfidcs the above

preferments, he held the rectory of \Vern in Shropfhire ;
and in

1702, was chofen Prolocutor of the Convocation. He died at

Chriil-church, on the i4th of December 1710, in the 63d or 64th

year of his age, and was buried in the Cathedral, according to his

own direction, without any memorial, on the foutr f
; Je of Bifhop

Fell s grave. He is repreflnted to have been an univerfal fcholar,

and to have had a fine tafle for architecture. His manners, we are

told, were liberal, and his modefty and humility evident and ac

knowledged. The grc.iteft part of his income was expended in

works of hofpitality and beneficence, efpccially in the encourage

ment of learning; and his government of the college reflected on

him peculiar honour. Goadby s Britifh Biography, b. viii.

p. 42, note.

Dr. WM. JANE was the fon of Jofeph Jane, cfq; of Lifkeard,

Cornwall, author of &quot; Ikon Aklaltes,&quot; or Image unbroken, in

anfwcr to Milton, and Member for the borough of Lifkeard, in the

Long Parliament, under Charles the Firft. He was a great fuffert-r

for his adherence to the houfe of Stuart. His fon Dr. William

Jane was born at Lifkeard about the year 1(44. He was educated

at Wcftminfter fchool, from which he was elected a ftudent of

Chrift-church, Oxford, in 1660. After he had entered into holy

orders, he beenme lecturer of Carfax church, Oxfuid, chaplain
to Dr. Compton bifhop of London, and prebendary of St. Paul s.

In 1674, he took his degree of bachelor of divinity. In 1678, lie

D
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furnim jufl ground of difunion : a fmcere wifli was

entertained to obviate the difficulties felt by the

Diffemcrs on the fubjeft
of conformity ;

and a hope

was indulged, that if the prejudices
of the prefent

day could not be overcome, a way would be made,

by removing the chief objections, for the -more

effectual and univcrfal influence of conciliating

meafurcs on the next generation.

Under fuch anfpicious circumftances commenced

the proceedings of the commiffioners. They began

with reviewing the liturgy : and firft they examined

the calendar, in which, in the room of apocryphal

Icflbns, they ordered certain chapters of canonical

fcriptures to be read, that were more for the edi

fication of the people. The Athanafian creed being

difliked by many perfons, on account of the damna

tory claufcs, it was left to the minifter s choice to ufc

was inftalled canon of Chrift-church. In 1679, ^ c proceeded

doctor of divinity. In 1681, lie was admitted rtgius profefibr

of divinity. In 1685, he was inftalled dean of Glocefter, and

held with it the prccentorfhip of the church of Exeter. He lived

fomc years after Queen Anne s acceffion to the throne, without

obtaining any higher preferment, and died on the 6th of February

1706-7. He publilhed fome occafional Sermons, and a Treatifc

entitled,
&quot; The prelcnt Separation felf-condemned, and proved to

&quot; be Schifm,&quot; 1678, 4to.
&quot; Some Queries on the New Commiflion^

&quot;

Sec. in a Letter to a Friend/
1
a fingle ftieet, 1689, were afcribed

to him. Ik was alfo confidered as having a chief hand in pro

moting and penning the judgment and decree of the Univerfhy of

Oxford agaidft certain feditious books and damnable doctrines,

pa/Ted in the Convocation there July 1683, prefented to and

approved by Charles II., but burnt by the hangman in purfuance to

an order of the Iloufe of Lords in 1720. Birch s Life of Til-

lotion, p. 188 189 ; and Britifh Biography, vol. ix. p. 31, note.



C. I. PROTESTANT DISSENTERS. S5

or change it for the Apoftles creed. New collect*

were drawn up more agreeable to the epiftles and

gofpels, for the whole courfe of the year, and with

a force and beauty of exprelTion capable of affecting

and raifing the mind in the ftrongeft manner. The
firfl draft of them was cumpofed by Dr. Patrick,

who was efteemed to have a peculiar talent for de

votional compofitions: Dr. Burnet added to them

yet greater force and fpirit ; Dr. Stillingflcet then

examined every word in them with the mod exact

judgment : and Dr. Tillotfon gave them as it were

their laft polifh, by the mafterly touches of his

natural and flowing eloquence. Dr. Kidder, who
was well verfcd in the oriental languages, made a

new verfion of the Pfalms more conformable to the

original. Dr. Tennifon having collected throughout
the liturgy the words and expreilions to which

exceptions had been made, propofed others in their

room, which were more clear and plain, and lefs

liable to objection. Other things were propofed,
to be determined by the Convocation ; particularly

that the crofs in baptifm might be either ufed or

omitted, at the difcrction of the parents.*

*
Calamy s Abridgement of Baxter s Life, vol. i. p. 451. Birch s

Life of Tillotion, p. j 90, 191. The above abftracl of the proceed

ings of the commiflioners was communicated to Dr. Nicholls by
Dr. John William-, aftci wards bifhop ofChichefter. The original

copy of the alterations fuggeftcd by the commiflioners upon their

review of the liturgy was depofited with Dt. Tem: :

lun : he was

always cautious of trufting them out of his own keeping; alleging
jhat the publication of them, fays Dr. Birch, would not fatisfy

her fide ; but rather furnifh a hanjle for mutual reproaches.

D 3
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The commifliouers proceeded very unanimouflf

in adopting numerous other alterations. Each

article, as foon as they determined to introduce it

into their plan, was figned by the Bifhop of London.

It was agreed, that the chaunting of divine fervice

in cathedrals ihould be laid afide: that devout

and proper pfalms (hould, befides the reading of

them in courfe as before, be fele&ed for Sundays:

that in the room of the lelTons from the Apocrypha

and thofe from the Old Teftament, which were too

natural, others {hould be appointed in a new ca

lendar already fully fettled, in which are omitted all

the legendary faints -days, and others not dire&ly

referred to in the fervice book: that, not to fend

the vulgar to fearch the canons, which few of them

ever faw, a rubric be made fetting forth the use-

fulncfs, as a fit and decent ceremony, of the crofs

in baptism, though not eflential to it; and allowing
the pried to omit it, if any in confcience fcruple it ;

permitting him alfo to adminider the Lord s Supper
to thofe who refufe kneeling, in their pews; and

declaring the intention of the Lent fafls to confid

only in extraordinary acls of devotion, not in dis-

tindion of meats; dating the meaning of Rogation

Sundays and Ember Weeks, and enjoining the ex-

crcife of drift devotion on thofe ordained within

the quatuor tcmpora: That the rubric which obliges

One fide \vould, he apprehended, upbraid their brethren for gifing
up too much : the other, on the ground that thcfe cenceflions were
too little, or were not parted into a law, would juftify thei*

nonconformity.
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the minifter to read or hear common prayer pub

licly
or privately every day, be changed into an

exhortation to the people to frequent thofc prayers:

That the abfolution in morning and evening prayer

may be read by a deacon, the word priest

in the Rubric being changed into minister, and

thefe words, and remission, as not very intelligible,

be erafed : that the Gloria Patri (hall not be re

peated at the end of every pfalm, but of all appointed

for morning and evening prayer : That thofe words

in the Te Deum,
&quot; thine honourable, true, and

&quot;

only fon,&quot;
as &quot;

honourable&quot; is a civil term only,

and never ufed in facris, be thus turned,
&quot; thine

&quot;

only begotten fon : That the &quot;

Benedicite&quot; be

changed into the uSthpfalm, and other pfalms

jikewife be appointed for the &quot;

Bcneditfus&quot; and
&quot; N:tnc dimittis :&quot; That the vcrficles after the Lord s

Prayer, c. to avoid the trouble and inconvenience

of fo often varying the poflure in the worfhip,

fhall be read kneeling ;
and a promiibry aufwer of

keeping GOD S law or the like, on the part of

the people fhall follow thofe words,
&quot; Give peace

&amp;lt;c in our time, O Lord,&quot; the old refponfe being

grounded on too ftrift an acceptation of the predef-

tinacing doctrine : That all high titles or appellations

of the King and Queen, fuch as &quot; mo(t illullrious,
&quot;

religious, mighty,&quot;
&c. be left out of the pmyers,

and only the word &quot;

fovereign&quot; be retained for the

King and Queen : That thofe words in the prayer

for the King,
&quot; Grant that he may vanquifh and

* overcome all his enemies,&quot; as of too large an.
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extent if he engage in an unjuft war, (hall be

turned,
fct

Prolpcr all his righteous undertakings

againll thy enemies,&quot; or after feme fucb manner :

that in the prayer for the clergy, thcfe words,

t{ who alone worked grea: marvels/ as
fubjecl:

to

be ill interpreted by rvrfons vainly difpofcd, (hall

be changed thus,
&quot; who alone art the author of

&quot;

all good gifts ;&quot;
and thefc words &quot; the healthful

&quot;

fpirit
of thy grace&quot;.

(hall be altered into this phrafc,

&quot; the holy fpirit
of thy grace;&quot;

&quot;

healthful&quot; being

an obfolete word : That the prayer which begins,

&quot; O GOD, whofe nature and
property,&quot;*&quot;

fhall be

thrown out, as full of flrange and impertinent ex-

preflions,
and befides as not in the original, but

folded in iince by another hand : That the collects

for the mod part be changed for thofu which the

BiuSop of Chichefler has prepared ; being a rc-

vifal of the old ones, with enlargements to render

them more fenfible and afFecling, and a retrench

ment of necdlefs expreflions : That if any minifter

refufe to ufe the furplice, while the people defirc

it and the living \villbear it, the bifliop &quot;nay
fubfti-

tute in his place one who will officiate in it
; but

that the whole matter be left to the difcretion of the

* The Fraycr, to which exception is nude ;-bove, is left out of

cur prefcnt copiet cf the Book of Common 1 raycr. It flood thus

in an edition of 1629, now before me.:
&quot; O Coil, v.hofe nature and property is ever to have mercy,

&quot;

receive our humble petitions; and i!.c;:^h \ve be tied and bound
&quot; with the cliaine o{ ourfinncs, yet let the pitifulncfTc of thy great
&quot;

mercy looie us, for the honr.vir of jeili^ Cliriil s lake, our media

tor and advocate. An^n.&quot;
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bifhop : That if any define to have Godfathers and

Godmothers omirted, anJ to prefent their children

in their own names to baptifm, it be granted : That,

left wholly rejecting the Athanafian Creed fluuld

by unreafonable perfons be imputed to them as

Socinianism, a rubric fhould be made, fating or de

claring the curfes denounced therein not to be

retrained to every particular article, but intended

againfl thofe that deny the fubilancc of the Chrillian

religion in general : and laltiy, Thai: it be wholly-

left to the convocation to confider and determine

whether the amendment of the tranfl ition of the

reading Psalms^ as they are called, made by the

Bifhop of St. Afaph and Dr. Kidder, or that in the

Bible, fhall be inferted in the Prayer Book.* Some

alterations were alfo made in the litany, the com

munion fcrvice, c. and the canons.

Bcfides the above alterations in the forms of

public devotion, which the commiffioncrs agreed

to lay before the convocation, it was alfo an object

of their pious attention to provide a family book to

be authorifed by that aflembly. It contained di

rections for family devotions, with fcveral forms of

prayer for morning and evening, fuited to the dif

ferent circumftances of the families for whole ufe

they were compofed.f

Calamy s Abridgment of the Life of Baxter, p. 45* 455,

vol. i. Birch s Life ofArchbiihop Tillotfun, p. 191

* The Life of Dr. Humphrey Pndeaux, p. 61. &quot;

Family
&quot;devotion h;;d been kept up through all the nation, till the civil

&quot; war broke out in 1641. It hud bjcn conducted by the help of.
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Such were the proceedings of the commifTioners*

Thole who review them at tins diftance of time, and

free from the party prejudices arid defigns under

the influence of which the judgment of men was then

formed, muft regaid them as founded in wifdom,

moderation, and liberality of fpirir. The alterations

in the public iervices of the church which they

propofed, were not only neceilary to remove icruples

and to invite the diflentients to conformity, but it was

for the credit and honour of the church to difcard

&quot;

prccompofcd forms. Afterwards the length of extempore prayers,
&quot; winch the Puritans carried to an extravagant -.xceis, and the c .ii-

&quot;

gutting improprieties and cant introduced by many into then:,

&quot;brought family devotion itfelf into difrcpute, efpecially in the

&quot;

reign of Charles II.
;
for then it was an exprefTion of averfion

&quot; from the fectaries, and of loyalty to the Court, to brand many
&quot;

things with the imputation of fanaticifm, becauie a ranaiio.d ij.irit

&quot; had unhappily been blended with them. Of this kind was
&quot;

family prayer, which, en this ground, in compliance with the
*

prevailing vogue, was neglected by numbers. The Book or Com-
&quot; mon Prayer, which had been extravagantly run down, on ti;e

&quot;

change of times, was as extravagantly extolled by theHigh C: uiri:!i

&quot;

party, as if no other prayers were proper to beufed in families any
&quot; more than in churches.&quot; The confequencc was, that as they were

more particularly framed to be read only by men in orders; when, in

the families of nc.-blemcn and high rank there was no chaplain, they Tank
J nto difulc. This was another caufe, to which was owing the total

ncjjeft of family worfhip. It was to provide a remedy for this decay
of devotion, that the comniiili tners prepared inftruclions and ier

vices for domeftic icligion. After the con vocation was broken up,
Dr. Prideaux and otlicis, itnfiLile of the great influence ofthe reli

gion of families on the flate of piety in ilu world, were exceedingly
earn .-ft for the publication of this book. The Doctor very ftrongly
ui;v-d this on Arcbbiihop T.nnifon ; but, as it fhould feem, an op-
poitunity of obtaining the concurrence and fanclion ofa future con
vocation, without which the- Archbifhop was very reluclant to its

puMication, did not oiljr, the book never made its appearance, and
*Mi eventually loft. Sec p. 61-66.



. I. PROTESTANT F.1SSINTERS. 41

irom its fervices all improprieties, and whatever was

inconfident with good fenfe and tade. The mea-

fures which the commillioncrs were authorifcd to

adopt, derived a fan&ion from the revifal of the

edablifhed forms that had taken place in 1661.

They derived a recent function from the line of conduct

which the late Archbifbop of Canterbury, Dr.

Bancroft, as we have intimated, had purfucd. He
was one of the revifers in 1661. When afterwards

he was advanced to the archiepifcopal fee, confcious

of the imperreftions of our liturgy, he flood fore-

mod in projecting a plan, by which that, together

with ihe articles, &c. mi^lu be brought under ao C?

proper review and be fairly examined. &amp;lt;k Thiscx-
&quot;

cellent
prelate,&quot;

obferves a late Noble writer,*
cc

gave at lead this early tcdimony, that he who had
&quot; borne in 1661 a part in framing them, had never
Cc confidered thcfe matters as

finally concluded.
&quot; He went farther ; for he made public his opinion
&quot;

by circulating his dire&ions thereupon to the
&quot;

biihops and clergy of his province ;
his lad acl, I

&quot;

believe, as Metropolitan.&quot; This was a weighty
recommendation to the proceedings of the commif-

fioners who were employed in carrying into eiTeft

the plan which Bancroft had not the opportunity

of bringing forward, but which he had {hewn a

itrong difpoiition to patronife and a (lilt.

Several publications, fliewiug the reafonablenefs

and neceflity of making proper alterations and obvia-

&quot; Hints fubmittcd to the ferious attention of the Clergy, See.&quot;

a tract, for which there is no doubt the public is indebted to the pen

yf his Grace the late Duke of Grafton. p. 34.
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ting objections, came out about this time frorri the

pens of learned and refpectable characters in the

church ; efpecially from Dr. Prideaux dean of

Norwich, who addreflkd the public on the fubject

in different tracts. In one entitled &quot; A Letter to a

c Member of Parliament/ he obferved,
&quot; that no

&quot; alteration was intended, but in things declared to

&amp;lt;e be alterable by the church itfelf. And if things
c&amp;lt; alterable be altered upon the grounds of prudence
&quot; and charity, and things defective be fupplied,
* c and things abated be rellored to their proper ufe,

&quot; and things of a mere ordinary compofition re-

* c vifed and improved ;
whilfl the doctrine, govern-

&quot;

ment, and worfhip of the church remain entire,

*
in all the fubflamial parts of them ; we have all

&quot; reafon to believe, that this will be fo far from in-

&quot;

juring the church, that on the contrary ii {hall

n receive a great benefit by it.
5 *

Dr. Burnet, the bifhop of Salifbury, delivered a

tiifcourfe at St. Lawrence, Jewry, on November 16,

from Acts vii. 26, with an evident view to the con

ciliatory meafures which were then in contemplation,

It was a feafonable, earnefl, and impreffive exhor

tation to peace and union. His lorddiip lamented

the long corned which had exifted about things

confcrled by all to be indifferent; and the alarm

which had been taken at the fmalleft efforts made to

reconcile the contending parties. The propofed

alterations, he obferved, were of themfelvesdefirable;

though not one diffenter fhould be gained by them;
* As quoted in the Free and Candid Difquifitions,&quot; p. 281,282.
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and they were fuc^i as tenJed to render all offices of

the church both more unexceptionable and more

edifying, lie urged, that in ftend of indulging the

pride of not yielding to one another in any thing,

they Ihould rather engage, with a holy em-jiation, to

try who could concede moi for the healing of thofc

wounds that had been ib often opened and that

began then to bleed afrdh. Referring to the Aft

of Toleration, which had lately been patted, his dif-

courfe breathed thefe enlarged fentiments of libera

lity ;

&quot; GOD be thanked for
it,&quot;

faid the bifhop,
&quot; that there is an end to all perfccution in matters
&quot; of confciencej and that the firft and chief right
&quot; of human nature, of following the dictates of
tc confcience in the fervice of GOD, is fecured to all

&quot; men amongft us; and that we are freed, I hope,
&quot; for ever from all the remains of the worfl part of
&quot;

Popery that we had too long retained, I mean
&quot; the fpirit of perfccution. If this give uneafmefs
&quot; to any, it Ihews that their eye is evil, becaufe the
&quot;

eye of our legifldtors has been good towards thofe

&quot;

who, though they may be miftakeii in their

&quot;

notions, yet have ftill the rights of men and of
&quot; Chriftians. But after all this, it is to be remem-
&quot;

bercd, that men may be flill perfecutors, though
&quot;

they are not able to perfccute any longer, accord-
* c

ing to our Saviour s charging the guilt of intended

&quot;

fins on thofe who never acled them : for as long
&quot; as we entertain hatred and malice in our hearts,
&quot; and wifli that it were in our power to do others

c

hurt, fo long we become guilty before GOD, and
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&quot; fo do wrong to ourfelves, though we are not in a

&quot; condition to do them any ;
but if we do them

&quot;

all the wrong we can, we ihew what our tempers
&quot;

are, and that we would do more if it were in our

&quot;

power. If we love to keep up old differences

&quot; or to create new ones ;
if we will continue to make

&quot; the terms of communion with us as (Irak as pof-
&quot;

fibly we can, and fliut out all perfons, as much as

&quot; in us lies, from joining labours with us, becaufe

* c

they do not in all things think as we do ;
if we

&quot; will by turns employ all the imereft \ve have in

&quot;

any turn of government that is kind to us, to do
&quot;

wrong to others, either by loading them with
&quot;

falfe accufations, by aggravating fome leffer mat-
&quot;

ters, or by an undue profecution of real but re-

&quot;

pented faults : all thefe are the feveral inftances,
&quot;

in which an injurious temper (hews itfclf
;
and

u while fuch things are among us, we are under
&quot; the guilt that is charged on thofe Ifraelites in my
&quot;

text, who though they were brethren, yet did
&quot;

wrong one to another.&quot;*

A meafure, like that of this propofed comprehen-
fion, fo fuited to the (late of parties, fancYioned by a

royal proclamation, conducted by the moft eminent

ecclcfiaflics, powerfully recommended from the pul
pit, and that would give a new afpect to the religious

edablimment, could not fail to excite much attention.

An ecclefiaflical commiflion, fo different from that

of the former reign, did accordingly draw the

* As quoted by Calamy, abridgement of the life of Baxter^
rol. i. p. 455457-
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thoughts of men to it, and became the fubjeft
of all

their difcourfe. It was earncftly patronifed by the

approbation and good wifhes of fome. It was as

warmly ccnfured and oppofed by others.

The advocates for it alleged that it was confonant

to the laws of the land
;

that precedents, fince the

reformation in the reigns of Edward VI. Elizabeth,

James I. and Charles II. juftified
it: that inftcad of

interfering with the province of the convocation, it

was only preparatory to its proceedings : that pro-

pofals, not impofitions, were the conclufions in

which the deliberations of the commiflloncrs ter

minated. The religious denomination of the com-

miffioners, as churchmen ; their rank as bifhops,

deans, and archdeacons; their claim to fit in the

convocation
;

their reputation for abilities, probity,

and worth; were pleaded. It was urged that the bed

church is not abfohuely perfect in all circumflamial

things, nor can ever be made fo here on earth: that

churches, as well conflituted at fis-ft as the age and

cafe would bear, may, in procefs of time, admit of

alterations and improvements : that the conflitution,

notwith/landing that of 1661, was dill capable of

another revifal : that if there was reafon at t;.:.; time

or the alterations propofed, which were computed to

be about fix hundred, there was equal if not greater

reafon for fome additional improvements ; and that

if then they had offered to move much further, a

(lone would have been laid under their wheel by a

fccret but powerful hand. On the principle of

policy and felfifh feelings, it was obfervcd that the
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conformifts would derive plcafure and comfort from

the flrength and beauty which fuitable alterations

would add to the houfe, in which they were refolved

to live and die ;
and that the difl.cn ters, if they

were not gained over by ihefe concefTions, would

be left inexcufablc. The defire of their Majefties,

the concurrence of the Lords in the Bill of Union,

and the expectation of the reformed churches looking

for the adoption of inoafirres friendly to peace and

union, were confidercd as circumftances that ren

dered the preilnt time a fit juncture for fuch a defign.

To thcfe pleas it was replied, to what purpofe was

it to begin, when it was not fecn at what point to

end ? Was it not better to endure fome inconveni-

encics, from which no conftkution is exempted, than

to cxpofe themfelvcs to certain mifchiefs? When,
in 1661, fix hundred alterations had no competent

effect, what could be now expected ? The true

conformifts, it was alleged, were very well fatisfied

with their houfe, and contented to live and die in it:

that if diflenters would take polTefTion of that

houfe, make breaches in it, deface its beauty, un

dermine its flrcngih, and force them to leave it, they
could not take it well : tint the dcfires of their

Majeilies were bed known by their living in the

communion of the Eftablifhed Church, and by their

declarations to favour and protect it : that the fenfc

of the lords mufl be judged of by the fequel : that

ihc diflenters ought to -be fatisfied with the toleration

granted to them by flatute, which the partizans of

the church could not gain, for almoft twenty years,



0. I. PROTESTANT DISStNTLRS. -I?

in the civil wars : and tint flic reformed churches

generally admired the Engliih condiiucion. Many
avowed it as their opinion, that no alterations ought
at all to be made in things pertaining to religion,

but when there was a great neceffity : that there

was no fuch necdTiry : that if there were, it was not

then a feafonable time, when fo many f i:
. rs of the

church and eminent clerLyrncrn, o r
i account, of their

fufpenfion for not taking the oaihs, were incapable

of afting in the affair.

By fome of moderate fentiments and temper it

was readily granted, that frequent alterations would

be dangerous to religion ;
but even they afferted the

nectffity of alterations in the prefent cafe. They
affc ned the inJifpenfable obligation of doing the

utmoft that could be done to remove the evils of

a fchifm which had very long difturbed the Chriftian

church in thefe lands ; and which would mod cer

tainly lie at the door of thofe who did not ufe their

bed endeavours to remove them : that no way of at

tempting it was left, but by offering moderate and

temperate terms to the dhTentients, whom perfua-

fions had uot mollified, nor arguments convinced
;

and whom church ccnfurcs and penal laws had only

irritated. The remedy which now offered was to

concede, as far as poilible, with refpeft to thofe ex-

ceptcd paffages in the liturgy, and thofe ceremonies

in the worfhip, to which their diffenting brethren

could not conform. They afkcd, with propriety and

force and with a lenient fpirit,
&quot; What arc thofe

&quot;

things about which we differ, that we muft for
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&quot; ever f.icrifke to them the peace both of church

&quot; and date, without abating the lead tittle for fo

&quot;

great a good as that of the common union of
&quot; Chrifiians among us ? Is it not enough that for

&quot; the fake of trifles we have for thefe thirty years pad
&quot; driven ui) our divifions and animofities againd each

&quot;

othi-r to fuch a height, as that we had almofl:

&quot;

totally given up our church to popery, and our

&quot;

government to tyranny ? Certainly it is now time

&amp;lt;

c to fit down and confuler, whether thofe things, for

&amp;lt;; the fake of which we bring fo much mifchief to

&quot;

this poor didrcfied church and nation, are of fo

&quot;

great a value, that nothing mud be abated of that

&quot; unreafonable rigour whereby we have hitherto

&quot; maintained them. Could but an union be once
&quot;

effected amongft ourfelves, we neol not fear all

&quot; the power of France and Rome in the firmed union
cc

againd us.&quot;

&quot;While the meafures propofed by the commif-

fioners recommended themfelves to the minds of

many as cc
wife, equitable, and pacific,

5 *

there ex-

iflcd, as we have noticed, in the opinion of others,

who viewed them in a different light, drong objec

tions againd them, which the advocates for the mea-

furcs endeavoured to obviate. The timid were alarmed

at the idea of altering any thing in a well-conditiued

church. It was like drawing a beam out of a well-built

houfc, which could not be done without endangering
the fabric. They did not perceive that this apprehen-

lion, if men had yielded to ir, would have edeftually

prevented the reformation from popery. The cautious
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were deterred from beginning, becaufe they could not

forefce where the alterations would (lop ; though it

was replied, that they would (lop when any thing

not fit to be done was propofed. On the fame fpirit,

it was objected, they who want alterations will be

flill craving for more. It was anfwcred, that to

deny what it was ju(t and fitting to grant, was to give

them a great advantage, and to ailord ground for

complaint and remonflrance. An aiTefted delicacy

for the honour of the church pleaded that changing

\vas reproachful : the reflexion never occurred, that

it was more reproachful obftinately to refift a change,

for which good reafons might be alleged. With

a temper peculiarly illiberal and uncandid, it was

urged by fome that the Diflenters were obftinate

and perverfe, and that there was no reafon to en

deavour to gratify them. They who reafoned thus,

were reminded of the conduft of phyficians who do

not prefently cad off a pcevifh patient, but fludy to

fuit his palate and humour; which pattern of /kill

and gemlenefs it became them to imitate ; and, as an

objection to the proceedings was drawn from the

abfence of the fufpendcd bifhops and clergy, and

the want of their aid and concurrence; it was anfwered,

that the needful alterations might be made without

them; and that their approbation, if they were true

to the public interell, or their own promifes, might
be undoubtedly expected.

Thefc reafonings and picas, though they came

from eminent perfons of the church, did not in the

leafl deree move thole who had fixed their r.e !i*
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it!tra, and were refolved not to advance a ftep, of

their own good-will, beyond the line drawn by their

forefathers. The Afts for Uniformity were repre-

fenred as much more effectual fecurities for union,

than any alterations could be which the church was

able juftly
to fandion. If the Aft of Uniformity

has made one diflenter, toleration and alterations, it

was faid, have created hundreds.*

Among the tracts publifhed on this occafion, one,

from its title
&quot; Vox Cleri,t&quot; maybe fuppofedto ex-

prefs both the fpirit
and fentimcnts of the clergy, who

were inimical to any alterations. Of this production,

the following pafliiges will give the leader a fpecimen.

*
Crtlamy, vol. i. p. 458460.

fr The tract entitled
&quot; Vox Cleri&quot; was imputed to Mr. Thomas

Lo.-g a prebendary of Exeter. It was oppofed by &quot;An anfwer
44 to Vox Cleri, &c. cxaminingthe reifons againfl any alterations and
&quot; abatements in oulei to a comprehenfion, and mewing the expc-
&quot;

c .icncy thereof
;&quot;

ft id to be written by Dr. Wm. Payne, 1690, 4to.
&quot; V.\ Populi, or the Senfe of the ibber Laymen of the Church of

England, concem ng tlie heads propofcd in his Majefty s Com-

miHion to the Convocation,&quot; 1690, 410.&quot; Vox Regis etRcgni, or

; Pi o- eft againft Vox Cleri, and a perfuafive (thereby occafioned)
*

t(&amp;gt; make fuch alterations as may give cafe to our diflenting brcth-

rcn,&quot; 1690, 4to. And &quot; Two Letters and a vindication of them,
&quot;

concerning alterations in the liturgy, by Mr. Baflet,&quot; 1689, 410.

The &quot; Anfwer to Vox Cleri&quot; was replied to in a &quot;

juft Cenfure of
&quot;

it
;&quot;

and Dr. Henry Maurice, chaplain to Archbifhop Sancroft,

publilhc.1
&quot; Remarks from t!ie country upon the two letteis relating

&quot; to the Convocation and alterations.&quot;* The fpirit and prejudices of

Mr. L
&amp;gt;ng,

the fuppofed author of the &quot;

VoxClcri,&quot; are exprcfied

by his own pen in the tenor of his charac&quot;ieriftic tl epitaph on Mr.

Baxter, given from Dr. Grey in my edition of Neal s Iliflory of

the Puritans, vol. v. p. 7, nutc,

* Birch s Life of Tillotfon, p. 110.
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There
is,&quot;

this writer obferves,
&quot; no necefTity

c that we fhould e^pofe ourfelves to that reproach
&quot; which is endeavoured to be fixed on Come of us,
&quot; of being ecclefiaftical tinkers, who undertaking to

&quot; mend one hole do ufually make two or three.

&quot; We have, by (landing our ground, put to flight one
&quot; formidable enemy; and is there a ncceflity that by
*

giving ground, we fliould bring ourfelves under
&quot; the power of another ? What though there be
&quot; fome few that are really but caufclefsly offended at

&quot; our ceremonies, mud we for their fake give oifence

&quot;

to the Church of GOD? What neceiTity is there

&quot; that for the fake of a few ignorant or peevifh or

&quot;

unfatisfiable perfons, that will not be pleafed with
&quot;

all that we can do, we fliould confirm them in their

&quot;

obftinacy, by yielding and complying with their

&quot; humours ? Is it
neceflary,&quot;

the author proceeds,
&quot; that a parent fliould yield to a difobedient child
&quot;

upon his own unreafonable terms? Is it neceflary
&quot; that a church, in which all things neceflary to
&quot; falvation may be freely enjoyed, fliould accufe her-
&amp;lt;c felf of the want of Chriilian charity, and of impo-
&quot;

flng fuch fmful terms fcr admitting others into

* her communion, as were purpofcly dcfigned to

&quot;

keep them out, and afterwards voluntarily caft oil

&quot; thofe things, and thereby confcfs themfelves guilty
&quot; of fo great uncharitablcncfc ? Is it ncccflury that

we fliould part with any thing to them, of whom
&quot; we have rcafon to fufpeft that they will not leave
u

craving till they have all ? When thefe things,
l and fuch as thefe, are proved to be neceflary, thun

E 2
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&quot;

(hail we be ready to make alterations in our cerc-

&amp;lt;c

monies, and other circumftances : in the mean
&quot; time we (hall account ourfelves happy in the num-
&quot; ber of thofe Englifhmen, who know when they
&quot; are well oil?

*

The language and (train of thefe paragraphs attefl

the truth and correftnefs of the preceding ftatement.

They are dilated in a high tone of authority. The

writer, and they whom he reprefented, had forgotten

the principles of the Reformation
; they had forgotten

the IcfTons of their Divine Mafler: &quot; Call no man

&amp;lt;

c

mafter, nor be ye called rabbi, for one is your
&quot;

mafler, even CHRIST, and allye ARE BRETHREN.

Ye know that the princes of the Gentiles exercife

&quot; dominion over them
;
and they that are great ex-

&quot; ercife authority upon them: but it shall NOT BE
&quot; SO AMONG YOU.&quot;

While thele debates were agitated, and matters

were argued on both fides, the party in the interefl

of the abdicated king availed themfelves of the oc-

cafion to inflame the minds of men. They raifed the

cry, that the church was to be pulled down, and the

prcfbytcry to be fct up; that the defign was to di

vide and diftract the church
;

and under the offer

of fuch conccflions, to betray and enfeeble it, and to

cxpofe it to ridicule. The Univerfhies took the
alarm

;
and began to proteft againft the plan, and

againfl all who promoted it, as perfons whofe inten

tion: were to weaken the church. Severe reflexions

T.erc alfo thrown out againfl the King for joining
* As (juctcd by Calamy, p. 461.
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an interefl inimical to ir. Th-j &quot;

Church&quot; was the

Shibboleth of the day ;
the word given out by

the Jacobite faction, under which they thought

they might more fafely flicker themfclves. General

expectation was directed forward to the meeting of

the convocation in December, as to the period when

thefe differences would be brought to an authorita

tive determimrion. In every quarter there were

great canvaflings in the election of members of the

convocation, a thing not known in former times.

It was foon very vifible, that the temper of men was

not cool and calm enough to encourage the pro-

fecutiou of a pacific and liberal defign.*

The zeal both of the friends to the object of the

commiflion, and of thofe who oppofed it, was directed

to the appointment of the prolocutor of the lower

houfe of convocation at the enfuing meeting. The

former and the Court were folicitous to carry the

election of Dr. Tillotfon, the dean of St. Paul s,

His prudence and moderation would improve the

influence that being in the chair would give him, to

promote the ends for which the convocation was

called. The other party fet up as his competitor

Dr. Jane, dean of Gloccfler and regius protcfTor

of divinity in Oxford ; whom difappointment and

ambition, as well as his principles, difpofed to coun

teract whatever was to be fubmittcd to the convoca

tion. The general temper of the clergy was in favour

of his election; and it was effectually fecured by the

intrigues of two noblemen, the Earls of Clarendon

* Burnet sIIiftory, vul.ir. p. 46, 47,
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and Rochefter, who, on their mothers fide, were

nephews to the Queen ;
and who, on this ground,

h;id raifed their expectation of being appointed to

fomeof the higheremployments under the new govern

ment. Difappointed in their afpiring views, refent-

ment inftigated them to ufe their efforts to embarrafs

the meafures which they were not invited to conduct.

Among other fchemes, they fet themfelves to defeat

the objects for which the clerical aflembly had been

convened ;
and with this defign they directed their

thoughts to Dr. Jane, as a competitor with Dr.

Tillotfon. They went to Oxford to bring him

over to their counfels, and found him very ready,

from mortified ambition, to concur in all their pro-

pofals. The Dean of Gloceiter, with three other

deputies, had waited on the Prince of Orange at

Hungerford, on his march to London, to offer him

the plate of the Univerfity of Oxford, which the

Prince Jiandfomely refufed
;
and from a high opinion

of the merit of his fervices, he afked a nomination

to the fee of Exeter, then vacant by the tranilation

of Bifhop Lamplugh to the archiepifcopal fee of

York ; but his requcfl was not granted, becaufe the

preferment he folicited had been previoiifly

promifed to Dr. Trelawney bilhop of Briftol :

at this he was fo difgufled, that he became ever after

a profefTcd enemy to King William and his govern-
mcnt.* Dr. Tillotfon Lad alfo from, a fimilar

caufe, an opponent in one of the commiflioners,

* Prideaux s Life, p. 5^ 55, 56.
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Dr. Compton bifhop of London, who was jealous

of the Dean of Sr. Paul s, under an apprchenfion that

the fee of Canterbury, of which he had once before,

on the tranflation of Dr. Bancroft to it, been dilap-

pointed, was intended for Dr. Tillotfon. This

preferment he conceived to be due to himfelf, not only

as a reward for his conduit, both before and during

the revolution, but on the ground of his rank and

family.* Thus private refcntmcnts and perfonaj

views were oppofed to the liberal intentions of the

government ;
and with an inftdious and concealed

influence thefe felfiih feelings obflruckd and even

defeated meafures of cxtenfive and national im

portance.

The convocation met on the 21 ft of November

1689. The Bifhop of London was chofen prolo

cutor of the upper houfc, and Dr. Jane of the

lower. This election put an end to the hopes of

thofe who wifhed for a comprchenfion. The fer-

mon, in Latin, was preached by Dr. Beveridge, who
obferved that &quot; to change old laws for new is always
&amp;lt;c

dangerous, unltfs fuch a neceflity conftrain as is

&quot; othcrwife infuperable:&quot; he acknowledged, how

ever, that &quot;

nothing was, anciently, more ufual
&quot; with all the churches of GOD, than, when times

u and neceflity required it, to change the laws made
&quot;

by themfelves, to abrogate old ones, and fubflitute

&quot; others and perhaps different ones in their ftcad.

&quot; This could not be unknown to any one who is

*
Birch s Life of TUlotion, p. 300,
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&quot; verfed in erclcfraftical
hiflory.&quot;*

On the 2fth of

November the new prolocutor was prefented to

theBiihop of London, whofe chaplain he had been,

for his lordlhip s approbation. According to cuftom

headdrefled the aflembly in a I/uin fpeech. lie ex

tolled the excellence of the Church of- England as

eftabliihed by law, above all other national eita-

blifhments
;

intimated that it wanted no amendment ;

and, with an air of triumph, concluded in the lan

guage of the EnglHh Barons on a different occafion,
&quot; Nohtmus le^es Anglia mutnri ;f&quot; expreiTive of a

determination not to confent to any change of the

Englifh laws. The bifhop in his antwer, delivered

* Candid Difquifitions, p. 282, note 18, ad edit.

f This famous anfwer, Bifhop Warburton oblerves, has ocen

quoted a thoufand and a thouiand times; and yet no body feems

to have underitood the policy and management from which

it arofe, and which it at firil implied. It originated with a Bill

brought into Parliament in the reign of Henry If. by thebifnops,

who, as partifans or the Pope, wifhed to fubjecT: England to the

imperial and papal laws. The catties of the barons, under the

Norman and Pluntagenet IMCL-S, were full of baitards ; fo that

tlv: vci y name w::s h &amp;gt;nour.ibio. The biihops to meet tiiisilateof

things, and to diaw the borons inio tluir views, with an air of great

courtcfy and confideration for the liuuition of their defendants,

propoleo it to Parliament to p.ii -j an Act, \vhioh (houkl legalize
children born bcforem.irriagc. The barons penetrated into the

djfign of the m,:;,furo, and anfv.\:rcd with o.ie v ic-j,
&quot;

Q^aod no-
;

lunt leges Anglia; ::mtari :&quot; rejecting a jin-.poli.ion moft agreeable
ID them, from fl\:r of tl e co !i to-(|iii:nce., the introdudion of the

iT.j-cnal I.iws, whofe very g,.,,uis and cfilnce was arbitral y, dcipotic

power. Their anf-A.-r lliev/s ic,
&amp;lt;l Noluinus leges Anglia: mutari;&quot;

id nothing to object to the reform, but they were afraid for

i!iLCu:-.:ir.uiion. Letttr^of a Kite eminent Prelate, p. 199, 8vo. edit,



C. I. PROTESTANT DIS3ENTERS. 57

alfo in Latin, affected, though he had been a party

in the inirigucs u&amp;gt; which Dr. Jane owed his election,

a conciliatory tone. lie ohorttd the clergy to

exercifc and promote a temper of kindnefs and

moderation in things not eflemial to falvation, and to

open the door of falvation to a multitude of Graying

Chridians. He told them,
&quot; that it mud needs

w be their duty to (hew the fame indulgence and
&quot;

charity to diffenters under King William, which
* e fome of the biihops and cleroy had promifed to

&quot; them in thur addreiles to King James.&quot; He
clofed liis fpeech, \vith the words of Jofeph to his

brethren,
&quot; Ne tumultuamini in confiliis

veftris,&quot;

admonilhing them to preferve unanimity and concord

in their proceedings.

At the next meeting the bifhop informed the

convocation, that the royal commiilion, by which

they were empowered to aft, had been difcovered to

be defective by an eminent civilian to whom he had

communicated it, becaufe the great feal was not

affixed to it : for which reaibn, he fhould prorogue

them, till that royal alteration was procured. On
the 4th of December, When both houfes were con

vened in Henry Vllth s chapel, the commiffion dated

the 3oth of November, and having the great feal

annexed to it, was delivered by the Earl of Notting

ham, who had always finalized himfelf by his

active exertions on behalf of the church. It was

accompanied with a meilage from the King, afluring

the convocation of his invariable favour and protec

tion :
&quot; That his Majefty had fummoncd it, not only
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&quot; becaufe it was ufual upon holding a Parliament,,

l&amp;lt; but out of a pious zeal to do every thing that

&quot;

might tend to the eftablifhment of the Church

of England, which was fo eminent a part of

&quot; the reformed church, and Deft fuited the con-

&quot; ftitution of this government : that he doubted not

te but that they would aflift him in promoting its

&amp;lt;J

welfare, fo that no prejudices with which fome
tc

might labour to poffefs them, {hould difappoint
&quot; his good intentions, or deprive the church of

cc
any benefit from their confutations. His Majefty

&quot;

cxpreffed his expectations, that the things that

&amp;lt;

c {hould be propofed would be calmly and im-

c

partially confiJered by them : and he allured them
&quot; that he would offer nothing to them, but what
c; (hould be for the honour, peace, and advantage,
&quot; both of the Proteflant religion in general, and of
&quot; the Church of England in

particular.&quot; The Earl

of Nottingham, after he had delivered the King s

mdTage, addrefTed the afTembly man eloquent fpeech,

and recommended it to them to lay afide all partial

p-repoiTeflions
and animofities in their proceedings.

The bifhops withdrew to the Jerufalem chamber,
where they agreed upon an addrefs to his Majefty,
the form of which, with a copy of the royal meffage,

they fent to the lower houfe of convocation, de-

firing their concurrence. The purport of the

epifcopal addrefs was to thank his Majefty
&quot; for the

u
grace and goodnefs expreffed in his meflage, and

&quot; for the zeal (hewn in it for the Proteftant religion
&quot; in general, and the Church of England in parti-
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&quot;

cular, and for the trufl and confidence repofed in

&quot; the convocation by the commiflion. They looked
&quot;

upon thefe marks of his Majefty s care and favour
&quot; as the continuance of the great deliverance which
&quot; ALMIGHTY GOD had wrought by his means,
&quot;

making him the blcffcd inftrument of their pre-
&quot; fervation from the cruelty of popifh tyranny. As
&quot;

they had often thanked GOD for this, fo they
&quot; could not forget that high obligation and duty
&quot; which they owed to his Majefly. On the renewed
&quot; aflurances of his protection and favour to the
&quot;

Church, they begged leave to renew the aiTurancc

&quot; of their conftant fidelity and obedience to his Ma-
&quot;

jefty ;
and that in purfuance of the trufl: and con-

&quot; fidence he repofed in them, they would confiJer

&quot; whatever might be offered to them with calmnefs
&quot; and

impartiality.&quot;*

The lower houfe of convocation, on
receiving

the draught of this addrefs, would not confent to it :

but firft pleaded for the privilege of prefenting a

feparate one, drawn up by themfelves ; and then

waving that claim, propofed amendments in that

fubmitted to them by the bifliops ;
for they dif.

approved of the claufc in which his Majefly s
&quot;

zeal

&quot; for the Proteftant Religion in general, and the

&quot; Church of England in
particular,&quot; was acknow.

ledged by the addreflers with fentiments ofapplaufe

and gratitude. The lower houfe conflrued this as

importing fome common union with foreign pro*

tcftants j whereas, in their judgment, the addrefs in

Bifhop Compton s Life, p. 55.
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return to his Majefly s mciTage fhould be exclufively

confined to points that concerned the Church of

England. On this principle, if they were not per

mitted to draw up a new form of their own, they

were very zealous for an amendment of that claufe.

With a view to adjuft thefe differences, the Bifliop

of Salifbury, Dr. Burnet, from the upper houfe,

and the prolocutor from the lower, were deputed to

hold a conference. It was urged by the bifhop, in

defence of the claufe to which objections were

made, that as the religious eftablilhment in this

country was not diftinguifhed from other proteft-

ant churches but by its hierarchy and revenue^

the phrafe
&quot; Church of England&quot; was an equivocal

expreffion ;
for if popery fhould again prevail, it

would be called the Church of England flill. The

prolocutor replied, that the Church of England was

diftinguiflied by its doctrine, as it ftands in the arti

cles, liiurgy,and homilies, as well as by its hierarchy
:

and that the term proteflant churches, as the So-

cfnians, Anabaptifts, and Quakers, afiumed that

title, was Hill more equivocal. It was dated, that

the reafons why the bifhops infifted on the exprefs
mention of the proteftant religion, were, i. Its

being in oppofition to the errors and orruptions of

the Church of Rome, the known denomination of

the common doftrine of the weftern part of Christ-

endom. 2. That to leave it out might have ill

confequences, and be liable to ftrange conflruclions,

among proteflants as well as papifts, both at home
and abroad. 3. That it agreed with the general
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reafon offered by the clergy for their amendments,
fince this is expresfly mentioned in the King s mcf-

fage ;
and in this the Church of England was fo

much concerned, that the bilhops thought it ought
to (land in the addrefs.

The lower houfe, after debating thcfe reafons,

refufed their confent to them
;
but agreed to thank

his Majefty
&quot; for his pious zeal and care for the

&quot;

honour, peace, advantage, and dbblifhment of
&quot; the Church of England :&quot; and then to add,
&quot;

whereby we doubt not the intcreft of all the

&quot; Proteftant Churches, which is dear to us, will

&quot; under the influence of your Majefly s government
&quot; be the better fecured.&quot; The upper houfe defired

them to give their reafon for inferting
&quot;

proteftant
&quot;

churches,&quot; initead of the &quot;

protcflant religion.&quot;

It was given in thefe words :
&quot;

We, being the re-

*

prefentatives of a formed eftablilhed church, do
&quot; not think fit to mention the word religion any
&quot; farther than as it is the religion of fome formed
&quot; eftablifhed church.&quot;* The bifhops returned

the amendment with this alteration :
&quot; We doubt

&quot; not the intereft of the proteftant religion, in (this
&quot;

and) all other proteflant churches which is

&quot; dear to us, will be better iccured under your
&quot;

Majcfly s governmenr and proteflion.&quot; The

lower houfe, jealous for the honour of the Church
* Some formed dtablifhcd church. This hngunge of the

lower houle &quot;

icrvcs,&quot; as the Author of * the Confcfhonal&quot; remark ^

&quot; to chara&erifc the ipirit and piety of theie convocation men.&quot;

lie adds,
&quot;

tlie word for religion in the Greek Teftament i:

11
^raxf jE, \vbichis no where appropriated to a foimed cftabliflied
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of England, which it was conceived would fuffer

a diminution, by joining it with foreign proteftant

churches, and not content to (land even upon a level

with them, would have the words (this and} omitted.

An Adeirefs was agreed to by the upper houfe of

convocation only, and prefcnted to the King in the

Banqueiing-Houfe at Whitehall, on Thurfday the

1 2th of December, by the Bifnop of London, fix

of his cpifcopal brethren, and feveral doclors of

divinity. In this addrtfs, the thanks which had been

recommended by the bifhops, for his royal com-

mifiion, and for the zeal that he had fhewn on behalf

of the proteftant religion, were omitted. It exprefled

alfo a cool regard to the proteftant churches,

without any particular fcntiment of tendernefs to the

diileruers. The King well understood the caufe of

thefe omiflions. In his anfwer^he faid, that he
* took this addrefs very kindly from the convocation

j

&quot;

church.&quot; Paul fpeaks of y?v?/ in the Jewifh religion, Atfs xxr-

5 ; Ibme of which were juit as much efltiblijhed, as the Prcfby-
terians and Quakers arc in England. James, ch. i. 27, defines
41

pure and uadefiled religion befbic GOD and the Father,&quot; in

terms which fhcvv, that iuch religion may be pradifed and con-

formed tc, where there neither is nor ever was an cftabliflied

church. But this fort of religion, the pious conrocation men
did not think fit to mention. Their notion of religion, indeed,
hath rather a pagan caft &quot;

religtonem, cam- quac in METU
et COBREKONIA Deoi um fi;, r.ppellar.t,&quot; lays Cicero. But

another pr-.g.in feems to have had a more evangelical idea of re

ligion.
&quot; RF.LIGIOSUS eft non modo Deorum lanclitatem magni

&quot;

aeftimans, led etiam olliciolus adverfus homines.&quot; Fcftits, in

V.-ibo RELIGIOSUS.
4&amp;lt; The Confeilional.&quot; Preface to the firft edition, p. 38. Or

complete eriiiion of Archdeacon Blackburn s work:, vol. v. p. 89-.
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&quot; and that they might depend upon it, that he \voui.l

&quot; do all he had promifed, and all he could do for

&quot; the fervice of the Church of England ; and he
&quot;

wiflied them to confider this as a new aflurancc

&quot; that he would improve all occafions and up-
&amp;lt;

portunities for its fervice.&quot;

By this time the difpofitions of the lower houfe

were fully afcertained, and a great majority gave

unequivocal evidence that they were againft allowing

any alterations or amendments in the liturgy, which

was the next fubjecl to be confidered :* And as the

prefident and his brethren of the epifcopal bench

thought that it would anfvver no valuable purpofc

to communicate any propofals to them on that head,

the convocation was adjourned from the 131!! of

December to the 24th of January, after it had fat

ten days without advancing one ftep in the bufmefs

for which its members were called together. Ic was

at laft diflblved with the Parliament.!
&quot; There was at this time,&quot; fays Bifliop Burner.

&quot; but a fmall number of biftiops in the upper houfe
&quot; of convocation, and they had not their metropo-
&quot;

litan \vith them, io they had not strength and
&quot;

authority to fct things forward ; therefore thtry
&quot; advifcd the King to fuflcr the icflion to bo dii-

* &quot; In what a contemptiMj light,&quot;
ob&rves Dr. Fi:rr.-?.r.x,

&quot; docs that majority in convocation appear, who would not fb inv.cli

&quot;

as hear what was prepared fur their co r-.fidc ration, by J~ucb ctle-

&quot; brated divines* tiic glory of the Fnyllfh church, aftir.g tpJcrn
*

royal commiflion.&quot; Letters to B!ackftone, p. 83, rote.

t Calamy, vol. i. p. 461464; Broh s Life cf TII^i/li,

p. sea 207.
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&quot;continued: and feeing they were in no difpofition

&quot; to enter upon bufmefs, they were kept from doing
&quot; mifchief by prorogations for the courfe of ten

&quot;years.
This was .in reality a favour to them. For

&quot;ever fincc the year 1662 the convocation had

&quot; indeed continued to fit, but to do no bufmefs : fo

&quot; that they were kept at no final 1 charge in town,

* c but only to meet and read a latin liturgy ;
and

&quot;

consequently, it was an eafe to be freed from fuch

&quot; an attendance for no purpofe. But the ill recep-
&quot; tion the clergy gave the King s meflage raifed

&quot; a great clamour againfl them, fince all the promifes
&quot; made in King James lid s time were now fo

&quot;

entirely forgotten.&quot;

By the difagreement between the two houfes of

convocation, on the bufmefs of the royal commiflion,

was laid the foundation of the differences that after,

wards rofeto a great height, fubfifled through many

years, and broke our, on different occafions, to the

injury of religion, while they brought on the clergy
cenfure and contempt. In the inftance before us,

ihe pacific \\ilhes of the king were thwarted, his

liberal attempts proved abortive, an opportunity of

conciliating, at Icaft many of the diffenters, and of

improving the worfhip and devotional ferviccs of the

Church of England, was loft: and a defign, of which

Archbifhop Wake, when he was bifhop of Lincoln,
declared in the Houfc of Lord*, he was &amp;lt;

pcrfuaded
&quot;

it would have been for the intcrcjl and peace of

*
Burner, vol. iv. p. 4; 4 s.
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&quot; the Church and State, had it bem accompli fhed,&quot;*

has not 10 this day been refumed. The unfuccefs-

fulnefs of the propoiah for a comprchcnfion was

afcribed, in part, to the Prcibyterians. At the

time when thcfe conciliatory meal arcs were de

pending, facred orders, agreeable to the Prefbyterian

form, were given to
fifty young (Indents : and Mr.

Baxter was charged with reflecting on the Church

of England, in a book which he then published. J

It (hould be confefied^hat thefe inftances of conduct,

if they be fairly dated, were not feafonable and

cautious; and might difpleafe, if not exafpcrate, thofc

who were unfriendly to the fcheme of a compre-

henfion. But the fact was, that a jealoufy and

diftruft, not to be conquered, had taken hold of the

inferior clergy : and the adherents to James II.

who wifhed and hoped that the propofed alterations

would pafs, that they might be furnifhed with ob

jections againfl the new models of worfhip, and with

grounds for making a fchifm in the Church, in thc

warmth and precipitancy of their tempers, raifed

fuch a clamour againft them, as prevented their

being adopted. \
It was thought dangerous even by

the friends of tiie alterations to make any change,

at this juncture, that might give pretence to thofe

who did not own the exilting government to declare

themfelves adherents to the old church as well as thc

old king.

lilnts, p 1%. Life of Bifhop Compton, p. 57.

Burnet, vol. iv. p. 48.

li Calamy vol. i. p. 4^4-

F
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In a word, great was the collifion of parties at that

time, and delicate and intricate was the ftate of

affairs both in church and (late.
&quot;

It appeared in

&quot;

many vifible inftances,&quot; fays Bifhop Burnet,&quot; that

&quot; our wounds were then too tender to be either

&quot; handled or healed ;
fo that it was thought fit to

&quot;

let the matter fleep, and to give no new occafion

&quot; to heat and animofity. But at the fame time to

&quot;

keep the clergy dill ready upon call, if there

&quot; fhould be any occafion for them during the fdfions

&quot; of Parliament; yet not to charge them with a

&quot; needlcfs attendance, when the public occafions

&quot;

put them under fo many taxes : it being alfo ob-

&quot;

ferved, thai in a hot time all unne:effary affemblies

&quot;are to be avoided; for if they have no bufmefs

&quot; one way, they commonly make it another.&quot;*

Thus terminated the feventh attempt to reform

the Church of England, by confulting the fcruples

and obje&ions of thofe who were dilfatisfied with

many things in its services. The fir.fl was the

Hampton-Court conference, in the reign of James I.

Bifhop Uflier s fcheme for the red liftion of epifco-

pacy was a fccord meafure of this kind, in the time

of Charles I After the reiloration of Charles II.

propofals for a comprehcnfion were four times

brought forward. This under William III. was

thefcvcnth. Ever fince the affair has laid dormant.

Thefe dcfigns have always proceeded on a principle

not tu l.e admitted by ore who underflands the rights

of cu::!u&amp;lt;.TiCc and the nature of Chriftian liberty;

A; quoted in Ca uniy, vol. i. 1x465.
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this principle is the doctrine of impofition. Had
thcfc attempts been fuccefsful, they could have had

a temporary effeft only: for as the Scriptures are

more critically and judicioufly ftudied; as the minds

of men by improvements in fcience and knowledge
are expanded ;

as free enquiry invefligates and dif-

covers exiding corruptions in the profcflion of

Chriftianity; and as human creeds and efhiblifhed

forms of religion are examined by found reafon, and

brought to the facred ftandard of divine revelation;

new grounds of dilfatisfaclion with the received

forms and credenda have arifenj new reafons of

difTent have prefented themfelves to a reflecting

mind ; and errors in faith and worfhip, which had lain

concealed for ages, or had been under the fan&ion

of time received and tenacioufly retained as undifputed

truths, have come to light. This has been the faft;

and experience fhews, that as the human mind exerts

its powers in free, impartial enquiry, and becomes

enlightened, it gains vigour and refolution to avow

its convictions, and to act up to them. The altera

tions which would fatisfy the limited views of one

age, do by no means come up to the more difcern-

ing penetration and the .more enlarged ideas of a

iubfequent period. When the matter is confukred

in this light, we have lefs reafon to regret that thefe

pad attempts to conciliate and unite the different reli

gious parties proved abortive. We may, however,
with pleafure reflect that they were not wholly in

vain. They awakened attention; they caft light on

the (jueflions difcufled
; they difcovcred charadkrs ;

F 2
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they exercifed candour; in fomc inftances called forth

a fpirit
of liberality; and united fome worthy perfons

in mutual good opinion and in friendfhip, whom they

failed to bring under the bonds of the fame out

ward profeffion. The memorials of thefe attempts,

be it added, conftitute no unprofitable documents of

inftruftion and admonition to future times. The

records of the proceedings, on thefe attempts, re

main not only to furnilh information concerning the

ftate of opinions and parties in pad ages, but to afford

rules of conduft on future occafions, and to give a

fan&ion to new meafures of reforming and uniting

the different religious parties, and of fimplifying and

purifying their creeds and rituals. This has in reality

been the eventual effect of King William s commif-

lion, at the diflance of nearly 100 years. The

Epifcopal Church of America, at a convention of

its members from the dates of New York, New

Jerfey, Pennfylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia,

and South Carolina, holden atPhiladelphia fromSept.

27th to Oft. yth, 1785, in a revifal of the Englifh

liturgy, adopted the alterations of the Book of Com
mon Prayer, which had been propofed by the com-

miffioners under King William in 1689.* Though
the immediate purpofe of the royal commiffion

mifcarried, the effort has not been loft.

As to England ;

&quot;

here,&quot; in the failure of the

the commiffion,
&quot; hath Terminus,&quot; as the author

of &quot;the Confeffional&quot; expreffes ir, &quot;fixed his pc-
&amp;lt;;

dedal, and here hath he kept his ftation for two

* B render s Secular Eflays, p. 298.
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&quot;whole centuries. We are
juft

where the Act of
&quot;

Uniformity left us, and where, for aught that appears
&quot; in the temper of the times, the laft trumpet will

&quot; find us.&quot; Previoufly to the proroguing of the

convocation fome matters were brought forward,

by which, befides the avowed object to be obtained,

it was defigned to intereft the public mind in other

queflions, and to divert the proceedings of the

meeting from the point which they were fummoned

to confider. With this view, on the iith of

December the prolocutor attended the prefident and

biftiops, and in the name of the lower houfc, re-

prefented to their lordfliips, that u
fcveral books

&quot; of very dangerous confequencc to the Chriftian

&quot;

religion and the Church of England had been re-

&quot;

cently publifhed;
* and dcfired their lordfliips

1

advice,
&quot;

in what way and how far, without incur-

&quot;

ring the penalty of 25th of Henry VIII., the

&quot; convocation might proceed in preventing the pub-
&quot;

lication of the like fcandalous books for the future;
&quot; and inflidling the cenfures of the church, according
** to the canons provided in that behalf, upon the

&quot; authors of them.&quot;

One of the productions againfl which this requefl

was pointed, was a (heet of paper entitled &quot; Notes
&quot;

upon the Creed of Athanafius ;

*

which had met

with the candid reception and approbation of fome

learned men, both in London and other places.

They had, it appears, excited great attention; and Dr.

The Preface to the firft edition, p, 31; or Blackburnc s Works,
TOl T. p. 90.
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Sherlock thought fit to oppofe to them a large book,

as
&quot; a Vindication of the Trinity and Incarnation.

&quot;

They fell alfo under the animadverfion of two other

writers, Mr Savage and Mr. Marlow. In the year

1690 they were republilhed in a quarto pamphlet,

accompanied with an hiftorical view of &quot; The A6ls

&quot; of Great Athanalius, and Obfervaiions on Dr.

&quot; Sherlock s Treatife.&quot;

Another tract, on which it was the defign of the

lower houfe of convocation to fix a cenfure was,
&quot; a

&quot; Letter to a Friend relating to the prefent convoca-

&quot; tion at Weftminfter,&quot; by Dr. Prideaux. This

was intended as an anfwer to fevenil pamphlets from

the pens of thofe who were hoftile to any alterations.

It met with fuch warm approbation, that an iraprcf-

fion of feveml thoufands was fold within a fortnight

after its firft publication. Though it appeared with

out a name, the author was difcovered, and the rapid

and extenfive fale of it fo exafperated the other party,

that they were ready to make him the immediate

object of their ccnfurcs. But it was urged that they

ought to begin with the pamphlets which were firit

publimed : fo
jufl

and reafonable a propofal could

not be r&amp;lt; fueled.
r

i his meafure of the prolocutor,

it was alfo alleged, was an interference with the

bufinefs of the convocation ; it made an appeal to the

public on points which already were referred to the

extraordinary commifiion, and was an attempt to

prejudge a caufe before it was authoritatively heard.

To evade the objections, the whole affair was dropped ;

and they permitted the adverfary, as every advo-
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cate for alterations was conceived to be, to efcape

unpunifhed, rather than that their friends fliould be

exp )fed to the fame cenfure. The prolocutor, how

ever, on the 1 3th of December, reported to the

houfc,
&quot; that the prefident had declared his fenfc

&quot; of the ill confluences of thofe books which had
&quot; been fent up to their Iord(hips from the lower

&quot;

houfc; that, upon enquiry, he could not receive

&quot;

any fatisfaftion, how far the convocation might
&quot;

proceed in that affair; but that he would, as far as

Ci
lay in him, take further order about it.&quot;* Here

the matter concluded.

Another aiT. ir, befides the main objcft of the royal

commiffion, preflcd, at this time, with great weight

on the minds of the clergy in the convocation; and

ferved to divert the attention of men from the dif-

cuflion of queftions concerning alterations in eccle-

fiaflical matters. This was the fituation of the bifliops

and clergy who were under a fufpenfion for refuting

to take the oaths to the new government. One of

the members of the lower houfc, from a referved

kindnefs for them, in a warm and zealous fpeech

propofcd that &quot;

fomething might be done to qualify
&quot; them to fit in convocation, fo that the convocation
&quot;

might not incur any danger thereby.
1 But this

matter, after it was fuggefled, was felt to be of too

delicate a nature to be purfued, and was therefore

left to farther confideration.||

Birch s Life of Tillotfon, p. 207, zo8. Pridcaux s Life, p. 57,

58. A Collctflion of Unitarian Tra&amp;lt;fts, 410. 169.

II Dr. Compton s Life, p. 56.
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The firft day of the preceding March had been

appointed for taking the oaths of allegiance and

iupremacy to King William. Eight bifhops, and,

encouraged by their example, many individuals of

the inferior clergy, under the idea that it was repug

nant to the allegiance which they had fworn to their

late fovereign, refilled to take the oaths, and facri

ficed their benefices with a laudable integrity to

fcruples of conscience; for in confequence of their

refufal they werefufpended from the exercife of their

facred functions, and from the enjoyment of their

preferments. They were diftinguifhed by the name

of nonjurors. The bifliops fo denominated were

Sancrofc, of Canterbury; Turner, of Ely; Lake, of

Chicheflcr; Kenn, of Bath and Wells; White, of

Peterborough ; Lloyd, of Norwich ; Thomas, of

Worceder; and Frampton, of Gloceftcr. The five

firft of thete were of the number of the feven bifhops

fent to the Tower by King James, fcr refufing to

promulgate the declaration of indulgence. &quot;Thus

&quot; a fccond time, and within a very fhort interval/

obferves a very rcfpeflable author,
&quot;

facrificing,
&quot;

though in an ignoble an i unworthy caufe, their
&quot; imereft to their fincerity and

integrity.&quot;* The
vacant fees of the recufam prelates were not filled

up for more than a year. Thomas and Lake did

not long furvive their fufpenfion. The latter, on&quot;

being fvized with a dangerous diflemper, figned a

folcmn declaration, in which he avowed it to have

been his determination not 10 take the oath, though
iklfhanrs Hiftory from the Revolution tp the Hanoverian Sue-

cefTicn, vol. i. p. 115.
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the penalty had been lofs oflife; and profclled his ad

herence to the doctrine of non-refiftance and paflive

obedience, which he regarded as the diflinguiihing

characleriftics of the Church of England. After

his death this paper \vas publilhed, induftrioufly

circulated, and extolled by the party as an infpired

oracle, pronounced by a marryr to religious truth and

fincerity.* Kenn, whole publications, the genuine

effufions of his heart, had a very practical tendency,

lived after his deprivation with Lord Weymouth
at Longleat. At the death-bed of King Charles II.

when he attended on him, Biihop Burnet reports,

that &quot; Kenn fpoke with a great elevation of thought
&quot; and expreflion, like a man infpired. &quot;f HY had

been in early life chaplain in the court of the Prince

of Orange ;
and on his landing, declared heartily

for him, and zealoufly urged others to join him.

But at the debates in the convention he warmly

adopted the notion of a Prince Regent. Though he

refufed the oaths himfelf, he pcrfuaded the clergy to

take them; and wrote a paper with that defign, which

Dr. Whitby fawand read. He even went to London

with a defign to take them; but after he arrived in

town, was induced to change his mind, and ever

after continued in a warm oppofition to the govern

ment.f He died iQth March, 1710 1 1. The

*
Granger s Biographical Hiflory of England, vol. iv. p. 291,1.

J Burnet, vol. ii. p. 459.

t Burnct, vol. iv. p. 9. Granger s Biographical Hiftory of Eng-
land, vol. iv. p. 290.

5 There are two anecdotes related concerning Dr. Kenn, which
fliew the purity of his mind, the decorum of character he had Tup
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death of Dr. Thomas, on the 25th June 1689, aged

76, prevented his being deprived of his fee, though

he had been fufpendcd. Dr. Frampton, in the earlier

part of his life chaplain to the faftory at Aleppo,

retired after his deprivation to the village of Standifh,

near Glocefter; where he died on the 25 th of May

1708, in the 86th year of his age. Dr. Lloyd, a

fcholar of St. John the Evangel ill s college in Cam

bridge, refided for fome years at Lifbon as chaplain

to the faftory ;
in which poll he conduced himfdf

with fingular prudence and integrity towards the

papifts. The mod honourable teilimonials lud re

commended him, in 1675, to the fee of LandafF;

from which he was tranfhied to Peterborough in

1680, and to Norwich in 1685. After he was de

prived, he removed to London, and died in the

vicinity of that city on the ift of January 1709.
He left his library, in which were printed books and

manufcripts of great value, to the college in which

he was educated. The diocefe of Norwich, when
lie was deprived, loft a very able and worthy part or,

a man of great integrity and piety, who had
juft and

comprehcnfive views of the duties of his function
;

ported, and an independence of fpirit not to be corrupted by the in

fluence of rank and fhtion. When he refided in the court of the
Prince of Orange, he obliged one of his Highnefs s favourites to

perform his contract, by marrying a young lady of the Princefs s

train whom he had feduccd by that contract When he was chap.
Jam to Charles II. and the court was at Winchcftcr, he peremptorily
rcfufed to admit the royal miftrefs, Nell Gwynn, into his apartments.
The Stateholdcr, in the former cafe, was highly offended

; but the
Kinpr, io far from refenting his religious intrepidity, foon after made
him a bifhop. Granger, vol.iv. p. 290, wte.
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and vvhofe mind was bent to fulfil them on all oc-

calions to the benefit of his church, and the honour

of GOD.* Dr. White, after the lofs of his bifhopric,

lived in retirement, and died on the 301)1 of May
1698. Dr. Turner, the intimate friend of the pious

Bifhop Kenn, had enjuyeJ the peculiar fricndfhip

and patronage of the hue abfconded king, when he

was Duke of York, by whom he was preferred to

the deanery of Windibr, which he afterwards held

with the bifliopric of Rochefter; from which he was

tranilated to the fee of Ely, on the 23d of Anr^urt:

1684. After he was deprived, he engaged in a

correfpondence with the queen of the exiled king ;

at St. Germain s; and entered on meafures with the

Earl of Clarendon, Lord Prefton, and his brother

Mr. Graham, for reftoring King James to the

throne, wh ilft King William was abfent at a congrefs

of princes at the Hague. Thedefign was difcovered;

Dr. Prideaux s Life, p. 73.

9 Bifhop Burnct adds the name of WILLIAM PENN, the famous

Ouakcr, to thole who were engaged in this delign. But his late

liberal and intelligent biographer has fully vindicated the character

ot this great man from the mifreprefentation ; who, though his

name was inferted in a proclamation, on iufpicion of haying been

concerned in the dcfign, made it appear to the Kinii; and Council in

1693, that he never was a party in this or any other attempt of this

nature. The immediate effect of which was his acquittal from the

charge brought againft him. Valuable and fair an hiftorian as in

general is the bifhop, in this inftancc his itatcmcnt was inaccurate;

and his mind was warped by prejudice conceived agair.ft Mr. Pcnn

when they were both at the Hague. The error ft.inds on

recotd as a IcfTon of caution to future writers; but it is to be the more

regretted, as fubfequent hiflorians have copied from Burnet, and

omitted to mention Mr. Pcnn s acquittal. See Clarkfon s Life of

Pcnn, vol. ii. p. 377.
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fome of the party were apprehended and imprifoncd.

Dr. Turner abfconded. He died at Therfield in

Henfordfhire, ou Nov 2,1700.1) A vindication of

the conduct: of himfelf, and of the deprived prelates,

in rejecting
the oaths, came, with other publications,

from his pen.

The perfon to whom the prelates, who were

fellow fufferers with him, looked up with great

deference and refpect, was Archbifhop Sancroft.

He attracted their regards by his unblemiflied

morals and great learning ; commanded their atten

tion by his exalted rank ; and encouraged their

imitation by his own example of fortitude on this

occafion, and by his refufing to read the declaration

for liberty of confcience. In other inftances he had

(hewn himfelf timid andirrefolute, fluctuatingbetween

an attachment to the late king and allegiance to the

new; not uniformly confident in his fupport of the

one, nor abfolutely difcarding the interefts of the

other.
&quot;

Though he had joined the other peers and
* c

privy counfcllors in inviting the Prince of Orange
tc to take the adminiftration of the government upon
&quot;

him, he refufcd to pay his compliments of congra-
&quot; tulationat St. James s on his fafe arrival. When
&quot; the convention met, he came not to take his place
* e

among them, refolving to act neither for nor againfl
&quot; the interefts of King James; and though he him-
&quot;

fclf refufed the oaths, he cautioufly avoided taking
&quot;

any Heps, by acting or fpeaking, to deter others

U Granger, vol. iv. p. 289. Burnet, Tol.iy. p, joe; and Godwin
de Prafulibus, cura Richardibn, p. 277.
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&quot; from fuch compliance.&quot;* After his deprivation he

lived in retirement at FreflingfielJ, in the county of

Suffolk, where he was born, and where he died on

the 241)1 of November 1693, a ec^ 7^ ^c is

faid in his retirement to have cultivated his garden

with his own hand; enjoying, though with the fa-

crifice of greatnefs and fplendour, the peace of con-

fcious rectitude. In leaving Lambeth, he firfl with-

drew to a private houfe in town, Thomas earl of

Aylcfbury paid him a vifit there: the prelate re

ceived him at the door of his apartment, which he

himfclf opened. The Earl, (Iruck with this circum-

ftance of humiliation, and the total change of the fcenc

in which he had frequently beheld him at his palace,

burfl into tears. As foon as he recovered the power
of fpeech, he told him how deeply he was affected

with what he faw; and of his inability to fupprefs his

grief.
&quot;

Oh, my good lord,&quot; replied the prelate,
&quot; rather rejoice with me, for now I live again. &quot;t

The integrity of thefe prelates in refufing the

oaths to the new government, under the idea that

to take them would be a violation of their former

oaths, how erroneous foever we may think their

views to have been, reflects honour on their names.

It was a generous and magnanimous facrifice of

rank, influence, and wealth, to confcientious fcru-

ples. The religious reverence due to an oath was

flrengthened, in their cafe, by a habit of attachment,

from education a.id principle, to the royal family of

the Stuarts, and by their tenacious adherence to the

*
Bdftum, vol. i. p. t5.

*

Oranjer, vol. iv. p. c&amp;lt;5x.
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doclrines of pafiive obedience and non-refiitance.

They felt alfo their obligations to the royal houfe,

to which they owed their high preferments. Their

fituation brought them into a peculiar difficulty with

refpcft to the clergy who applied to them for inrti-

tution. They could not grant it without tendering

the oaths, which they themfelves thought unlawful.

Previotifly to the year 1660, the Chancellors of a

dioceie had been inverted with a power, in the

abfencc of the Bifhop, to give inilituticn : but by a

general agreement, in that year, the biihops deter

mined to except this power out of the patents which

they gave to their chancellors. The obligation to

fee that the clergy, before they gave them inrtitu-

tion, took the oaths to government, relied, by this

exception, folely with the bifhops ; who, if they did

not admit the clerks prefented to them, were liable

to the actions of quarc tmpcdit. Under this per

plexity, to avoid at once fuch actions and yet \vave

emitting the oaths, they granted new patents to

their chancellors, impowering them to give iniiitu-

tion.
&quot; So they inverted laymen with authority to

&quot;

admit clergymen to benefices, and to do that
&quot; which they thought unlawful, as was the fwearing
&quot;

to an ufnrpcr againft the lawful king.
r

lhus it

&quot;

appeared,&quot; fays Burner,&quot; how far the engagements
tc of intereft and parties can run men into contra-

&quot;

dictions. In the furvey of human actions and

conduO, wliat frequent occafions have we to obferve

and lament the failure of firmnefs, and deviations

Burner, vol. iv. p. 9, i?.
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from confiftency, in characters on the whole refpeft-

able for integrity and independence !

The deprived bifhops were permitted to continue

at their fees above a year ;
and no nomination was

made of others to their ccclcfiaftical pods. They
liv:d during this fpace privately in their palaces,

and performed no epifcopal funftion, and took no

part in the concerns of the church. Bilhop Burner,

by the Queen s order, engaged Sir John Trevor and

the Earl of Rochefter, who had great influence with

the prelates, to try whether they would renew their

functions, in ordinations, inflitutions, and confirma

tions, and aflift at public worfhip, as formerly,

fhould an Aft be obtained to excufe their taking the

oaths. When an attempt was made to afcertain

their fcntimcnts on thefe points, they would give no

other anfwer than that they would live quietly.

By this reply it was underftood that their intention

was to keep themfelves clofe, till the proper time

fhould encourage them to aft more openly. ||
This

was an indication, that however a confuentious

fcruple might at firfl have determined them to refufe

the oaths, an attachment to the abdicated family

had a firm hold o\\ their minds, and that they

chcnfhed the hope of an opportunity to cxprefs

again their allegiance to it. All thoughts of en

gaging them to relume their epifcopal functions

were on this laid afide: and it was determined to fill

the fees which ha 1 been vacated by deprivation.

The dctcftion of the plot which we have already

li Buirjct, vol.iv.
;&amp;gt;. t-j.
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mentioned, and the Bifhop of Ely s letters to St.

Germains, afforded a fair occafion, and furniihed a

juftification for executing this purpofe.

It was judged a matter of the firfl importance that

the fee of Canterbury (hould be well filled. The

effe&s of the other nominations would depend upon

this, and they would all take their complexion from

it. This would explain the views of the new king;

and the nation would learn from the nature of it,

whether he would continue to purfue moderate and

healing meafures, or would fall in with the paifions

and humours of a high party, that feemed to court

him as abjectly as they inwardly hated him. In this

critical moment, the King and Queen, from a defer-

vedly high opinion of the Dean of St. Paul s,

grounded on an experience of his zeal for their intereft,

and of his mild and prudent counfets for two years,

directed their thoughts to Dr. Tillotfon, the inti

mate friend of Dr. Burner, a man of large principles,

free from fuperftition, and an enemy to violence and

fevcrities ;
a man whole zeal had been directed

againd atheifm and popery ; but had never ex-

preflcd itfclf in fharpnefs and bitternefs towards the

DifTcntcrs, with many of whom he had lived in

good correfpondence, and feveral of whom, by the

foftnefs of perfuafion and arguments only, he had

been the means of bringing over to the Church.

As this amiable divine had no ambition in his tem

per, and he forefaw to what a fccne of trouble and

{lander this high Ihuion would expofe him in the

decline of life; cfpccially as the fucafiur to one
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who was called a confcflbr, and was the object of

public companion ;
he refilled the wiflies and impor

tunities of his royal friends to accept the poft, for

above a year. At length, with great uneafmefs ro

himfelf, he fubmitted to the King s command. The

fee of York foon after falling vacant, Dr. Sharp, an

excellent preacher, but who was not fteady as Tillot-

fon, nor had an equal knowledge of the world, was

promoted to it. Dr. Patrick was advanced to the

fee of Ely ;
Dr. More was made bifhop of Nor

wich; Dr. Fowler was promoted to ihe fee of

Gloucefter ;
the fee of Hereford was given to Dr.

Ironfide; that of Chichefter was bellowed on Dr.

Grove ;
and that of Briflol was afligned to Dr. Hall;

and Dr. Hough, prefident of Magdalen College, had,

the year before this, been placed in the epifcopal feat

of Oxford. &quot; So that in two
years,&quot;

obferves

Bifhop Burner,
u the King had named fifteen

&quot;

bifhops ;
and they were generally looked on as

&quot; the mofl learned, the wifed, and belt men that

&quot; were in the church. It was vifible, that in all

&quot; thefe nominations, and in filling the inferior dig-
&quot; nities that became void by their promotion, no
&quot; ambition nor court favour had appeared ;

men
&quot; were not (crumbling for preferment, nor uling
&quot;

arts or employing fi lends to fet them forward;
&quot; on the contrary, men were fought for and brought
&amp;lt;c out of their retirements, and moft of them very*
&quot; much againfl their o\vn inclinations. They were
&quot; men both of moderate principles, and of calm
t{

tempers. Thefe promotions were fuch a difco-
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&quot;

very of the King and Queen s defigns with relation

&quot; to the church, that it ferved to much remove the

&quot;

jealoulies
that fome other fteps the King had made,

&quot; were beginning to raife in the minds of the whigs,
&quot; and very much foftened the ill-humour that was

&quot;

jpread among them.*&quot;

Not only the bifhops whom we have mentioned

refufed the oaths to the new government; but many

amongft the inferior clergy, from the fame attach

ment to King James, from fimilar ideas of the per

manent obligation of the oaths by which they had

pledged their allegiance to him, without allowing

for that obligation being fet afide by the king s

breach of his coronation engagements, and from the

encouragement and (Hmulus afforded by the example
of the prelates, likewife purfued the fame line of

conduct. A bill was brought into the Houfe of

Commons, by which all perfons were required, under

feveral forfeitures and penalties, to take the oaths

by a fixed day. The clergy who fhould not comply
with the rcquifition, were to fall under fufpenfion for

fix months; and at the end of that time, on perfifting

in the rcfufal, they were to be deprived. An attempt

was made in the Iloufc of Lords to modify this bill.

Bifhop Burner took an aftive part in favour of the

eld-fry. Its objeft was, that inflead of the claufc

pofitivdy ena&ing that they fhould be obliged to

; take the oaths, the king might be empowered to ten-

el r them, and then the irfuf.il fhould iiKiir the

penalties ftated in the Acl. It was thought that fuch

*
Burnct, vol. iv. p. no, in.
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a power would be a rcftraint upon their conduft,

and fecure their quiet and peaceable deportment ;

whereas deprivation, and even the apprehenfion of

it,would create refentment, and irritate their minds, in

a fit of defperation, to undermine the government.

It was argued, that no oaths could bring them

under more ferious engagements than did the afts of

religious worfhip officially performed by them in

the church, which were a folemn avowal of their

allegiance to GOD in the face of the people ;
that if

they fhould neglect thofe offices, or perform them in

a manner different from what the law prefcribed;

they were amenable to the Aft of Uniformity. Oaths,

it was urged, when a government came to need

(Irength from them, had proved an inefficient fecu-

rity ;
and the obligation of them had been evaded by

nice diftinclions and fubtle interpretations. It was

pleaded on the other hand, that the propofed expe
dient would put a hardfhip upon the king, a meafure

to be carefully avoided : That no man, efpecially in

fo facred a concern as religion, who would not give

the fccurity of an oath, exprefied in fuch low and

general terms, ought to be trufled by a government:
That the diftancc of fix months allowed fufficient

time to fludy the point ;
and they who could not in

that fpace fatisfy themfelvcs on the lawfulnefs of

acknowledging the government, were not fit to be

continued in the highcfl pods in the church. It

further was propofed to allow an exception of twelve

clergymen, who fhould be fubjcft to the law on re-

fufing the oaths, at the requifition of the king. But
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the only mitigation that could be obtained, was a

power to the king to referve a third part of the

profits
of any twelve benefices which he (hould name,

to the incumbents deprived under this Act.* Thus

the Bill patted.

By the operation of this Acl, the clergy were

thrown into two divifions j one, which included a

great majority, took the oaths ; the other, the mino

rity, who refufed them. Among the latter were

Henry Dodwell, diftinguifhed by his learning and

great zeal to exalt the powers and dignity of the

priefthood ;
and who, in confequence of his refufal,

was deprived of the Camdenian profeflbrfhip of hif-

tory in the Univerfity of Oxford : Dr. George

Hicks, eminent for his extenfive erudition and know

ledge in antiquities, who loll the deanery of Worcef-

tf r , and the rectory of All-Church in that city : and

Dr. William Sherlock, to whofe name various con-

troverfial and practical writings have given a cele

brity ; and whofe refufal, as he afterwards fubmitted

to the requifition of the Aft, fubjecled him to a tem

porary fufpenfion only from his preferments, and

the raafterfliip of the Temple ; afterwards, when

King James fled from Ireland, on the principle that this

flep gave the new government a thorough fettlemcnu

he thought it lawful to take the oaths
;
and followed

up the change of his opinion by a compliance with

the Aft that propofcd them. This provoked tlje

resentment and chagrin of the nonjurors, efpecially
;is his refufal had been long and pertinacious, and

*
Harriet, roi. ir. p. 12, j;.
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he was feverely libelled for ir. He publifhed a vin

dication of his conduct, to ward off the force of their

cenfures. This inftancc of retra&ation and political

conformity was, on the other hand,
&quot; a great tri-

C

umph to the Court; and he was immediately
&quot;

rewarded, for what one party (lilcd his happy
&quot;

converfion,and the other his faithlcfs apoftacy, by

* c the acquifition of the rich deanery of St. Paul s.
&quot;

Among the majority who took the oaths, there

was a difference of principle. Some afted from a

conviftion of the lawfulnefs of the oaths
;
on a

liberal regard to the conflitution of the nation, and

the important intercfts to be fecured by allegiance to

the new government, and on the confederation of

King James having forfeited, by his unlawful mea-

furcs, the allegiance of his fubjecls. But the greatefl

part ofthofe who complied with the requifition of the

oaths, appeared, by the diminutions and rcfc-rvations

with which they did it, to h.ive atcd with doubtful

minds, if not in the direct violation of the dictates

of confcience. They reconciled their conferences

to it, though they had been warm advocates for the

doctrines of non- refinance and paflive obedience, by

declaring that they took the oaths in no other fenfe,

than that of a peaceable fubmijlionto the powers that

were. They pleaded, that the legiflature, by drop-

ping the word &quot;

rightful,&quot; in the form of the oath,

allowed the diltinftion between a kingdefaflo, &amp;lt;md a

king de jure\ and they availed themfclvcs of d ; s dif-

ftindlion. It was a maxim with them, that if prudence

obliged them to conform to ihe letter of the oath, Ig

*
Bdfham, vol. i. p. 213.
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confcience required them to give it their own inter-

pretation.
&quot;

Nothing could be more infamous or of

&quot; worfe tendency,* obfervcs a modern hiftorian,

&quot; than this practice of equivocating in the mod
&quot; facred of all obligations. It introduced a general

* c

difregard of oaths, which has been the fource of

&quot; univerfal perjury and corruption.
3 &quot; The ways,

by which it is well known the force and obligation

of oaths are evaded, (hould admonifh legiflators not

without the utmofl reafon to enjoin them, and to

enjoin them on the feweft occafions polBble. Pro-

mifory oaths as toduty feem to be wholly unneccffary

in all cafes, where the violation of duty is an overt

aft, that is open to notice and amenable to law.

Among thofe perfons who in the cafe before us

were dirTatisfied with the oaths and refufed to take

them, foine continued to preach even after the time

had elapfed that was fixed by the Aft of Parliament

for their compliance, and fuch individuals were

legally filenced. By this conduct they followed the

fleps of the ejected rainifters, who perfcvered in

their official duties after Bartholomew day ; and

whom they had on this ground cenfured with feve-

rity, and charged with great guilt. The generality

of those who perfevered in their refufal, at length

quitted their preferments, refufed to hold commu
nication with fuch perfons as had taken the oaths

to the new government, and formed a new fepara-

tion from the eftablifhment. A congregation
formed on- the principles of the noniurors, which

*
Smollcr, vol. i. p. 68.
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held its religious meetings at the CofFee-Houfe in

Alderfgate-ftreet, exifted later than the year 1750.
The name of their minifter was Lindfay, a clergy

man epifcopally ordained.

This (late of parties gave birth to a new, and, in

fcveral views, a remarkable conteft. The non-

juring clergy accufed fuch as had yielded to the

government with betraying their confciences for

great preferments, and reproached them as
&quot; a

&quot;

pack of jolly fwearers.&quot; Thcfe, on the other

hand, upbraided the nonjurors as fchifmatics, who
had fallen into the fame crime which they had con

demned in others. It was pleaded by the nonjurors,

tha: their feceflion was not voluntary, but forced by

penalties, which \vere to them, as miniiters, conditions

of communion ; and by fanftions of fo fevere and

fatal a nature, annexed to the requifition of the oaths,

as to warrant a fcparation : That a clergyman s

authority, whether a bimop or a prieft, was from

GOD ;
of which he was bound, at any hazard, to

take care, and to perform its duties, notwirhflanding

any civil aft to prohibit and difable him, under a

folemn apprchenfion of the account he has to give :

and, That no parliamentary deprivation could fet afide

the obligations of bifhops, not dcpofed by ecclefi-

aftical cenfurcs, to fuperintend their churches, or

the obligation of their churches to live in fubjcftion

to them. This plea they applied particularly to

Archbilhop Sancroft, though he never aliened his

right after his deprivation, anc} might therefore bt,

uflly confidered as furrendcring it.
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Tothcfe arguments it was replied : That thefirfl

plea was uniting with diffenters to complain of

unjufl and fevere penalties : That on the ground of

it there was always warrant for feparatifts and non-

jurors : That if admitted, it applied to them as

minifters only, and left them at liberty as laymen

to join the communion of the church : That the

condition of taking the oaths required of the mi-

niflers was nothing to the people, who could not

unite with them without being guilty of a notorious

fchifm : and, That granting they were grieved by
thefecular power, and deprived of their fubfiflencc

as well as emoluments by an Aft of Parliament, they

ought not to revenge the injury on the church. It

was anfwered to the fecond plea, that though the

civil magiftrate could not give or take away the

imrinfic power of the word and facraments, conferred

with the keys of ordination; yet he could befiow, or,

if the cafe required it, take away again, in his own

dominions, the extrinfical power and, licence of ex-

ercifmg the miniftcrial office, received by ordination:

and to fuch a lawful deprivation the clerk was bound
to fubmir. The nonjurors were reminded, that the

time had been, when this doctrine was held to be

true againfl the diflcnter?, whom therefore they had

regarded as fchifmatics
; and that, on this principle,

they themfelves incurred the fame charge. It was

urged againfl the third plea, that it did not appear
how the churches were obliged to follow their ec-

tldiaftical guides into fchifm : and that if there were

uny weight in ir, the clergy in the province? and
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dioccfes in which the metropolitan or bifhop took

the oaths, were obliged to adhere to them, and to

feparate themfelves from thofe who oppofed their

authority.
c&amp;lt;

When,&quot; itwasafked,
&quot; did Chriftians

&quot; in ancient times ever rcfufe communion with a
&quot; church on account of matters of (late ; or divide

&quot; from others, becaufe they, from whom they
&quot;

divided, thought it lawful and their duty to fvvear

&quot;

allegiance to the fovereign power ?&quot;

From the time of the reftoration of King Charles

lid, two favourite principles had been ftrenuoufly

advanced by the prelatical party ; namely,
&quot; the

&quot;

power of the magiftrate in ecclefiaftical matters,
&quot; and paflive obedience without any limitations.&quot;

Now a fingular inverlion in opinion and arguing
arofe from the change of circumdances. Thefe

principles were oppofed even by perfons who had

been ftrenuous advocates for them. They who
defcrted King James, and joined the ftandard of the

Prince of Orange, violated the principle of unli

mited pafTive obedience : fof which they were keenly

upbraided by their brethren the nonjurors. They
who fell under the difpleafure of the government,

no longer owned the power of the magidrate in

ecclefiaftical matters ; but let up the claim of an

inherent right in the church : and fome of them

went fo far as the kirk of Scotland to borrow new

principles. They who were on the other fide, did

not fail to cafl reflections on them for this conduct.

The high party, to defend themfelves from ihc

charge of fchifm, adopted the pleas of the dificnters,
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for whom they had formerly the leaft charity. The

moderate and the adherents to King William found

it a hard ta/k to vindicate their change of notions

and fchemes of government againft the ill-natured

and bitter infults of the other party. In this col-

Jifion of fentiments among the members of the

cftablithcd church, the diflenters kept their ground,

and adhered to the principles on which they had

all along afted. They were fincere and cordial in

their attachment to the new government. They
received and improved the day of liberty with gra

titude Though they could not obtain fuch altera

tions in the ceremonies, worfhip, and difcipliue of

the church, as would pave the way to a coaiitioc
;

yet they conducted themfelves with more refpect

both to civil and ecclefiaflical powers, than was

manifefted by thofe who had formerly valued them

felves on their fubmiffivenefs. From this time, as

the favourable moment was pad without any thing

having been effected, they had no expeclanor, of

being amufed and deluded with new propofak of

alterations and amendments
;
and they were fully

convinced, that nothing but a peculiar providence or

fome fignal event would fatisfy thofe of the neceiTuy

of a coalition, who had been averfe from improving
two fuch excellent opportunities to accomplifh i

t

as the reftoration of Charles II. and the recent

Revolution *

The time was now come for the DilTeming Mi-

niflers to place themfelves under the full protection
*

Calamy, vol. i. p. 465469.
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of the Act of Toleration, by a compliance with the

condition it required. This was a fubfcripuon to

the doctrinal articles of the Church of England.

Mr. Baxter took the lead. Difficulties and doubts,

as to the meaning of fome of the articles, arofe from

the obfcure and ambiguous phrafeology iti which they

were conveyed. He drew up a ilatemcnt of his ideas

on thefe equivocal rerms, 1 or his own fatisfaction,

and to anfvver the icruplcs of others. The lad

claufe of the fecond article contained an expreflion

in the Latin, which though left out in the Englifb,

occafioned him to demur about the fenfe. It itated

that Chrift died to be a facrifice for all, omnibus, the

actual fins of men
;

this Mr. Baxter fuppofed meant

not to include final impenitence, but all forts of (in

that had been forfaken. Chrift s defcent into hell,

in the third article, he explained of the (late of fe-

parate fouls. He felt various objections againft the

declaration of the third article, that Chrift, on his

refurrection,
* took again his body with flefli and

&quot;

bones, and all things appertaining to the perfection
Ck of man s nature, and therewith afcended into

&quot;

heaven.&quot; This aflertion he underftood as fig-

nifying that Chrift fitteth in heaven with the fame

body, glorified, rendered fpiritual and incorruptible,

which on earth had confided of ilefh and bones.

In the ftrict interpretation, the words would be

contradictory to i Cor. xv. 50, that &quot;

flefh and
&quot; blood cannot inherit the kingdom of GOD

;&quot;
and

give us a degrading idea of his body, as inferior to

what his fmcere difciples will poffefs, who arc to
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rife incorruptible and immortal. He exprefled his

confent to the fixth article, as containing all things

neceflfary to falvation, if the miniftry, facrament,

and church communion came under this defcrip-

tion; and if, under the title of canonical books,

were included the Epiftles of the Hebrews, the 2d

of Peter, and the 2d and 3d of John, Jude, and the

Revelation. He entered his caveat againft he

claufe in the feventh article, that the civil prrcent* of

the law given from GOD by Mofes ought riot to be

received in any commonwealth, ur.lt-fs it Kcferred

only to the particular civil laws appropriate and

peculiar to the Jewifli commonwealth
;
and nor to

thofe moral laws, included in the Mofaic infliuncs,

which are of univerfal obligation, and common to

all chriftian nations. As to the eighth article on the

three creeds, he guarded againft being underftood

to admit two Gods by fubfcribing the claufe :n the

Nicene creed,
&quot; GOD of God, very God of very

&quot; God
;&quot;

and made an exception to the damnatory
claufe of the Athanafian creed. He explained the

infeclion of nature remaining even in the regenerate,

according to the ninth article, to befo, not in pre
dominant force or unpardoned, but in a mortified

and fubdued degree. The language of the tenth

article, that &quot; we have no power to do good works,*
he foftened into an acknowledgement that &quot; our
&quot; natural powers or faculties are not fufficient
;c without

grace.&quot; That the eleventh article might
rot be conftrued as giving any countenance to a,

&amp;lt;lifrcbard of rightcoufncfs of life, he was diffufc in,
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his expofition of it. He {hewed a folicitude to be

underitood as exprefling, by the twelfth article, that

&quot;

good works do fpring out neccflarily of a true

&quot; and lively faith,&quot; an hypothetical ncccffity, con

fident with freedom; and he expounded the Jaft

claufe,
&quot; that by them,&quot; ;. e. good works,

&quot; a

&quot;

lively faith may be as evidently cxpreffed as a tree

&quot; difcerned by the fruit,&quot; to mean a truth of evi

dence, not an equal degree. His explanation of the

thirteenth article,
&quot; of works before

juftiiication,&quot;

feems to fet it afide, by aflerting a common grace,

preparatory to a fpecial grace ;
and to comradicl it

by referring to the texts, which declare, that &quot; to

&quot; him that hath by improvement fliall be given, and
&quot;

in every nation he that feareth GOD and work-
&quot; eth righteoufnefs is accepted of him

;&quot;
and by

obferving, that believing in the being of GOD, and

that He is the rewarder of them that diligently feek

him, is
&quot; better than nothing, than mere fin.&quot; He

fuppofed that the phrafe
&quot;

voluntary works&quot; in the

fourteenth article, on works of fupererogation, was

not defigned to (tigmatife, as arrogant and impious,

voluntary canons, impofitions, oaths, and church

offices. He gave it as his fcnfe of the fixtecmh

anicle,
&quot; of fin after

baptifm,&quot; that it meant only

the unpardoned fin againfl the Holy Ghoit, and a

total departure from common grace, and fome degree
of habit and aft of fome fpecial grace; but that it

did not determine ihe controverfy concerning a total

and final falling away from fuch an unconfirmed grace

as would otherwife lave. On the eighteenth article,
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i&amp;lt; of obtaining eternal falvation only by the name
&quot; of Chrift,&quot; he ollered fome liberal obfervations ;

namely, that GOD judgeth men by no other law than

that which they were under : that the Jewifh pecu

liarity did not repeal the gracious law made to

fallen mankind in Adam and Noah: that GOD had

more people of old than the Jews and profelytes.

On thefe principles, Mr. Baxter conceived that the

article could not mean ro denounce a curfe on all

who thought that the fpirit and grace of Chrift

extended beyond the knowledge of his name, and

who hoped that fome who never heard it would be

faved. If it were intended to apply to fuch, he

boldly and ingenuoufly declared, he would not

curfe them ; adding, all were not accurfed that hoped
well of Socrates, Antoninus, Severus, Cicero, Epic-

tetus, Plutarch, and fuch characters. In his expo-

fition of this article he appealed to the cafe of the

Jews of old, as having more imperfect notions of

the character of Chrift than the Apoflles before

his refurreclion ;
and to the erroneous fentiments

of even the Apoflles themfelves before that event,

who did not till afterwards believe in the death of

Chriit for our fins, in his rifing again, in his afcenfion

and interceflion. &quot;

Though faith in thefe facts is

4t now effential to Chriflianity ;&quot; yet Mr. Baxter

fubjoined,
&quot;

if 1 durft curfe all the world, who
&quot; now believe no more than the ancient Jews and
&quot; the Apoftlt s then did

; yet I durll not curfe all

&quot; Chriflians that hope better of them.&quot; He gave
a turn to the twenty-third article,

&quot; of miniftering
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&quot;

in the congregation,&quot;
with an evident deiign to

make it comprehenfive of the holy orders of prcf-

byterian miniflers. The article itfelf defcribes and

judges thofe to be lawfully called to preach and

adminifler the facraments,
&quot; who are chofen and

&quot; called to this work by men who have public au-

&quot;

thority given them in the congregation, to call

&quot; and fend minifters into the Lord s vineyard :&quot; Our

expofitor declared he underftood public authority

to mean &quot;

authority given by Chrift in his Scripture
&amp;lt;

inftitution, and by thofe whom Chrifl authorifcs

&quot; under him.&quot; This was a latitude of interpreta

tion beyond the intention of the compilers, who

exclufively had in view the authority of bifhops.

Mr. Baxter was not difpofed to fubfcribe, without

explanation, to the twenty-fifth article, on &quot; the fa-

&quot;

craments,&quot; in which they are reprefented not as

&quot;

badges and tokens only of the Chriftian
profeflion,&quot;

but as &quot; certain fure witnefles and effectual figns
&quot; of grace and of GOD S good-will.&quot; The in

terpretation which he gave of this defcription of

their nature and efficacy, he exprefled thus, thr.t

they fignify what GOD offered; invert the true

believing receiver in the right of pardon, adoption,

and lalvation
;
and are morally opcrauvc. He did

not pafs over the twenty-fixch article,
&quot; on the un-

46 worthinefs of miniflers, which hinders not the

46
cilecl of facraments,&quot; without fubjoining his fen-

timcnts on the fubjeft : they were to this purpofe j

That though the ignorance and wickedncf* of the
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minifler doth not make void the facraments, yet

the prayers, preaching, and example of able and

godly men are ufually more effectual ;
fince

&quot; GOD
&quot; hcarcth not firmer*;,&quot; as the blind man argued,
&quot; but if any be a worfhipper of Him and doth his

&quot;

will, him He heareth
;

and to the wicked GOD

faith,
&quot; what had diou to do to take my covenant

&quot; into thy mouth r&quot; He obferved alfo on this

article, that to prefer a bad man before a better

was fin : and that ir was dangerous to encourage

in daily fin thofe who, though deftitute of the efTen-

tial qualifications, ufurped the facred office of bifhops

or paftors. He added this expofition, probably

from an apprehenfion that the article did not fuffi-

ciently brand miniflers of a wicked character, and

left room for fuperflition to attach virtue and

efficacy to the office iifelf, which, inftead of fup-

porting it with purity and dignity, they difhonoured

by their vices.

Mr. Baxter concluded the reprefentation of his

fentiments on the preceding articles with this decla

ration :
&quot; The exccptcd articles,&quot; that is, the 34th,

35ih, and 36th, and part of the 2oth,
&amp;lt;c and thofe

&quot; that need no expofition, I pafs by. If I have hit
&quot; en the true meaning, I fubfcribe my aflent

;
and f

&quot; thank GOD that this national church hath doclrinc
*&amp;lt; fo found

; and pity them that write, preach, or
44

pra&amp;lt;ftife contrary to the articles which they fub-
&quot;

fcribe, and accuse them that refufe fubfcribing
&quot; them

}
and take them for tinners who take them



C. I. PROTESTANT DISSENTERS. 9 7

&quot; not for their paflors, becaufe that their wickednefs

&amp;lt;c nulleth not their facraaiental adminiflrations.&quot;*

Mr. Baxter, at the time of fubfcribing, produced

this explication of thofe articles on which he and many
of his brethren felt fome difficulties ; that he might

teflify his difapprobation of the plain literal fenfe ;

and that his views in fubfcribing might not be mif-

taken. Fourfcore diflcnting minifters in London

concurred with him in his objections and explications.

So far their conduct was explicit, ingenuous, and

candid. They acquitted themfeives like fmcere

upright men, who were felicitous not to deceive, or

to be mifunderftood. But it may be afked, what

end was anfwered by a fubfcription accompanied with

fuch explanations ? If the explanations exprefled

only, in other words, the genuine meaning of the

articles, and the defign of the impofer, there was no

occafion for them. If they conveyed a different

fenfc ;
f ibfcription, inftead of preferving an unifor

mity of faith and profeflion, was a cover for a variety

of opinions, and for a difcordancy of femiment ; and

it becomes difficult to exculpate the fubfcriber from

the charge of equivocation and evafion. Mr. Baxter,

indeed, and his brethren, may be confidered as

honeftly declaring their view of the articles on

which they had fcruples. But admitting that their

own private opinions were agreeable to the genuine

fenfc, in complying with the requifition of the Aft.

of Toleration, they loft fight of the great proteftant

principles, the fole authority of the Lord Jesiu-

*
Calamy s Abridgement, vol. i. p. 470 47*-

TT



9$ HISTORY OF THE

Chrift as lawgiver of the Chriftian church, and

the perfection and fufficiency of the fcriptures j

and they bowed to an aflumed authority, to

claims not of right but of power, to impofe expla

natory articles of religion. They loft fight of the

extent and applications of their own principles, as

feceders from a proteftant church. Their names*

as patterns of confident proteftantifm, of religious

independence, and of comprehenfion of mind,

cannot (land on equal ground with that of their ve

nerable predeceffor John Fox, the martyrologifl,

who, when fummoned to fubfcribe by the ecclefiaftical

commiilioners of Queen Elizabeth, declined it
;
and

taking his Greek Teftament out of his pocket, faid,
&quot; To this I will fubfcribe.&quot;

When diflenters had by fubfcription fecured the

protection and advantages offered by the Act of

Toleration, and were become united in harmony
and friendfhip with government, they turned their

thoughts to their own internal (late. They were

divided into various fects
;

but the two leading and

mod numerous fects were the Prefbyterians and the

Independents or congregationalifts. The former

were at this time in the very zenith of their power.
The latter, who firft formed a diftinct party in 1616,
had during the civil wars acquired numbers and

refpectability, and vied, in point of pre-eminence,
with the Epifcopalians and Prefbyterians. During
the adminiftration of Cromwell, their reputation and

influence rofe to a greater height. But after the

rcftoration of Charles II. they had declined
;
but
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they (till fublifled as a diftinft body of fecedcrs from

the eftablimmcut. A coalition of thcfetwo parties,

on fome general principles, was juitly
deemed defi-

rable, to put an end to uncharitable jealoufies and

cenforious reproaches, and in future to bury their

differences in oblivion. Such an union would be

honourable to themfelves, and conducive to the pre-

fervation of the proteftant caufe. The religious

liberty granted and fecured by the Acl of Tolera

tion was
k
favourable to it

;
and the minds of minifters

and people in the metropolis and in other places

Were difpofed to concur in it. The firft ftep in this

plan of a coalition was to afTume a common demon -

flration, that of1 United Brethren. Heads of agree*

ment were alfo adopted, and aflented to by fourfcore

miniders in London
;

not with a view to any national

conftituiion, but to preferve order in their own con

gregations, and to maintain harmony between the

two parties. They confided of nine articles, which

were adopted to exprefs a concurrence of fentiment,

and to propofe an union of conduct, on the feveral

fubjefts to which they related. Thefe fubjefts were

churches and church members, the miniftry, cenfurcs,

communion of churches, deacons and ruling elders,

fynods, the demeanour to be obfcrved towards the

civil magiftraie, confcflions of faith, and the duty

owing, and the deportment which mould be obferved,

towards thofc who were of a different communion.*
1

* S c Appendix No. III. ; and Moflieim s Eccleliaftical Hiftory,

vol. iv. p- 5.1 a note (s); and Harmer Remarks on the prefent

State of the Congregational Churches in Norfolk and Si;ftulk,p. iX,

25. JV&amp;gt; 4i, 43&amp;gt; 44, 47, 5c.
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Mr. Howe had a principal {hare in drawing up
this paper. But befides him, on the part of the

prefbyterians, Mr. Hammond, Mr. afterwards Dr.

Williams, Mr. Stretton, Dr. Annefley, and Mr.

Mayo, took a lead in the affair
;
and on behalf of the

congregationalifts, Mr. Griffith, Mr. Mead, Mr.

Chauncy, Mr. Lobb, Mr. James, and Mr. Mather,

lent the aid of their judgment and their pens to this

meafure of mutual agreement. The enumeration of

the topics on which thefe heads of agreement

turned, (hews that the affent related only to matters

of church government and ecclcfiaflical difcipline

and order. By the eighth rule it was provided, that

the union fhould not be difiblved by difference of

opinion on doftrinal queflions ; for it was well

known that fuch differences exifled, particularly

between Mr. Baxter and Mr. Cockayn, who were

members of the union. This agreement, as parti,

cularly appears from the ninth article, indicated

greater liberality of mind in the Prefbyterians, than

that denomination had exprefled towards the Inde

pendents in the times preceding the death of

Charles I.; when, they not only fhowed towards them

an inimical (pint, but declared with vehemence

againft that liberty of confcience for which the Inde

pendents were, to their honour, flrenuous advocates.*

The eighth article was undoubtedly meant to be

conciliaiuiy, and profeflediy lets up the
fcriptures^

on points of faith, as a perfefl and only rule of faith

pradticc; but it inconfiftently combines with it

NeaVu Hiftory of the Puritan?, vol.iii. p. 440, laft edition.
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as auxil aries, or as lefts, the Articles of the Church

of England, the ConfelTion agreed on at the Savoy,
and the Catechifms of the Aflembly at Weflminfler

j

as if the fciiptures were not fufliciently explicit and

authoritative by themfclves. The declaration

honourable to the fcriptures is weakened or rather

done away by a fubfequent claufe.

The definition given of the Catholic vifible Church?

in the firfl article, as confiding of the whole multi

tude of visible believers and their infant seed, lies

open to remark. It confifts of contradictory ideas ;

the ideas of knowledge and conviction implied in

the term believers ,
and the ideas of ignorance and

compulfion neceflarily connected with a (late of

infancy ; and it was evidently pointed againft the

Bnptifts: And in the uncandid fpirit of the times,

when this feet, (till in the commencement of its

reputation and influence, was looked upon with

prejudice and contempt, it appeared deiigued to ex

clude them from this plan of agreement.*

In this fcheme of union, the united brethren

ftudied by mutual conceffions to compromife the

differences between them. The Independents, it is

* &quot; A Church,&quot; fays Mr. Locke,
&quot;

I take to be a voluntary fociety
&quot;

of men, joining themfelves together of their own accord, in order

&quot; to the public worfhip of GOD in fuch a manner as they judge
&quot;

acceptable to Him and effectual to the falvation of their fouls.

&quot;

I fay, it is a free and voluntary fociety. No body is born a

&quot; member of any church
;
othcrwife the religion of parents would

&quot; defcend unto children, by the fame right as their temporal eftatcs,
*
and every one would hold his faith by the fame tenure lie docs

&quot;his lands; than which nothing can be imagined more ablurd.&quot;

Locke s tetter on Tcleratioo, reprinted in 1800, p. ao.
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worthy of notice, dropt the word covenant, which

they had been fond of ufmg to exprefs the terms of

their ftllowfhip. They borrowed the expreflion

from fome tranfaclions in the Old Teflament; and as

thry derived it from the fcriptures, it was efteemed

by them extremely venerable and even facred.

Under the fecond article, they receded in fomc

degree from the language of the platform of order

in 1658;* where they made the previous election or

preceding confent of the church as indifpenfable

to the ordination of a minifter, or the communication

of office power to him, but here they infill on it as

only ordinarily requifite. It was from the principle

of compromife, it may be concluded, that in the

article on the miniftry, the term teacher, as diftincl

from paftors and ruling elders, was erafed: though
the diftinftion had been admitted by the old congre-

gationalifts, as what was to continue to the end of

the world. Both Prcfbyterians and Independents,

by their aflent to thefe declarations, departed from
the principles of their firft inflitutions

; namely, that
&quot; each particular church hath a ri^ht to choofc

their own officers ; and being fur ni (lied with fuch
&quot;

as are duly qualified and ordained according to
* the Gofpel rule, hath authority from Chrift for

l

excrcifing government and enjoying all the ordi-

nances of worfhip within itfell: That, in the ad-
:t

miniflration of church authority, it belongs to the
&quot;

paftors and other elders of every particular church
14

(if fuch there be) to rule and govern ; and to the
*

taft edition of Neal, vol. iv. p. 194.
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46 brotherhood to confent according to the rule of the

44
Gofpel.* It may be regarded as a virtual concef-

&quot;

fion, that ordination is rather an aOof devotion, than
&amp;lt;c an inveftiture with power, when the fixth fecliou

&amp;lt;c of the fecond article admits, on the removal of u

&quot; minifter formerly ordained to a new Itation or paf-
&quot; toral charge, a like fulemn recommrnding of him
cc and his labours to the grace and bldllng of GOD.&quot;

It was a diftinguifliing chara&amp;lt;ftcriftic of the
fpirit

of

thefe heads of agreement, that the authoritative

power, aflumed before this by the forms and

claims of the prcfbytcrian government in particular,

was relinquifhed. In the preface, the impoiition of

thefe terms of agreement on others was difclaimcd;

all pretence to coercive power was owned to be as un-

fuitable to their principles as to their circumftances;

and excommunication was defined to be no more

than &quot;

declaring fcandaloils and irreclaimable mein-

c&amp;lt; bers incapable of communion in things peculiar
&quot; to vifible believers.&quot; The prerogatives exercifed

in former days in fynods and aflcmblies are brought

down, by the fixth article, to &quot; occafional meetings
&quot; of miniflers, and to a reverential regard to their

&amp;lt;c

judgment ;&quot; and, by article the fourth, to
&quot; fre-

cc
quent meetings together, that by mutual advice,

44
fupport, encouragement, and brotherly inter-

&quot;

courfe, they may flrcngthen the hearts and hands

&quot; of each other in the LORD.&quot; By the fecond fec-

tion of that article it is conceded, that * none of

&quot; their particular churches (hall be fubordinate to

*
Sections 6 and 7 of the firfl article.
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&quot; one another, all being endued with an equality of
&quot;

power from Chrill ;
and that none of the (aid par-

&quot;

ticular churches, their officer or officers, lhall ex-

&quot;

ercife any power or have any fuperiority over
cc

any other church or their officers.&quot; Thefe were

great conceffions on the fide of the Prefbyierians ,

men, who, during the time of the Commonwealth,
had been in alliance with the ftaie, and had exer-

cifed in various provinces of the kingdom as well as

in London, an ecclefiaftical jurifdiclion. Their fitua-

tion was now changed ;
and it was neceflary policy,

if not true liberality of fpirit, to lay afide claims,

which they had no means of fupporting by the emo

luments or power of this world. This agreement
feems to have been the firft ftep towards the decline

of the prcfbyterian difcipline ; till at length, though
the name is retained by many ibcicties of diffenters,

the diftinguifhing principles of prefbyterianifin are

loft
;

and the independent mode of church govern
ment is virtually, if not avowedly, adopted by all.

The coalition, the principles of which we have

ftated, after the preliminaries of it were fettled, was

commenced with a religious fervice at Stepney on the

6th of April 1691 : at which, by the appointment
of the united minifler*, a ferrnon was preached

by Mr. Matthew Mead ; which was publilhed under

the quaint title, but fuitable to the occafion, and

agreeable to the tafte of the age, of &quot; Two flicks

&quot; made one,&quot; from Ezekiel xxxvii. 19.

The diflenters would have fhewn wifdom, and

probably have commanded greater refpeft, and had
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greater weight with the nation, if befides this li

mited and partial agreement between the miniflers

in London and its vicinity, they had adopted a

fcheme of general correfpondencc throughout the

kingviom, and had adhered to it with confiftcncy

and firmnefs. Ic would have laid a foundation for

future vigorous and united exertions in a common

caufe ;
and would have precluded thofe clamours,

which an attempt to form fuch an union has

fince raifed.

It was however to their honour, that though

they did not unite on a broad plan, which fhould

comprehend all the body and its different denomi

nations through the kingdom ; they generally acted

in concert, and were unanimous in the fupport
which they afforded to the new government.
Whereas in the church, contentions it.il exifted.

The zealous adherents to the abdicated Ling were

felicitous to reinftate him on his throne; and a deiign

was concerted to affaflinate the rcigaing king in

Flanders.* A controvcrfy in favour of UK deprived

bifhops agitated the church ; and various tracts

were published. Among others who rciufed the

oaths, and afterwards diilinguifhed themfelves

by a bitter and determined adherence to the caufe

of the exiled king, was Dr. George Hicks, whom

James had promoted to the deanery of Worccfler

n 1683 ; a man of cxtcnfive learning, and parti

cularly /killed in antiquities and the old northern

languages. His conduct in the affair was fingular.

Burnct, vol. iv. p. 138, &c.
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At firft he was willing to fwear allegiance to King

William and Queen Mary, refolved to do it, and

determined, in order to give notoriety and folemnity

to his pledge of fidelity to the new government, to

take the oaths publicly in London. Previoufly to

his fetting out, a friend, forefeeing the danger of

his being aflaulted by his acquaintance in the city,

and of his being thus diverted from his purpofe,

advifed him to continue at Worcefter. He refented

the fufpicion of his fteadinefs which fuch perfuafions

implied, and commenced his journey. His friend

met him on the road, and renewed his cautions. To
thefe he replied by declaring himfelf fully con

vinced that it was his duty to take the oaths. But

when he reached town, he was led to entertain

other femiments on the fuhjeft ;
he faid that he had

been miftaken ; and not only refuted to take the

oaths, but fet himfelf at the head of thofe who
refufcd to take them. He fell under fufpenfion, of

courfe, in Auguft 16*89, and was deprived in Fe

bruary following : and as he lived twenty-five years

after this, he employed much of his time in writing

in defence of the principles of the nonjurors.*

It was very natural that the deprivation of a

number of the bifhops and clergy ihould agitate

the public mind. They who loft their preferments,

loft their temper: though they were not hunted from

place to place, or vexed with profecutions and im-

prifonmcnts ; feme of them indeed were doubly

taxed, yet they lived unmolefted; and fome were

Life of&quot; Bifhop Kennct, p. 47, note.
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permitted to name their fucceflfors into their benefices,

who, it was believed, allowed to them the greater

proportion of the emoluments. In the diocefe of

Salifbury, Mr. Martin, befidcs being continued in

his living, received from Biihop Burnet, out of his

own purfe, the income of his prebenJ : for though

he refufed the oaths, he did not join in the fchifm of

the nonjurors. Mr. Spinks was permitted to fervc

the donative which he enjoyed, by a curate. Mr.

Jones s living was collated to a fucceflbr, whom he

nominated. Dr. Beach kept his living two years

after the fentence of the law pronounced him to be

deprived of it
;
and though he was indicted and con

victed for uttering feditious words, he was pardoned.

This lenient treatment was purfued in other diocefes.

But the diminution of income which thefe clergy

fuftained, if not the entire lofs of the emoluments of

office, and the obloquy under which their names fell,

in the opinion of the majority of the nation, were

felt to be grievances. Thefe grievances provoked
remonftrances ; and the fingular fituation into

which the clergy were thrown, produced queflions

concerning the indelible permanence of their facred

office and of epifcopal authority, which were agi

tated with warmth.

The fpiritual rights of the bifliops againfl a lay

deprivation were aflerted and defended in
&quot; a Vin-

&quot;

dication of the deprived Bidiops,&quot; a traft pub-
lifhed at this time. There alfo came out a pamphlet
entitled &quot; Solomon and Abiathar : or the cafe of
&amp;lt;c the deprived bi(hops and clergy difcufled, in a
&quot;

dialogue between Eucberes&amp;gt; a conformilt, and Dyf-
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&quot;

chercs&amp;gt;
a recufant :&quot; by Mr. Hill. The author s de-

fign was to (hew, that Abiathar voluntarily refigned

the office of the prieflhood, and was not removed

from it by the authority of Solomon ; that he had

no original legal claim to it
;
and that of courfe on

his withdrawing from the facred office, it reverted

to Zadok, without any title from the king. The

tenor of this argument, in direct repugnancy to the

flatement of the hiftorian, was evidently defigned

to prove, that the Englifh monarch could not juflify

his deprivation of the bifliops by the example of

the Jewifti king. The fpirit of the writer and the

fpirit of the times appeared in the reprefentation

given by him of the (late of things under King

William, which he ftigmatifed as &quot; worfe than a
&quot;

deluge of popery; and the whole revolution,&quot; he

branded &quot; as a great impiety.&quot;
With fuch fentU

ments concerning the exifting government, it is not

furprifmg that the Jacobites were frequently forming

plots againftit; that difappointments in their defigns

enflamed their refentment
;
and that events, which

had an unfavourable afpecl: on the glory of the

king s arms and the fecurity of his crown, fuch as

the viftory of the French at Landen, and the ruin

of the Smyrna fleet, gave birth to exultations and

rejoicings.
&quot;

It is amazing to think,&quot; fays a liberal

writer,
&quot;

to what a length the interefts and paffions
&quot; of fome men will carry them.&quot; A fchifm was au

tempted to be raifed in the Church. The divines

Dr. Tillotfon and Dr. Sharpe, who had been

elefted to the fees of Canterbury and York, becaufe
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they were faithful to the government and zealous for

it, becaufe they were charitable to the difTenters and

friends to the toleration, were reprefented as men

who intended to undermine the church and to betray

it Some of the furious divines, who raifed thefc

clamours, were protected and preferred, from the hope

that indulgence and favour would foften their tempers

and correct their prejudices. They accepted their

preferments as the rewards which they believed to

be due to their merits
;
and employed the credit

and authority which thefe preferments gave them,

againft the very prelates to whom they owed them.*

Amidfl the agitations of the times, two events

took place which were of a very gloomy cafl ; which

appeared very inaufpicious to the general caufe of

liberty, and to the rights and hopes of the diflfenters in

particular. On the 22d of November, 1694, died

Archbifhop Tillotfon, whofe high ftation had been

made very uncafy, and whofe fpirits
had fuffcred a

great depreflion, by the virulent oppofition of hu

enemies and by the reproach of evil tongues ,

though neither could provoke or frighten him from

his duty. His mind was enriched with learning,

and his heart was formed by the genuine fpirit of

goodnefs; in his character reclitnde of principle was

united with benevolence of difpofition and fv/ectnefs

of temper. The generous and liberal fentimcnts

towards the diflenters, whi:h diftinguiQied him; and

his advancement to that ftation of influence, dignity,

and wealth, of which their favourite Sancrutt had

* Warner s EccIcfiafticalHiftory of England, &amp;gt;ol. ii. p. 653.



110 HISTORY OF THE C&amp;lt; i^

been difpoiTeffcd; expofed him to the difpleafure of

the high party, and drew on him their jealoufy and

refcmmenr. The king and queen were much affe&ed

with his death ;
and with great reafon, it awakened

a general concern and deep (orrow throughout the

nation. The event can now be viewed not only

as affording to the prelate a calm retreat from the

malice of his enemies, but as being even favourable

lo the caufc, which appeared in his removal to have

fuftaincu an irreparable injury ;
for his mild and

pacific fpirit, obierves Dr. Calamy, rendered him

not fo well able, as his fucctiTor Dr. Tennifon, to

contend with fome difficulties, which, had he lived

longer, he would have been called to encounter.

Dr. John Hall, bifliop of Briftol and matter of

Pembroke college, on account of his moderation

and piety, was recommended by a numerous party
to fill the vacant fee of Canterbury. Dr. Stil-

lingfleet bifliop of Worcefter, who was eminently

learned, was judged by many to be a man in all

refpefrs fit for the pod, and his nomination to it was
not only favoured by the inclinations, but fupported

by the carnefl requefl, of the Queen : befides being
obnoxious, however, to the envy and jealoufy of
fome on account of eminent talents and erudition,
befides his temper and notions being generally regar
ded as too high by the whigs, his tender frame and
ill health difqualified him for the fatigues attached
to that high flation. The approbation of the mi-

niftry, the general concurrence of the clergy and

people, and the eftcem of their majeflies, after ail.
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determined in favour of Dr. Tennifon bifhop of

Lincoln ;
a man who had many friends and no

enemy ; who poflefled firm health and an aftivc

temper ; who had fcrved the cure of St. Martin, in

the worft times, with fingulardifcretion and courage;
and had reflored a large negle&ed diocefe to good
order and difcipline. He was nominated to the fee

of Canterbury on the 8th of December, and his

coniecration took place on January 16, 1695, m
the church of St. Mary-le-Bow, London.

Within five weeks after the removal of Archbifhop

Tillotfon, the Queen fell fick on the 22d cf De
cember 1694. Her illnefs foon appeared to be th

fmall-pox, a difeafe which had been fatal to the royal

family. It bailled the fkill of the phyficians and the

power of medicine, and (he died on the 28th of the

fame month, in the thirty-third year of her age, and

in the fixth of her reign. Her perfonal accomplifh-

ments and virtues would in anyftation have created

deep and mournful regret, through the circle in

which (lie could not but have been admired and

loved. Her capacity for government, and the

\vii~dom of her administration in the abfence of the

king, difplayed her great talents, and brightened the

afpeft of public affairs, which in other refpecls were

of a melancholy complexion. Her zeal for the

public good, her concern for the honour and prof-

perity of England, her attachment to the proteftant

religion, her regard to the rights of confcience,

and her folicitudc to promote union amongft her.

fubjc&s, rendered her life peculiarly important, and
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her death a jnft ground of deep and univerfal forrow.

She died more generally lamented than any princefs

in our hiftory ; and the national refpeft and grief

were teitified in an extraordinary manner. Both

Houfes of Parliament went in proccffion before the

chariot in which her body was carried to the place

of interment : and the Order of Council, befides

requiring all perfonsto go into ihedeepeft mourning,

directed the nobility and gentry to furnilh their

fervants with liverirs of black cloth, and to cover

their coaches with it. The people of Scotland, to

ihew how much they felt on this occafion, fet apart

;\ day of humiliation. The two Houfes of Parliament

gave the example of waiting on the king with mofl

refpeftful and confolatory addrefles. The clergy, the

city of London, and other corporations and chief

places of the kingdom, were not behind the legiflativc

bodies in fimilar teftimonials of their fympathy with

the king, and of their deep fenfe of the queen s

death. The diffenting miniflers in London and its

vicinity, who had peculiar reafons to exprefs their

participation of the general grief, approached the

throne in a large body; and in a fpcech delivered by
Dr. Bates, at their head, poured out their empaf-
fioned effufions of admiration and praife of the high

perfections that (hone in the perfon and actions of

the dcceafed royal perfonage, and their (Irong
afTurances of inviolable

fidelity and conftant attach

ment to the perfon and government of the furviving

fovcreign.&quot;*

* For the Addrcfs .it length, fee Appendix No. iv.
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Amidfl the general expreffions of high regard

for the virtues and excellencies difplayed in the cha

racter of the Queen ;
and of univerfal forrow on

her death, there were not wanting publications

which betrayed different fentiments. The funeral

fermon for her Majefty was, at the King s appoint

ment, preached at Dr. Tennifon. Some perfons,

from a prejudice againft the new archbifhop and

from difaffcclion to the government, were fcvere in

their animadverfions on this difcourfe, and on others

preached upon feveral folemn occafions, about this

time, by other bifhops and eminent minifters in the

church. The nonjuring clergy were mod forward

in their cenfures ;
and in the exafperated ftate of

their minds, they did not refrain from malevolent

afperfions on the king, and his deceafed royal con-

fort. The cry of paffive obedience was renewed ;

and the heavieft charges of producing famine at

home and contempt abroad, of impoveriuYmg and

ruining the nation forever, were brought againft the

Revolution. One pamphlet published in this flrain

was entitled
&quot; Remarks on fome late Sermons :&quot;

another appeared in the form of &quot; A Letter to the

&quot; Author of a Sermon preached at the funeral of

&quot; her late Majefty Queen Mary.&quot;
This tract came

from the pen of a worthy character, whofe works

had in general an obvious tendency to promote

practical religion, and whofe fcrmons were regarded

as the genuine effufions of his heart. The author

was Dr. Kcnn, who had been deprived of the ice of

rhth and Wells ; whofe attachment to James II.
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or whofc fcrupulofity about the permanent obligation

of his former oaths, rendered him inimical to the

new government, and excited in his mind ftrong pre

judices againfl the deceafed queen, as having, in his

apprehenfions, violated filial duty and affection,

when fhe was prevailed on to afcend her father s

throne, and was made the inftrument of fuperceding

him.* The archbifhop did not judge it proper or

neceffary to reply to this letter; \vhich was meant

to charge him with unfaithfulnefs in not availing

himfelf of the opportunities afforded him, by his

attendance on the queen in her laft illnefs, to

awaken a fenfe of guilt, where the prelate, viewing
the conduct in a different light from his epifcopal

brother, doubdefs thought that the royal perfonage
had acted a virtuous and patriotic part. The author

of the letter could fcarcely entertain a hope that his

remonflrance would have any other effect than that

of expofing the conduct of the prelate to cenfurc ;

and together with the &quot;

Remarks,&quot; affording a. tef-

timony of the fpirit and fentiments with which the

Revolution and the character of the queen were re

garded by the writers of thofe pamphlets and by the

party, of which they might be confidered as the voice.

It was to the honour of the archbifhop, that though
he was filent under the reproaches cad upon him, he

was not inactive in the high ftation to which he was
raifed. One of his firft acts after his advancement

was to obtain from the king
&quot;

injunctions to the

* Memoirs of Dr. Tcnnifon, p. 3141 ; and Granger s Biogra
phical Hiftory of England, vol. iv. p. aqc.
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&quot;

archbifhops, to be communicated by them to the

&quot;

bifhops and the refl of the clergy, for reform*
&quot;

ing the government of the church ; enforcing a

&quot;

regard to the canons relative to ordination
; fup-

&quot;

prefling abufes occafioned by pluralities, and pro-
&quot;

viding for the regular and conftant difcharge of
&quot;

clerical duties; and for a vigilant fupcrintendancc
&quot; of the lives and manners of the

clergy.&quot;

The tenor of fuch publications as thofe which we
have noticed, afforded flrong indications of the at

tachment to the exiled king, and of diflafFection to

the Revolution, prevailing in the kingdom ; fufficient

to give encouragement to the formation of fchemes

for the overthrow of the exiting government. A
flratagem to efFeft this object was concerted in

France. The objecl was to invade England, and to

afTaflinate the King in his coach, cither as he fhould

go out to hunt, or on his return. The leading con-

fpirators were Sir Wm. Perkins, .Captain Porter,

La Rue, Robert Chaveroch, and others; at the head

of whom was Sir George Barclay. The French

army was marched to Dunkirk, to aft when the

opportunity favoured their exertions. The Duke of

Berwick came over to prepare matters here. The

tranfport (hips, afinall fleet oi
7
cruizcrs and a convoy

of men of war, were in a lilent manner brought toge

ther, and properly diipotcd ; many regiments were

embarked
; and King James was waiting at Calais,

that on the firit notice of the fucccfs of the aflaflina-

r

:on, he might fet fail; fo nearly was the fchemc

brought to a crifis. The defign was to flrikc the

I 2
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blow on the i5th of February 1695 6 : but in the

beginning of that month fuch a difclofure was made

by La Rue, a Captain Fifher, and Pendergrafs, an

Irifh officer, as led to an investigation which de

feated the project. Upon the detection of this

defign a royal proclamation was iflued, promifing

large rewards to thofe who (liould apprehend any of

the confpirators named in it ; fo that few, except

Barclay, efcaped. The prifons were in a manner

filled with fuch as were apprehended. Several of

them were tried on indictments of high treafon, and

were executed. When Sir John Friend and Sir

VVm. Perkins fufFered death, three nonjurying cler

gymen, Mr. Cook, Mr. Snatt, and Mr. Collier, who
had vifited them in prifon, attended them to the

place of execution
;
and befides

affifting them with

their exhortations and prayers, folernnly gave them

abfolution, by impofition of hands, before all the

people :

&quot; a drain of impudence,&quot; fays Bifliop Bur-

net,
&quot; as new as it was wicked.&quot; Thefe perfons

died, owning the ill defigns in which they had been

engaged, and expreffing no fentiment of penitence
for them. The conduct of the clergy who abfolved

them was a virtual approbation of their traitorous

meafurcs; and a daring infult of the government,
and of the k

:;
nl proceedings which had fentcnced

them to death. The two former were committed,

tried, and fined, as well as cenfured
; Mr. Collier

made his cfcapc. A declaration againft this beha

viour of the clergymen, as extremely infolent, as

without precedent in the manner, and as alrojether
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irregular, was publifhed by the archbiihops and

fourteen bilhops, the whole of the cpifcopal bench

then in town; and feveral nonjurying clergymen

gave it under their hands, that it was neither the

practice of the Church of England, nor allowable

in fucli cafes, to give abfolution.*

When fuch a fpirit (hewed icfelf towards &quot;the

&quot;

powers that were,&quot; it is not furprifing, if the

friends and partizans of the new civil eflablifliment

were regarded with jealoufy and refentment. The

liberty granted to the diffenters to worfaip GOD

according to their principles was all along the ground
of complaint, and a grievance to many. Though all

the former feverities were not revived againft them,

they were borne hard upon at this time in feveral

infhmces where the Aft of Indulgence, had not fpcci-

fically provided for their relief. Proceedings were

commenced againft feveral, efpecially Mr. afterwards

Dr. Jofhua Oldfield, then paftor of a congregation of

di {Tenters at Coventry, for keeping academical femi-

narics. Mr. Oldfield was a man of diflinguiftied

talents and learning j who, previoufly to his fettle-

ment at Coventry, had lived frvcral years at Oxford,

and was in habits of friendly intercourfc with fonoe

of the firfl fcholars of the univerfity; among others

with Dr. Wallis and Mr. Dodwell, by whom he was

highly efteemed. He had complied with the re-

quifitions of the law by a declaration againft popery,

by fubfcription tq the doftrinal articles of the Efta-

*
Calamy, p. 550; andHiftory of the Life and Reign of William

III. p. 317, lamo. 1744.
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blifhed Church, and by taking the oath of allegiance

to the government, in the fupport of which he

joined an afibciation. But thefe evidences of his

proteftantifm and loyalty did not protect him from

the fpirit of intolerance. On the 6th of October

1696, he was cited to appear on the i4th of the

fame month before the ecclefiaftical court, to be

held at Coventry, for the diocefe of Lichfield

and Coventry. He was charged with teaching

without a licence ;
and when he demanded a copy of

the libel or articles againft him, he was put off, and

forced to attend again for it at Lichfield on the 26th.

The libel ex officio, which was there delivered to

him, accufed him of teaching without licence, and

alfo without fubfcription to the whole Book of

Common Prayer and the thirty-nine articles entire,

contrary to the 77th canon
; though no charge of

deficiency in any other qualification, or any crimina

lity of conduft in other
refpe&amp;lt;5t,

was alleged againft

him. The judge earneflly prefled him for an imme

diate anfwer ; and the utmofl indulgence he coulcl

obtain, was to poftpone his appearance in the fame

place till the 7th of November, the next court-day.
When the day came, he replied by his proftor.
One of his family happening to be prefent was fo

terrified by the judge himfelf, who threatened him

with excommunication, as to bir.d himfelf by an oath

to accufe the defendant; but, by withdrawing before

the hour for his examination came, he evaded the

obligation. Mr. Oldficld removed the caufe to
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Weftminfter-Hall, and obtained a noli prosequi from

the Court of King s-Bench.

The learned Mr. Frankland, ejected fromBifhopV
Aukland in Durham, who conduced, at different

places of refidence, an academical feminary of great

reputation from 1669 to 1698, was, notwithftanding

the protection and fecurity which the Toleration

Aft offered, haraffed by citations from the eccle-

fiaftical courts from the Revolution in 1688 to his

death in 1698, foon after he had obtained a fimilar

prohibition to (lop proceedings : in the mean time

he had been excommunicated, on one of the citations,

for non-appearance. Others met with trouble on

the fame grounds. The fpirit of the law, which

indeed, under great limitations, granted liberty of

religious profeffion, and the known difpofitions of the

Court, were not fufficient to retrain the operations

of intolerance without an appeal to the royal pre

rogative, to obtain from the liberality of the king
the indemnity which the law ought to have guaran
teed. The proceedings againft Mr. Oldfield and

Mr. Frankland, on account of keeping feminaries

for claflical andphilofophical learning, were peculiarly

groundlefs and illiberal, as both had ftudied at the

Univerfities of Cambridge, and left that feat of

fcience and literature with great reputation for talents

and proficiency.* Profecutions againft men for

opening fchools and diffufmg knowledge were more,

fuitable to the age of Gothic barbarifm, than to

*
Calamy, vol. i. p. 551 ; Dr. Wm. Harris s Funeral Difcourfcs,p

381 ;
and Palmer s Noncoofbrmift * Memorial, vol. i. p. 491.
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times like thofe of the Revolution, when the day-ftar

of light and liberty was rifmg on mankind.

The conduct of Sir Humphrey Edwin, a diffenter,

and the lord-mayor of London this year, in carrying

the regalia of his office to the meeting-hpufe at

Pinner s Hall, will be deemed by many to have been

injudicious,
and in thofe times of irritation calculated

to raiie jealoufy and inflame the pailions. The fact

is, that unhappy confequences arofe from it both in

this and the fucceeding reign. It was reprefemed

by a warm advocate for the church, not only as

a reproach to the laws and magiftracy of the city,

that the mayor fhould carry the fword of ftate with

him to, as the divine elegantly expreffes himfelf,
&quot; a

&quot;

najly conventicle,&quot; that was kept in one of the

city-halls, but is atroxfacinus, a horrid crime; and

he called the plea offered in irs defence, on the prin

ciple that the Act of Toleration as much eftabliihed

the religion of the diffcnters as that of the nation,
&quot; an arrogant reafon.&quot; The horrid nature of the

crime, and the arrogance of the plea, could not be

fcen nor admitted by many who wifhed that this

proceeding of the lord-mayor had been waved.

But the mod marked and prominent feature of

the times appeared in ftatutc 8th and Qth, pa{Ted in

the reign of King William III. intitled,
&quot; an Act for

&quot; the more effectual fupprcffing of blafphcmy and
&quot;

profanenefs.&quot; Some years before this the contro-

vtrfy concerning the doctrine of the Trinity had been

agitated; and Unitarian fentiments, called then as in

the prefentday, byway of obloquy, Socinian, had been
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advanced and defended in various publications; which

Mr. Firmin, a citizen of wealth, and a pattern of aftive

and generous benevolence in various ways, as well

as of zeal in religious matters, difperfed over the

nation, and gave to any perfon who was difpofed to

read them. Great attention was excited ; the fuhject

became a commop topic of difcourfe
; indignant con

tempt was expreiTcd againfl myfterious doctrines, as

the contrivances of priefts, actuated by a dcfi^n to

bring theworld intoablindfubmiilicn, andasgovcrned
more by the fpirit of prieftcraft than the love of

truth. The friends of the received doctrines were

alarmed ;
a great outcry was raited aqainft focini-

anifm; and the enemies to the government availed

themfelves of the opportunity, either through real

or pretended fears, to purfue iteps and to ufc a lan

guage which tended to undermine it. In this ferment

of the public mind, the Commons addrcfled the

King, Feb. 17, 1698, to this effect. They requefled

his Majefty to iffue out his royal proclamation to all

the magiflrates and juflices of the peace to put in

fpeedy execution the laws a^ainfl profanenefs and

immorality, and to require from time to time an

account of their proceedings on it: They befought
his Majefty to difcourage, in a particular manner, all

vice, profanenefs, and irreligion in thofe who had

the honour to be employed near his royal rerfnn,

or in his fcrvice by fea or land; to appoint ftnft

orders to be given to all his commanders, not

to (hew a good example, but to infpeft the inannrr?

of thofe under them: and they entreated that hi?
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Majefty on all occafions would diilinguifh men of piety

and virtue by marks of his royal favour. They
alfo folicited the king to give fuch effectual orders as

to his royal wifdom fliould feem fit, for the fuppreflion

of all pernicious books and pamphlets, containing

in them impious doctrines againft the Holy Trinity,

and other fundamental articles of faith, and to dif-

coumenance the authors and publifliers of them.

The concern expreffed by thefe fenators for the

fuppreilion of vice, immorality, and irreligion, will be

deemed truly laudable, worthy the friends of virtue

and the guardians of their country s beft imerefts,

But in the laft claufe of their addrefs they will be

thought to have gone beyond their province as

kgiflators, which was to define and fecure the rights

cxifling between man and man
;
and to form laws,

as the times and the (late of property might alter,

for the protection of thofe rights. The civil magis

trate is the guarantee to every citizen againft inju

ries from his fellow citizens ; but he is no umpire
between GOD and man : he has no claim, by depu
tation from either, to decide what is religious truth;

nor does he poflefs, either in his perfonal capacity or

his official character, any peculiar prerogative or

ability for the taflc. The fame means of information,

the fame oracles of divine truth, lie open to the ma-

giftrate and to the fubjeft : each is refponfible to GOD
for his religious opinions. In the times of which we
are fpeaking, the force of thefe principles, which are

more univerfally admitted in thefe days of better

knowledge and fupcrior liberality, was very partially
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felt; and the application of them was, in general,

made only to cafes that related to ccclefiaftical

government or to religions ceremonies.

We are, therefore, lefs furprized, though we may
be difpofed to lament, that fuch an addrefs from the

Commons was followed by the ftatute which we have

mentioned. This Aft recited, that many perfons had

of late years openly avowed and publimed many

blafphemous and impious opinions, repugnant to the

doctrines of the Chriftian religion, very dishonourable

to Almighty GOD, and in their tendency deftruclive

to the peace and welfare of the kingdom. To pro.

vide againft thefe evils, and to fupprefs, as the Aft

expreffes it,
tc thefe detefluble crimes,&quot; it prohibits

fuch publications; and enacts fevere penalties againft

any and every perfon, educated in the Chriftian reli

gion, or who at any time had made a profeffion of it

within this realm, who fhall by writing, printing,

teaching, or advifed fpeaking, deny any one of the

perfons of the Holy Trinity to be GOD, or ihall

afTert or maintain there are more Gods than one,

or fhall deny the Chriftian religion to be true, or the

holy fcriptures of the Old and New Teftament to be

of divine authority. To enforce thefe prohibitions,

an incapacity and difability in law, to all intents and

purpofes whatever, to hold any office or employ

ment, ecclefiaftical, civil, or military, or a privation

of any office or employment held and enjoyed by the

offender at the time of conviftion, is the punifliment

affixed to the firft offence. To be difablcd from

any right of fueing, profecuting, pleading, or ufmg
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any acYion or information in any court of law or

equity, from being guardian of any child, or executor

or adminiflrator of any perfon, or capable of receiv*

ing any legacy or deed of gift, or of bearing any

office civil or military, or any ecclefiaftical benefice,

for ever, within this realm, and an imprifonment for

three years without bail or main-prize from the time

of conviction, is the punifliment affigned to the

fecond offence. Some of the provifions in this claufe

feem to have been formed on the model of an edict

by the Emperor Marcian in the fixth century, againft

the Eutychians and Apollinarifh, by which they

were rendered incapable of difpofing of their eftates,

of making a will, or of inheriting any thing by the

will of others, or by a deed of gift.* In one claufe

this ftatute may appear to exprefs a degree of indul

gence and lenity towards thofe who were convicted

on it of any crime or crimes; as it provided, that on

the acknowledgment and renunciation, within the

fpace of four months, of the offence or of erroneous

opinions, in the court where the conviction had taken

place, fuch offender fliould be difcharged from all

penalties and difabilitieg incurred by fuch conviction.

Even this claufe deferves to be reprobated, for it

is infidious and enfnaring; holding out a temptation
to the irrefolute, and opening a door of efcape from

the penalties of the ftatute to thofe who are deftitutc

of piety and moral rectitude. Can it be afcertained,

whether a renunciation of opinions made under

fuch circumftances is the effect of conviction, and

Furneaux s Letters to Blackftone, p. jg, note.



C. 1. PROTESTANT DISSENTERS. [&amp;lt;25

an unequivocal proof of fmcerity? Docs it not look-

very fufpicious? Has it not the appearance of being

the aft of a difmayed hypocrite? Such ftatutes arc

incompetent to the end propofcd by them, namely,

fupprefTmg the avowal and checking the fpread of

any particular tenets.
* No terrors, not even thofe

44 of death, are ftrong enough,&quot; it has been well

obferved,
&quot; to prevent the virtuous character from

&quot;

making a profeffion of his religious fentiments.

&quot; There have been men in all ages who have chofen
&quot; to endure even an agonizing death, rather than

&quot; withhold an open teftimony to their convictions
;

&quot; and men there ever will be, who will think the

&quot;

profeflion of their religious fenliments a duty of

&quot;

indifpenfable obligation, and who will defy every
&amp;lt;l hazard rather than conceal them.&quot;* If fucli fta

tutes are incompetent to prevent the avowal of the

femiments againft whicli they are levelled, theinflift-

ing of the penalties they enaft, inftead of reflraining

the publication of fuch fentiments, promotes it, and

gives a Ipread to them under circumlhinces that arc

very favourable ro their reception. The cafe of a

virtuous fufTerer under the lafh of fuch laws attra^ls

notice, moves pity, gives a notoriety to his opinion?,

and raifes his ch-irafter for fmcerity and foriitude i;i

the cflimation of the public. All thefe circumflances

will give weight to his opinions, and turn the attention

ofmen to them. &quot; The words are gone forth, and can-

&quot; not be recalled ; the public curiofity is only attracted

44 towards them by any fpecics of legal cognizance

ATreutiicon Ilerjfy, by a Barriftcr at Law, p. 11:, 3. 1791.
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&quot;

whatfoever; a more general examination of the

&quot; fentiment fucceeds. and amongft the number of

&quot;

enquirers, fomc, of courfe, will become advocates

&quot; for the opinions of the preacher. The poifon has

&quot; entered the circulation, and muft have its courfe.&quot;*

The inefficiency of iuch ftatutes expofes the folly

of them, and draws on them juft contempt. But in

reference to the intolerance and cruelty which mark

them, they deferve to be branded with the moft

opprobrious cenfures.

It at once awakens deep concern and roufes warm

indignation, that fuch aftatute remains, though men do

not ad on it, even in our day, to difhonour our legiflative

code. The times in which it patted were not equally

enlightened with the prefent ;
a great horror exifled

in the minds of mod men againft the fentiments

which it was framed to fupprefs. Even fuch a fpi-

rited and upright advocate of civil and religious liberty

as Andrew Marvell, could complain that there was
&quot; a very great negleft fomewhere, wherefoever

the infpecVion of books was lodged, that at lead
&quot; the Socinian books fliould be tolerated, and fell

&quot;

as openly as the Bible.&quot;! The difTenters, in the

addrefs of their body to King William in 1697, ^ ia&amp;lt;^

imreated and urged him to (top the prefs againft the

Unitarians ; in which requeft they had in view the

tracts written and circulated under the patronage of

Mr. Finnin-l) The difpofition to pafs the flatute

* A Trentife on Herefy, by a Barrifter at Law, p. 115.

t Rchearfal Tranfpofed, part x. p. i;z, (167*) ;
or Thomp-

fon s edition of Marvell s Works, vol. ii. p. 112.

I

1

Enilyn s Works, rol. ii. p. ;,;4. Lindfey s Hift. View p. 307-
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under confideration was unhappily countenanced L)

a precedent in the Long Parliament in 1648, which,

by the influence of the prcfbytcrians, had pafied an

Aft fimilar to this, but with the fcvcrcr penalty of

death to be inflifted on the party condemned ;

c&amp;lt;

though indeed,&quot; as Mr. Lindiey adds,
&quot; three

&quot;

years imprifontnent is fometimcs worfe than

&quot; death.
&quot;$

No precedent, no prejudices, though

they may extenuate the culpability of the legiflature

in paffing fuch an Aft, can wholly juftify it
; efpeci-

ally as at that time feveral pens had ably aflerted

and defended the rights of confcience, explained the

principles of free enquiry, and expofed the injuitice

of intolerance. There had been publifhed
&quot; An

&quot;

EfTay concerning the power of the magiftrate, and
* the rights of mankind in matters of religion ;&quot;

u

traft, which if it were &quot;

thoughtfully read and impar-
&quot;

tially confidercd,&quot; was calculated to make every

ingenuous reader afhamed of perfection.* There

had appeared from the prefs
&quot; An Apology for the

&amp;lt;l

Parliament, humbly reprefenting to Mr. John
tc Gailhard fome reafons why they did not at his

&quot;

requeft enaft fanguinary laws againfl proteftams
&amp;lt;c

in their lait fcfTion,
3 *

1697. But the confidera

tion which on this fubjtft peculiarly wounds the

rcflefting mind is, that the ftatute of which we arc

fpeaking was not prevented by the clofe reafonin

and liberal fpirit with which the nation had been

addrefled about nine or ten years before in Mr.

5 My Review of the Life &c. of Biddle, frfl. vi.

* An Apology for the Parliament, p. .;Q.
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Locke s
&quot; Letter concerning Toleration

;&quot; which,

though publifhed fird in Latin in Holland 1689,

had excited fo much attention as to have been

tranfltteJ in the fame year into the Dutch, French,

and Englifh languages; and the Englifli tranflation

had, within that fpace, gone through two impref-

lions, firil in quarto and then in duodecimo. It is

to be lamented, and to him who does not make

allowance for the force of prejudice, and the flow

progrefs of truth, however ably fupported, it may

appear furprifing, that the weight and authority

which this tracl derived from the fingular talents

and eminence of the author, had not given a

decided turn to the public mind in favour of full

religious liberty. Mr. Locke, it is to be noticed,

was not the firft writer on the fubjeft ; the public

attention had been directed to it fome years before,

even during the civil wars, when the argument had

been ably dated and difcufled. The misfortune was,
that. &quot; not only the government,&quot; as the judicious
and enlightened tranflator of Mr. Locke s Letters

obferves,
&quot; had been partial in matters of religion,

&quot; but ihofe alfo who had fuffered under that par-
;c

tiality,&quot;
and had endeavoured by their writings

to vindicate their own rights and liberties, had

done it for the mod part upon narrow principles,
fuitcd only to the intereds of their own fefts. Even
Mr. Locke s generous principles were not, though
(hted in his clear and flrong manner, immediately
efficacious in enlarging and expanding the minds

of men.
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To this it is to be added, that political jealoufies

and intcreds blended their influence with religious

zeal. This was very apparent in forr.e fubfequent

proceedings a^ainfl the papiih. In the fcflions of

Parliament of 1698, an addrefs was prcfemcd to the

king, complaining of the bold nets with which, from

his Majefty s unexampled clemency, the papids had of

late frequented the metropolis, and all places of

public refort
;
and befeeching his Majcfly to ifTue

his royal proclamation againd rhrin. This the king

promifcd to do. The fact \vas, that many priefls,

alarmed at the evils which they anticipated from the

effects of the revolution, had left the kingdom; but

after the peace of Ryfwick, they returned, accom

panied by numbers of their order, and appeared

about the town without refcrvc, and with an aiTumed

boldncfs, prefuming on the fpiric of toleration

which had begun to operate in favour of other feo

tarids. The enemies of the government availed

themfelves of this circumflance to afperfe the whig

mir.iflers, as being indifferent to the intereds of

religion, and to throw out infimiations that the peace

of Ryfwick included a fecret article in favour of

popery. Even the king hiinfclf was accufed of an

attachment, or at lead partiality to rhat religion.

Under the pretence of zeal for proteftamifm, md
from a malignant enmity to the friends of govern

ment, in the feflion of 1699, Mr. Howe, one of the

mod virulent Jacobites in the houfe, under the fanc-

Belflum s Hiftory of Great-Britain from the Revolution, vol. ii,

p. 8, 8vo,

K
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tion of a committee, of which he was ihe chairman,

brought in a bill of great feverity. It inflicled a

fentence of banifhment upon all popifli priefls and

fchoolmaflers, on pain of perpetual imprifonment in

cafe of their return
j
and it offered a reward of loool.

for their apprehenfion. It alfo enabled, that no

papift, born after the 25th of March 1700, fhould

be capable of inheriting cither title or eftate; or of

purchafmg lands, c. either in his own name or in

truft for another, within the realm. The molt ex

traordinary claufe of the bill was that which required

ail papiils poilefling eftates in land to take the oaths

of allegiailce and fupremacy, and the ted, when

they attained the age of eighteen; and till they did

it, the cftate was to devolve to the next of kin that

was a proteftant.

The tenor of this bill and its progrefs through
the houfe were marked by malignant infidioufnefs

on the fide of the party who moved it, and moved

it with a defign to perplex the meafures of admi-

niflraiion; for they indulged the expe&ation that

the whigs, influenced by their principles of indul

gence and toleration, would oppofe ir, and by fuch a

line of conduct draw on themfelvcs popular odium.

Bilappointcd in this upprehenfion they would have

dropt the bill. The court party were chargeable in

this affair with a conduct irreconcileable to the

maxims of fair and jufl policy, and were carried

away by their zeal againft popery. Bifhop Burnet

infoims
i:s, that he was in favour of [his bill,

&quot; not-
&quot;

withllanding his principles for toleration, and againjl
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&amp;lt;fc

all pcrfecution for confcience fake.&quot;* Both par-

ties penetrating into each other s defigns, and jealous

of each other s fucccfs, were alert in manoeuvres

to counteract one another s vie\vs, and to clog the

bill with new claufcs, unreafonable and fevere, to

prevent its being patted by the lords. But fuch

fear left popery fhould recover its power and in-

fluence was entertained, that the bill rapidly patted

through both houfes. BiQiop Burner, it is not to

be doubted, fpoke the fenuments of the lords, the

commons, and the whole nation. &quot;

I had always
&quot;

thought, that if a government found any feet in

&quot;

religion incompatible with its quiet and fafety,
&quot;

it might, and fometimes ought to, fend away all

&quot; of that feet, with as little hardship as
pottiule.&quot;*

&quot; A principle of
policy,&quot;

obferves a liberal hiftorian,
&quot; which would furnifh juft as valid a pretence for the
&quot;

expulfion of the Morifcoes from Spain, or the
&quot;

Hugonots from France, as of the Papifts from
&amp;lt;

c

England.&quot; The original caufc of the fuppofed

expediency and necettity of fuch meafures exilts in

the alliance of the church with the (late, and the

connection of the civil power with a particular mode

of religious profcttion. The rigour and fevcrity

which diftinguifh the meafure adopted in the cafe

before us, are molt obvious; and have fo alleged the

minds of men in our times, that the legiilature has,

with a generous unanimity, repealed the Act; and the

repeal has had the function of national approbation.

*
Iliftory, vol. ir. p. 33.%

K 2
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It may be remarked as the opprobium of the

times in which this bill paired, that there (lands oil

record no proteft againil it by any of the lords;

nor againfl the malignant ftatute, the terrors of

which ilill hang over the heads of Unitarians; from

whofe fcntiments, as they are grounded on free en

quiry, and are not blended with any political intered,

no danger to the (late is to be apprehended. Neither

of thefe bills, we may conclude, met with the hearty

approbation of the king : he was reluctantly induced,

by the influence of Parliament, and the imagined nc-

ceflity of the times, to give his aflent to them. This

may be inferred from his anfwer to the Scotch

commifTioners, when they tendered to him an oath.,

containing a claafe about rooting out berefy, that he

was not willing to le made a perfecutor.*
His

Majefty s known tcndernefs to dilTenters, and aver-

fion to perfecution, brought en him the charge of

intending, by tolerating all religion?, to overturn

the Edublifhed Church. &quot; The former part of

this character &quot;

argued him to have a
ju.il

fenfe of
&quot; the rights of human nature, as well as of the true

mtcrefts of Britain
;
the latter is a reflection, that

&quot;

difcovers at once the ingratitude, ignorance, and

&quot;bigotry of thofe who nu.le it.&quot;|-

Pafling over the intervening political occuncnccs.

we come to an event which tended to revive the

hopes of the difcontented, and to alarm the fears ot

^ :rncf, p. ,1.32. ;,:,3 ; Bclfham, vol. ii. p. 38,39; Lindfey s

[ifloiijal View, p. 305, note.

J

C,;!,:my, p. 619.
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the true patriot, while it wore a gloomy afpect with

reference to the caufe of religious liberty, and the

fecurity of the proteftant diffenters
;

this was the

death of the king on the 8th of March 1701-2: a

king, to whom they looked as their glorious deliverer

from popery and (Livery, to whofe title they were

true and firm adherents, and in whole lervice they

were faithful.
ec To him the intellectual world is

&quot; indebted for the full freedom of difcullion, and the

&quot; unreftrained avowal of its fentiments on fubjefts of
&quot; the highefl importance and magnitude. To him
&quot; Britain owes the aflertion and the final eftablifh-

&quot; mem of our conflitutional privileges.
J&amp;gt;

;j;

I BcHhnm, vol. ii. p. 222.



CHAPTER II.

Controversies agitated in the period between

the REVOLUTION and t/te death of

King WILLIAM.

SECTION I.

The Controversy respecting the Rights, Powers,

and Privileges of Convocations.

THE
Convocation or ecclefiaftical fynod in

England differs/ obferves Judge Blackftone,
&quot;

confiderably in its conftitution from the fynods of
&quot; other Chriflian kingdoms : thofe confiding wholly

&quot; of bij/jops ; whereas, with us, the convocation is

&quot; the miniature of a Parliament, wherein the arch-
&quot;

bifhop prcfides with regal flate : the upper houfe
&quot; of the bifhops reprefents the Houfe of Lords

;

&quot; and the lower houfe, compofed of reprefentatives
&quot; of the fevcral dioceses at large, and of each parti-
&quot; cular chapter therein, refembles the Houfe of
&amp;lt;c

Commons, with its knights of the (hire, and bur-
t(

geffes.&quot;*
This conftitution originated in the

policy and neccflity of Edward I. who, in the year

1219, when the knights, chizens, and burgtffes

V-LTC fir ft fummoned to Parliament by the royal
*

Commentaries, vol. i. p. 280. cd. 179.
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writ, ifTued alfo his writ to all the bifhops of Eng
land to call together the clergy of their fcvcral

diocefes at Weftminfler, to give him their help and

counfd. This was the firfl national aflfembly to

which the lower clergy were called by the king s

writ. The object of the king was not fo much to

extend their privileges, and to raife their importance
in the community, as to obtain aids from them

;
and

to introduce a precedent and a method of taxing

ecclcfiaflical benefices by confent of convocation.

He accordingly demanded half the profits of their

revenue for one year.*

In confequence of the debates and diflentions

which arofe in the convocation that met in the be

ginning of King William s reign, it was prorogued,

as we have feen,J for 10 years. But the prorogations

were conducted with exa&nefs and regularity. With

the opening of every other feffion of Parliament

the convocation was fummoned, and was in being

with it. But as in the year 1665 the clergy had

yielded up the right of giving their money in fubfi-

dies to the (late by their own votes, and had fubmittcd

to be taxed by the Houfe of Commons, there was at

laft nothing for them to do when they met;|| for,

notwithstanding all the danger which threatened

religion during the former reigns, they never pre

tended to fit and act as a fyuod. Under thefe cir-

cumftances they fat only for form s fake ; the

meetings were of courfe adjourned from time to

* Warner s Ecclcfiaftical Hiftory of England, vol. i. p. 479

J Page *.j. || Burnet, yol. r, p. 37.
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time by the prefident, but always in a capacity to be

convened whenever the exigences of church or

(late required their counfel and afliftance. No fuch

exigence happened for feveral years. This exemp
tion from an unneceffary and expenfive attendance,

which was defigned for the eafe of the clergy, by

relcafmg them from an obligation of abfence from

their cures, became by degrees a ground of complaint:

they murmured at the frequent and renewed pro

rogations as a violation of their conftitution ;
and

they cad fevere reflections on the Archiihop of Can

terbury in particular, and on the epifcopal bench,

as neglectful of the interefts of the church, and even

difpofed to betray them. Tliefe difcontents were

privately fomented among thofe of the lower clergy

who were nonjurors. In 1697 *hcfe difputes became

known to the world at large through the prefs ;
and

the pen being taken up, the controverfy was conti

nued in different and fucceflive publications. In

thefe circumltances, while the public mind was agi

tated, and the clergy, in particular, were in no good

temper, the Tory minidry, into whofe hands the

king had put the reigns of government, demanded,

at the very beginning of their adminifiration, that a

convocation fhould be permitted to fit. It was fum-

moned and met in the church of St. Paul s in

London, on Monday Feb. loth, 1700. The con

vocation was opened with fpeeches full of fevere

reflections on thebifliops, which, from an unwiliing-

nefs to enter into difputes, they paffed over in filence,

and with a forbearance that did them credit. On
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the 2ifl of February, Dr. Hooper, dean of Canter

bury, a man of learning and good conduct, but

refervcd, crafty, and ambitious, was chofen, pre-

fented, and approved as prolocutor. The archbifhop,

Dr. Tennifon, meant and actually attempted copn-

rogue the convocation on the s^th of the fame

month
;
but obftru&ions were thrown in the way

of this meafure. The conftant method cfa.ijourn-

mcnts had been this, the archbiihop fr.jned a fche-

dule for that purpofe, by which the upper houfe

was immediately adjourned ;
and tliat inftrumenc

being fent down to the lower. houfe, it was iikcwifv.

On this occafion the clergy, aware thai: the conti

nuance of their meetings depended on the will :;nd

pleafure of the archbifhop, who could hinder or

break oflall debates by an adjournment, rcfolved to

conteft this point. XYhen, therefore, ihe fchedule

of prorogation was brought down and delivered to

the prolocutor, they continued fitting in defiance of

it, and proceeded in forae debates, which, though of

no moment in themfelves, expreiTed their determi

nation to act independently uf the archbifhop s

fchedule. After this the prolocutor himfclf, by the

confent of die houfe, intimated an adjournment, and

appointed the next meeting to be held in Henry
Vllth s chapel, in oppolition to the fchcdnlc; which

included the whole body of the convocation, and to

prevent feparate and diftinft meetings, hud appointed

it to aflcmblc in thejerufalem chamber.

ITiefe proceedings of the lower houfe were, with

rcafon, confidered by the archbifhop and the ma-
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jority
of his fufFragans, as fetting up a claim of fepc-

rate intereft and power. The union of a provincial

fynod was broken, the good correfpondence between

the two houfcs was deftroyed, and the common

methods of bufmefs were fruflrated. On February

28th, when the fourth feilion was held, the prolo

cutor and clergy, acling on the principle of their lad

adjournment, did not meet his grace and the bifhops

in the fynodical place, the Jerufalem chamber. This

conduct was juftly interpreted as a fccond contempt

of the authority of the prefident and of the obligation

of the fchedule, the inftrument of continuing or

adjourning the convocation.

To come to an understanding on the points of

difference between the two houfes, the archbifhop,

with the confcnt of his epifcopal brethren, fent for

the prolocutor, and put to him thcfe two queflions,

Firfl,
&quot; Whether the lower houfe did fit after they

c were prorogued by his grace on the 25th of Fe-
&quot;

bruiiry ?&quot; Andfecondly,
&quot; whether they did meet

&quot; that very morning without attending in the Jeru-
&quot; falein chamber, to which they were prorogued ?&quot;

After fome difcourfe which thefe queftions brought

on, the prolocutor faid,
&quot; that the lower houfe was

&quot;

preparing a paper to lay before his grace and the
&quot;

upper houfe concerning the method of proroga-
: tion and fome other matters of form.&quot; The arch

bifhop replied in his own name and in the names of

his brethren, that though they thought fit for the

prefent to continue the ufual practice, they were

ready to receive and confider what (houJd be offered
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by the clergy, and to adopt fuch meafures upon it

as fliould appear to be
j
lift and right. As an inftance

of a conciliating temper, it was immediately added in

the fchedule of that day, to preclude ambiguity and

difpute, after in bunc locum,
&quot;

vulgo vocat: Jerusalem
&amp;lt;c

chamber&quot; The lower houfc fubmitted to this

with ajalvo jure ; and on the next feflion, the 6th of

March, agreeably to the definite form of the lafl

fchedule, gave their attendance in the Jerufalem

chamber. On being foon difmilTed, they returned

to their own houfc, and prepared a report from the

committee, which had been appointed to fearch the

records of the convocation for directions relative

to the prorogations of their houfe; which in a little

time they carried up to the upper houfe.

In this paper they aflerted that it had been the

ufage of the lower houfe to continue its fittings till

adjourned or prorogued by the prolocutor or his

deputy, and not always to adjourn on the fame day

with the upper houfe. They alfo alleged, on the

authority of fome precedents, that it had been the

common practice of their houfe, when the upper
houfe was adjourned by the words in bunc locum, to

meet apart in the particular place where they had fat

lad, diflinclly from their
lordlhi;&amp;gt;s ;

even when the

upper houfe had been adjourned to a place particu

larly fpecified by name, as St. Paul s, or Lambeth*

They further pleaded that they found no evidence to

prove that it had ever been the practice of the lower

to attend the upper houfe before the former had

mec and fat according to its own adjournment j
but
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when it had fir ft met and far, they then, at their own

motion, or by a fpecial mcflage, attended the

bifhops on bufinefs.

This paper was entitled
&quot;

a Report of the Oom-
&quot;

mittee, and did not run, a? it ihould have done,

in the name of the
* h -life;&quot; but the archbifhop,

without taking any advantage of this informality,

di reeled it to be rea.l, an.! then referred the exa

mination o^ it to a committee of the biihops ;
who

drew up a copious reply to
it,

in which all their

precedents were examined and anfwered.

In the mean time tlvj archbiihop delivered to the

prolocutor the form of an humble Addrefs to his

&quot;

Majeity,&quot;
for the confjnt and concurrence of the

lower houfe; which was given, with one alteration

only, by the fubilitution of the phrafe
&quot; reformed

thanked his Mvijelly for his eon iant protection and

favour to the Church of England. It acknowledged
his pious concern for the reformed churches in

general; and it expreiTed an affiirance of iledfaft

fidelity
and afteflion, and a readinefs to maintain the

inpvrmacy of the king, as fettled by law. This

a.Urels wns prefented on the loth of March to his

Majelly; who accompanied his gracious reception

ui ic, and his thanks for the promifes which it con

tained, with an aflurancc, that he would never extend

his lupremaey beyond die law.

The lower houfe fat for fome time in deliberations

on a reply to the anhver of the bifhops ;
but inftead

ot proceeding in it, they defired a dee conference.
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This was refufed by the bifhops, as a flep altogether

new; for though the clergy had, on fome occufions,

and to explain fome point, been invited to a confer

ence with the bifli
&amp;gt;ps,

they had never before pre-

fumed to propofe and to deiire it of thcmfcrlvcs. It

was refolved, therefore, not to admit a conference;

bat to require an anfwer to the paper which had

been fcnt to them. The lower houfe, on the other

Land, rcfufed to comply with this squill . ion, and

refolved not to notice the archbilhop s adjournment,

except in adjourning thcmfelves on rhe day appointed

in his fcheclule, but by their own
a&amp;lt;ft,

and to inter

mediate days.

While thefe difagreements concerning their refpec-

tive prerogatives and privileges ex i (led between the

two houfes of convocation, the low-r houfe (Itpt

forward in an unufual manner to exercife authority,

and difplay their zeal in religion. They collected

and examined fevcral books, in which the received

principles of the church, which had the name of

orthodox, were impugned and controverted. They
noted down the obnoxious paiTages, which they

cenfured as erroneous; and wanted nothing but the

king s leave to fanclion their cenlures, and to intro

duce new canons into the church. They began with

atrcatife, which had been publifhed in 1696, entitled

&quot;

Chriftianity not
myftcrious,&quot; by Mr. John Toland;

a work which excited much attention, created an

alarm, and expofed the author to the blind and unre

lenting m.dice of bigots in power. On the 2oth of

March, the prolocutor carried up to the upper houfe
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a reprefentation of this book, on the ground offorae

proportions injudicioufly felec&quot;ted from it, as a

treaiife of pernicious principles, and of dangerous

confcqucncc ;
and they requefted their lordlhips to

concur in the cenfures and refokuions which they

had pafled in reference to it; and to adopt efFeftual

meafures to fupprefs fuch publications. The biihops,

though they held Toland and his work in equal

abhorrence with the clergy, confidered this forward-

nefs and activity of the lower lioufe to judge and

decide in points of faith, as finking dire&ly at epif-

copal authority. They were furprifed to fee fuch

important aft* of church government afTumed by
men who had long aflerted the divine right of cpif-

copacy, and had maintained that prefbyters were no

more than their affifhints and council. They were

alfo jealous of the credit, which it appeared to be

the aim of the clergy to fecure to themfelves, by
this (hew of zeal for the great articles of religiou.

Under thefe imprcflions the bifhops demurred on the

propofals of the lower houfe ; and determined to take

the opinion of council, how far thj Act of Submif-

fion,t in the 25th of Henry VIII. retrained them.

f By the Act of SubmiiTion, which originated in convocation,
and which, a: t u rcqvicft of th j clergy, had been confirmed in

Parliament, they acknowledged,
^

that all convocations ought to be
fl .-n-.blcd !.y the kind s wriij r.nd proniiicd, hi verbs facerdctri,

&quot; that they v. o i!J never m::!;;: nor execute any new canons or con-
Ibtutions \viihoi.t the royal alTcnt

; and iince many canons had
that were found prejudicial to thc.king s prerogative,

contr.try to the laws of the land, and heavy to the fubjetfs, that
:foiL- Uiere IhoulJ be a commi:tL-e of 32 pedbns, 16 of the

two Houfcs of Parliament, and as many of the clergy, to be named
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Oil the cafe being fubmitted to the judgment of the

lawyers, feme were afraid, and others were unwilling,

to give a decided opinion. But Sir Edw. Northey,
afterwards the attorney-general, thought that to

condemn books was a ftep of great confequence, as

it mighr, by ccnfuring fome explanations and allow

ing others, affect and alter the doftrine of the

church; and that the convocation, fmce it had no

licenfe from the king, would incur the pains in the

ftatute by intermeddling in fuch matters. The bifhops,

directed by this advice, fufpcadcd all further debate

on this bufmefs.

Anjther publication, which came under their

examination, and incurred their cenfure, was Bi (hop

Burnet s
cc

Expofition of the Articles.&quot;
&quot;

They
&quot;

fell upon it,

J&amp;gt;

fays a modern writer,
* c with the

cc urmoft fury, as a performance full of fcandal to the
&quot;

church, and dangerous to
religion.&quot;]; They

were much prejudiced and highly incenfed againfl

the author; and this gave an unavoidable bias to their

judgment in reviewing his work. In imitation of the

impeachments by the Houfe of Commons, they ex-

prcffcd their cenfure of this book in three general

charges: That it allowed a divcrfity of opinions,

which the articles were framed to avoid : That it

contained many paffages contrary to the true mean

ing of the articles, and to other received doclrines of

&quot;

by the king, who fhould have full power to revile the old canons,
&quot; and to abrogate, confirm, or alter them, as they found expedient,

&quot;the king s aflcnt being obtained.&quot; Ncal s Ilift. Puritans, vol. i.

p. 14. cd. 1793; or Parfons s Abridgement of Neal, vol. i. p. 2,

I Archdeacon Blackbui ne s Works, vol. v. p. 274.
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the church: and That fome pofitions in it were of

dangerous confequence to the church as by law

cftablifhed, and derogatory from the honour of the

Reformation.

This paper of complaints having been read aud

taken into confideration by the bifhops, the prefidcnt

obferved to the prolocutor, that it contained general

affertions only, without proofs. He required in the

name of the bilhops that the lower houfe fhould

fend up the fpeciulties or particulars on which their

charges were founded. The prolocutor,, and the

members who attended him, returned to the lower

houfe, and it was fuppofed that the clergy were pre

paring their particular charges againft: the Bifhop of

Sarum s work. After waiting fome time, a proper

officer, Mr. Tiller, was fent to enquire of the prolo

cutor, whether any propoiitions relative to particular

paffages in it were in readincfs to be prefented to

the archbifhop and bilhops. The rneffenger foon

came back with the following abrupt anfwcr :
&quot; This

&quot; houfe Jcfircs Mr. Tillot to return their lordfhips
&quot; their humble thanks for their meflage ;

and to tell

&quot;

them, that this houfe is preparing buiinefs, but are
&quot; not yet ready with it.&quot; It was never learned what

were the particulars to which the general heads

of cenfure referred. &quot;

It was,&quot; fays Burner,
&quot; a

&quot;

fccret lodged in confiding hands.&quot; It fhould be
mentioned to the honour of this prelate, that fo far

from evading an examination of his book, he beggecj
the urchbithop to difpcnfe with the order aguinfl
further communications on the fubjeft.
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On receiving the mefTige delivered by Mr. Tillot,

the archbifliop and biftiops, in a committee, came

to a declaration of their judgment on the fleps taken

in this matter by the lower houfe. They delivered

it as their dccifion,
&quot; That the lower houfe had no

&quot;

power, judicially, to cenfure any book: That they
&quot;

ought not to have entered upon the examination
4C of a book written by a bifhop of the church, with-

&quot; out fird acquainting the preildent and bifhops
c with their defign: That cenfuring the work of

&quot; the Bifhop of Saruin in general terms, without
&quot;

alleging the particular paflages on which the cen-
&quot; fure was grounded, was defamatory and fcandalous:

&quot; That the Bifhop of Sarum, by his excellent

&quot;

Hiflory of the Reformation, approved by both
&quot; houfes of Parliament, and by other writings,
&quot; had done great fervices to the Church of England,
&quot; and had juftly dcferved the thanks of their houfe:
&quot; And that though private perfons may expound the

**
articles of the church, yet it could not be proper

44 for the convocation, at that time, to approve,
&quot; much lefs to condemn, fuch private expofitions.&quot;

By thefe decifions of the upper houfe the lower was

rcflrained from proceeding, in their corporate capa

city, to thofe extremities to which they {hewed a

a ftrong inclination. The ta/k of animadverting on

the Bifhop of Sarum s trcatifc was affigncd to an

individual, generally fuppofcd to be Dr. Binckes,

who they had good reafon to believe would make

the mofl of it to the public ; and who, in the name

of his brethren, publifhed, in 1702,
&amp;lt;c A prefatory

j.
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Difcourfe to an examination of a late book, entituled,

An Expofition of the Thirty-nine Articles of the

Church of England, by Gilbert bifhop of Sarum.&quot;

In which difcourfe he is faid to have purfued the

cxpofition with fuflicient fpleen.*

Previoufly to the 3oth of May, when the prolo

cutor of the lower houfe firft laid before the upper

houfe the reprefentation of their fenfe upon the

Bifhop of Sarum s
&quot;

Expofition of the Thirty-nine
&quot;

Articles,&quot; the archbifhop and the bifhops had

propofed that a committee, confiding of a felect

number from the upper houfe and an equal number

from the lower houfe, ftiould meet and confult, in

order to an amicable adjuflment of the points in

difpute between them. But the lower houfe de

clined coming into any fuch agreement. On which

his grace and thejf lordfhips declared, that they
would receive nooning from the lower houfe till the

irregularities which attended its proceedings were

fettled. When, therefore, the document in which

they criminated the publication of the Bifhop of

Sarum was
j refented, the archbifhop read to the

prolocutor and his attendants a paper drawn up by
the confcnt of the bifhops, and fan&amp;lt;ftioned by their

approbation, declaring
&quot;

that they could not receive
&quot;

any thing offered from the lower houfe, till the
&quot;

late
irregularity of refilling to meet the committee

&quot; of the bifhops, for infpecling the books of the
&quot;

convocation, was fet
right.&quot;

A copy of this paper
was, ;it his dcfire, prefented to the prolocutor.

*
Blackburn ut
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On this, he and thofe who accompanied him, went to

the lower houfe; and returning within a few minutes

waited in the chamber adjoining to the Jerufalem

chamber. Here they were met by Humphrey bifhop

of Bangor, who, by the direction of the archbifhop,

afked the prolocutor,
&quot; whether the meflage he was

&quot; now charged with, was to fet the irregularity com-
&quot;

plained of right?&quot;
The bimop, returning to the

lioufc, reported that at firft the prolocutor replied,
&quot; that it was fomething in order to fet that irregula-
&amp;lt;c

rity right;&quot;
but then, as if recollecting himfelf,

he faid,
&quot;

it was concerning that
irregularity.&quot; On

this the prolocutor and his attendants were called in ;

and his grace exprefled the readinefs of the houfe to

receive any propofal that tended to fet right the

irregularity of which it had complained. The pro

locutor replied, it was fomething concerning it; and

then read to them thefe words :
&quot; The paper that

&quot; the lower houfe ordered the prolocutor to prefent
&quot; to your grace and their lordfliips, was their humble
&quot;

reprefcntation concerning a book, entitled,
* An

&quot;

Expofition of the Thirty-nine Articles of the
t f Church of England, and hath no relation to the

&quot;

fuppofed irregularity your grace and your lord-

&quot;

fhips think fit to complain of: of that we are ready
&quot; to give your lordihips futisfa&ion, when thereunto
&quot; called y and in the mean time moll humbly requefl
&quot; that your grace and your lordfliips will be pleafed
&quot; to receive the faid

paper.&quot;

The manner in which this paper was introduced

and prefentcd, excited the furprizc of the archbiihop

L 2
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and the bifhops at the conduft of the prolocutor.

The Bifhop of Bangor in particular entered a com

plaint againft it, in a writing figned by his own

hand, and charged him with prevarication ; for

when ihe btfhop had put the queftion to him, whether

themeMige he had to bring in was to fet right the

irregularity,
of which the upper houfe complained,

he replied, firft, that
&quot;

it was fomething to let that

&quot;

irregularity right ;&quot;
then he faid,

&quot;

it was con-

&quot;

cerning that irregularity ;&quot;
and at lad it appeared

that the meflage he brought concerned wholly

another matter.

When the archbifhop and bifhops declared their

judgment on the proceedings of the lower houfe

againft the work of Bifhop Burnet, which was on

the 1 3th June , they took a decided part with

the Bifhop of Bangor in the altercation between him

and the prolocutor, by a declaration that he had

made a true and jufl report of the prolocutor s

anfwer at the door of the houfe, which correfpondcd

in eflfeft with the anfwer which he made in the

houfe to the archbifhop ;
that the paper which he

read, relative foldy to the Bifhop of Sarum, had no

reference to the irregularity complained of ; and thai

the prolocutor s anfwer was fuch as by no means

ought to have been given by him to the archbifhop, o:

any member of the houfe. On the fame day they

jvafll-d
a vote of approbationon Dr. Verney and other

difTentients from the majority in the lower houfe,

for having aftcd, in their opinion, to the dictates of

right and duty ;
and as dcfcrving the protection of



C. II. PROTESTANT DISSENTERS. 14-9

ihe upper houfe in maintaining the jufl rights of

convocation. The prolocutor and fome members of

the lower houfe incurred their cenfure, for having

violated the methods of proceeding in convocation,

endangered the con fli tut ion of the church, and

been guilty of manifcfl: difobedience and contempt.*

All the bifhops, except the bifhops of London,

Rochctler and Exeter, concurred in thefe pro

ceedings. Dr. Compion, who filled the fee of

London, had for feveral years united himfclf to the

Tories ;
and though with liulc authority or force,

had oppofcd the court in every thing. His hopes

of being advanced to the fee of Canterbury had

alfo been twice difappointcd. Dr. Spratt, who

prefided over the dioccfe of Rochcftcr, had en

tered deeply into the mcafurcs of the former reigns;

and dining this he adhered to his party with fiiirip

ncfs, though the irregularities of his life did it no

honour. Sir Jonathon Trelawney, at that time the

bilhop of Exeter, was the [avowed patron and de-

fcnJer of the fynodical rights of the clergy. Thefe

bilhops entered their diiTent to the refutations of the

upper houfe ; yet, though they adhered to the lower

houfe, they conferred no great reputation on its

proceedings. ||

While the lower houfe declined, amidfl thefe al

tercations, acceding to the propofal from the upper
*

Burnet, vol. v. p. 40, 41, 42. C.il.imy, rol. i. p. 607 8
&amp;lt;

Archbilhop Tenniibn s Lite, p. 77 91.

Atterbury s Sermons, dedication, p. 3.

jl Buroet, yol. ?. p. 4^. vol. i.
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houfe, that the points in difpute between them

fhould be referred to a committee, formed of a feleft

and equal number from each, they did not treat the

propofal with entire negleft ; but on June 6th, deli

vered in a paper, in which they gave their reafon for

not meeting the committee of the bifhops. They
intimated that they were a diftinct houfe, and

claimed a liberty to admit or decline at their own

difcretion the appointment of committees ; and that

they could fee no ground for fuch a committee.

They pleaded, that the bifhops had no regular way
of becoming acquainted with the tranfaftions of

their houfe, but as they were laid before them ;

and that if the infpeclion of their journal was de

manded as a right, they might reafonably infifl on

their liberty: That before the upper houfe required

the infpecYion of their prefent proceedings, they
had reafon to expeft from their lordfhips to be put
in pofleflion of the journals of the lower houfe

for the years 1586, 1640, 1661, &c. which of

right belonged to them. They complained that

they were difcouraged by the declaration, that what

they had done was of dangerous confequence ; and

that their lordfhips
1

fentence, cutting off all inter-

courfe between the two houfcs was not only over

fcvere, beyond the occaflon, but that for the

prefent it ddtroyed the whole defign and very
being of a convocation.

This paper was referred to the examination of
a committee of

bifliops, who drew up a full and

explicit aniwer to it. In this anfwer they remon-
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ftrated, that it would have been becoming in the

lower houfe to have acknowledged the patience

and tendernefs of the upper houfe. They (tared,

that on fearching for precedents, they found that

they had a right to appoint committees
;

and that it

had been the uniform praftice of the lower houfe to

comply with fuch appointments. They complained,

that the lower houfe, by their refufal, had difobeyed

the authority of the prefidcnt and bifhops, and de-

flroyed the intercourfe between the two houfcs;

and for this conduft they might have been proceeded

againft by canonical admonitions and cenfures,

which had hitherto been forborne ;
but that till

they returned to their duty, bufmefs could not pro

ceed. The lower houfe, it was urged, in the reafons

which they had offered for their
j unification, had

evidently miftaken both right and faft. They had

affumed to themfclves to be an independent body ;

when the whole convocation was but one body, of

which the archbifhop was the head
; and both

houfes had always been continued or prorogued by
one inftrument or aft. Their aim in the motion

to have the books infpc&ed, it was pleaded, was to

prevent miftakes, and to take away all occafion of

difputes and controverfies between the two houfes.

The complaint of wanting former journals, as if the

lower houfe had a right to keep them, if they knew

where, was ccnfured as very unreafonable and unjufl:

for it was pleaded,
1

]
that the regifters and afts

of both houfes belonged to the archbifliop; and that

the ancient regifters were depoiited in the library
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at Lambeth, where any perfons might have free

accefs to them. It was alfo faid, that if the lower

houfe had met the bifhops, they might have con

vinced them, that adjourning themfelves and other

tranfatfions were at once illegal, and of dangerous

confluence. It was therefore recommended to

them to confider of their irregularities.*

In the feflion of June 20, the prolocutor, accom

panied by the greatefl part of the lower houfe, ap

peared after prayers, holding in his hand two diftincl

papers, and offering to deliver both. On which

the prefident addrelTed him to this effecl :
&quot; That

&quot; he could receive no paper from him, but that

&quot; which contained the particularities of the general
&quot;

charge againft the Bifhop of Sarum ; which, at the

&quot;

requeft of the faid bifhop, he was then ready to

&quot;

receive.&quot; To this the prolocutor replied,
&quot; That

&quot; he had two papers in his hand ready to prefem to

&quot; his grace and the reft of the bifhops then prefent,
&quot;

if his grace would receive them
;
but without the

&quot; direction of the lower houfe, he could not prefent
&quot; one feparately from the other

;
and that therefore

&quot; he would return and take the opinion of the
&quot;

houfe.&quot; But he never came back with that opi
nion. The convocation was prorogued by royal

writ, firft to Auguft the 71!}, then to September the

i8th; and foon the Parliament was diflblved, and

the convocation with it.
&quot; From the fire thu&amp;gt;

&quot; raifcd in convocation, a great heat,&quot; fays Bifliop

Burner,
&quot; was fpread throughout the whole clergy

*
Calaroy, vol. i.

r&amp;gt;- 606, 607.
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4C of the kingdom ;
ir alienated them from their

&quot;

bilhops, and raifcd factions among them every
c -

where.&quot;*

A new convocation of the province of Canterbury
was fummoned to inert at the fame time with the

Parliament, on ^oih December 1701; Dr. Sher

lock, dean of St. Paul s, cpened it, in that church,

with/olemn prayers, and a fertnon in Latin. Dr.

Woodward, dean of S.irum, a civilian, grown popu
lar by oppoOng his diocefan, to whom he owed his

preferment, was elected prolocutor, in preference

to the learned Dr. Beveridgc, the archdeacon of

Colchefter, by a majority, and confirmed by
the archbifhop.

Unanimity prevailed at firfl between the bifliops

and the clergy; and both houfes readily concurred

in the firft fynodical aft, which was addreffing the

king. The addrefs exprefled, with one feeling,

their deep refcntment of the indignity offered to his

Majefty by the French King, in declaring the pre

tended Prince of Wales to be the king of his M,i-

jeity s realms and dominions
; again!! whom, whilil

they renewed their protections of firm and unlhaken

allegiance, they allured him of their bed endeavours

to maintain, in their refpeftive places and ftations,

his rightful title eo the crown, and the fucceflion to

it in the prottflant line.

But thcfe aufpicious omens of union die! not Lift.

The faction raifcd in the lower houfe had dill the

majority j
and fix days after the addrefs had been

Burnet, TO!, v. p. 41.
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prcfcntcd
to the king at Kenfington, a queftion arofe

concerning the right of adjournment, whether it was

vcfted in the archbifhop alone, or whether the

lower houfe had the power to adjourn itfelf. This

queftion revived and widened the differences between

the two houfes. A difference of opinion on this

point had in every feffion led to difputes, but

they had been managed with peace and order
; and

the houfe, whatever notions of independency had

been advanced by a few individual members, had

hitherto fo adapted the entries in their journal, that

all unanimoufly met upon the fynodical days and.

hours appointed by the archbifhop in his fchedules

of prorogation. But on January the 28th, 1702, a

member of the lower houfe unhappily moved to

change the form of entry in their minutes, and to

ufe the phrafe dominus prolocutor continuavit et

frorogavit quoad bane domum* The motion was

carried ; and by this form the prolocutor, inflead

of intimating that the houfe was continued or

prorogued, adjourned or continued its meetings in

his own name.

In the next feffions, on February the 3d, feveral

members objcfted to this entry : but, by the votes of

a majority, it was refolved,
&quot; th; t there fhould

;c be no alteration, and that the matter fhould not
;c then be further debated.&quot; The houfe was about

to proceed to other bufmefs, when the fchedule of

prorogation came down from the upper houfe.

Upon which a member moved,
&quot; that the meffage

which he obferved had been delivered to the pro-
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c;
locutor, fhould be communicated to the houfe,

iC which he thought they had a right to infift on.&quot;

This was oppofed by the majority ;
and they pro

ceeded to appoint a commitree of grievances. After

this the prolocutor adjourned, as by the authority

of the houfe. Againft this adjournment the dif-

fentient members made a verbal proteft, declaring,
44 that the Houfe had no pretence of right to ad-

&quot;

journ itfelf, when the fchedule from the arch-

&quot;

bifhop interpofes to prorogue the whole convo-
&quot; cation ;

and that therefore they protcfted againft
&quot; the irregular way of adjourning adopted at that

*
time.&quot; This verbal proteftaiion was put into

writing before the next meeting on the 9th of

February, when Dr. Freeman, dean of Peterborough,

moved,
&quot; that the proteftation (liould be admitted

4C and entered into the journal of the houfe, as a
&quot;

Handing evidence of their averting the jufl rights
* 8 and authority of their metropolitan as their

&quot;

prefident.&quot;
This was oppofed by a majority;

and matters would have been carried to a great

height, had not a queftion propofed by Dr. Beve-

ridge prepared the way for fome conciliatory con-

ceflions on a future day.

The queftion put by Dr. Beveridge was,
c&amp;lt; Whe-

&amp;lt;e

ther, upon fuppofition that the houfe may fit

&quot;

upon fynodical buiinefs after the coming down of
&quot; the fchedule, till they think their buiinefs over,
&quot; the houfe would agree that the fchedule (liould

&amp;lt;c be then executed, and the houfe prorogued
&quot;

to the day and hour therein fpccified by virtue
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of the fiid fchedude, and in obedience to the

&amp;lt;k

authority whereby the whole convocation was

&quot;

prorogued.&quot;
To evade a reply to this quef-

k&amp;lt;

tion, it was, after fome debates, agreed to

appoint a committee to confider of an expedient

to compole thedifputes about the prorogation of the

lower houfe. Eight members were chofen on each

fide for this purpofe. On that of the lower houfe,

Dr. Hooper, Dr. Jane, Dr. Aldrich, Dr. Binckes,

Mr. Needham, and Dr. Wynne: on that of the

upper houfe, Dr. Beveridge, Dr. Hayley, Dr.

AVillis, J)r. Kennet, Dr. Frideaux, and Mr.

Lloyd. This committee met on February loth :

and it was agreed for the fake of accommodation,

rlrft,
&quot; that no forms of prorogation fhould be

&amp;lt;c ufed hereafter by the prolocutor, that were not

&quot; ufcd before the lad convocation : fecondly, that

&quot; the forms ufed by the prolocutor in the convoca-
&quot; tion of 1586 and 1588, (hould be hereafter ufed

&quot;

by the prolocutor, in the order in which they lie

&quot;

in the books, beginning with the firfr., till they
&quot;

they are all gone through : and thirdly, that thefe
46 forms fhould be pronounced by the prolocutor,
&quot; when the houfe agreed that their bufmefs
&quot; was over.&quot;

Atter this, fomc boaflcd of the advantage gained
on the fide of the convocation, and declared that the

caufe of the archbifhop had been given up by his

friends
;

and they excluded the fchedule from any
concern in the adjournment. To obviate this con-

itruftion, others prepared a paper in time for the
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next feflions
;

to declare &quot; that they imJerflooJ
&quot; the latter part of the agreement aforefaid, with an
&quot;

exception of any cafe when the prcfident fliouid

u fee caufe to fend an order with the fchedule,
u

fignifying the exprefs time of intimating the pro-
&quot;

rogation upon that day. Otherwifc, if it wee
&amp;lt;e

pretended to mean that the authority of the

&quot;

archbifliop, or any order fent from the upper
&quot;

houfe, was thereby excluded or diminifhed
; they

&quot; then folemnly protei^cd againft any fuch mean in?;

&quot; or intended meaning.&quot; The right members alfo

drew up a declaration of the fcnfe in which they

imderftood the articles of agreement ;
and among

other things, they alleged their refufal to confeiu tc&amp;gt;

an alteration that was oilered on the third article,

viz. &quot; that the form fliouid not be pronounced by
&quot; the prolocutor, till the houfe agreed that the

&quot; bufmefs was over.
3 The principle on which they

grounded their refufal was this :
&quot; That though

&quot;

they might generally prefume upon the arch-

&amp;lt;c

bifliop s confcnt for their lining to difpatch all

&quot;

proper bufmefs, yet they could not agree to any
&quot;

propofition that would preclude his right to pro-
&amp;lt;c

rogue them immediately, it he found it expedient/

They added that they ufed the words &quot;

pronuuuccd
**

by the prolocutor,&quot; to prevent any queition about
u
adjourning themfclvcs&quot; being put to the houfe.

The next fefTion would have been he d o:\ the

1 2th of February, but a particularoccuiTer.ee in

duced the archbifhop to prorogue it to the i4th.

The prolocutor being indifpofed appointed Dr.
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Aldrich, dean of ChrifKchurch, to aft in his place.

The members who difavowed the proceedings of the

majority, exprcfled a difpofition to accept the depu-

uuion, if application \vcre duly made to the pre-

fidcnt to approve and confirm it. To this the

majority -appeared to agree ;
and one of the leading

members, Dr. Atterbury, faid,
&quot; that there was no

&quot;

dcfign to nvuke a common referendary between
&quot; die two houfes, without confulting his

grace.&quot;

Yet it \vas refolved that no fuch application (hould

be made. The archbiihop, therefore, fent for the

clergy to die Jcruialem chamber, and prorogued the

convocation to the i4th; telling them,
&quot; that an

&quot; incident of great moment had happened, on which
&quot; he and his brethren muft take time to confider.&quot;

He then ordered Mr. Tillot to read the fchedule.

On the 131!} Dr. Woodward died; and when the

houfes met the next day, the archbifhop, exprefiing

his furprife at the news, adjourned them to the

iQlh: on that day, as no bufmefs was depending,
his grace prorogued the convocation to the 5th
of March.

The prolocutor, Dr. Woodward, previoufly to his

illnefs, had, in order to recommend himfelf to a great

party, lodged a complaint of a breach of privilege
in the conduct of his diocefan Dr. Burnet, his bed
friend. The cafe was this : the clergy had paid their

attendance on die bifhop through his vifitation,

which he
conflantly held in perfon, in a regular and

re fpcclful manner : but the dean of Sarum had, not

only without offering any cxcufc, declined appearing
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as rector of Pewfey, but aggravated hisabfcnce with

figns of contempt. The bifliop ordered a citation

in the ufual method, before any privilege of convo

cation could be pleaded, or could exift. When the

lime of privilege afterwards commenced, he directed

his chancellor to put a stet upon the cafe
;

and no

further proceedings in it took place. This light

matter was made the ground of a complaint and

remonftrance to the upper houfe on the Qth of

February. It was reprefented not only as an un

lawful moleflation of a member of the lower houfe,

but as an injury offered to the whole body of the

convocation, in the perfon of the referendary be

tween the two houfes. The archbifhop and bifhops

anfwered, that the proceedings referred to com

menced when there was no privilege ;
that upon

opening of the convocation, a stet had been put upon
the cafe ;

and that no citation of procefs had been

fmce decreed. The beginning and profecution of

this complaint were marked, indeed, with fo much

partiality and prejudice, that many perfons of candour

and equity hoped that the author, if he lived,

would have repented of it.

In reference to this matter and other points of

litigation which had been agitated between the two

houfes, the archbifhop .clofcd the fcffion with a con

ciliatory fpccch. His grace reminded the lower

houfe, that the complain: againll the Bifliop of

Salifbury for a breach of privilege had been readily

admitted by the bifhops, and by no one wiih more

readinefs than by the bifhop himfelf: that the:
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anfwcr promifcd for the next day, though prepared

to be given and lodged in the records of the bifhop s

court at Sa ifbury, was not communicated, on ac

count of the prolocutor s il .nefs. Appealing to that

anfwer, his grace expn-JR-d his hope that the clergy

would not fi-iilvr ilu-mfclvcs for the future to be

furprifed into complaints, till they were fully aflurcd

that thole compl. 5ms were well foun ;ed both in

fcicl
and right.

He flared the delicacy and difficul

ties of immediately proceeding to the election of a

new prolocutor, in the abfcnce of many of the

clergy, at a great diftance from London, on the

duties of their respective cures at the folemn lime of

Lent, when no fynodical bufinefs was yet before

the convocation by royal authority ; and when a

war, which would divert the thoughts of men from

bufinefs of this nature, was breaking out. He

cxprefled his concern at the heats which had arifen,

as &quot;

giving great fcandal and offence even to thofe

&quot; who underload not the nature of the controverfy,
&quot; but were much concerned that there fhould be
&quot;

any difference among men who, by profeffion,
* 4 wercths miniik-rs of the gofpel of

peace.&quot;
He

concluded with an affectionate exhortation ;
be-

&quot;

fecching his brethren to lujk forward to the
&quot;

things that urucfcr peace, and
whereby&quot; he faid,

&quot; we may c.iisy one another, and the eftablifhed
;c

chinch, of which, l.y the fin-nlar goodnefs of
&amp;lt;c Con, we arc members

;
fo tlr.it tlicfe differences

:.- continued too long already, may be

cmpofu-d. To which end I
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&amp;lt;c

I heartily commend myfelf and you to the GOD of

tc
peace and unity, through Jefus Chriit our Lord.

*

The reafons oiTered by the archbifhop for pofl-

poning the choice of a prolocutor, and the lenient

fpirit of his fpeech, fatisfied a great part of the

clergy ;
and they were pleafed with the opportunity

of returning to their churches and families; and

determined to wait till fome emergent occafion would

require that a prolocutor (hould be elected, or that

the convocation fliould fit. But others difcovcred

great difcontent, and would meet two days after in

Henry Vllth s chapel, to form themfclves into an

aflcmbly, and to choofe a moderator or chairman.

When the day to which thearchbifhop had prorogued

both houfes arrived, they proceeded as a houfe,

without a prolocutor, to the chamber adjoining to

the Jerufalem chamber; and meeting with the Bifhop

of Lincoln, who, as his grace s commifTary, had

again prorogued the convocation to a future day,

they requeued him to inform the archbifhop that

it was their defire to proceed to the choice of a

prolocutor. The bifliop, with great kindnefs

of deportment, declined carrying a verbal mef-

fage to his grace, left he fhoukl fall into a mif-

takc in the delivery of it
;

but offered, if they

plcafed to dictate to him, to take their fenfe in

writing, and lay it before him. On this they re

plied,
ci That it was the unanimous defire of the

&quot; lower houfe of convocation,&quot; Here they were in

terrupted by a member of a different opinion, the

haplain of the archbifhop, who had that morning

M
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waited upon his lordfhip ;
he modeflly interpofed with

his dilfent, and exprcffed nis
&quot;

hope that no fuch
&quot;

meffage would be delivered in the name of the

&quot; ivbde lower houfe ; for as without a prolocutor
&quot;

they were not a houfe, and did not aft in that ca-

&quot;

pacity, fo many of the members, and he himfelf

&quot; for one, had not ailtntcd to any fuch mefiage ;

k he prcfumed, therefore, that it would be more

s proper to let the meflage run in the name of

&quot; several members of the lower houfe.&quot; The

bifhop, in writing down their meilage, exprelTed it in

this limited manner. This raifed a new clamour.

They who aflumed the name of a houfe, particularly,

Dr. Finch, warden of All-Souls college in Oxford,

caft fevere reflections on the member who propofed

the alteration of their motion
;
and accufed him as

a betrayer of their rights and liberties, though no

one had wuh greater ailiduity and care afcertained,

or with greater firmnefs aflerted, all the rights and

powers that were agreeable to the practice of

former convocations, and confonant to the eftabliflied

conflitution of the Englifli church and ftate. A few

days after, on the 8th of March 1702, King William

died. By this event the convocation was virtually

diffolved: for the authority of the archbifhop s man

date, by which the convocation was aiTembled,

depended on the king s \\rit, the force of which
terminated at his death

; and the Acl of Parliament
A hich empowered the Parliament to fit after this event,
m:\-. r.o prcvifon for the continuance of the con-
:o raion: but v.lien, en ihcfc grounds, the death
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of the king, it might have been expecled, would

have put an end to the litigations of the lower houfe,

a new clamour wasexcited, and a new queftion was

(larted. That part of the lower houfc which had

fee up unprecedented claims, were taught to call

themfelves a parliamentary body, or to confider

themfelves at lead as an appendage to the Parlia

ment, by virtue of the prcrtuinientes claufe to

meet in parliament. This point was moved by the

Earl of Rochefter in the Houfe of Lords ;
but the

judges were all decided in an opinion that the con

vocation was diiTolved by the king s death, as it was

called by a different writ, and had a different con-

flitution from thofe of the parliament. Difap-

pointed on this plea, they who were eager to cany
their point, and to perpetuate the fitting of the

convocation, had recourfe to another meafure.

They (elicited their friends in the Houfe of Lords

to introduce into fome Parliamentary Act a claufe

to revive the dead convocation, and to declare it

(till in being.
&quot; This claufe of giving rtsurre&iony

&quot;

fays Archbifliop Tennifon,
&quot; was thought fo ex-

&quot;

traordinary, that the majority of the peers could
&amp;lt;! not be reconciled to it, and the Attorney-General
&quot; declared that it was againfl the queen s ecclefiaftical

&quot;

fupremacy ; on which they were obliged to relin-

&quot;

quilh their object, and toacquiefce in thediffolution

&quot; of the convocation.&quot;*
&quot; Amidlt contentions,&quot; fays

a modern hiftorian,
&quot;

at once fierce and frivolous,
&quot; the proceedings and debates of this convocation,

*
Cnlamy, vol. i. p. 613619. Tennifon s Life, p. 9: 10;.

Burrct, bonk v. p. f?9, 90.

M 2
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&quot; like all other clerical fynods, were chara&crifed

&quot;

by inexpreflible malignity and folly ;
but being

&quot;

happily diverted of every civil power, they knit

&quot; their darkened brows and gnaflied their teeth

&quot;

in vain.&quot;*

The difpute concerning the &quot;

rights, powers, and

&quot;

privileges of convocations,&quot; which was carried

on, at that period, with great violence and mutual

animofities, though it feems now to be almoft for

gotten, did then greatly attraft the notice of the

public ; warmly engaged the attention and raifed the

pafTions of the nation; produced zealous partizans on

each fide of the queftions which were agitated in the

refpecYive houfes; and employed in acrimonious

attacks on one another thofe pens, which would,

with more credit to the writers^ and with greater

benefit to religion, have been ufed againft the

enemies of revelation and proteftantifm. The
ecclefiaftical corps of the nation were in the (late

of a houfe or a kingdom divided againft itfelf.

The clergy viewed the claims of the bifhops with a

fpirit of oppofuion, jealoufy, and difdain. The

prelates complained that &quot; the hot and eager difpiues
&amp;lt;c of the lower houfe of convocation had rifen to

&quot;

higher degrees of difrefpeft and invafion of the
&quot;

metropolitan and epifcopal rights than were ever
&quot;

attempted before; and that they had thereby
&quot;

given a greater blow to the church, than it had
&quot; ever received fmce the prefbyterian aflembly in

the late times of
conrulion.&quot;f The difpute was,

*
Belfham s Hiftory, vol. ii. p. 98. f Id
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however, at that time a matter of great importance,

and well deferving a diligent examination. &quot; Even
&amp;lt;c

conrrcverfies,&quot; as a candid writer remarks,
&quot; which afterwards are to be regarded as infignifi-
&quot;

ciinr, have their utility. They ferve to explode
cc errors and claims which are hurtful to the intereih

&quot;of truth and liberty. And if, which is no impof-
&quot;

fible cafe, fimilar errors and claims (hould, in

&quot; the revolution of things, again be obtruded upon
&quot; the world, we know where to apply for the

&quot; materials and arguments by which they may be
&quot; refuted.

** One important reflection offers itfclf

from the review of thefe altercations; it is this, -

that they could not have arifen, had not the pro-

feflion of Chriflianity been incorporated with the

(late ;
had not the followers, efpecially the miniikrs,

of Chrift, violated that exprefs authoritative decifion

againft all ufurpation of power over one another,

which he laid down; when noticing the exercife of

dominion, and the fubordinations of power pra&ifed

in the world, he declared,
&quot; But it (hall not be fo

&amp;lt;c

among you; but whofocver will be great among
u

yon, let him be your minifter
;

and whofoever
&quot;

will be chief among you, let him be your fervant.&quot;

And when he delivered this principle of mutual

fervice and equality,
&quot; All ye are brethren.

&quot;f

The difputes that originated in the tv &amp;gt; houfes

of convocation, opened a large field of controverfy.

^Iany books and pamphlets were publiflied on both

* Dr. Kippis s Biog. Britan. rol. i. p. 345.

t Matt, ch. xx. 25 37, 2?.
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fides ;
and difcuflion on the qucftions to which it

gave rife, was kept alive for five years from thefirlt

publication in 1697, previoufly to the debates which

we have dated, till the diffolution of the convocation

in 1702 ;
and in fome fubfequent years new publica

tions, which owed their origin to new circumfhnces,

iiTued from the prefs. The principal writers in this

controverfy were Dr. Binckes,J Dr. Wake, Mr.

Atterbury, Dr. Kennet, Dr. Edw. Hody, Dr. Edm.

Gibfon, and Dr. George Hooper.
The controverfy opened from the prefs in 1607,

in a quarto pamphlet, entitled &quot; a Letter to a Convo-

cation Man, concerning the rights, powers, and

privileges of Convocations;&quot; which, though ano

nymous, was afcribed to Dr. Binckes. In this traft

it was afferted that the convocation was as much a

part of the conflitution as a parliament itfelf. It

was reprefented as a fpiritual parliament, and the

lower houfe was called &quot; the commons
fpiritual.&quot;

Dr. Wake, afterwards archbifhop of Canterbury,
in the fame year took up his pen, as refpondent to

the author of the &quot;

Later;&quot; and publifhcd his books

entitled,
&quot; The Authority of Chriftian Princes over

&quot;

their Ecclcfiaftical
Synods.&quot; The aim of the

author was to prove that the right of calling the

clergy together reded folely in the prince; that

without his permifllon they had no right, when

t Dr. Binckcs was vicar of Leamington in Warwickfhire, and
dean of Lichfield : he died i 9th June 1712. A fermon, which he

preached before the lloufc of Commons, 2&amp;lt;;th Jan. 1702, incurred

cenfure, according to the courfe of the ecclefiaftic.il courts. See

Attcrbury s Epiftohry Correfpondcnce, vol. iii. p. 71, 72.
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afTemb ed , to debate or determine any point of doc

trine or difcipline; that he might annul, alter, or

fufpend the execution of any of their decrees; and

that this content was neceiTary to ne diflbiution of

any fynod. This publication called forth, in 1700,
the celebrated treatife of Mr. Atterbury, afterwards

biihop of Rochefter, on &quot; The Rights, Powers, and
&quot;

Privileges of an Englifh Convocation, ftared and
&quot;

vindicated; in anfwer to a late book of Dr. Wake s,

&quot;

entitled, the Authority ofChriltian Piinces, &rc.

&quot; and feveral other pieces,&quot;
8vo. This book ap.

peared at firft without the author s name
; but his

name was prefixed to the fecond edition, accompanied

with many additions.
&quot; In this performance, where-

&quot; ever the truth of the queftion may be fuppofed to

&quot;

lie, lie difplayed fo much learning and ingenuity,
&quot; as well as zeal for the intercfls cf his order, tha c

** the lower houfe of convocation returned him
&quot; iheir thanks; and the Uuiverfity of Oxford com-
&quot;

plimented him with the degree of dcxftor in divi-

&quot;

nity.&quot;
Dr. Wake, his adverfaiy, allowed that

he had &quot; done all that a man of forward parts and
&quot; a hearty zeal could do to defend the caufe which
&quot; he had efpoufed. He has chofen,&quot; continues Dr.

Wake, &quot; the moil plaufible topics of argumentation,
&quot; and has given them all the advantage that either

&quot; a fprightly wit or a good afTurance could afford

&quot; them. But he wanted one thing : he had not
&quot;

truth on his fide.&quot; Mis other antagonifls likewife

allowed him the full merit of his wit and ingenuity,

Biogiaph.Britan. vol. i. p. 336.
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though they denied the folidity of his arguments,

and condemned the fpirit
in which he wrote.

Biilio|&amp;gt;

Burnet refolved the high encomiums beflowed on the

book and the honours which itfecured to its author,

imotheirtruecaufc; acaufe,independentoftheintrinfic

excellence of the work, or the force of its reafoning.
a The clergy hoped,&quot; fays the bifhop,

&quot; to recover

&quot;

many loft privileges by the help of his perfor-
4C

manccs; they fancied they had a right to be u

&quot;

part of the parliament, fo they looked on him as

66 their champion, and on mod of the bifhops as the

&quot;

betrayers of the rights of the church. This was
cc

encouraged by the new miniftry; they were dif-

4C
plcafed with the bifhops for adhering to t &amp;gt; 1

*
miniftry; and they hoped by the terror of a con-

&quot; vocation to have forced the prelates to apply to

&quot; them for a
flicker.&quot;!

Dr. Kennet, afterwards bifhop of Peterborough,
entered the lifts with Mr. Atterbury, in his &quot; Eccle-

IC
fiaftical Synods and Ecclefiaftical Convocations in

&quot; the Church of England hiftorically ftated, and
&quot;

juftly
vindicated from the mifreprefentations of Mr.

&quot;

Atterbury:&quot; (part i. 1701, 8vo.)
&quot;

Who,&quot; fays

Burnet, &quot;was by Dr. Kennet laid fo open, not
&quot;

only in many particulars, but in a thread of
4t

ignorance that ran through his whole book, that

&quot;

if he had not had a mcafure of confidence peculiar
&quot; to himfdf, he inuft have been much humbled
ct under it.&quot;! Dr. \V&quot;ake alfo rook up his pen n

fcconJ time in defence of his own performance, and

! Biirr.ct, book v. p. 36. t Id,
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in reply to that of Mr. Attcrbury, in a folio volume,

entitled,
&quot; The State of the Church and Clergy of

&quot;

England in their Councils, Synods, Convocations,
&amp;lt;e

Conventions, and other public aflemblics, hiftori-

&quot;

cally deduced from the converfion of the Saxons

&quot;to the prefent times,&quot; 1703. The learned Dr.

Hody was not filent while the qucftions concerning

the rights of the convocation were agitated, but pub-

lifhed, in 1701, &quot;A Hiilory of Englifh Councils

&quot; and Convocations, and of the Clergy s
fitting in

&quot;

Parliament, &c.&quot; 1701.

Mr. Atterbury, it appears, affected to difregard

thcfe anfvvers to his work; and afcribed the time of

their appearance, and the [train by which they were

refpecVively diftinguifhed, to art and management;
for he wrote thus to a friend on the occafion :

&quot; When you come to town, you will be entertained
&quot; with anfwcrs of all forts to my book. Dr. Hody
&amp;lt;c has one jud upon the point of coming our, in two
&quot; thick oftavo volumes of about twenty fheets of
&quot;

paper, which he calls An Hittory of Convoca-
&quot;

tions. Another gentleman (Dr. Kennet) has,
&amp;lt;(

by order, wrote and printed a good part of another:
&quot; his is to be about two- or three hundred pages,
&quot; and is to be a firfl part only, two more being to

&quot; follow ;
and this gentleman is ordered to ufe me

&quot;rudely,
and to put as much gall as he can into hi$

&quot; ink. Dr. Hody is to be in the. meek way. The
*

dcfign of both is to open the convocation with a.

&amp;lt;; clamour againll the book, juft at the nick of its

&quot;

meeting; fo that I {hall not be able to aufvver.
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&quot; After Ml Dr. Wake is to come, when the convo-

&quot; caiion is up, with a mighty folio. Under all this

&quot;

threatening news, I thank GOD I am in heart.&quot;*

The work of Dr. Wake, to which Mr. Atierbury

refers, was publiflied in 1703, and was entitled,

&quot; The State of the Church and Clergy of England,
&quot; in their Councils, Synods, Convocations, Conven-
&quot;

tions, and other public aflemblies, hiftorically
&quot;

difplayed from the converfion of the Saxons to

&quot;theprefent time; occafioned by a book entitled,

&quot; The Rights, Powers, and Privileges, &c.&quot; Dr.

Gibfon, afterwards bifhop of London, then chaplain

to the archbifhop, exerted himfelf to the utmoft in

defence of the contefted rights of the primate, and

pnblifhcd no fewer than ten pamphlets, in vindication

of his claims of right to prorogue the lower as well

as upper houfe of convocation, in the fpace of three

years.* Dr. Hooper, the prolocutor, was not filent

on the fubject, but defended the other fide of the

queflion in a &quot; Narrative of the Proceedings of the

&quot; Lower Houfe of Convocation, relating to proro-
&quot;

gations and adjournments, from Monday Feb. 10,
&quot;

1700, to Wedncfday June 25, 1701.&quot;
Drawn up

by the order of the houfe: 410. To this fucceeded

a number of publications by both parties, which it

would be tirefome to enumerate.! The prefs may
*

Attcibury s Epiftolary Correfpondence, vol. iii. p. 18, 19.
*

Britifh Biograhy, vol. viii. p. 207 8.

f The rcack-r is referred for a full review of leveral of the prin

cipal publications, to which the controverfy about the rights and

privileges of convocations gave birth, to Dr. Calamy s Abridgment,
tol. i. p.554, 560, 562, 564, 5 6

7&amp;gt;57&amp;gt;583, 602,609, 610, 618.
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be truly faid to have groaned under the various and

fucceflive publications which this concroverfy

produced.

It deferves notice, that Bifliop Warbunon, advert

ing to this controverfy, and cfpccially to Dr. Atter-

bury s hook, exprefles himfelf as being very much

in the dark as to the expediency of thefe convoca-

tional meetings, and on the benefit to religion accru

ing from them. &quot; As to that part of the convocation s

&quot;

office which is fuppofed to confift in watching
cc over the faith and principles of the people, I

&quot;

fliould
queftion,&quot; fays his lordfhip,

&quot;

if it would
&quot; have any good effect. Bad books might be cen-

&quot;

fured; good ones might too. Burnct s
*

Expoli.
if

fition, I find, was fulminated; and had the

&quot; convocation been as bufy twenty years ago, ai

&quot; Dr. Atterbury would have it, I (hould have been
&quot;

in pain for the * Divine Legation.
&quot; But fuppofc ,&quot;

he adds,
&quot; were their cenfures

&quot; ever fo
juft

and reafonable, would they do any
&quot;

good? I doubt, in fuch a country as ours, they
&amp;lt;f would but whet the appetite of readers, and be
&quot; the means of circulating them into more hands.
&amp;lt;e In fhort 1 do not fee that much fervice could arifc

&quot; to religion from the authoritative condemnation of
&quot;

bocks, unlefs where great penalties were to follow,
&quot; which cannot be, except in the cafe of writers who
&quot; (hike at the very foundations of government.

And for a minute enumeration of the many books and pamphlets
which it occulioned, to the Biographia Britannica, ad ed. vol. i.

335, note j: a;;d to p. 345, 346, for a catalogue of them arranged
into four clafics from Bifhop Nicholfon c Hiftoiical Libnry,
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&amp;lt;; And again!! books of this malignity, the ftate will

&quot;

always exert itfelf to purpofe.
&quot; The conclufion is, the convocation, by giving

&amp;lt;

e

up their old right of taxing themfelves, feem to

&quot; have given up their right of meeting and debating.
c; At lead, it is no wonder the government ihould

&quot;

incline to this fide; for let what will be (aid of

* freedom of debate in popular councils, no govern-
&quot;

ment, I doubt, is heartily for it, but where it

&quot; cannot with any fafety or convenience be avoided.
5 *

SECTION II.

The Trinitarian Controversy.

SOON after the Revolution, the public mind was

agitated by various publications on the queftions

that owe their origin to the doctrine of the Trinity $

a doftrine ever involved in intricacies by abflrufe,

metaphyfical, and indefinite terms. In 1690, the

learned mathematician, Dr. John Wallis, Savilian

profdTor of geometry in Oxford, who profefled to

have paid a ftudious attention to the fubjeft for more
than forty years, offered to the public a pamphlet,

entitled,
&quot; The Doftrine of the cver-bleffed Trinity

u
explained.&quot; His explanation amounted to this,

that the blcflcd Trinity was ihreefomev;/jats 9 com-

monly called &quot;

perfons; but the true notion an4

Betters from a late eminent Prelate to one of his Friends, fcvQ,

p. 310, ii, ii. 1809.
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&quot; true name of that diftinftion,&quot; he faid,
&quot; are tin.

&quot; known to us. The word per/onsj when applied
&quot; to GOD, is but metaphorical ;

not fignifying juft the

&quot; fame as when applied to men.&quot; This tract engaged

the author for that and the following year in a

controverfy with the Unitarians; nor were the

Trinitarians more fatisfied than they were, with an

explanation which explained nothing. In 1691,

there iflued from the prefs a new edition of feveral

tracts written by Mr. John Diddle, firft publifhed in

1648, and reprinted in 1653. Another publication

of the fame year was &quot; A Brief Hiftory of the Uni-

&quot;tarians, called alib Socinians; in four letters to a

&amp;lt;c

friend.&quot; Dr. Sherlock, who had the character

of being a polite, clear, and flrong writer, and who,

by his writings againft popery in the former reign,

had obtained great reputation, took up his pen, this

year, on the Trinitarian queflion, in
&quot; A Vinclica-

&quot; tion of the doctrine of the holy and ever-blefied

&quot;Trinity;&quot;
in which he expresfly aflerted, that the

three perfons in the Trinity are three diftin&amp;lt;ft infi

nite minds orfpirits, and three individual fubftances;

two of thefe iffuing from the Father
;
and that thcic

three are one by a mutual confcioufnefs. This

tract was intended as an anfwcr to the &amp;lt;c Brief

&quot;

Hjilory of the Unitarians.&quot; A defence of that

hiilory againft Dr. Sherlock s anfwer foon appeared.

Another reply to his traft was publilhed under the

the title of &quot; Some Thoughts upon Dr. Sherlock s

&quot; Vindication of the do^rine of the Holy Trinity,
&quot;

in a letter. 410.&quot;
Obfervations on it were ar.-
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ncxed to a traft in 410. entitled
&quot; The A&s of

&quot; Great Athanafius; with notes, by way of illuftra-

&quot; tion on his Creed.&quot; In this traft the doftor was

charged with reviving paganifm by fuch an explica

tion of the Trinity, as undeniably introduced trithe-

ifm, or the do&rine of threegods; an errorcondemned

by the ancients in the perfon of Philoponus; in the

middle ages, in the perfon and writings of Abbot

Joachim; but more feverely, fince the Reformation,

in the perfon of Valentinus Gentilis, who for this

very doftrine was condemned at Geneva, and be

headed at Berne. It was generally acknowledged
that Dr. Sherlock had exceeded all proper bounds

;

and his friends ufed their influence to engage him to

be filent in future. He had given the Unitarians

fuch an advantage, that politicians feared the

ifluc of a war, the beginnings of which had been fo

inaufpicious. For fome time a flop was put to the

publication of any fermons or traces written againfl

that feel. The language held between the champions
of what is called the orthodox faith was, that being
matters of all the pulpits, they could

fufficiently

difpofc the people to receive and adhere to that

belief without the aid of printed anfwersand replies;
and that they need not trouble themfeJves about the

Socinians.

Several years before, the very learned Dr.

Cudwortb, in his elaborate performance, entitled,
&quot; The Intelleflual

Syflem,&quot; had expreffed the fame

Conflderations Ort the Explications of the Do&rineof the Tri

nity, vritten by aperfon of quality} in4to. 1693. p. 13.
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apprehenfions concerning the three divine perfjns,

as Do&or Sherlock advanced : they both appre*

hcnded the three perfons to be as diltinft and diffe

rent, and us really three feveral intelligent beings

and fubftances, as three angels, or as Peter, James,

and John are. Dr. Cudvvorth profcffed to follow,

in accounting for the doclrine of the Trinity, the

platonic philofophers ;
with whom he faid the

orthodox fathers perfectly agreed. He contended,

that the unity or famcnefs of fubdance of the three

divine perfons confided not in number, but in kind

or nature : he reprefented the Son and Spirit, how

ever, as in every way inferior to the Father. He
did not allow them to be omnipotent in any other

refpect than externally ; i. -e. becaufe the Father

concurred! omnipotently to all their external aftions,

whether of creation or providence. He dcfired to

diftinguifh his explication frcm all others of the

moderns by this mark
; that it allowed not the three

perfons to be, in any refpeft bur duration, coequal.

For he faid,
&quot; three diflinct intelligent natures or

&quot;

cfTcnces, each pre-eternal, felf-exillent, and equally
&quot;

omnipotent adintra^ are of neceffity three Gods.:
&quot; but if only the firft perfon be indeed internally
&quot;

omnipotent, and the other two fubordinate in

&quot;

authority and power to him, you leave them but
&quot; one God, only in three divine perfons.

**
Though

*
Confederations on the explications of the Doclrine of the

Trinity, 1693; p. 13, 14. The1 corrclpomicnce of Dr. Cudworth s

Sentiments with Plat s or their origin in the platonic philofophy,
has been examined in the Theological Rcpofitory, vol. iv. p. 77,

97. Pricftley s early opinions, vol. i. p. 349.



J76 HISTORY OF THE C. II.

Dr. Cudworth and Dr. Sherlock appear to have

b;:en of the fame opinion concerning the three

divine perfons, each conceiving of them as three

fcveral intelligences; it feems that the former learned

writer did not entertain the lame idea concerning

their unity, which the latter afterwards advanced :

for he called the union of will and affecYion ouly a

moral union, net a phyfical or real unity ; as three

human perfons would be three diftinft men, notwith-

ftanding the moral union in affe&ion and will, fo

alfo three divine perfons would be three diflincl:

Gods, notwithstanding fuch an union in will and

affeaion.*

Not long after the Revolution, the civil power
interfered in theological debates, and converted

what ought to have been confidered only as fair

difcuffion in order to afcertain and difcover truth,

into an offence againft the community, and regarded

it as the ground of a criminal charge. In 1693
was publifhcd a Treatife, entitled,

&quot; A brief but clear

&quot; Confutation of the Doftrine of the
Trinity.&quot;

It

was induftrioufly difperfed, and copies of it under

cover were directed to feveral peers, and to fome

members of the Iloufe of Commons. The attention

of the legiflature being called to it, their prejudices

were awakened, and ti.eir fears of the fpread of the

fcmiments it defended were alarmed. The Houfc

of Lords voted it to be an infamous and fcandalous

libel; it was ordered to be burnt in Old Palace-

yard by the hands of the common hangman ; an

*
Confidcrations, &c. p. 14.
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enquiry after the author, printer, and publifher

was militated ; and th? attorney-general was directed

to profecute them.j-

But notwithftanding the profecutions to which,

as in this inftance, the publication of tracts in favour

of Unitarian fentiments was cxpofed, and the dif-

countenance given to fcrmons and tracts directed

againft fuch opinions, after a temporary paufe the

Trinitarian controverfy was revived. In 1693, Dr.

South, rector of Iflip in Oxfordfliire, a man of great

talents and learning, but of a violent and domineer

ing temper, attacked Dr. Sherlock s book on the

Trinity in
&quot; Animadverfions on it, together with a

&quot; more neceflary vindication of that facred and prime
&quot; article of the Chriftian faith from Dr. Sherlock s

&quot; new notions and falfe explications of it: humbly
&quot; offered to his admirers, and to himfelf the chief of
&quot;

them.&quot;
&quot; This pamphlet was written,&quot; fays Bifbop

Burnet,
&quot; not without wit and learning, but without

&quot;

any meafurc of Chriftian charity ;
and without

&quot;

any regard either to the dignity of the fubject or
&quot; the decencies of his

profcllion.&quot;* Dr. South

explained the doctrine in the common method, that

the Deity was one eflence and three fubfiftencies.

In 1694, Dr. Sherlock publiflied a defence of him

felf againft the &quot;

Animadverfions;&quot; and charged
his opponent with Sabellianifm. Dr. South replied

in a treatife, entitled,
&quot; Tritheifm charged upon

t 15 Lords Journal, 33,3d Jan. 1693. Hiftory of William III.

vol. ii. p. 381. Proceedings of theHoufe of Lords io the c.tfc of

Benjamin Flower, p. 37, 38.

Burnet, vol. iv. p. 311

N
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&quot; Dr. Sherlock s new notion of the Trinity,
&amp;lt;c and the charge made good in anfwer to the

&quot;

defence.&quot; Others went into the difpute with

fome learning, but with more warmth; and great

men efpoufed the fide of each. Dr. Sherlock

wasaccufed of polytheifm, or holding the doclrine of

three Gods; and with great juftice, if words have

any meaning. Dr. South came under the imputation

of explaining away the Trinity, and falling into

Sabellianifm. The candid enquirer was unfettled

and perplexed. He hefitated between the fcheme of

the former, which preferved a Trinity, but in which

the Unity was loft ;
and that of the latter, which

under the terms &quot;

modes, fubfiftencies, and proper-
&quot;

ties, &c.&quot; kept up the &amp;lt;e divine Unity, but then loft

&quot; a Trinity, fuch as the fcriptures difcover, at leaft

&quot; with refpeft to the Father and the Son.&quot;* The

Unitarians, availing themfelves of Dr. South s expli

cation, declared a readinefs to aflent to the liturgy

and articles, if that was the kind of Trinity which

the language of both was intended to circulate.
J

Sentiments fimilar tothofe of Dr. Sherlock, fo far

at leaft as related to the diftinftion of perfons, were

advanced by an eminent divine among the diflenters,

Mr. Howe; but he did not adopt Dr. Sherlock s

idea of mutual confcioufnefs as conflicting the unity
of the three divine perfons; becaufe that hypothefis
left out, according to his expreflion, the nexus, or

the connexion by which they were united. His

*
Emlyn s Works, vol. i. p. 15.

I Lindfey s Apology, p. 73. 4th ed.
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leading principles were,
&quot; that the perfons in the

&quot;

Trinity are dhUnft numerical natures, beings, and

&amp;lt;; fubftances ; that there is a variety of individual

&quot; natures in the Deity ;
th.it there are in the God-

&quot; head three diflincl intelligent hypoftafes or perfons,
&quot;

having each his own dillinfl, fingular, intelligent
&quot; nature ;

and thefe three divine perfons, beings,
&quot;

eflences, natures, fub(lances, maintain a delicious

&quot;fociety.
No enjoyments being pleafant without

&quot;

confocialion
therein : and we mud needs think this

&quot; a moft bleffed (late, or a more perfect idea of blef-

&quot;

fcdnefs, than can be conceived in an eternal foli-

&quot;

tude.&quot; This, it has been obferved, is Dr.

Sherlock s doftrine; only with fome more grofs

ideas and additions to it.J Mr. Howe s tract was

t Unitarian Tracts, in 410. 1695, p. 39, 40, vol. iii. This idea,

grofs as it may appear to fome, was, in a fliort time after it was

broached in a metaphyfical difquifition, converted into a theme of

devotional declamation by Mr. after Dr. Watts; anJ at the diftance

of twenty years, when lie himfelf madean apology for having been

carried away by the warm efforts of imagination further than riper

years would probably indulge on fo fublime and abftrufe a fubject,

\vas delivered from the prefs in a fcrmon entitled,
u The Scale of

&quot; Bl fledru-fs; or bl (Ted Saints, bleffed Saviour, and bleffed Trinity;&quot;

from Ps. Ixv. 4. H.iving dwelt upon the thought, that know

ledge and mutual love make up the heaven of the three divine

perfons, the pious author, borne away by a heated imagination^
and loll in his

fubj&amp;gt; cl, concludes it in this rapturous ftrain: &quot; The
4 nearncfs of the divine perf ms to each other, and the unfpeakable

relilli of their unbounded plenfuics, are too vnft ideas for our
1 bounded minds to entertain. Tis one infinite transport that runs
*

through Father, Son, and Spirit, without beginning and without

end, with bound lefs variety, yet ever peitccl and ever prcfent,
* without change and \vithout degiec ;

and all this, becaufe they
* arc fo near with one a. other, and lo much one with GOD. *

Sermons on various fubjecls, voI.i.N-j.xii.or p. 399, iamo. ed. 1731.

N 2
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entitled,
&quot; A calm and fober Inquiry concerning the

&quot;

pollibility
of aTrinity in the Godheadj in a letter

&quot; to a perfon of worth.&quot; To which were added fome

letters formerly written to Dr. Wallis, on the fame

fubjeft. 1694. Notwithftanding the prominent fea

ture of agreement in the hypothefes of the two divines,

Mr. Howe fell under the cenfure of Dr. Sherlock,

as advancing fuch a notion of the unity of GOD as

neither the fcriptures nor the ancient church knew

any thing of, and as fcarcely needing a confutation.

Yet he offered animadverfions on it in his defence

azainft Dr. South. It was alfo noticed in
&quot; Someo

&quot; Confiderations on the explications of the Doctrine

&quot; of the Trinity, in a letter to H. H.&quot; To both

Mr. Howe replied; to the former in a &quot; Letter to a

&quot;Friend;&quot; and to the latter, in
&quot; A View of thofc

&quot;

Confiderations,
*

in a letter to the friend whom
he had before addrelTed. In this performance, with

a fairntfs and liberality that did him much credit,

he gave it
&quot; as his judgment, that much fervice

&quot;

might be done to the common interefl of religion,
&quot;

by a free mutual communication of even more
&quot; more doubtful thoughts, if fuch difquifitions were
&amp;lt;c

purfucd with more candour, and with lefs confi-

&quot; dencc and prepofleffion of mind, or addiftednefs
&quot;

to the interefl of any party. If it were rather
&quot; endeavoured to rcafon one another into or out
&quot; of this or that opinion, than either by fophiftical
&quot; conclufions to cheat, or to hector by great
&quot;

words, one that is not of our mind. Or if the
:c

dcfign were lefs to expofc an adverlary, than to
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&quot; clear the matter in comroverfy. Befides, that

&quot;

if fuch equanimiry did more generally appear and

46
govern in tranfa&ions of this nature, it would

&quot;

produce a greater liberty in communicating our

&quot;

thoughts about fome of the more vogued and

&quot; fafhionahle opinions, by exempting each other

&quot; from the fear of ill treatment in the mod fcnfible

&quot; kind. It being too manifefl that the fame confi-

&quot; dent infulting genius which makes a man think

&quot; himfclf to be competent to be a ftandard to man-
&quot;

kind, would alfo make him impatient of diffent,

&quot; and tempt him to do worfe than reproach one
&quot; that differs from him, if it were in his power.
&quot; And the club or faggot arguments muft be ex-

&quot;

peeled to take place, where what he thinks rational

&quot; ones did not do the bufmefs.&quot; Mr. Howe by his

publications in this controverfy rofe in efteem and

refpeft with fome; others, who highly valued his

other publications, wifhed that he had left this ar

gument untouched; a third fet could fcarcely refrain

from charging him, as well as Dr. Sherlock, with

herefy; a term, by which thofe whoufe it aflume to

themfelves orthodoxy and infallibility, and fix a

(tigma en fuch as differ from them.*

In the church, Dr. Sherlock s fentiments found

advocates as well as opponents. On the feafl of

St. Simon and Jude in 1695, Mr. Bingham, reftor

of Headbourn-Worthy, near Winchefter, and a

fellow of Univerfity college in Oxford, afterwards

eminent for his laborious inveftigations and learned

Calamy s Life of Howe, p. 198109.
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publications on the antiquities of the chriflian church,

and for his meritorious ferviccs in behalf of the efta-

bliiliment to which he belonged, advanced, in a

fermon before the univerfuy, the notions of Dr.

Sherlock ; and aflerted that &quot; there were three infi-

&quot; nice diftinft minds and fubflances in the Trinity ;

&amp;lt;c and alfo that the three perfons in the Trinity were
&quot; three diftinft minds or fpirits, and three individual

&quot;

fubftances.&quot; They who patronifcd and embraced

the femiments of Dr. South were offended with

theft alTertions; and had fufficient influence to procure

a folemn decree in convocation, judging, declaring,

and determining &quot;the aforefaid words to be falfe,

&quot;

impious, and heretical
; difagreeing with and

&quot;

contrary to the doctrine of the Catholic church,
&quot; and efpecially to the doctrine of the Church of
&quot;

England publicly received.&quot; The realifts, inflead

of yielding to the decifion and fentcnce of the convo

cation, entered a virtual protefl again ft it
;

and

anfwered, that &quot; what the heads of Oxford had
&quot; condemned as heretical and impious, was the very
&quot; Catholic faith : that the decree was a ccnfure of
&quot; the Nicene faith, and of the faith of the Church
&quot; of England, as hcrefy ;

and expofed both to the
&quot; fcorn and triumph of the Socinians.&quot; Dr. Slier-

lock in particular faid,
&quot; that he would undertake,

&quot;

any day in the year, to procure a meeting of twice
&quot;

as many wife and learned men to cenfure their
&quot;

decree.&quot;*

*
Bcu Mordecni s Letters, vol. i.p. 70. 8vo. cd.
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Under thefe circumflances, neither the authority

of the univerfity, nor the folemnity with which the

decree was iflucd, could fecure the end propofed by

it. It rather irritated the parties, than fettled their

differences. Dr. Tennifon, who then filled the fee of

Canterbury, prevailed with the king to interpofe by

his authority, and to give the royal fancYion to certain

injunftions drawn up by himfelf, and addrefTcd to

the arch bifhops andbifhops, to be publifhed in their

diocefes, and enforced by their epifcopal authority,

to maintain the purity of the Chrifiian faith, and

preferve the peace of the church. The proclama

tion directed,

That no preacher whatfoever in his fermon or

le&ure fhould prefume to deliver any other doctrine

concerning the blefTed Trinity, than what was con-

tained in the Holy Scriptures, and is agreeable to

the three creeds and the thirty-nine articles of

religion.

That in the explication of this do&rine they

fhould carefully avoid all new terms, and confine

themfelves to fuch ways of explication as have been

commonly ufcd in the church.

The careful obfervance of the 5jd canon, which

prohibits public oppofition between preachers, and

efpecially bitter invecYives and fcurrilous language

againft all perfons whatever, was particularly recom

mended. Thefe rules were alfo enjoined on all who
wrote on the difpured queflions. Thefe directions

were not limited to the clergy alone to govern their

conduct in the controvcrfy, but were alfo levelled at
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thofe who were not of the clerical body, but who,

it was underflood, had prefumed to talk and difpuie

againflthe Chriftian laith concerning the doctrine of

the Trinity, or had written or publifhed or difperfed

books and pamphlets againfl it : And the clergy were

ftrictly charged and commanded, together with all

other means fuitable to their holy profeilion, to ufe

their authority according to law to reprefs and re-

ftrain luch exorbitant practices.*

No decree or a council, no bull of a pope, could

be more decidedly marked by claims to authority

over confcience, and to infallibility of judgment in

the enactors of either, than were thefe royal injunc

tions drawn up by an epifcopal pen. The royal

pcrfonage from whofe court they were given, and

the prelate whofe fpirit dictated them, though credit

fliould be given to the purity of their motives, forgot

that they were proteftants. The only part of thefe

injunctions
that could poflibly anfwer a valuable end,

and that properly fell within the province of the

civil magiilrate, was the order to abilain from bitter

invectives and fcurrilous language. The other direc

tions tended only to overbear the judgments ot men,

to fupprefs conviction, and to redrain inquiry.

The decree of the univerfity and the injunctions

of the king were not merely dead letters. The

partizans of orthodoxy in that day not only had

recourfe to cenfurcs, but adopted vigorous meafures.

In 1695 xva3 publifhed a tract, reprinted by the

London Unitarian Society in 1793, entitled &quot; The
* Tennifon s Life, p. 49 53.
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&quot;

defigned End to the Socinian Controverfy ; or a
&quot; rational and plain Difcourfe to prove that no other
&quot;

perfon but the Father of Chrift is GOD Mod
&quot;

High :&quot; by Mr. John Smith. &quot; The author
&quot;

difcovcrs,&quot; fays the edhor of the modern edition,
&quot; a very confidcrable acquaintance with the Chriftian

&quot;

fcriptures, and a mind influenced by the love of

&quot;truth.&quot; Tlufe recommendations did not fcreen

him or his work from refentment and the vifita-

tion of power. The work was feized, and the

author was apprehended.* Dr. Trelawney, while

bifliop of Exeter, entered the lifts with peculiar

fpirit againft thofe who were deemed to be engaged
in a confpiracy againft the catholic faith, viz. Soci-

nians, latitudinarians, and deniers of the myfteries;

and he proceeded to the extreme meafure of excom-

municatingDr . Bury, who had been alfo folemnly

condemned by the univerfities for notorious herefy.f

By thefe means the Trinitarian controversy had

at Lift a temporary fufpenfion ; but not till the

leading difputants in it, Dr. Sherlock and Dr. South,

had been ridiculed in a popular ballad, called

The Battle Royal.
&quot; The various modes adopted

* Preface to the laft edition.

1 A Letter to a Convocation Man, 1^97 ; afcribed to Dr.

Binckes. N. B. In a copy of this tract in Dr. Willi. ms s Library,

Red Crofs-ftrect, London, the names of 1 iclawncy and Bury arc

infcrted in the margin ; as one the actor, the other the lufTercr.

This ballad was tranflated into fcreral languages, particularly

the Latin, by a curious hand, at the Univcrlity of Cambridge;
and prclents were made to the author by the nobility and gentry.

The ludicrous ftuin of it, which was very indecorous, confidering
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for fupprclTing the works of the Unitarians occa-

fioned one who had written with acrimony againft

the friends of the Revolution, to remark &quot;

that cer-

thc eminent and learned perfons whom it reprimands, and the

gravity of the queftions debated by the difputants, is a proof that

the diipute was regarded as the contention of theologues rather than

as the fober inveftigation of facred and important truth ; and did

not procure from all perfons refpecl to the divines concerned in it.

As it is a document that fhews the fpirit of the times, and the im-

prefTton made by the controverfy en the public mind, it may be

acceptable to the reader.

&quot;THE BATTLE ROYAL,&quot;

To the tune of
&quot; A Soldier and a Sailor.&quot;

A dean* and 3 prebendary!

Had once a vagary ;

And were at doubtful ftrife, fir.

Who led the better life, fir,

And was the better man.

The dean, he faid, that truly

Since BLUFF was fo unruly,

He d prove it to his face, fir,

That he had the moft grace, fir.

And fo the fight began, &c.

When PREB replied, like thunder,

And roarM out, it was no wonder,
Since Gods the Jean had THREE, fir,

And more by TWO than he, fir :

1-ur he had got but one, &c.

Now, while thefe two were raging,
And in difpute ending,

&amp;gt;c Mailer ot the CHARTER!
J caught a tartar,

or gods, fir, there were none, tec.

* Dr. Sherlock.

ThaC all the books of Mofes
Were nothing but fuppofes ;

That he deferved rebuke, fir,

Who wrote the Pentateuch, fir ;

Twas nothing but a fham, &c.

That as for Father Adam,
With Mrs. Eve, his madam,
And what the ferpent fpake.fir,

Twas nothing but a joke, fir,

And well-invented flam, &c.

That in the BATTLE ROYAL,
As none could take denial,

The dame for which they ftrove, fir,

Could neither of them love, fir,

Since all had given offence, &c.

She therefore, flyly waiting,
Left all THREE FOOLS a prating;
And being in a fright, fir,

RELIGION took her flight, fir

And ne er was heard of fince.

+ Dr. South.

f Dr.Thomas Burnet, mafter ot the Charter-Houfe, who about this time
s Archscologia; in which he was charged by fome wiih having im

pugned and weakened the divine truths of the Old Teftament.

{ South s Polthumous Works Memoirs, p, 128, 130.

$ Dr. I-Iickes.
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&quot;

tainly there muft be fomething formidabe in

&quot; their books and fome reafonings in them, which
&quot; couM not be \vdl anfwered, that fo much dili-

&quot;

gence was ufed to fupprefs them.&quot;||

SECTION III.

The Controversy about Justification.

THE difTcnters had scarcely begun to enjoy

peace, protection, and liberty, under the aufpicious

influence of the Revolution, than they difagrecd

among themfelves. Divifion and difTention, always
to be lamented, were in feveral views, at that time,

particularly difgraceful and unfeafonable. They
furnifhed thofe who had predicted their difunion,

if they were left to themfelves, an opportunity of

infuhing and reproaching them. While the flames

were breaking out in the Eftablimcd Church, occa-

fioned both by religious and practical animofities,

if the diflenters had been wife and temperate enough
to prefcrve harmony and union among themfelves,

they would have fecured honour to their principles,

prefcrved the confiflcncy of their charafter as pro-

teftants, and acquired refpectability and weight in

the (late. It had been prefumed, that a foundation

I Preface to the late edition of Smith s Divine End, &c. p. vi.
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for a permanent union had been laid, and that a

cement of their mutual interefts had been formed,

by the heads of agreement, to which the body of

the miniftcrs, both prefbyterian and congregational,

in London and its vicinity, and in feveral parts of the

country, had affented in 1691.* But ftrange as it

may appear, the rife of their differences may be

dated, it is faid, from that agreement. Some few

of the congregational denomination never either

approved of thofe heads of agreement, or concurred

in the union. They were not fatisfied, moreover,
with refufing their confent to the union, and pre-

ferving their own independency ;
but were afliduous

in ufmg their influence with their brethren, who
entertained the fame fentiments with themfelves on

certain doftrinal points, and had joined the union, to

detach them from it
;
and they gave them no reft till

this end was afle&ed. The influence of the united

minifters in London, on account of fome differences

and animofities to which the opinions broached by
Mr. Davis, of Rothwell in Northamptonfhire, had

given rife, contributed on their fide to heighten
the diifatisfaftion of the others, to widen the

breach, and to precipitate a rupture.
&quot;

They
&quot;

aaed,&quot; fays Dr. Calamy,
&quot;

as if they had been
&amp;lt;{ under the fucrct influence of fome who were fearful
&quot; while the Ertablifhed Church was divided, left

&quot;

their own intereft fhculd gain a firm and perma-
&quot; ncnt union.&quot; It had been obfervcd in Germany,
that &quot; the book of concord,&quot; as a plan of union

* Sec before, p. 99,



C. II. PROTESTANT DISSENTERS. 189

was called, was the occafion of great difcord ; fo

the attempted union among the difTentcrs was the

occafion of new quarrels and divisions.&quot;*

Mr. Davis, of Rothwell, incurred the cenfure of his

brethren in the neighbourhood for erroneous prin

ciples and irregular practices. The errors charged
on him were these :

&quot; That the law of innocency
* was not able to fave men at first : That justification

&quot;

upon believing is only a manifeflation to the con-
&quot; fcience of an antecedent

j
unification

;
and fo it

&quot;

is not the (late of the foul, but its fenfe of its

&quot;

(late, that is altered upon conversion : That jus-
&quot;

tifying faith is a perfuafion that our fins arc

&amp;lt;e

pardoned ;
and when it is fdid we believe for

&quot;

pardon, it is meant for the knowledge of pardon :

&amp;lt;c That this faith is not a confenting aft of the will :

&quot; That the law prepares not for converfion, and its

&quot; convictions tend to drive men farther from Chrift:

&quot; That the law of the gofpel is the great law of
&quot;

electing grace, viz. I will have mercy on whom I

&quot; will have mercy : That there be no preparatory
&quot;

humblings in order to faith : That we (hould begin
&quot; our religion \\ith high confidence of our intereft

&quot;

in Chrift, and mud maintain it againft all chal-

&quot;

lenges or doubts from our fins or defects : That
&quot;

they are like Baal s priefls, who put men on
&quot;

trying themfelvcs by fuch marks, as fincerity,
&quot; univerfal obedience, love to GOD and Christ

&quot; and the brethren : That all believers at all times

&quot; (land before GOD without fin
j yea, when they arc

Calamy, p. 513,537. Howe s Life, p. 181, 181.
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&quot;

finning again ft GOD, they arc without fpot before

&quot; GOD ;
and when they have finned and prayed

&quot; for pardon, it is for the difcovery thereof to their

&quot; confcience, and not for what is properly forgive-
&quot; nefs : That Chrill fulfilled the covenant of grace
&quot; for us, and he believed for us, as our re-

&quot;

prefentativv-
&quot;

On the fubjeft of irregular practices, Mr. Davis

was accufed of fending forth preachers unfit for the

miniflry, and not approved by neighbouring mi-

nifters ;
of unchurching fuch churches as did not

agree with his exorbitant methods and licentious

principles ;
of wickedly railing at most of the or

thodox laborious miniders, endeavouring to the

utmoft to prejudice the people againft their perfons

and labours, as idolatrous, illegal, and antichriftian;

yea, of affirming that all the churches had gone a

\vhoring from Chrift, and that he was happy who
uas the inftrument of breaking all the churches.

He was particularly preiTed, in one point, with a

charge of holding an horrid opinion, and obferving
an unchriftian practice : it was, that chough he did

not fcruple to baptize the children of his own

people, yet he rt:bapu/A*d fncli adult members as

were bapti/ed in their infancy by any minifters of

the Church of I .n-.-IancL Apainit this chargeo o
he defended himfclr on tlicfe grounds ;

&quot;

iliitt if

&quot;

any, tlie feed of ilriivj^is, and having no oilier

baptifm than that of the public, dcfired to fubmit
&quot;

to the ordi .i.- .iicc. he dared not to rcfufe it : for he
* looked on tli.it aJfuiiiiiicru! in public as null and
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**
void, on two accounts : firft, that they and their un-

&quot;

believing parents being in no fenfc or wife under

&quot; the covenant, baptifm could not be a feal
; and,

&quot;

if not a feal, he apprehended it to be nothing,
c&amp;lt; and therefore null and void. And fecondly, that

&quot; the adminidrators were none of Chrilfs fending,
&quot; and that therefore what they did in matters of

&quot;

religion was nothing, as an idol is nothing.&quot;

Mr. Davis argued,
&quot;

by parity of reafon, ordinances

&quot;

falfcly adininidered are nothing ; and, though
&quot;

baptifm was performed by them in the name of

&amp;lt;c the Father, Son, and Spirit ; yet dill they pro-
&amp;lt;c

phefied lies in the name of the LORD, for He
u never fent them.&quot; The drain and fpirit of this

aflertion may be confiJercd as a fpecimen and a

proof of the charge alleged againft Mr. Davis.

This datement of his principles and conduct,

formed part of a declaration publidied by the
&quot; United Brethren,&quot; at the indigation of the mi-

niftcrs in the country, to counteract the fpread of

his fentiments, and in tedimony of their own fidelity

and zeal for the truth of Chrid. In this declaration

they cxprefTed their thoughts concerning his doctrines

and practices, and entered theirproted againft them, as

repugnant to the gofptl, to the doctrine of the Church

of England, and to other confeffions, to which they

had given their aflcnt. They alfo fligmatized his

principles, as furnifliing
&quot;

ftrong temptations to

&quot; carnal fecurity and libertinifm
;

as Satan s fiery
*

darts, whereby he cndeavoureth the ruin of thofe
*

fouls who are Icfc
fubje&amp;lt;ft

to other fnarcs; and



192 HISTORY OP THE C. I!,

&quot; as what would deflroy the miniflry which Chrift

&amp;lt;e hath appointed and profpered to the converfion

&quot; of fmners.&quot; They difowned Mr. Davis himfelf,

as neither then nor at any former time efteemed to

be of the number of the united brethren.

The concluding paragraph of this declaration is

ftrongly expreflive of the views and fpirit of thofe

who publifhed it, as to the fubjeft before them.
4C

It is our
grief,&quot; they fay,

&quot; that a man fhould

&quot; with meer faifehood, clamour, and noife, prevail
&quot; fo far : It is no lefs our wonder, that he fhould
*

generally fet up for the only gofpel preacher,
&quot;

reviling molt others
;
and yet when charged with

&quot; his aflertions, he at times attempts, to unintelli-

&quot;

gent perfons, to reduce thofe abominable afler-

&quot; tions to what is the general opinion of fuch as he
&quot;

expofeih. But we (hall earneflly pray for his

&quot;

repentance ;
and in the mean time, that that

&quot;

fcripture may be verified in him, 2 Tim. iii. 9.
&quot; c He fhall proceed no further, but his folly {hall be
&quot; manifeft to all men : which we are encouraged to
&amp;lt;c

hope the fudden accomplimment of, fince he is

&quot;

given up to fuch
trifling vifions, enthufiaftic pre-

ct
tences, felf-contradictions, highefl arrogancy and

&quot;

infolence, and many are awakened to fee the wiles
&quot; of the Devil by their vifible eiTea*

;
and mod

&quot;

perfons fit to judge thereof agree, it cannot be the
&quot;

interefl of Chrift that he ferves, by the fpirit he
&amp;lt;f

diicovcrs, and the public fcandal and mifchiefs he
&quot;

fo induftrioufly promotes.&quot;*

*
Calamy, vol. i. p. 513514.
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The reader will judge how far the air of infallibi

lity,
and the tone of authority, which fuch a decla

ration carries in ir, are calculated to convince or to

conciliate. It is certain, that this paper had not the

effect which it was meant to produce. Difcontents

exifted among the united brethren themfelvcs, and a

difference of opinion about fome doctrinal points foon

difcovered itfelf on an occafion which their fagacity

could not anticipate, nor their influence prevent.

During the unhappy times of the civil wars, the

fubject of J unification had been warmly controverted

by writers of the feveral religious parties : who

difagreed in their ideas on the meaning, not of the

word &quot;

jujiifcation&quot; only, but of the terms
&quot;faith

&quot; and good works,&quot; and in their conftrucYton of

the language of the apoftlcs Paul and James on this

fubject. Contcfts were darted, that could have no

object but to divide and alienate: various hypothefes

were formed, which obfcured the points that they

were meant to elucidate: and the fenfe of the apofto-

lical writers was perplexed by abundance of learned

fophiftry. Some who appeared in this controvcrfy

were cenfuied as leaning to popery or judaifm ;

others were regarded as advocates of aminomianifm

and libertinifm ; fome again were charged with

pelagkmifm and focinianifm ; and others, lailly,
were

confidered as advancing the principles of manichacifm

and fatalifm. The queilions comrjcteJ with this

controvcrfy had been agitated, with much con

tention, for about twenty years, when they attracted

the attention of Mr. afterwards Bifhop Bull ;
then

o
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26 years of age, and engaged his clofc enquiries and

afliJuous fludy during eight or nine years. The
refult of his inveftigation was the publication of a

work in Latin, entitled
&quot; Harmonia Apoftolica,&quot;

dpoftolical Harmony ; confiding of two differtations,

thcfirfl to explain and defend the doftrine of James
on

j unification, the fecond to demonftrate the

agreement and harmony of Paul with him on this

point. The particular defign of the firil diilertation

was ro fhew &quot; that good works which proceed
&quot; from faith, are a neceiTary condition required from
ic us by GOD, to the end that by the new and
&quot;

evangelical covenant obtained by and fealed in

&quot; the blood of Chrifl, the mediator of it, we may
&quot; be juftified according to his free and unmerited

grace.&quot;

Though our young divine fettled his own judg

ment, he was not equally fuccefsful in his endeavours

to bring others to difcern and acknowledge the

truth of thofe conclufions en the point, to which he

had himfelf been led by his review of the fcriptures

and of primitive antiquity : for notwithstanding
all his caution in difcuiling a fubjecl: which the

difputations of theologians had rendered abftrufe,

his performance created alarm both in the church

and out of it. His interpretations of the facred

writers, and his method of reconciling the two

apoflles, were tried by the correfpondence which

they bore to the fentiments of Luther and Calvin,

\vhofe names, as the two apoflles of the Reforma

tion, carried with them an undue and overbearing
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influence. Though the evidence and (trength of

his arguments appeared to fome in a clear and con

vincing light, hard ccnfurcs were parted by others

on the work and its author; and the doftrines

maintained in it were condemned as pernicious and

heretical, contrary to the decrees of the Church of

England, and of all other reformed chuches. Dr.

Morley, bifhop of Wincheflcr, in a charge to his

clergy, prohibited the reading of Mr. Bull s work ;

fome heads of houfes in the univeruYics and fome

tutors warned the ftudcms againft it. Dr. Barlow,

Margaret profeffor at Oxford, and afterwards bifhop

of Lincoln, and Dr. Tully, principal of Edmund s

Hall, an eloquent and learned writer, were the

moft zealous to oppofe the pacific method which it

offered in order to reconcile the different fyftems

about attaining frlvation. Among the diffcnters, Mr.

Jofeph Trum in, educated in the diftinguiflimg doc

trines that were ratified by the Weftminfier Affunbly,

and Mr. Tombes, a learned baptifl minifter, animad

verted on the &quot;

Apoflolical Harmony,&quot; as if a blow

had been aimed by it at the ground-work of the

Reformation. About a year after it was publifhed,

a copy of it was fcnt to the author with marginal

annotations and animadvcrfions from the hands of

his diocefan Dr. Nicholfon, bifhop of Gloucefler ;

written, it was afterwards difcovered, by Mr. Charles

Gatakcr, the fon of the learned critic of that numc,

whofe zeal for the principles which he had received,

as authentic explications of the gofpel,in thefyflems

that he had fludicd, neither permitted him to think

O 2
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fedately, nor to write with temper. Dr. Lewis du

Moulin, Ton of the famous Peter du Moulin, an

independent, likewife attacked with great feverity

the principles and opinions advanced by Mr. Bull,

in a pamphlet, entitled,
&quot; A (liort and true Account

&quot; of the feveral advances the Church of England
&quot; hath made towards Rome ;

or a model of the

&quot;

grounds upon which the papifts, for thefe hun-

&quot; dred years, have built their hopes and expectations
&quot; that England would ere long return to

popery.&quot;

London, 1680. This tract contained alfo virulent

reflections on feveral eminent divines of the Church

of England.* The ground of the (train in which

this pamphlet and others in this controverfy were

written, was, that the folifidian doftrine was re

garded by many as the main pillar of proteftantifm ;

which being once fhaken, it was thought, there

could be no pofTibility of its bearing up its head

againfl popery, or of juflifying the proceedings of

Luther and the other n*rft reformers. With this

tracl, the controverfy, which had been continued for

ten years, was terminated : as Mr. Bull did not

judge it nectfiary to reply. He had particularly

and fully anfwered the other writers, who had

animadverted on his &quot;

Apoftolical Harmony.&quot; His

*
It ought to be mentioned to the honour of Dr. Moulin, and

;is a pleafing in {lance of candour and ingcnuoufnefs, that on hi*

death-bed, foon after the .ippcp.rance of his pamphlet, he retracted

I the perfonal reflections which he had call in his book upon any
divine of the Church of England ; and directed his retractation to be
made public after his death. This was accordingly done. Txelfon^
Liir ofBifhopBull, p. 254.
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biographer fays,
&quot; that wiih a very laudable

&quot;diligence
he fpared no pains, that he might tho-

&quot;

roughly and impartially examine all that his adver-

&quot;fary
could biing a^ainft him: nor could it be denied,

&quot; that he made fuch juft and rcafonabie conceflions,

cc as rendered his own caufe the ftronger, \vhilj they
&quot;

yielded to theoppofite that which it might Kr.vfully

&quot; demand.
*

In the difcuflions which originated

with his work, the meaning of the terms, &quot;juitifica-

&quot;

tion, faith, and good works,&quot; was canvaflcd. The

nature of the Mofaic law, and of its promifes and

threatenings, came under examination. Thcfe were

proper fubjefh of enquiry; and the invefligation of

them tended to elucidate the fcripturrs, and to place

the matter in debate on fcriptural authority, its juft

and only obligatory ground. But with the dif

cuflions on thefe points were ble.ided fyftematic

principles and fcholaltic niceties. It muft be added,

to the difgraoe of thofe who wrote in it, though
too much in the fpirit of all times und of all

controverfies, that their pens were often dipped in

gall, and their arguments were accompanied with

heavy charges and invidious imputations.
&quot; The

&quot; beft caufe in the worM m-iy be run down with
&quot; clamour and confidence ; but truili is never better

11

fupportcd, than by being modcflly and limply
&quot;

propofcd, with the arguments for and againfl it

44

fairly reprefented, without reflection upon any tor

&quot; not thinking after the fame manner with us.&quot;*

* For a full, candid, and fuccinft review of this controverfy, fee

Nclibn s Life of Bifhop Ball, p. 89 157-
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The controvcrfy which was begun in the Eftablifhed

Church, and revived bv the publication of Bull s

&quot; Harmonia Apoftolica,&quot;
was alfo taken up by the

diiTenters, and conduced with much warmth. So

far back as the year 1649, ^ r - B-IMICT had difcufled

the queflions concerning the doctrine of justification,

in a treatife, entitled,
&quot;

Aphorifms of Juflification and
c the Covenants.&quot; Exceptions were made to this

work at its flrfl appearance. It excited much atten

tion
; became a fubjeft of obbquy with many; and

fevcral learned men, as Dr. John Wallis, Mr. Gco.

Lawfon, Mr. John Warren, and Mr. Chriftopher

Cartwright, employed their pens in animadverting

upon it. The &quot;

Aphorifms&quot; were particularly an-

Avered by Mr. John Crandon, of Fawley in liamp-

fhire, in a book, which he infcribcd,
&quot; Mr. Baxter s

&amp;lt;c

Aphorifms exorcifed;&quot; and by Mr. Wm. Eyre,
of Salifbury, in his &quot; Vindicia^ Jullificationis gra-
&amp;lt;{

mircc.&quot; Some of thefc writers delivered ihcir

fentiments at the dcfire of Mr. Baxter himfelfj

upon which lie publiflvjd his fufpenfion of thefc

aphorifm? ; then liis fuller explication and defence

of them in his
^
Apology ;,&quot;

and afterwards an

additional explication ;r.id deiVnce of them, in his

ci Confcflion of Faith,&quot; ai.d in his ct

Difputations of

&quot;

Juflification.&quot; On his j^irt vlic controverfy was

agitated, at diilcruu times, fr-r forty years. In one

of his publications, (hiring this period, he entered

the lids with Dr. Tully, one of Bilhop Bull s oppo

nents, in
&quot; A Treatife of Juftifying Righteoufnefs,

&quot;

in two Looks,&quot; in 1676. In this work, though
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he fometimes acknowledged the doftor to be a very

worthy perfon, yet he hefitated not to charge his

&quot;

Juftiticatio Paulina* as being
&quot; defective in point

&quot; of truth, juQice, charity, ingenuity, and pertinency
&quot; to the matter.&quot;

u
It was the unhappinefs both of

&quot; Mr. Baxter and Dr.
Tully,&quot;

obfervcs Mr. Nclfon,
46 that they gave but too much reafon for the impu-
&quot;

ration, under which they both equally l.iy,
of

&amp;lt;c

being angry writers.&quot; Bull, Bellarmin, who
alfo wrote on the fame fubjecl, and Baxter, were

confidered and reprefented by Dr. Tully as cc the

ie three great adverfaries of the faith,&quot; engaged in

&quot; a triple league&quot;
to overthrow it.*

After the controverfy, as it had been handle J by
fome writers whom we have mentioned, had fubfided

?

it revived again amongft the diffenters, and fccms

to have been confined within their pale. It was

occafioned by the republiciuion of the works of

Dr. Crifp, by his foil Mr. Samuel Crifp, fanctioncd

by the names of feveral prcfbytcrian and independent

miniftcrs. When they were firft publifhed, the

aflembly of divines at Weftminfter defired them to

be burnt. The author was a man of great piety,

and exemplary purity of charafler; but the icnti-

mcnts that he advanced and defended were, with

reafon, confidered as very pernicious in their ten

dency, and as opening a door for great licen-

tioufnefs of manners in thofc whom their paflions

might difpofe to aft upon the ftricl letter of them.

Dr. Crifp s fcheme is Hated to be this :
&quot; That by

&amp;lt;4 GOD S mere electing decree, all faving bleflings
* Nelibn s Life of Bull, p. 243 zj4.
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&amp;lt;c arc by divine obligation made ours, and nothing
&quot; more is needful to our title to thefe bleflings :

&quot; That on the crof&amp;gt; all the fins of the elect were
&quot; transferred to Chrifl, and ceafed ever to be their

&quot;

fins: That at the firfl moment of conception, a

&amp;lt;c

title to thefe decreed bleflings is pcrfonally applied
&quot; to the eleft, and they inverted actually therein.

&quot; Hence the cleft have nothing to do, in order to ;m

&quot; intereft in thefe bleflings; nor ought they to intend

66 the lead good to thcmfelves in what they do: fm

&quot; can do them no harm, becaufe it is none of theirs
;

&amp;lt;c nor can GOD afrM them for any fin.&quot;

On his fcheme it was affirmed,
&quot; That iins are not

&quot; to be feared as doing any hurt, even when the

&quot; moft flagitious are committed. Grace and holinefs

&quot; cannot do us the lead good. GOD has no more
&quot; to lay to the charge of the wickcdeft men, if they
&amp;lt;c be elected, than he has to lay to the charge of a

&quot;

faint in glory. That the elecl are not to be governed
&quot;

by fear or hope; for the laws have no promifes or

&quot; threats to rule them
;
nor are they under the im-

&quot;

preflions of rewards or pnnifhmcnts, as motives to

&quot;

duty, or prefervatives againd fin.&quot;*

Thefe fentiments were ftilcd Anfmomian, as im

pugning the excellence and fubveniiuuhc obligations

of the law. They exhibit an overftrained conflrnc-

tion of Luther s doclrine, which reprcfents the

merits of Chrifl: as the fource of man s falvaiion; and

of Calvin s doclrine refpecling divine decrees. Were
there not reafon to fuppofe that the advocate for them

Dr. WiMianv. s Gofpcl Truth, p. r,, r ,
g.
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was finccre, though milled, one (hould be ready to

impute to him an invidious defign to caricature the

opinions of thofe reformers, and to expofo them to

indignation or contempt. Thefe opinions fprung

up in Germany, and were broached by John Agri-

cola, a native of Ailleben, and an eminent doctor of

the Lutheran church. His followers were oillcd

Antinorniar.s, i. c.
&quot; Enemies of the law.&quot; This feel

was fupprclTed in its infancy by the fortitude, watch-

fulnefs, and influence of Luther: and Agncola

acknowledged and renounced his pernicious fyile.m ;

though he is faid to have returned to his errors,

and to have preached them again with fuccefs after

the death of Luther.*

Thefe opinions had for many years lain dormant

in England, when the rcpuUication of Dr. Crifp s

works in or about 1690 revived them, and gave th:m

;i new and wide circulation, especially among the

nonconformifls, whofe liberties were threatened on

this account. Un :er the conduct of Mr. Davis the

flame broke out with peculiar violence, and fpread

through eleven counties. Judicious and faithful mi-

nillcrs, who inculcated the neceflityandobligations of

righteoufnefs, were deferted, and reproached as legal-

iits; churches were divided, and town and country
were filled with debates and noife. So high did the

ferment rife, fo widely did the infection fpread in the

city of London, that if a minifter among the prefbyte-

rians preached a fcrmon in which hope was placed en

conditional promifes, or the fear of fin was preflcd by
* Mofheim s Ecclefiaflical Iliftory, vol. iv. p. 33.
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the divine threatenings, he was immediately con

demned and cenfured as an enemy to Chrift and free

grace. This cenibrioufncfs and violence of temper

fhewed itfelf particularly amongft the independents

and baptifh. One of the lecturers at Pinner s Hall

preaching on repentance as neceffary to the remiffion

of fins, that pulpit was foon filled with the harfheft

ccnfures againlt the prefbycerians.*

Many of the minifters of that perfuafion folicited

Mr. afterwards Dr. Daniel Williams, to confute the

principles of Dr. Crifp. This he undertook to do;

and entered on his talk firfl in a fermon at Pinner s

Hall; and then in a treatife, entitled,
&quot;

Gofpel Truths
&quot; dated and vindicated.&quot; The method in which

this work was drawn up, was to (late the truth and

error under each head ; to prove the latter to be the

opinion of Dr. Crifp ;
then to fhew wherein the

difference did not lie; and this being done, to declare

in what the real and proper difference did confift.

Having thus explained and dated the cafe, the author

confirmed the truth, which was oppofed to a fpecific

error, by the rule of faith received by both fides.

To the direct proofs were added corroborating tefti.

monies from the approved catechifms and confeflions

both of the prefbyterian and independent body, viz.

thofe of the affcmbly at \Veftm infter, of the fynod
of New England, and of the congregational elders

at the Savoy, befides thofe of fuch particular authors

as were generally efteemed orthodox. And, laftly,

he invefligatcd the ground of Dr. Crifp s miftake.

*
Gofpel Truth, preface, p. 27; and Bifhop Bull s Life, p. 260,
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This plan of difcuffiou was applied to about twenty-

fix points; it was executed with plainnefs and fim-

plicity, and matters were dated with inch fairnefs

and impartiality, that his adverfaries did not deteft

one infutp.ce in which the opinions of the doftor

W .TC mifreprefcnted or miiluken. J The author him-

llif declared, that he had carefully avoided any
reflection on the Rev. Dr. Crifo

;

&quot;

whom,&quot; lie

added,
fc&amp;lt;

I believe a holy man; and have abftaincd

46
expofing many things according to the advantages

&quot;

offered, if by any means this book may become
tc nfeful to fucli as moil need it.&quot;

The points connected with the controverfy, and

difcufled in this treatife, through as many chapters

as the propofitions amounted to, are &quot; the fbte of
&quot; the cleft before effectual calling : GOD S laying fins

&quot; on Chrift : the difcharge of the cleft from fms,
&quot;

upon their being laid on Chrifl : the cleft ceafmg
&quot; to be fmncrs from the time their fins were laid on
cc Chrifl: the time when our fins were laid on Chrifl:,

&quot; and continued there: GOD S reparation from and
&amp;lt; ; abhorrence of Chrift, while our fins lay upon him :

&quot; the change of perfon between Chriit and the cleft:

&quot; the nature of faving faith, the free offer of Chrifl

&quot; to fmncrs, and of preparatory qualifications :

;; union with Chrid by faith : juflification by faith,
tc with a digreflion about repentance : the ncceflity
&quot; and benefit of holinefs, obedience, and good
&amp;lt;c

works, with pcrfevcrance therein: intending our
&quot; foul s good by the duties we perform: the way

I Bifhop Bull s Life, p. 261.
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&quot; to attain afTurance : GOD S feeing fins in believers,

&quot; and their guilt by it: the hurt that fin may do the

&amp;lt;c believers: GOD S difpleafure for r
m, in the afflic-

C{ tions of his people : the beauty of fincere holinefs:

&quot;

Gofpel preaching : legal preaching : exdltin
.;
of

&quot; Chrift : the honour of the tree grace of GOD.&quot;

Dr. Williams has been confidtred as Mr. Baxter s

fucceflbr in the management of thefe difputes ;
and

he incurred the fame fevere cenfures as had befallen

that eminent writer, being accufed of maintaining

opinions inconfiflent with the doctrine of Chrifl s

fatisfa&ion, and yielding up the caufe to the focinians.

Names that carried an odium with them were very

freely beftowed on him; as if it were more the fludy

of the partifans of Dr. Crifp s opinions to expofe

thofe with whom they had the difpute to reproach

and obloquy, than to examine their arguments and

difcover truth.

Dr. Williams s work \v:is firft published in 1692,

with tcftimonials of approbation by Dr. Bates, Mr.

Howe, Mr. Alfop, Mr. Shower, and twelve other

diiTeming minifters. The names of double that

number were added to the fecond edition. This

was fucceeded by a third edition, with other names;
to which a large poflfcript was added, forelucidating

fundry truths.
||

Dr. Chauncy, and feveral who coincided with him

in opinions, animadverted on Dr. Williams s per

il
Mr. Orton recommended the treatife of Dr. Williams as the

bed that he knew, to enable a perfon to judge of thofe controvcdies.
&quot; He is&quot; Mr. Orton added,

&quot; the cleared, faireft controverfial
&quot; writer I am acquainted with.&quot; Letters to a young Clergyman,
letter xv.
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formance : to whom Dr. Williams replied, in

&quot; A Defence of Gofpel Truth,&quot; a performance

which fecured the approbation of able judges. But

notwithftanding the conviftion which it carried to

fome minds, it did not give the fame fatisfaftion to

all. Mr. Mather, an independent miniiler, publifhed

a fermon on juftihcation,
in which he aiTcrted that

believers were as righteous as Chrift himfelf; that

the covenant of grace was not conditional ;
with other

opinions of the fame tenor. Dr. Williams anfwered

him in a tract, entitled,
&quot; Man made Righteous.*

To this work no one replied.*

On the publication of Dr. Williams *
&quot;

Gofpel
&quot;

Truth,&quot; inflead of its ferving to compofe the dif

ferences which had broken out among the lecturers

at Pinner s Hall, a new and great clamour was raifcd j

pa;ticularly on account of the interpretation given to

Phil. iii. 9. At length a paper of objections to that

work, figned by Mr. Griffith, Mr. Cole. Mr. Mather,

Mr. Chuuncy, Mr. Trail, and Mr. Richard Taylor,

was delivered at a meeting of the united miniflers.

But no cognizance was taken of it. The rcafons of

paffing it over without notice were, that three of the

fix objectors were not of the union; and that the

material objections were not only confidercd to be

ungrounded, but were exprtiTed in words as recited

from Dr. Williams s work, which were quite con

trary to the letter of the expreflions.f The doctor

examined the paper in a poftfcript to a third edition

Bifhop Bull s Life, p. 162.

1 Dr. Willi.tnis s Works, vol. iv. p. 322 314.
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of his traO, and fully confidered the objections it

exhibited. Bin the filencc with which the united

minifters treated ir, gave umbrage ;
and Dr. Chauncy,

at a meeting about Oftobcr 1692, ufing many warm

words, aiTigned this neglect as a reafon for leaving

their ineerim-s, and breaking off from their union.

The more candid and pacific fhidicd healing expe

dients; and after much confideration fixed on certain

doctrinal articles, to which both fides agreed and

fubfcribed, Dec. 16, 1692. Thefe were/ publifhed

to the world under the title of &quot; The Agreement in

&quot; Doctrine among the Diffenting Minifters in

&quot;

London.&quot; This paper was far from anfwering

the conciliatory end that was expected from it. The

debates continued : one party was fufpected of

verging towards arminianifra, and even focinianifm.

Thechargeofencouraging antinoinianifrn was retorted

on the other party. Separate weekly meetings were

held. New creeds were framed; but they were

objected to by fume or others &quot; as too large or too

&quot;ftrait, too full cr tco
empty.&quot; Different papers

were drawn up and fubfcribed, to effect an accoinmo-

modation : but rhty created new altercations and

fomented new differences. It feerned to be the aim
and ifh of Icrnr, that they might be thought to

differ from their hrcihrcn, whether they really did fo

or not. i he contending parties, in fome infonces
at ;c.vi;, fancied thcirmutu.il differences to be greater
than in f.u:t they were. A letter was publifhed in

A Vindication of the Protcflant

Doaiiuc concerning Juflification, and of its
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&quot;

preachers and profefTors, from the unjuft charge
&quot; of Antinomianifm.&quot; But the hopes of free

brotherly correfpondence vanifhed away.||
&amp;lt;; Such

tc were the effects of thefe wrangles at that
time,&quot;

obfervcs Dr. Calamy,
&quot;

upon the mod common
cc

converfation, and fo odd do the controvcrfies that

&quot; were then managed appear, if reviewed at a

**
diftance, as to convince confiderate obfervers that

* there is no fuch enemy to peace as jealoufy en-

&amp;lt;f

couraged, and that indulged fufpicion is an eudlefs

* c fund of contention.&quot;*

Though the controverfy arofe amongfl, and was

confined to, the dhTenters; yet an appeal was made to

the judgment of two celebrated divines in the efta-

bliflied church, Dr. Sullingfleetbifhop of Worcefter,

and Dr. Jonathan Edwards, lately the principal of

Jefus college, Oxford.

One point of debate which was flarted in the

difputcs of the day, related to a commutation of

perfons between Chrift and believers. This, it was

alleged, Dr. Stillingflect had aflcried and fupported
in hisanfwcr to Grotius on the doctrine of Chrifl s

fatisfaclion
j
and this Dr. Williams was charged with

denying, becaufc he had denied what Dr. Crifp

called a change of perfon, (not perfons in the plural)

/ . e. a change of condition and itate between Chrifl

and a fmner ; Chrift thereby becoming as iinful as

we, and we as righteous as he. Dr. Williams was

I Calamy, vol. i. p. 515, 516; Calamy s Life of&quot; Howe, p. 183;

Nclfon s Life ofBifhop Bull, p. 260 163.

* Lite of Hov, . , p. 104.
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induced, on this rcprefentation of his fentiments, to

addrefs a letter to the bifhop, requeuing his judg-

mcnt on three queflions : i . What was his fenfe of

commutation of perfons ? 2. Whether the author

of &quot;Gofpel Truth&quot; was chargeable with focinianifm?

and 3. Whether Dr. Crifp s fenfe concerning the

change of perfon or perfcns were true or falfe ? He

fupported his requeft by urging that his lordftiip s

fentiments were pleaded againft him. Mr. Lob, one

of the independent party, though no direct antino-

mian, endeavoured alfo to fecure the bifhop as an

umpire in their difputes; by a letter, informing him of

the controverfy then fubfifting among the diflenters,

in which a reference had been made to his lordfhip s

fentiments; and foliciting him, that he would conde-

fccnd to give them his impartial thoughts on the

point,
u as being likely on both hands to be fo

&quot; received as to compofe the differences between
&quot;

them.&quot; Before this letter came to hand, the

bilhop had already anfwered Dr. Williams, and

given his fentiments on the points mentioned in both

their letters with great freedom and
impartiality, a s

well as \vith fmgular candour and judgment. This
letter was, on the receipt of Mr. Lob s, publifhed in

vindication of Dr. Williams againft the heavy charges
alleged a^ainit him. Mr. Lob on this addreflcd a

IccouJ letter to the bilhop, exprefling much fatisfac-

lion \vith what he had written, and offering his thanks
tor it. Heapprifed his lordthip, thai to afford him
a fuller (lare of the matters in controverfy, and to

:i !iifh him with more ample means of competing
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their differences, he was preparing for the prefs an

&quot;

Appeal&quot;
direfttd to his lord(hip; to whom he

offered to fend the (heets for his infpeftion in manu-

fcript. This propofal the bifhop waved. The

Appeal, as loon as it was printed, was fent to his

lordfhip; who, as a perfect matter of the caufc, con-

fidered it with great exaclnefs, but did not live to

fmilli his anfwer to it. What appeared gave the

public a true date of the controverfy, and fully vin

dicated both Mr. Baxter and Dr. Williams from the

charge of going over to the camp of the focinians.*

A paragraph on this point dcferves to be quoted,

as an evidence of the bifhop s candour, and as an

admoniiion ro thofe who are ready in the prefenc

day to bring forward invidious charges.
&quot; There

is,&quot;
faid the bKhop,

&quot; a remarkable

&quot;

dory in the hidory of the Synod of Dorr, which
&quot;

may not be improper in this place. There were
&quot;

in one of the univerfities of that country two pro-
&quot;

feffors, both very warm and extremely zealous for

&quot; that which they accounted the mod orthodox

&quot;

doclrine; but it happened that one of thcfc ac-

&quot; cufed the other before the fynod for no fewer

&quot; than fifty errors, tending to focinianifm, pelagian.
&amp;lt;c

ifm, &c. ckc. ;
and wonderful heat there was on

&quot; both fides. At lad a committee was appointed to

&amp;lt;c examine this dreadful charge; and upon examina-

&amp;lt;c nation they found no ground for the charge of

&quot;

focinianifm, or any other herefy; but only that

&quot; he had afferted too much the ufe of ambiguous and

*
Bifliop Bull s Life, p. 364^169.

P
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1 fcholaftic terms, and endeavoured to bring in the

&quot;

way of the fchoolmen, in his writings ;
and there-

&quot; fore the fynod difmiiTed him with that prudentad

vice, Rather to keep to the language of the

u
fcripturcs than of the fchools.&quot;*

Dr. Edwards, to whom were fent the fame

queftions, which had been laid before Bifhop Sril-

lingflect,
addreffed in anfwer a letter to Dr. Wil

liams, in which he alfo fully acquitted him of

giving any countenance to the opinions of Socinus
;

and juftified him againft his accufcrs, as having dated

in a right and an orthodox manner the doctrine of

ChrifTs fatisfaction.

But the progrefs of the controverfy has been

anticipated by introducing here the appeal made to

thofe two eminent divines of the Eftablifhed Church.

Tor, previoufly to this ftage of it, a defign was

formed to exclude Dr. Williams out of the lecture

at Pinners Hall, in 1694. A new lecture was fet

up at Salters Hall : three of the old lecturers, Dr.

Bates, Mr. Howe, and Mr. Alfop, accompanied him

to the new Icfture
; and two others were added :

and four were joined to the old lecturers, Mr. Mead
and Mr. Cole, who remained at Pinners Hall. The

fupporters of the new lectures confided of the

greatcft part of the old fubfcribers, men of great

piety and judgment, who perceiving the violence

of the other party, when all pacific propofals and

meafures had proved abortive, removed to a more
convenient place.f Thus the lecture was broken

Life of Howe, p. 184, 5. f Ibid. p. 194.
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into two ; Mr. Howe s friendly propofal, urged by

him, both publickly and privately, to alternate the

fame lefture in both places, could not be carried
;

and the feparation continued. A few years dice

the lefture at Salters Hall, for want of fupport

and attendance, was given up.

Bcfides Mr. Howe s conciliating propofal, another

attempt for reunion was made, by an offer on one

fide to renounce Arminianifm, and on the other Anti-

nomianifm ;
but this plan of harmony proved un-

fuccefjful. Soon after, a few particular minifters of

each party privately drew up a paper, with a hope
that they (hould be able by their influence to prevail

on both fides to fign it. But this meafure, inftead of

extinguifhing old differences, created new ones.

Some were zealous for it, and complained much that

it was not adopted. Others warmly oppofed it, and,

among various reafons, becaufe they conceived of

it as bearing hard upon Dr. Williams.f
It affords an unhappy inftance of the afperity and

malignity of party, that not only the fentimentsof Dr.

Williams were cenfured and fligmatized, but an

attack was made on his reputation, an attack fo

peculiar as fcarccly to admit of any precedent; which,
oblcrves Dr. Calamy,

&quot; was far from recommending
&quot; the diflentcrs, as to their candour or conduft, to
&quot; (landers by/ But the ends of his adverfaries*

were not anfwercd. For after about eight week?

ipcnt in an inquiry into his life by u committee of

the united miniftcrs, who received all manner of

t CJamy, p. 549.

P 2
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complaints againft him, it was declared at a general

meeting, as their unanimous opinion^ and repeated

and agreed to in three feveral fucceflive meetings,

that u he was entirely clear and innocent of all that

* was laid to his charge.&quot;

It was fubfequent to this, that a new clamour was

raifed againft him : on which the appeal was made

to Bifhop Stillingflcet and Dr. Edwards, which has

been already mentioned. Though that prelate vin

dicated the fentiments of Dr. Williams, he cenfured,

in a charge to his clergy in 1696, the body of dif-

fenters, as defeftive in their difcipline, on account

of their divifions : a cenfure, which feems to indicate

that his lordfhip was inclined to apply coercive mea-

fures in fuch a cafe, initead of employing argument
and perfuafion to convince them of their errors, and

leaving it to time and reflection to calm and compofe
their minds. In confequence of the appeal made to

the learned members of the church, various pub
lications on both fides hTued from the prefs : but

whether prejudices were foftened, or pafllon had

fpcnt itfelf, or argument at length produced con

viction, the diflentcrs became cool, and the contro-

verfy was terminated, at the inftance of Mr. Lob, by
Dr. Williams in 1698, who printed a few fheets

entitled,
&quot; an End to Difcord :&quot; in which he dated

the orthodox as alfo the focinian and antinomian no

tions as to Chrifl s fatisfa&ion ; and interpreted the

confcffion of thofe more fober independents in as

orthodox as a fenfe as their words with the moft

*
Calamy,vol. i. p,54g. Bifhop Bull s Life, p. 176.
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charitable conflruction could bear. It is almofl

incredible how much Dr. Williams was a fufferer in

this controverfy, from foine who were too apt to aft

their principles againft fuch as oppofed them : for he

had to contend with a ftrong party, who would leave

nothing unattempted to crulh him if poflible. |&quot;

But

he had counted the coft;&quot; as he wrote to a very

refpeftable member of theEftabliflied Church,
te even

though his life had been &quot;

facrificed.&quot; This in

tegrity, zeal, and fortitude in oppofmg, under fuch

circumftances, what appeared to him pernicious

errors, difpliiyed the energy of principle, and excel

lence of his own character. To his indefatigable and

zealous exertions it is in a great degree, afcribed,

that within fixteen years after the clofe of this con

troverfy, the number of antimonians among the

difTentcrs was fo reduced, that only three or four

preachers of that denomination, and thofe men ofno

eflimation, were left : the oppofite principles could

by advanced without exciting a clamour, and mod
of the independents and baptifls] in the metropolis

preached againfl awimonianifm.*

Another effect of this controverfy was, that from

the time of forming a new and feparate lecture at

Saters* Hall, the two denominations of prefbyterians

and independents became diftinct communities, and

acted feparately with refpect to their own denomina

tions. And the ground of this feparation being

in doctrinal fentiments, the terms came afterwards to

Cgnify not a difference in Church Government,

Nelfon s Life of Bifliop Bull, p. i74-7^
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according to their original meaning, but in do&rinal

opinions : the latter being applied to denote the

reception of calviniftic, the former to
fignify the

belief of arminian fentiments
; or

refpe&ively of

creeds fimilar to either fyflem.
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CHAPTER HI.

Internal History of the Protestant Dissenter*.

SECTION I.

Of their Academics.

THE
Aft of Uniformity cjc&ed from the

church men of the firft learning in the age ;

men, who were the ornaments both of furred and

general literature. The names of Baxter, Owen,

Howe, and Bates; of Clarkfon, who was tutor of

Tillotfon
;
of Gale, who wrote &quot; the Court of the

&quot; Gentiles
;&quot;

of Hill, the editor of &quot; Schrcvelius

44 Lexicon
j&quot;

of Poole,jhe author of the &quot;

Synopfis
&quot;

Cruicorum;&quot; of Cradock, who with folid judgment
and depth of thought methodized and illu ftrated the

facred hiftorians ;
of Clark, the annotator ;

of

Tombes, preacher at the Temple ;
of Ray, the na-

turalift; cfGilpin, an accomplifhcd fcholar and emi

nent phyfician ;
and of Vinckes, an univei fa! fcholar

j

are enrolled in the honourable lift of thofe, who,

having been themfclves enriched with (lores of

learning, largely contributed jto extend the limits of

fcience and theological literature by their rcfearehcs

and writings. 1 hefe names, however, bear but a

fmall proportion to the many who, among the Bar-
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tholomew divines, were held in high eftimation for

their learning.

The edict that deprived them of their livings

could not defpoil them of their erudition. The

literary tafte which they had formed in the feats of

the Mufes, and the treafures of knowledge which

they had laid up, qualified them, in an eminent

degree, when driven from their pulpits, to undertake

the inftruction of youth. The ftraitened circum-

ftances of many obliged them, when they had loft

the revenues of their vicarages and rectories, to feek

fome compenfation by applying their talents and

learning to the offices of education. Some became

tutors in private families ; fome opened fchools ; and

fome cflablifhed academies, in which they read lec

tures on different branches of fcience and theology.
The ftatute which was defigned to fecure the

national eftablifhrnent, by crufliing the diffident?, had

an oppofire effect. It led numbers to fcparate them-

fclves from the church, who were confiderable in

point of influence derived from rank or cftates or

commercial purfuits. This feceflion originated

partly from principle, founded in objections to the

eftabliftiment; partly from attachment to revered

and worthy minifters, whom that flatutehad ejected;

and partly from fymparliy in the unmerited fufferings

which thofe minivers were hence called upon to

bear. The fubfequent proceedings of government
were not fuited to conciliate the fcparaiifts, and to re

cover them to the communion of the church ; but

tended by new edicts and profecutions to irritate to.
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a greater degree minds already exafperated. Thcfc

diffidcnts had families to be educated, and naturally

looked to thofe whofe talents and learning they

refpefted, and of whofe fufferings they were par

takers, as the mod proper tutors for their fons ;

efpecially for thofe of them who were defined to

the miniflry, or to the walks of law or phyfic.

This became more particularly the cafe, as the fecef-

fion created objections not before felt againfl minif-

terial conformity ; and when the new congregations

formed tinder the ejected ministers were, by the

deaths of their firfl paftors fucceffively, in want of a

new race of minifters to fill up the vacant places.

All thefe caufes operated againft the (hort-fighted

views of the legiflature, and defeated in a great

meafure the fchemcs of intolerance. Encourage,
ment was afforded to thofe who were difpofed to

adopt plans ofeducation
;
and feminaries, which but

for a malignant policy would never have exifled,

were opened in various parts of the kingdom to

meet the \vi(hes of fuch as would othervvife have

fent their fons to the Univerfities.

The confequences, when it was too late to pre

vent them, were feen and felt. Thefe rifmg femina

ries were viewed with fear and jealoufy ; yet recourfc

was not had to remedial meafures of a mild and

liberal nature. Several afperfions were call: on thofe

who taught Univerfity learning ; the calm retreat of

the (Indent was haunted by the fpectre of intole

rance ; and handling proceflcs in the fpiritual court

were commenced againft thofe who prefidcd over
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theological feminaries. Mr. Morton, of Ncwington

Green, was forced by fuch meafures to defid from

his literary employment, after a continuance in it

with reputation for twenty years. A particular

ground of cenfure and of proceedings againfl thofe

who were thus occupied, in different diocefes, was

the oath by which they had bound themfelves on

taking a degree in the Univerfities; which was con-

fidered as precluding them, by this folemn engage

ment, from keeping private academies
; and even any

bidiop, confidently with his oath, from granting a

licence for it. The candid Tillotfon judged this to

be a proper principle on which a dioceian might

redrain any one who had received a diploma in either

tmiverfuy from keeping an academy; and recom

mended it to Archbifhop Sharp, when the clergy of

Craven petitioned him to fupprcfs Mr. Frankland s

fcminary, to aft upon this ground, without confider-

ing him at all as a diflenter,
&quot;

as the faired and fofted

u
way of getting rid of the

bufmefs.&quot;^

The oath alluded to, as adminidered at Oxford,
ran in thefe words,

&quot;

Jurabis etiam, quod in ida fa-

&quot; cultate alibi in Anglia quam hie et Cantabrigia?,
&quot; lecliones tuas folenniter, tanquam in univcrfitate
&quot; non refumes; nee in aliqua facultate, ficut in uni-

&quot;

verfuate, folenniter incipies ;
nee confcntics ut

&quot;

aliquis alibi in Anglia incipiens hie pro magidro
&quot; habeatur. Item jurabis, quod non leges aut audies
&quot; Stamfordix tanquam in univerfitate, dudio vel
u

collegio generali.&quot;

| Birch s Life of Tillotfon, p, 196.
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The form at Cambridge is this,
&quot;

Jurabis quod
&quot;

nusquam pnvrerquam Oxonirc le&iones tuas fo-

&quot; lenniter refumcs, nee confentics ut aliquis alibi in

&quot;

Anglia incipiens hie pro magiitro vel dodore ia

&quot;

ilia facultate habeatur.&quot;*

At the prefemution for decrees thefe oaths were

adminiftercd. The original occafion of thefe oaths

was this. In the early ages of literature thofe

branches of icience which are taught at univerlities,

were ftudied and profcflTed in the feveral monafteries

throughout tlic kingdom. Afterwards the celebrity

and reputation of the fuperiors of the monaflerics

at Oxford and Cambridge drew a voluntary con-

courfe of (tudents to thofe towns
;
and ibme noble

pcrfonages, patrons of literature, encouraged by
thefe propitious circumflances, and with a view of

alluring foreigners to thefe places, which were by

rapid improvement become the feats of the Mufes,

erected certain Iwjpitia or buildings for the recep*

tion of (Indents, and liberally endowed them. The

The Oxford oath in Englifh.
&quot; Thou (halt fwear that thou

&quot;

wilt not in this faculty refume thy folcmn legions as in an Uni-
&quot;

verfuy in any place in England, except here or at Cambridge:
&quot; That thou wilt not folemnly commence in any faculty as in an
&quot;

univcrfity : And th.it thou wilt not confent that any one com-
&quot;

mcncing clfewhcre in England Hull be regarded as a mailer,
44 Thou (hah iillb fwear thou wilt not read nor hear at Stamford as
*

in an Univcrfity, or general college and place of Itudy.&quot;

The oath at Cambridge in Englifh.
&quot; Thou malt fwear that thou

&quot; wilt never relume thy common Icdtions but at Oxford : And that
&quot; thou wilt not conient thak

. any one commencing at any other
&quot;

place in England fhall be regarded here as a mailer or doclor in
&amp;lt;4 that faculty.&quot;
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convenience of Oxford and Cambridge in point of Si

tuation alfo recommended them as places of reforr.

Peculiar privileges were granted to fuch as entered

themfclves as (Indents in them, by the bulls of popes

and the charters of princes. Degrees, or public tes

timonials of genius and proficiency, were invented as

incitements to emulation and diligence in ftudy.

But while ingenuous youth were invited by fuch

allurements to thefe fchools of philofophy, and

great numbers reforted to them, yet no injunction or

law prevented perfons from receiving or reading

lectures at any other place. When the numbers of

{ludents at Oxford and Cambridge, in confequence

of the peculiar encouragements they afforded, conti

nually increafed, and no code of ftatutes was formed

and enacted to keep order amongfl them, frequent

tumults and riots broke out among the pupils them-

felves, and between them and the townfmen. On
fome particular factions of this kind many fludents

deferted thefe fcminaries, and removed, fome to

Northampton and other places, but a greater pan to

Stamford. Being fettled here, they began with the

patronage of fome great perfons to lay the foundations

of an univerfity, built colleges, performed academical

exercifes, and inftituted degrees. An alarm was

taken, on the defertion of their o\vn fchools and the

growing reputation of that at Stamford, by Oxford

and Cambridge. Intereft was made with prelates

and princes to recal the (ludents who had left them :

after fome difficulty and oppofition they carried their

meafurc
j
the feminary at Stamford was fupprefled;
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new colleges were founded at Oxford and Cam

bridge, greater immuuities were granted, and laws

were framed to introduce and eilablilh good order

and difcipline. By degrees the fludents returned,

and Stamford was forfaken; but flill it feems, by the

fpecific mention of it in the Oxford oath, to have

been particularly viewed with the eye of jealoufy ;

and it was favoured by characters of great influence.

To bar a future feceflion, the oath, which we have

quoted, was drawn up and impoled; that even

princes themfelves, if they were difpofed to eftablifh

other univerfities, might be greatly impeded, if

not wholly obftructed in their defign, and not be

able to remove profeflbrs from Cambridge or Ox
ford to prefide over feminaries in other places, unlcfs

the pope was plcafed to difptnfc with their oaths.

The papal policy afterwards availed itfclf of inftitu-

tions, at firfl formed purely for the advancement of

learning, to ferve its intereft and aggrandize its

power, when it was feen that thofe places had a

great influence on the difpofition of the nation.

The popes fccured thefe two places as fountains of

power; limited their patronage and fanclion to thefe

feats only, as two could cafily be managed and con-

troled; the prelates of the church became great

founders, and framed their ftatutes to fubfcrve their

political and ambitious views; and popery continuing

the eftablilhed religion through many centuries,

thefe two univcrfitics, by a kind of cuftom, became

the only national feminaries.*

*
Calamy s Continuation, rol. i. p. iti, 181.
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They who were unfriendly to the diiTenters con-

(Irued the oaths under confideration to mean,
&quot; that

&quot; no man, who had taken the degree of Master in

&quot; Arts in either of our univerfities, might lawfully
cc inilruct f:&amp;gt; much as privately in any other place,
&quot;

any perfons in any art or fcience profeffed publicly
&quot; in the univerfities.&quot; This conttrucVion of the

oath ferved t\vo purpofes : one was to fet up an

exclufive c!ai;n to the privilege, honour, and emo

luments of communicating univerfity learning ; to

cfhblifh it as a principle,
&quot; no licence, no philo-

&quot;

fophv, out of our feminaries :&quot; the other was to

brand as perjured perfons thofe diffenters, who on

admittance to degrees had taken thefe oaths, and

who privately inftrucled in learning, which bears

the appropriate name of academical : and to fet up
a ground on which they might be harailed by ex-

penfive and litigious procefTes.

Other interpretations of the oath, more mild and

liberal in theindlves, and on which the heads of

feminaries among the noncorformifts reded their

defence, were thefe: either&quot; that the literal meaning
&quot;

is to obftruct only public, not private reading or
&quot;

teaching philofophy in other places ;
and that as

&quot; to this public reading the oath is now antiquated,
iC

void, and null :&quot; of this opinion was Bifhop

Taylor. The other rcafonable interpretation of the

oath is,
ct

it means not teaching at all, either public
&quot; or private, but only performing exercifts of pro-
&quot;

l)ation
;

and that by /etfhncs tuns folcnnltcr
&amp;lt;c tjr jicnn //:

tttriverfttate, are meant only fome of
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&quot; theexercifes for a degree, which were defigned as

&quot;

fpecimens of talents and proficiency ; and the

&quot;

folemnity enjoined referred to matter, or to the

&quot;.orders of the univerfity, concerning habit and time.

&quot; The word refunds is explained to mean taking the

&quot; fame degree again, or doing the fame exerciie, for

&quot; the fame purpofe elfewhere ;
as if the univeriiry

**
degree were not a fuflicient honour, unltfs ratified

&quot; clfewhere. Incipies is the known term, among
academies, to denote taking a degree of matter or

&quot; doctor. This conttruclion of the oath was argued
&quot; to be jutt, by the ttate of things from which it

&quot;

originated : and from the claufe relative to Stam-
&quot; ford evincing that owning a place for an

univerfity,
&quot;

by performing univerfity exercifes in it, was the

&quot;

practice againtt which it was meant to guard.
&quot; Another claufe, repeated three times, firft ufed

&quot; with reference to lections, then to degrees, and
&quot;

lattly to Stamford, tanquam in univerfttatc, as it

&amp;lt;c

is done in the univerfity, pointing to the forma-
&quot;

lities of the univerfitie:, it was urged, fixed the

&quot; words to this meaning.&quot; To juflify
this interpre

tation of tlie oath, an appeal was made to the

prclatical men, then filling fees and other high

potts, who in recent times had privately read lectures

on univerfity learning, in private places, to the ions

of the nobility and gentry. It was pleaded, that

it had been a common practice to read lectures

publicly, as well as privately, as in Grciham and

Sion Colleges : and it VMS argued tha: me prels

was a more public mode of teaching than vocal
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reading; yet the guilt of perjury or of offending

againft the univerfity oath had never been imputed

to thofe who publifhed books of philofophy. An

argument againft conflruing the oath as an obliga

tion to refrain from giving any inftruftion, either

public or private, out of the univerfity, was alfo

drawn from the confequences which would be

involved in it; confequences criminal and prejudi

cial. It would oblige fome men to hide their talents,

and others not to provide for their own houfes by
the application of that learning, in the acquifition

of which they had probably fpent their portions.

It would oblige many to educate their children in a

way contrary to their own confciences, or in their

apprehenfions, confidering the temptations at the

univerfities, under circumflances hazardous to the

morals of youth ; or otherwife to withhold from

their fons all opportunities of making attainments in

literature. And it would imply an obligation to

take up their morals and religion on the authority

of the univerfity; an implicitnefs incongruous with

the privileges, and repugnant to the principles cf

proteftants.*

On thefe principles, thofe of the ejefted minifters,

who opened academies, though they had graduated
at one of the univerfities and taken this oath, vin

dicated themfelves from the reflections cad upon their

com! uft, and endeavoured to expofe the iniquity and

illegality of the proceffes commenced againft them.

. See thefc arguments more fully ftated in Calamy s Continuation,
rol, i. p. i 77

_
l97; vol. ii. p. 7J373J.
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Among thofe who engaged in the education of

youth, and prcfiJed over feminaries with reputation

and fuccefs, were Mr. Woodhoufe, Mr. Warren,

Mr. Morton, Mr. Frankland, Mr. Doolittle, Mr.

Shuttlcwood, Mr. Veal.

No. i. Mr. IVcoJbouse s Academy.

Mr. Woodhoufe, though nor ejected, not being

fixed at that time in any place as a minilter, was

filenced by the Aft of Uniformity, while he rciided

in Nottinghamshire. He afterwards married a lady

of good fortune, the daughter of Major Hubbard

of Leiccflerfhire; yet he did not conlidcr himfelf as

excufed from active and ufeful exertions, but opened
a feminary in the manor-houie at Sheriffhales, near

Shiifnal in Shroplhire, which flourished in King
Charles lid s reign, and obtained

celebrity. The
mixture of fwcetucfs with authority in the govern-
mcrst of his academy gave him a beneficial influence

over his pupils, \vhofe fludies he directed with fm-

gular ability, diligence, and fidelity; youth from

the mod confidcrable families in thofe parts were

placed under his care. At one time his fhidcnts

amounted to between forty and
fifty. Many, who

afterwards made an eminent figure in the world as

gentlemen and magiftrates, as well as excellent

divines, were educated by him. He pioufly managed
his houfe as a nurfery for heaven, as well as a fchool

for learning; and on thofe who were intended for

the pulpit, he frequently inculcated a faithful, diligent

aim to promote thcY.ilvation of fouls, as a nutter of

the higheft account. A lift of fomr, who received
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from him the principles of learning and religion,

efpecially of thofe who were afliftants and immediate

fucceflbrs to the ejected minifters, and who fuftained

the character themfelves with exemplary afliduity in

jts duties, does honour to his memory.* When
circumftances led him to break up his feminary, his

mind, which revolted at the thought of an ufelefs

life, was greatly dejected ;
and it was his frequent

lamentation,
c Now every field is unpleafant, for I

&quot; fear I (hall live to no purpofe.&quot; But Providence

foon opened to him a new fphere of fervice, for he

was invited to be paflor of a congregation at Little

St. Helen s, Bifhopfgate-ftreet, London; where he dif-

charged the duties of his miniftry, with affection, zeal,

and ufefulnefs, till within a few days of his death,

which took place in 1700. Dr. J. C. Woodhoufe,
the prefent dean of Lichfield, the author of a tranfla-

tion and expofition of the book of the Revelation,
a valuable work, written in the fpirit of true criti-

cifm, is his great grandfon. The late excellent

chriftian, and candid biblical critic, Mr. John Simp-
fon, of Bath, was defcended from this worthy man,
and by marriage became more clofely connected with

the family of Woodhoufc.
The (Indents in the feminary at SherilThdles

were conducted through a courle of lectures on

logic, anatomy, and mathematics; beginning ufually
with the firft, and fometimes with one or the

other of thefc branches of knowledge. Thefe

See Appendix, No. v.; fee Palmer s Nonconformifl s Memorial
rol.ii. p. 297,8; and Thompfon s Account of DifTenting Aca
demies, MS. p. j,2.
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were followed by leftures in phyfics, ethics,

and rhetoric. They were heard fuccdfively in

Greek and Hebrew, at other times of the day or

week. A law lefture was read one day in the

week to thofe who had entered at the Inns of Court,

or were defigned for the law: and they who were

intended for the pulpit were conduced through a

courfe of theological reading. All the (Indents were

obliged to read, in natural theology, Grotius de

Veritate Chriftiance Reluionis, conftruing it and

giving the fenfe of it as one of their Latin authors :

to this fucceeded the reading of Wilkins s
&quot;

Principles
&amp;lt;c of Natural Religion,&quot; Fleming s

&quot;

Confirming
&quot;

Work,&quot; Baxter s
&quot; Reafons of the Chriflian Re-

4t
ligion,&quot;

Bates &quot; on the Exigence of GOD, Im-

&amp;lt;

c

mortality of the Soul, and Divinity of the Chriiiian

&quot;

Religion,&quot;
and Stillingfleet s

&quot;

Origines Sacrx,&quot;

with parts of Bochart. In logic they began with

Burgedicius; which was gone through a fecond time

with Heereboord s Commentary : Sanderfon, Wallis,

Ramus, and his commentator Downam, were re

commended to their private perufal. The mathema

tical authors, through which they were conduced,
were principally Galtruchius, Lcybourn, Moxon,

Gunter, GafTendi, and Euclid s Elements, which

were read late. In geography, Eachurd, and in

hillory, Puffendorf, furniihcil the text books. In

natural philofophy, the authors read and explained
were Heerebord, Magirus, De Cane s

4C

Principia,
*

Rhegius, Rohault, and De Stair, for both old and

new phyfics. In anatomy, with Gibfon was joined



CS HISTORY OF THE Cc III.

the pcrufil o r Ulancardi Anatomia Reformsta, and

Barthuline. TIic writers adopted to guide them in

their ethical (Indies were Euitarhius, Whitby, More,

and HcereboorJ s Colleg. Ethic.&quot; And in me-

taphyiics, Froamenius, Facekrus, and Baronius;

to whom were added, Blank s
&quot;

Thefes,&quot; and Da-

venant or Ward s &quot;Determinationes.&quot; In Rhetoric,

they were affiiled by Radau, Quinftilian, and Voflius-

In law, they read &quot; Doctor and Student,&quot; Littleton s

&quot;

Tenures,&quot; or Coke on Littleton. In theology,

the authors read and explained were the Weftminfler

Affcmbly s
&quot; Confeffion of Faith,&quot; and &quot;

Larger

&quot;Caiechifm,&quot; Corbet s
6k Humble Endeavour,&quot;

RufTonius s&quot; Compendium ofTnrretin.&quot; Thefewerc

fcllo\ved by Calvin s
fc&amp;lt;

Inilitutes,&quot; Pareus on Urfm,

Baxter s
4&amp;lt; End of Contruvcrfy, and Mcthodus

&quot;

Theoioi/ur,&quot; Williaiiis s
&amp;lt;c

Gofpel Truth/ Le

Bl.i:
l

Thcfc.,&quot; and Dlxon s
&amp;lt;c

Thcrapcutica

&quot;Sacra.&quot;

In all lefturcs, the authors were ftriftly explained,

jinmonly committed to iru. :aory, at leafl as to

the in.fe of them. On one C^ T

,
an account of the

5iL:re of the preceding day was required before a

new lecture was read
;
and ou Saturday a review of

kaures (jf the five \:ys before . delivered.

jne through,

they went tha:
j/j.:t

over a^ain ;
au.l lb i . fecond

puii Bulled in; ler a fexond perufal : fo t
1

.very one

author \va^ read three times. And I.T this they
cxercifed one another by queltions ; d problems on

ihe mod difficult i)uints that occur:..Li.
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Practical exercifcs accompanied the courfc of

lectures; and the Undents were employed at times

in furveying land, compofmg almanacks, making
fun-dials of dilfcrent constructions, and differing

animals. On one day of the week Latin, Greek,

and Hebrew nouns and verbs were publicly declined

in the lecture room: difputations, after a logical form,

were holden on Friday afternoon : they were accus

tomed to Englilh compofition under the form of

letters and fpecches: and the (Indents dcfigqed for

the miniflry, according to their feniority, were prac-

tifed in analyfing fome verfes of a pfalrn or chapter,

drawing up fkcletons or heads of fcrmons, and Ihort

fchemes of prayer and devotional fpecimens ac

cording to Bifhop Wilkins s method; and were

called t
on to pray in the family on the evening of

the Lord s day, and to fet pfalms to two or three

tunes. On the Saturday evening a didactical or

polemical lecture in divinity, either on Wollebius s

&quot;

Compendium Theologies,&quot; or on Ames s
&quot; Me-

&quot; dulla Theologize,
1 was read by the tutor to

the fenior clafs
;

and the clafs was required to

give the literal fenfe of the author. On the

Lord s day morning, at the time of family prayer,

another lecture on divinity took place, when the

junior clafs gave an account of fome portion of

Vincent s
&quot;

Expofition of the Affembly s Shorter
&quot;

Catechifm,&quot; reprefenting the fenfe of the author;

on which the tutor enlarged, as the occafion dictated

and the fubject required. Once a year thrvc was

a repetition of all the grammars, cfpccially of thg
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Oxford Latin Grammar, by all the fludents. The

Hebrew was taught by Bythner s
&quot;

Grammar&quot; and
&quot;

Lyra,&quot;
as well adapted to each other.*

No. 2. Mr. Warren s Academy.

Mr. Matthew Warren, of Oxford Univerfity,

the younger fon of Mr. John Warren, a gentleman

of good fortnne at Otterford in Devon, being

cjefted from the chapelry of Down head in Somer-

fctfhire, foon engaged, at the importunity of fome

friends, in the honourable literary employment of

educating youth for ihe Chriflian miniflry ; and, after

* From MS. papers with which John Woodhoufe Crompton, efq.

of Birmingham, favoured the author. Among them is a certificate

of the ordination of Mr. William Woodhoufe, ofRearfby, in the

county of Leicefter, lift of Auguft 1702. This gentleman was

the fon of the tutor. It is a document which fhews the

practice of the day, and the idea then entertained of the nature and

efficiency of the fervice. It runs thus: &quot; Forafmuchas Mr. William

Woodhoufe, of Reai fby, in the county of Leiccfter, has dehred
1 to enter orderly, according to the rules ofthegofpel, into the facred

office of the miniftry, and liar, requefted us, whole names are

under-written, folemnly to inveil him with the miniflerial authority,

and knowing him to he found and orthodox in his judgment, of a
**

pious and unblameable life, an j fufh cient miniflerial ability?, (no

exception being made again ft his ordination and admiflion,) .ve

* have approved him, and proceeded folemnly to fet him apart to
&quot; the office of a prefbyter, and all the p.uts and duties belonging to

;

it, with failing, prayer, and impofition of hands, and do, fo far

&quot; as concerns us, iinpower him to perform all the offices and
*

dutys ot a miniltjr of Jefus Chriil. In witncfs whereof we have
S hereunto fct our hands this twenty-full day of Aiigufl, anno
&quot; Dom. i ;r:.

JOflX DOUGHTY, Miniftcr of the Gofpcl.
&quot; M1CK.\EL MATTHEWS, Minifterofthe Gofpel.
&quot;SAMUEL LAWRENCE, Minifter of the Gofpel/
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meeting with many difficulties andmoleflations in the

reigns of Charles II. and James II. he was for many

years at the head of a flourifhing academy at Taun-

ton in Somerfetfhirc. lie was generally acknow

ledged to be well qualified for his office as tutor, by
a good fhare of ufeful learning; and by humility,

modefty, and good humour, which were diftinguifhing

tiaits in his character, peculiarly adapted to the

various temper and genius of young perfons, and to

conciliate the affeftions of his pupils. Convinced of

the great importance, and even neccfTity, for the con-

duft of future life, of furnifhing the youthful minds

with principles of motality, he directed his particular

attention to the improvement of his pupils under-

flandings in that part of learning. In reading lec

tures he had the happy art of explaining things,

even to the lowed capacities. lie had been himfelf

educated in the old logic and philofophy, and was

little acquainted with the improvements of the new;

yet it was experflive of liberality of mind and good

fenfe, that he encouraged his pupils in freedom of

enquiry, and in the ftudy of thofe authors who were

better fuited to gratify the love of knowledge and

truth, even though they differed from the writers on

whom he had formed his own fentiments. While.

Burgerfditius or Derodon, and in ethics Euflacius,

were ufcd as text-books in the lefture-room ; Locke,

Le Clerc, and Cumberland were guides to jufl think,

ng, clofe reafoning, and enlightened views, in their

clofets. Mr. Warren was never confident or im-r

poling; never vehement or rigid in his own opinion;
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but open to argument, and difpofed to prefer the

judgment of others to his own. lie was reckoned

amuii;.; the moderate divines of the day : ever ilu-

dious of the things that make for peace, and pro
mote chridian harmony and love. He encouraged
the free and critical fludy of the fcripturcs. Many
young gentlemen, who afterwards filled civil ilations

with refpecuibility and worth, and ethers who ap

peared in the miniflry with credit and
ufcfuhiefb^

were educated under him. The name of Mr. Grove,

\vhofe genius, character, and talents were formed in

his feminary, is alone fufllcient to do honour to its

prcfident.J Mr. Warren died in 1706.

No. 3. Mr. Charles Morton s Academy.

Mr. Charles Morton, ejected from the rcclory or

Biifkiiid in Cornwall, of \Vadham college, Oxford,

was defcended from an ancient family at Morton in

Nottinghamfliire, the feat of J. Morton, fecrctary

to King Ed\vard III. He was a general fcholar, but

v.as particularly emincnr for his knowledge of the

mathematics; on \vhich account he was greatly

valued by Dr. Wilkiiis, the warden of the college

of which he was a fellow. After his ejectment he

removed to a fmall tenement, his own property, in the

paviih of St. Ives, where he refided till the fire of

London, in which he fuflained great lofs. lie was

folicitcd by feveral friends to undertake the inftruc-

() Palmer s Nonconformift s Memorial, vol. ii. p. 358; Grove s

\Yorks, preface, vol. i. p r.&amp;lt;;
and Sprint s Funeral Sermon for War-

ten, p. 45, 46,50. Ap. -ndix, No, v.
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tion of youth in academical learning, for which he

had extraordinary qualifications. With this view he

fettLd at Newington Green. He had a peculiar

talent of winning youth to the love of virtue and

learning by the pleafantnefs of his convcrfation, and

by a familiar way of making difficult fubjcch eafiiy

intelligible. lie drew up fyflems of the fevcral arts

and fciences for the ufe of his pupils, which he ex-

plained in his lectures, and \vhich the Undents copied.

One, entitled Eiitaxia* exhibited the principles of

policy exactly correfpondent to the Englifh Confti-

tution ; averting at once the ri.jh.ts and honour of

the crown, and the liberties of the fubjcft.
It traced

the original of all government to the inflitiuion of

GOD; enforced from tLe fuljeft love to the perlon

of the king, obedience to the laws, and a dutiful

fubmiffion to legal taxes for the fupport of the crown

and the laws. It confirmed the ordinary method of

fuccefHon; and in cafe of total fubverfion or failure,

rave a ri;Tlu to the ordines i\ {iri to redore the con-o o o

dilution, by the extraordinary call of fome perfon to

the throne. It is pronounced by one who had feea

it to have been fo complear, ingenious, and judicious

a fyftem, as to be equal, if not fuperior, to any printed

compofition of the kind. He alfo drew up a Com

pendium of Logic, which was the text book in Har

vard college, after he became prefident of that

American feminary, till it was fuperfeded by one on

a more improved plan by Mr. Brattle, minifter of the

church in Cambridge. A copy of eac! , as rare

fpccimcns of American literature arc prcicrvcd in the
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cabinet of the hiflorical fociety. A great many

young miniflers were educated by him, as well as

other good fcholars; and numbers of each clafs

were afterwards very ufeful in church and (late;

and the feminary was marked by an univerfal

fentiment of refpeft for the great and excellent

men of the epifcopal order, and an emulation

of their virtues. Mr. Morton himfelf \vas a

pious, learned, and ingenious man; of a fweet na

tural temper, and a generous nublic fpirit; an inde

fatigable friend, beloved and valued by all that

knew him. After having appeared in the character

of a tutor with reputation for twenty years, he

was fo harafled with proceffes in the ecclefi .flical

court, that he found himfelf conflrained to rclin-

quifh it; and being under great apprdienfions for

the interefts of the nation, he emigrated to New
England in 1685, and was chofen piiflor of a church

in Charleftown, over againft Bofton, and vice-pre-

fident of Harvard college. Mr. Morton died Anril

1697, in the 8oth year of his age. In the Philofo-

phical TranfacYions of the Royal Society there is a

treatife of his, entitled &quot; A Difcourfe on improving
&quot; the county of Cornwall;&quot; the feventh chapter of

which is on fea fand for manure. lie publifhed
feveral final 1 treatifes, as he was an enemy to large

volumes, and often faid, Me^a pipXicv ^yot, KCCKOV,
&quot; a great book is a great evil.&quot; Dr. Cahmy has

prcferved, bcfides his vindication of himfelf and
brethren from the charge of perjury, on account of

leaching univerfity learning, Advice to Candidates
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&quot; for the Miniftry, under the prefent difcouraging
&amp;lt;c

circumftances.&quot; It was drawn up in the reign of

Charles II. but delervcs the frequent pertiful and

ferious attemion of thofewbo bear that character in

the prefent day. Both thefe pieces alTord proofs of

the talents and excellent fpirit of the author. It is

to be regretted that only few names of his ftudents

are come down to us.*

No. 4. Mr. Richard Frankland s Academy.

Mr. Richard Frankland, being ejefted from a

leclurefhip at Bifhop s-Aukland in the county of

Durham, was born in 16^0, at Rdthmill in the
*j

parifh of Giglefwick in Craven, a divifion of the

Weft Riding of Yorkshire; and received his claflkal

learning at a famous fchool there. In 1647 ^ie was

entered a (Indent in Chrift college, Cambridge, of

which Dr. Sam. Bolton wasmaiter; where he made

a good proficiency in human and facred literature,

and imbibed a deep fenfe of religion. There he took

the degree of mafter of arts; and on his removal

from college, after a (hort rcfidencc at Hexham on

an invitation thither, he fucceilively preached at

Ilaughton-le-Spring, Lanchefter, and Bifhop s Auk-

Ian 1. The living of Aukland-St.- Andrew s, which

was a valuable one, was prefented to him by Sir

*
1Elmer s Nonconformifl s Memoiial, vol. i. p. 27.^5, 4; Ca-

.imy s Accuunt| p. 144; Continuation, vol. i. p. 176 211; Dr.

Eliot s American Biographical Dictionary, article Morton; Sam.

Palmer s Defence of the Education in Diflcnting Acadc-mics, p. 10;

and Vindication of the Diflcmers, in a.ilwcr to Mr. Wcfley s De

fence, &c. 410. 1705,1^.5154; Appendix Iso. v.
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Arthur Haflcrig. It is a teltimony that he was well

known, and that his learning and character were

cfteemed, that when the Protector Cromwell had

erected a college foracademical learning at Durham, in

1 657, Mr.Frankland was fixed upon to be. a tutor in it.

By the deftruct;on of the inftitiuion at the Reftora-

tion he loft the office; and the Act of Uniformity,

with which he refilled to comply, though folicited to

it by Bifhop Cofins with a promifc of preferment,

excluded him from his living; and he retired to his

own eflate at Ratlmiill. Here the perfuafions of

friends prevailed with him 10 open a private academy;
and fo much was he encouraged in this liberal cm-O

ployment of his talents, that in the fpace of twenty-
nine years three hundred young gentlemen had

received their education under him. In the mean

time he repeatedly changed the place of his abode;
but Hill carried on his academy wherever he went.

In 1674 he removed to Natland, near Kendal, in

Weflmoreland, on an invitation to become the mi-

nifter of a church there. By the haraffing opera
tion of the ilve-mile act, he was obliged to leave

that place, and removed in facceflion to Dawfonfold

in the fur.c county, to Harthurrow in Lancafhire,
to Ciilton in Craven in Yor\-fhire, to Attercliffe

near ShciTu J, and again to Rathmill. He had the

reputation of being an acute mathematician, an

eminent divine, fugacious in the detection of error,
and able in the defence of truth, and a folid inter

preter of fcrjpture; a zeal to promote the gofpel in

all places, united with great moderation, humility of

mind, and
affability of deportment, liberality to the
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poor, and an amiable attention to all relative duties,

formed in his character leading features. lie was

generally beloved, and very ufcful; yet his patience

and fortitude were tried by many and various troubles:

and even after the Revolution to his death in 1698,
whca he was 68 years of age, there was icarcely a

year palled in which he did not meet with fame

dirturbance. Dr. Latham has given us a lid of

his pupils.t

Xo. 5. Mr. DoolittISs Academy.

Mr. Doolittle, A. M. of Pembroke hall, Cam

bridge, was a native of Kidderminfter; and cjecled

from the reftory of St. Alpha^e, London Wall.

He firft opened a boarding-fchool in Moorficlds,

which was much encouraged and patronifcd ; he

had twenty-eight pupils, when that malignant

fever, called the plague, broke out ;
on this he

removed to Woodford bridge on Epping forcft.

Upon a licenfc granted by King Charles II. in 1672,
he returned to the vicinity of the city, became the

pallor of a large congregation in Monkwell -ftrcetjj,

} Calamy s Account, p. 184 :33; Continuation, vol. i. p. 453;
Palmer s Nonconformist s Memorial, vol. i. p. 488 491; Appendix
No. v.

1 This was the firfl mecting-houfe built after the fire of London,
1662. In the vcflry is prcferved, framed ;md glazed, the royal

lict:nfe, which Mr. Doolittle took out on the declaration of indul

gence granted to the nonconfbrmifts in 1672, limned by his M;jefr.y*s

command, Arlington. It is th JuMit to be the only memorial of the

kind exiilin^ in the city. See Vv illbn s DilTenting ChurcLcs, vol.

iii. p. i6, 187; wlicre the author has given nu exact copy ot it,

for the Luisfaclion ofthe curious.
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and fet up a feminary on a more exrenfive plan at

Ifl ngton, to educate young men for the miniftry;

in- which he had the ailiftance of Mr, Thomas Vin

cent, M. A. of Cliriil-clmrch, Oxford, ejected from

St. Mary Magdalen, Milk-ftreet, London; a gentle

man well qualified for the office. When the Oxford

Aft pafllrd,
he removed to Wimbledon; and his lec

tures were privately attended by feveral of his pupils,

who accommodated themfelves with lodgings in the

neighbourhood. Among the names of thofe who
fludied under him are fome who afterwards made a

figure, and foared above the leffons they had received

in the academy. Mr. Doolittle, though a very

worthy and diligent divine, was not very eminent

for compafs of knowledge or depth of thought.*

No. 6. Mr. jfoLn Shuttlewood*s Academy.

Mr. John Shuttlewood, A. B. of Chrift college,

Cambridge, born at Wymefwold, Leicederfhire,

Jan. 3, 1631, was ejected from Raunfton and Hoofe,

in the fame county. He was a confiderable fulTerer

for his nonconformity; for not only was he deprived

of his living, but was haraffed with various profecu-

tions, which obliged him to frequent removals; fome-

times tukinghis abode in Leicelterfhire, and fometimes

rcfiding ia Northamptonihire : yet he could not

fecure his perfon from imprifonment, nor evade the

ieizure ot his aoods. His health was much affeftcdO

* Palmer s Nonconformift s Memorial, vol. i. p. 80 83; Mauh.

ILniy sLifc, p. 27; Emlyn s Works, vol. i.
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and injured by his minifterial labours in incommo

dious places and at unfeafonahlc hours, and by the

evils of perftcution in thofe rigorous and cruel

times. His troubles, however, did not prevent his

keeping a feminaryat Sulby, ru\ir \Yelford, North-

amptonfhire, and at Little Creaton, where he lived,

and died in the year of the Revolution. It aopears*

from a memorandum in his pocket almanack,
&amp;lt;k that

&quot;

fix ftudcnts were added to his femm.iry in one
&quot;

year.&quot;
It feems to have had a good degree or

reputation, and to have been fonieti files flourifliing.

The lilt of Rudrnts which time has tranfmittcd down

to us reflects credit ou his academy, if not by the

number of names, yet by eminence of character to

which they rofe. Mr. Shuttlewood was a man of

ability and learning ; r.n ncccpuble and ufeful

preacher; much efteemcd not only in the places of

his refLlcnce, but throuph the neighbouring country.

Of this the cor.cife but impreilive infcription on his

tombflone was an honourable tefUmony; recording

that he was &quot; m til turn
dilc&amp;lt;Flu&quot;,

mnlrum deflcndus,&quot;

much beloved, much lamented.* lie was c!;e father

of the diiTenting caufe in that part of Northampton-

fliire, in which he fixed his refidcncc.

No. 7. Mr. Samuel CniJcc^s Academy.

Among otlicr^;, who, when they were file-need by
the A& of Uniformity, employed their talents and

* Palmer s NoncouformiftV, Memorial, vol. ii. p. 123 ia3; and

Thomplon s MS. Colleftionr, vol. ii. article Creaton.
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learning for the inftru&ion of youth, was Mr. Sam*

Cradock, B. D. fellow of KmanucI college, Cam-

bridge, cj-^cd from the rc6tory of North Cadbury,

Somerfetfhire. The facrifice he made of this va

luable living to the principle of conference was com-

peniatcd
to him by the will of a gentleman, to

whom he was next heir, Mr. Walter Cradock, of

Wickham-Brook in Suffolk, who bequeathed his

eflatc to him. He ufed to acknowledge with great

thankfulnefs this allotment of Providence in his

favour; and on the occailon took for his motto,

Nee ingratus nee inutilis videar vixiffe.&quot; He went

Ibme years after and refided in the manfion of his

cleceafed friend; but not to indulge in ufelefe inac

tivity. For fonic years he ufually preached twice

every Lord s day gratuitoufly to the neighbourhood;
and commenced an inflruftor of youth in academical

learning. In the number of thofe who ftudied under

him were fome who were afterwards diftinguiflied by
their Rations in life and by worth of character. His

letfures wtre grounded on fy (terns of logic, natural

and moral philofophy, and metaphyfics; computed
by himfelf, and extracted out of a variety of authors.

His pupil?, were obliged to copy them out for their

own ufe
; they conli

:

cred this a great drudgery, br.t

Dr. Caluniy, who was one of them, was inclined to

think that the benefits attending ln j :i ta ^- overba
lanced the inconveniencrcs and labour of it. Mr.
Cradock treated, his pupils in a gentleman like

manner, lived upon his own cRatc, kept a good
houfe, and was much refptcted by all the gentlemen
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around the country. This was the natural confe-

quencc of a mind truly catholic, that regarded with

eitectn every man for his goodnefs,
v and fecured the

clteem of all that were truly good ;
a return for

affable and courteous manners. His deportment

\vas condefcending, and his temper forgiving.
&quot; We

cc
had,&quot; fays Dr. Calamy,

&quot; our innocent diverfioos,

&quot; and ufcd to ride and vifit any acquaintance we
&quot; had at Bury, Sudbury, Newmarket, Cambridge,
&quot; and other places in the neighbourhood ;

but I

&quot; never knew any thing like debauchery among Mr.
&quot; Cradock s domeftics.&quot; His publications remain

as proofs of his folid judgment, digeftcd thought,

cleax method, and unaffected (lyle, as a writer; while

they breathe the fpirit of ferious and manly piety.

His commentaries are ilill efteemed as valuable; and

his treatife, entitled, &quot;Knowledge and Practice,&quot;

has been recommended as the beft book of its kind

to young minifters.*

Among others who, after they were expelled from

the pulpit, amTted the fludies of young men, was

Mr. Edward Veal, of Chrifl-churrh, Oxford, and

afterwards of Trinity college, Dublin; who at fir(I

exercifed his miniftry in Dublin and its vicinity; and

when lie was deprived of his fellowfhip for noncon

formity, became chaplain to Sir William Waller, in

Middlcfex ;
and on the death of his patron, fettled

as a minifter with a congregation in Wapping, and

remained in this connexion to a good old age. The
* Palmer s Nonconformift s Memorial, vol. ii. p. 351, 4; Dr

Cala s Hiftory of his own Life and Times, MS. j and Doddridgc s

l
&amp;gt;rcacb.n Lc^urc, p. 82, niuo. 1804.

R
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infirmities of declining life obliged him to relinquifti

his pulpit and academy fome years before his death,

June 6, 1708, cut. 76. Mr. Nathaniel Taylor, an

eminent and popular preacher, a paftor of the con

gregation at Salter s hall, called by Dr. Doddridge,

on account of his vaft wit and (Irength of expreflion,

the diffenting South, who died fuddenly in April

1702, is the only one of thofe who ftudied under

Mr. Veal, whofe name has been delivered down to us.

Others deferve to be mentioned with refpeft, as

aflifling the ftudies of youth, efpecially of thofe who

were defined for the miniflry; though the records

of the times fupply but very few particulars relative

to their mode of inftruftion, and thofe who enjoyed

the benefit of it. Among thefe was

The excellent Mr. Philip Henry ; who, after he

was ejecled from Worthenbury, and removed to

Broad Oak, till his death in 1696, frequently received

into his houfe young gentlemen, who had in other fe-

minaries finimed a courfe of univerfity learning, and

were defirous of the benefit of his inftruftions and

counfels
;
and who aflifted in the education of his

own children. One of the firfl who joined his family,

in 1668, was Mr. Wm. Turner, of Edmund s Hall in

Oxford, and afterwards for many years vicar of Wai-

burton in Sullex
;

a ferious, laborious, and ufeful

preacher; author of an elaborate &quot;

Hiftory of all

&quot;

Religions in
1695,&quot;

an^ of&quot; A Hiftory of remark-
&quot; able Providences, c.&quot; the plan of which was fug.

gefted by Mr. Matthew Pool. Another, who had

been a commoner in Edmund s Hall, and then purfued
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his ftudies under Mr. Henry s roof, was his kinfman

Mr. Robert Bozier, a young man of pregnant parts,

great application, and exemplary piety; who died of

a fever, in the 23d year of his age, Sept. 13, 1680,

at Mr. Doolittle s, Iflington, into whofe feminary he

had entered himfclf a few weeks before with Mr.

Matthew Henry. Mr. Samuel Lawrence, of Niint-

wich, who fpent fome time in Mr. Morton s academy,

atNewington Green; Mr. JohnWilfon, of Warwick,

pupil alfo of Mr. Thomas Rowe; and Dr. Bcnion,

of Shrewfbury, who iludied likewife at GUfgow,

placed themfclves under the direction of Mr. Henry.

The great thing which he ufed to prefs upon thofe

who were candidates for the miniftry, was to fludy

the fcriptures, and make them familiar. Bonus

textuarius est bonus thcologus was his favourite

maxim. He would fay to them,
&quot;

you come to me
* as Naaman did to Elifha, expecting that I fhoukl do
&quot;

this or that for you; and, alas, I can but fay as he
&quot;

did, G0, wash in Jordan: Go, fludy the fcriptures.
&quot;

I profefs to teach no other learning but fcripture
&quot;

learning.&quot;
With this view it was his cufloin to

recommend to them the fludy of the Hebrew, and

theufe of an interleaved bible, into which to tran-

fcribe the expofitions and obfervations which might
occur in reading, and which often furpafs thofe that

are to be met with in profcffed commentators.!

Dr. Thcophilus Gale, the learned author of &quot; The
&quot; Court of the Gemiles, \ (who died in 1678, and

t Theological and Biblical Magazine, vol.vii. p. 347} Philip

Henry s Life, p. n8, 1699.

R 2
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cxprciTed his liberal zeal for die encouragement of

learning by leaving all his real and perfonal eflatc

for the education of poor fcholars, and by the bequeft

of the philofophical part of his well-chofen library

to fludents at home, and all the reft of it to Har

vard college, New England,) opened an academy
about the year 1666, at Ncwington Green; for the

direction of which he was eminently qualified by his

deep and univerfal learning. Mr. John Afliwood,

a pious and excellent man, whofe life was written by
Mr. Thomas Reynolds; and Mr. Thomas Rowe,
ind Mr. Benoni Rowe, to whofe names celebrity is

attached, lludied under him.

Dr. Henry Langley, a judicious and folid divine,

fellow of Pembroke college, Oxford, afterwards ap

pointed mafter by ordinance of Parliament in 1647,

and in the next year made canon of Chrift-church;

when at the Rcftoration he was deprived of both

thefe preferments by the vifitors, retired to Tubney,
near Abingdon, and inftrufted young men in acade

mical learning. He died Sept. 10, 1679. Mr.

James Waters, of Uxbridge, whofe daughter married

Mr. Mafon, the author of the treatife on &quot; Self

cc
Knowledge,&quot; commenced his fludies under Dr.

Langlcy.*
Mr. John Maiden^ eje&ed from Newport in Shrop-

fliire, a man of great learning, an excellent Hebre-

cian, and a folid preacher, as well as exemplary for

piety and deep humility, afterwards kept a private

academy near Whitchurch, in the fame county, and

1

Theological and Biblical Magazine, ut ante, p. 349,
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had unvler his care many young men of great pro-

mife; among others Mr. Samuel Lawrence, after he

left Mr. Henry, at the time of his death on May 23,

1681, oet. 60.*

Dr. Obadiab Greiv, ejected from St. Michael s,

Coventry, after the grant of public liberty, added

to his miniderial labours the tuition of fome young
men for the miniflry ;

an employment for which he

was as eminently qualified by folid learning, fedatenefs

of temper, and courteous manner?, as by regular

piety and great candour. His death terminated his

ufeful exenions, Oft. 22, 1689. Mr. Samuel Pom-

fret, a pious and popular preacher in London, who

formed a church of his own gathering about the end

of the 1 7th century, and which confided of more

than 800 communicants, fome years before his

death, on nth Jan. 1721 22, commenced his

academical fludies under Dr. Grew.

Mr. T/JOS. Shcivell, M. A. a native of Coventry,

educated in the Univerfity of Cambridge, and

ejected by the Aft of Uniformity from the vicarage

of Lenham in Kent
;
fucceeded Dr. Grew in his two

characters of paftor and tutor, and conducted his

academy till his death, Jan. 19, 1693.$

Dr. Joshua Oldficld, who had been a fludent in

Chrift s college, Cambridge, on fettling at Coventry
as fucceflbr to Mr. Shcwill, followed the fteps of

his predecefibrs in teaching academical learning, and

purfued this literary employment here for a con-

Theological and Biblical Magazine, ut ante, p. ui,
$ Idem, p. 313.
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confiderable time with great reputation, till his

removal to London in 1 700 ;
where he refumed

ir, in conjunction with other learned divines ; though

during his refidence at Coventry lie met with much

oppoiition from the fpiritual courts. He was

aflitled in his labours as a tutor by his co-paftor

Mr. Tong.

Mr. Henry Newcorne, of Manchester, who had

been forced to remove to Ellenbrook by the Oxford

Aft, when he had liberty to licenfe a place of

worfliip in 1672, united with the charafter ot the

paftor that of the teacher of academical literature ;
for

which he was well qualified, by his great proficiency

in philofophy and theology, and by his eafe and

freedom in communicating from his (lores of ac

quired knowledge. After his death in 1695, ^n

John Chorlton, a native of Salford, near Mancheiler
,

a (Indent under Mr. Frankland, and firfl affiftant

and then fucccilbr to Mr. Newcome in his paftoral

oifice, alfo engaged in the liberal employment of

educating candidates for the miniflry.*

Mr. James Coningham^ M, A. educated in the

Univerfity of Edinburgh, taught academical learn

ing firftat Penrith in Cumberland, where he began
his miniflry ; and on removing to Mancheflcr in

1700, to be co-pailor with Mr. Cliorlton, united

with him in his literary labours of tuition. He had

to contend with perfons inimical tothediffenters, after

Mr. Chorlton s death in 1705, and was profecuted

by government for keeping an academy. This

\
Thco. and Bib. Magazine, p. 312, 313.

*
Id, p, 348, 349.
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femmary appears to have been broken up on Mr.

Coningham s removal to London to fucceed Mr.

Stretton, in 1712.*

Air. Ralph Button, B. D. canon of Chrifl-church,

Oxford, and orator of the Univerfity, who loft both

his preferments at the Refloration, though he had

celebrated that event in a litbrew and Latin poem;
fliould be mentioned as one of thofe who devoted

their time and talents, when laid afiJe from their

labours as mmiiters, to the laudable employment of

training up youth in fcience and literature. After

he was expelled from his pods in the univerfityi

he removed with his family to Brentford, where he

was induced by the perfuafion of two gentlemen,
who were knights, privately to inftruft their fons;

for which he was cad into gaol, and fulFered an itn-

prifonment of fix months. On the indulgence, he

removed to Iflington, and opened a private academy.
Mr. Baxter adds to an encomium on his moral and

religious character, that he was an excellent fcholar.

In the earlier part of his life he had been an eminent

tutor in Exeter college ;
to a vacant fellowfhip in

which he had been previoufly chofcn by the recom

mendation of Dr. Prideaux, its reftor, in 1633.
In 1642 }^c removed to London, on the breaking
out of the civil wars, and had been elected profeflbr

of geometry in Grefliam college. Thefe fituations

had prepared him for private tuition, and were

proofs of his
literary qualifications. He died

in 1680, Among his pupils were Mr. Samuel
* Th .-oloijicrtl anJ Biblical Magazine, ut aotc, p. 348, 349,
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Pomfret, \vho finidicd his dudies under him; Mr.

King, of Wellingborough ;
and Sir Jofeph Jekyll,

the Ton of a clergyman ; afterwards, as Mr.

Whiilon delineates his character wiih force and

concifenefs,
&quot; the moil excellent and upright

* Matter of the Rolls.&quot; He was diftinguifhed by his

difinterefted and deady attachment to the caufe of

civil and religious liberty, and by the patronage he

afforded to facred literature and its friends. Indaaces

of this were a penfion of 50!. per annum to Mr.

&quot;VVhidon, and an annual falary to Mr. Chubb,

whom, before he fell into a fceptical (late of mind,
Mr. \\ hifton had introduced to him. To Sir

Jofeph Jekyll were dedicated, by their rcfpective

authors, Billiop Butler s Sermons preached in the

Rolls chapel, and Mr. Lowman s Paraphrafe and

Notes on the Revelation.

Mr. William Wickens, dated by Calamy to have

been
ejected from St. Andrew llubbard, Little Ead-

cheap, London, though at the Rcdoration it ftiould

fccm he w:is not in poiTclYion Oi that living, but

preacher at the Poultry Comptcr, is in the lifl of

thofc who prefided over private academies at New-

ington Green
; where he preuched to a fmall con-

v^rcga-ion till within two years of his death, Sept.

22, if 09, a^t. 8 v I r

..nay be concluded, that he

was eminently qualified to aiTnl theological dudies,

from his familiar acquaintance with the Old and

NewTeilamems in the original languages, fo that in

his clcfct he feldom had recourfe to any tranflation.

II is favourite dtuly, next to the Holy Scriptures,
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was oriental learning, efpecially the JcwiQi laws and

customs, in the knowledge of which he had few

equals.* Mr. Stephen Lobb, fon of Richard Lobb,

efq; high fneriiTof Cornwall, and member of parlia

ment tor St. Michud in that county, in 1659 ; (who
was the pallor of an independent congregation in

Fetter, London, and made a confpicuous figure among
the diflciners during the reign of James II. and had

a great (hare in the controverfy with Dr. Williams;)

is not to be forgotten in the enumeration of thofe

\vho direfted the ftudies of candidates for the mi

ni dry. lie is (aid to have enjoyed every advan

tage of not only a pious but liberal education, firfir

commenced in a diflenting academy, and then com

pleted in Holland
;

to have poifeiTed a difcerning

penetrating fpirit, a firm and found judgment, and

great flrength of mind ; and to have united with

thefe natural abilities a clofe application to ftudy,

and was a great matter of the art of rcafoning.

Thefe qualifications will juftify us in forming a high
eftimate of his fitnefs for the province of a tutor.

He died in the vigour of life, June 3, 1699. Mr.

Francis Glafcock, ; a gentleman, it is apprehended, of

Scotch extraction, and educated in one of the uni-

verfitics of North-Britain,) ought to be mentioned in

connection with the two preceding names. He was

predeccflbr to Dr. Jabez Karle, as paflor of a con

gregation, which affcmbled firft in Drury-lane, and

then in Hanover-flrcet, Long-acre. He died in

1706 ; and a few months before his death had been
*
Theological and Biblical Magazine, utantc, p. 374.
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chofen, though aprefbyterian,
a Tuefday s leclurer

at Pinner s Hall; wherehe delivered, as well as in his

own pulpit, many elaborate difcourfes, which difco-

vered not lefs ability, than they expreffed zeal in de-

fence of what hejudged to be the great doftrines of

thegofpel, moreefpecially the deity of Jefus Chrift.

On the occafion of the excellent Mr. Morton s being

induced by the rigour of the times to feck a fphere

of ufcfulnefs and a peaceable alylum in America,

Mr. Glafcock, Mr. Lobb, and Mr. Wickens under-

took to give private leclures to the (Indents, deprived

of his afliftance by his emigration, and difpofed to

form themfelves into a clafsj and to others, who,

through the feverity of the times, were deprived of

more public means of improvement. Among thefe,

while others of Mr. Morton s pupils went to Ge

neva, was Mr. John Beaumont, a native of London,

who received his claffical education in St. Paul s

fchool under the learned Dr. Thomas Gale, with

whom his great love of learning made him a favour

ite. Mr. Beaumont, when he entered on the office

of the minifter, bcfides preaching with great accept

ance at Fareham in Hampfhire, and other places, was

fuccefsful in raifing and forming three congregations,

one at Swallowfield in Berkshire, a fecond at Peck-

ham, and a third at Batterfea, in Surrey; and ailifted

in gathering another at Chertfea in the fame county;

and was afterwards 32 years paftor of a congre

gation at Deptford in Kent, where he died in 1730.
Dr. Gale, when he was fit for the univerfity, urged

him, and held oa: offers to induce him, to enter in
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one of the colleges at Cambridge; which he declined

from confcientious fcruples on conformity. lie was

ordained after the prefbyrerian model, July i, 1689,

with Mr. Hughes, of Canterbury, by Dr. Annefley,

Mr. John Reynolds, Mr. Robert Franklin, and Mr.

John Quick. His firft fettlement as a pallor was at

Battcrfca, where he fpcnt five years. His character

as a Chriftian was didinguiQied by an holy, blame-

lefc, and inoffenfive converfation, and by great pa-

tience and rcfignation under uncommon ailliftions
;

and as a divine, by his zeal in aliening the doftrines

that are called orthodox.*

Mr. BenjaminRobinfon^ who fucceeded Mr. Wood-
lioufe in the paftoral connexion in Little St. Helen s,

and was for twenty years a miniftcr of eminence

in London, dying April 30, 1724, in the early days

of his miniftry was engaged in the education of

youth. The foundation of his qualifications for

this province was hid by a confiderable progrefs in

the Latin, Greek, and Hebrew languages, under

Mr. Ogden, a polite fcholar, and matter of a fcliool

in Derby, of which town Mr. Robiufon was a

native; from whofe care he was removed to purfue

academical ftudies under Mr. Woodhoufe. At Fin.

dcrn, near Derby, where he was folemnly ordained

to the work of the miniftry, in Och 1688, he firft

opened a grammar-fchool in 1693. In this foliation

he was highly cftcemcd by many worthy clergy-

Theological and Biblical Magazine, ut ante, p. 374 .376;

Willbn s Hiltory of DifTcnting Churches, vol. iii. p. 436, 437 445 ;

and Dr, A. Taylor s Funeral Sermon for Mr. Beaumont, p. 4346.
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men and others on account of his learning and good

fenfe, his unaffected piety and obliging deportment,

and had offers of preferment in the national church;

yet thefe circumdances, fo honourable to hi ; character,

and fo propitious to his purfuits, did not fcreen him

from a citation into the Bifhop of Lichfield and

Coventry s court. But his acquaintance with and

perfonal application to Dr. Lloyd, the bifliop, and

who afterwards kept up an epiftolary correfpon-

dence with him, foon relieved him from the trouble

of this litigious procefs. Within a few years he

removed to Hungerford in Berk (hire
; where, at the

earned requeft of hi? brethren in thofe parts, he

Opened an academy. This meafure awakened en

mity againd him, and a complaint was lodged

againft him with the eminent prelate Bifliop Burnet;
\vho fent for him, as he paffed through Hunger-
ford, on the progrefs of a vifitation

; to whom he

gave fuch fatisfaclion, both as to his undertaking
and his nonconformity, as paved the way for a

kind intimacy ever after. He is faid to have been

did ingu idled by a regard to the drift and genuine
fenfe of fcripture according to the bed rules of in

terpretation. Many were educated under him for

the miniftry; and fome younger miniders, fettled in

his neighbourhood, derived great benefit from the

light he cad on
fubjecls in private conference^, and

at quarterly meetings held in Newbury, at which it

vas cudomary to handle on fome theological fubjeft,
in which mode of difcuffion Mr. Robinfon excelled.

He appears to have been affifled in his academical
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department, for a year or two, by Mr. Edward

Godwin;|| who had ftudied under the learned Mr.

Samuel Jones, at Tewkefbury, and fettled as a

minifter in Hungerford, and became, in 1722, co-

paflor with Mr. Robinfon, at Little St. Helen s.

To Mr. Godwin s judgment Dr. Doddridge was

indebted for fcveral important alterations and im

provements in the manufcript of his
&quot;

Family Ex-
&quot;

poiltor ;&quot;
and by his friendly and afliJuous fervices

that excellent work was carried through the prefs.

Mr. Robinfon s feminary was broken up by his

removal to London.

Another gentleman ufcfully engaged, at this pe

riod, in plans of education, was Mr. Henry Hicknian 9

B. D. whom the Aft of Uniformity deprived of a

fellowfhip in Magdalen college, Oxford ; on which

he went over to Holland. On his return he fixed

his refidence in a retired fituation near Stourbridge

ia Worcedcrfhire, his native country. Here he

opened a private feminary to read lechires in logic

and philofophy. He had the character of being a

man of excellent and general learning, a celebrated

preacher, and an acute difputant. The titles of

his publications afford a preemption of his talents

as a fcholar and a difputant. He was, in the latter

part of his life, miniftcr of an Englifh church at

Leydcn, and died at Utrecht, in a very advanced

age, in 1691 or 2. The names of two of his dif-

ciples are tranfmitted d&amp;lt;?wn
to thefe times. One

Ij
Wilfon s Hiftory of Diflcnting Churches, vol. i. p. j8a; Dr.

Cumming s Funeral Sermon for Mr. Uobinibn, p. 55f 56, 57.
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was Mr. John Bull, many years the revered minifler

of a congregation at Honiton in Devon; where he

died May 6, 1745, in the 91 ft year of his age : he

had cxcrcifed his miniilry in this town above half a

century, and preached but a few days before his

death with great fluency and vivacity. He \\as the

fon of a learned and excellent minifler, Mr. Natha

niel B;ill, ejefted from Royfton in Herts. He fpent

fome time under Mr. John Short, alfo the fon of a

minifttr, cjccled from Lyme-Regis in Dorfetfhire, a

man of learning, and who educated young men

for the miniftry at Lyme and Culliton. Mr. Ball

likewife (tudied at Utrecht, with a clofenefs of appli

cation that brought on a fevere illnefs, and a weak-

nefs of feveral years. He fpoke the Latin tongue

with great fluency, could read any book in Greek

with the fame cafe as in Englifh, and generally carried

the Hebrew pfalter into the pulpit to expound from

it. He could repeat the Pfalms by heart, and feldom

pafled a day without hearing or reading fix or eight

chapters in the bible It was his ufual cuftom to

pray fix times a day; a learned perfon, not particu

larly favourable to him, owned that &quot; he prayed
&quot; like an apoflle.

* His great affability and good

temper endeared himtopcrfons of all parties; and

for his general knowledge of the world, and face

tious conversion, his company \v;is efteemed and

courted. He was liberal to the poor. In his pas

toral duties he was peculiarly diligent and active in

catechifing: and had at one time above two hun

dred catechumens, A perfon remarkable for his
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bias to deifm faid of him,
&quot; that man is what a mi-

&quot;

nifter (hould be.&quot; Mr. Ball s name will occur

in a fubfequent period of this hiftory. In the per-

fecuiing times of Charles II. and James II. Mr.

Ball was connived at in the education of a felect

number of gentlemen s fons, whofe fathers did not

accord with him in fentiments ;
for lie \vas greatly

beloved by perfons of rank and influence, as well

as of different parties, in the neighbourhood.J
Another miniftcr, who fiudicd a fhort time under

Mr. Hickman, and but a, fhort time, on account of

the infirmities of his declining years, was Mr. T/JGS.

Cotton, M. A. born at or near Workly in York-

fhire. His father was a couiiderable iron-mailer in

that county, and noted for his great hofpitality and

kindnefs to the ejefted minillers
;
one of whom, Mr.

Spawford, ejected from Silkeftone, he received into

his family as tutor to his fon, till his death. Mr.

Cotton removed from Mr. Hickman s academy to

Mr. Frankland s in Weftmorland; and finilhed his

academical courfe of ftudies at Edinburgh, aboutO *

the year 1677. After this he was engaged to be

chaplain to Lady Sarah Houghton, daughter of the

Earl of Chefterfield, for about a year, when a fe-

vere illncfs obliged him to leave that fituation.

When he had recovered his health, he preached in

his father s houfe, till perfecution obliged him to

defift. By the advice of his friends, on this ac

count, he accepted an invitation to go abroad as

t Waldron s Funeral Sermon for Mr. Ball, p. aa, 23 ;
and PiT

mer s NonconformiiU Memorial, vol. i. p. 191.
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governor to a young gentleman ;
with whom he

fpertt three years in travelling through fcveral parts

of Europe. When they were at Paris, where

during their (lay they attended public worlhip in the

Englifh ambaflador s chapel, and were gr.-atly

pleafed with the ufeful and fcrious preaching of Dr.

afterwards Archbifhop, Wake, they received conti

nual melancholy accounts of the deplorable flare of

the proteilants in the fcuthcrn pans of France; and

they were afterwards witneffes to many very afflict

ing inftances of perfecution. AfTemblies of feveral

thoufands were broken up with floods of tears; the

nearefl relations were rent from one another ; num-

berlefs families weremterly and barbaroufly deflroyed;

miniflers were filenced, baniihcd, or (tript of all they

had; foine were made flaves, and fome put ro themod
cruel deaths. The reports of the perfecution all

over France, which on leaving Paris they received at

Lyons, were fo diflreffing and lamentable, that they

rcfolved to turn their courfe to a proteftant country;

and they were quickened in the execution of their

purpofe by the bitter reflections againft the pro-

tcftants, and the new infults and threatenings pro
duced by the intelligence which reached Lyons at

that time of Pvlonmouth s rout in England. They
went next to Geneva, where their fympathy was

cxercifed, and their minds were afflifted, by frequent

reports of the fuiTcrings of the Vaudois, and the

barbarities praclifcd on them. Mr. Cotton, on

his return to England, continued in the capacity of

a tutor for fome months, as his health was much
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impaired. His income in that connexion was very

confiderable. His profpe&s, if he had inclined to

any civil employment, were flattering ; and as he was

determined for the mir/iftry, he had the offer of a

good living, with the recommendation of the former

incumbent, as well as the friendship of the patron;

and the overture of maintaining a reader to perform
fuch offices as he fhould appoint. But he chofe to

take his lot with the proteftant difTenters. He was

firft the paftor of a fmall congregation in Hoxton,
with whom he remained, under very little encourage

ment, for five or fix years. He then fpeut two or

three years at Ware in Hertfordfhire. He removed

thence to fettle with a congregation at St. Giles s in

the Fields, near Great Ruffel-ftreet, Bloomfbury.
He was very ufeful and laborious

j and when his

health permitted, befides preaching, he expounded
in the forenoon, and catechifed in the afternoon.

He alfo fupplied as chaplain to the two Ladies

RufTdl, the widows of Lord Robert and Lord James,
which engaged much time and attendance. &quot; He was

a man of good ufeful learning, without fhew; of

great piety and ferioufnefs, without aufterity and

morofenefs
;
ind of great regularity in his whole

behaviour, without being troublesome to any body.
His deportment ihewed the chridian, the minifter,

and the gentleman. He was a folid preacher, and

had a very happy talent of fuiting his difcourfes to

particular perfons and occafions. &quot; From him I

&quot;

learnt,&quot; faid his nephew, Dr. Wright,
&quot;

in a man-
&quot; ncr that T have reafon 10 be thankful for, that
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&quot;

application is the very life of preaching. The

fcencs of dragooning and perfecution, of which he

had been a witncfs, made him an enemy to fubfcrip-

tions to human articles of faith; and gave him a

lively conviction of the neceflity cf maintaining the

great protefhint principle, the right of private judg

ment. Mr. Cotton died in 1730.

In the &quot;

Memoirs&quot; of his travels, written for his own ufe, he

related many affecting icenesofthis kind, of which he was afpec-

tator at Ludun, Poictou, and Saumure. At Poictou, in particular,

he was exceedingly moved with the vaft numbers at their laft public

worfhip, and the great difficulty with which the minifler pronounced
the blefling, when all broke out into a flood of tears. The laft

religious afTembly on a lecture-day at Saumure, Mr. Cotton could

never recollect without lively emotions : the congregation all in

tears, the finging of the laft pfalm, the pronouncing of the blefling,

and afterwards all the people pafling before their miniftersto receive

their benedictions, were circumftances he wanted words to defcribe.

The minifters and profeflbrs were banifhed; and he attended them

to the veflel in which they failed. The affecting light of the vaft

aflemblage which formed the church at Charenton, and of fuch

numbers devoted to banifhment, flavery, and the moil barbarous

deaths, was a fpcctacle that overpowered the mind. The flay at

Saumure had been very plcaiant, and the agreeable acquaintance they
had formed in that town invited their continuance in it, till it be

came a fcene of great danger and affliction j efpecially after an order

wasiffucd to require all ftrangers, particularly the Englifli, to ac

company and allift the fevere proceedings againft the proteftants.

When the governor received authoritative directions to fee their

church demolimed, the tearing down of that temple was extremely

diftrcfling; the very graves were opened, and the utmoll ravages

committed. The deftruction of it was attended with a remarkable

occurrence, which Mr. Cotton recorded as an inftance of the con

tradictory interpretations which the fame act of Providence may
receive, according to the different principles of thofe who pafs

their opinion on it. A pcribn who was ambitious to have his

daughter pull down the firft ftone of the church, had her taken

f.vm him a few days after by death. The parent and others of his
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Thefe hiftorical gleanings concerningthe academical

inftitutions of the firft Nonconformifts, few and im-

perfeft as they may be deemed, are fufficient to ex-

pofe the iniquity and folly of the times. The ne-

ceflity of fuch inftitutions arofe from the fpirit of

intolerance, which had excluded from the church,

and from the univerfities, fo many men of learning

and talents. The vexatious and continued profecu-

tions which purfued them into the retirements of

fcience and literature, ihewed a virulence and malig

nity of temper. It was great injufttce to debar men

from the honourable and pacific employment of

their acquirements, genius, and intellect: an employ
ment highly ufeful to the community, and in many
inftances necefTary to the fupport of themfelves and

their families, as well as affording a folace, when

filenced, as minifters. It] heightened this injuflice,

done not to them only but to the whole body of

diflenters, that the law made the univerfities the

property of one perfuafion ;
and rendered private

perfuafion looked upon her death as a fpeedy call to heaven, in reward

of fo meritorious an act; the perfecuted proteflants regarded it as

a juil and very affecting judgment. On his journey from Poiclou^
Mr. Cotton was deeply imprefled by the agitations of mind and

the expreffions of an old gentleman who came into an Inn nearly at

the fame inflant with him, who flood leaniug on his ftaff, and

fluking his head, and weeping, cried out,
&quot;

Unhappy France! If I

* and mine were but now entering into fome country of refuge and
&quot;

fafety, where we might have liberty to worfliip GOD according
* to our conferences, I mould think myfelf the happieft man in the

**
world, though I had only thirjijjf in my hand.&quot; This perfon

was found to be the eldefl ion of a very confiderable family, ancj

poHdFed of a large cftate. Dr. Wright s Sermon on the deuth

Fh Hcv. Thomas Cotton, p. 34 3 , notc r
.

S 2
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academies neceflary for the youth, who were excluded

by the Aft of Uniformity from being candidates

for the degrees and preferments ofthofe feminaries,

and from the advantages of being fludents in them,

but on the condition of conformity. This conduct

was in reality repugnant to the fpirit and delign of

the Aft of Toleration. The diflenters were allowed

by that aft the juft liberty of worfliipping GOD ac

cording to their own confciences; and in the firfl

inftance the benefit of a miniftry of their own

choofing ;
but thefe feverities, by which the educa

tion of their youth was obflrufted, if not abfolutely

prevented, went to preclude them from the enjoy
ment of a fuccefTion of minifters of learning and

ability. With great inconfiftency the end was

granted, but the means of attaining the end were

denied to them.

As in all cafes, fo in this, the meafures diftated by
a fpirit of perfecution were not only unjuft but im

politic. The evil and mifchief was not confined to

the diflenters
; it affefted the interefts of the nation,

on which it had an unfavourable afpeft, by obliging
the more opulent, at a great expence, and at the rilk

of imbibing fentiments not congenial to the Englifh
manners and conftitution, to fend their youth abroad
for education. It affeftol the interefts of literature.

\Vhere a competition of religious parties exifts,

there is a
rivalfliip in the means of giving fupport to

and rcfleftmg honour on each. &quot; While the pro-
&quot;teftant religion was

publicly pro feffcd in I ranee,

&quot;learning flourilLcd there. After the u&amp;gt;, nation
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&quot; of the edicl of Nantz, literature declined. The
&quot;

priefts having none to expofe their ignorance,
&quot;

grew lazy and fenfual. Where a flricl: unifor-

&quot;

miry has been required, and no diflenters tolerated,
&quot;

it has been obferved, learning is at a low ebb, as

&quot;

in Italy and Spain.&quot;*

SECTION II.

The different Sects of Dissenters at the

Revolution.

THE name at firft given to the diflentients

from the Church of England, after the re-e(tabli{h-

ment of the Reformation from Popery, in the reign

of Queen Elizabeth, was that of Puritans. It was

beflowed by way of reproach ; though it arofc from

a laudable defire in them to advance the Reformation,

both as to the forms of worfhip and the difcipline of

the church, to a purer (tandard than was agreeable

to the views of the dominant party of proteflants,

and to the tafle and principles of the queen: Num
bers of them were refugees, who, to efcape the fury

of perfecution in the preceding reign, had fled into

foreign countries, particularly to Frankfort. There

Moderation, a Virtue. By James Owen, ad part, pQ9,
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they imbibed fentiments, which they brought into

their native land, on their return to it under the

aufpices of a proteftant princefs s acceflion to the

throne, and which involved them in thofe contePts

and divifions that gave rife to the name, and even

tually terminated in a feceflion from the church. In

early periods of the Reformation, feveral qucflions

that were not confident with the received principles

and practices had been flarted. The fcrupulofity of

the venerable Dr. Hooper, on being appointed to

the fee of Gloceder, brought on the controverfy

concerning the lawfulnefsof the facerdotal veflments,

which had been in ufe during the popifh cflablifh-

ment. Several had avowed antitrinitarian fentiments.

Some had adopted and advanced opinions repugnant
to the practice of infant baptifm. But the queflions

concerning veftmects and ceremonies, and ecclefiaf-

tical government, confiituted the principal and lead

ing polemics of the age; and for years all other

names were loft in that of Puriians. The (late of

things were changed., when the Prince of Orange
came to the throne. He found the diffentients from

the eflablifhment divided into feveral bodies, each

refpeftable for number and influence ; and which,

during the civil wars and in the reign of Charles 11.

had rifen to importance, and aflerted their diftincT:

claims to weight in the (late, and to the protection
of government. Thcfe were Prejbytcnans, Indepen

dents^ and Baptifts. To them was added a feel of

recent origin, but who have fmce commanded pecu
liar refpeft, and attracted the regards of the politician
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and the philofopher; I mean the Society of Friend?,

commonly called Quakers. The flate of each of

thefe fcfts during the period between the Revolution

and the death of King William demands a particular

notice.

. i . Prejbtycriaru.

The fentiments by which this denomination of

Protefiants diflinguished themfelves, related to the

church government. At the time of the Refor

mation, and through preceding centuries, the

ecclefiaflical hierarchy of England was epifcopal ;

invefted in bifhops, as a diflinft and fupetior order

of Chriftian minifters, exercifmg a jurisdiction over

a whole province. Prefbyterianifm admits of two

orders of church officers only, prefbytcrs and

deacons ; the former the miniflers of particular con

gregations, and the latter the almoners or flewards.

The names of prefbyter and bifhop, it is contended,

are fynonimous.B and defcriptive of the fame office.

Ecclefiaflical affairs on the prefbyterian plan are

brought under the direction of three afTemblies :

the firfl is that of a confiflory, or prefbytery, within

each congregation, called in Scotland a kirk feflion ;

the fecond a fynod, or a provincial aflcmbly, formed

of deputies from the fevcra! confidories
;

the third

a general or national affembly, conflitutcd of deputies

from the fynods. Appeals lie from one to the other;

but the decifion of the general afTembly is final.
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Many of the reformed churches on the continent,

when they fecedcd from the church of Rome, adopted

this plan of church goverument. The exiles, who

during the reign of Queen Mary had fought an afylum

among them, returned to England fully pofTeffed with

a decided preference of the mode of ecclefiaflical juris

diction, which they had feen in Geneva, Switzerland,

and France ;
and with ardent dcfires to fucceed in

vigorous endeavours to introduce the lame plan in

England; and it was viewed with apprehenlion and

jenloufy,
as the beginning of a new ccclefiaftical con-

it itution, and a model after which to raife other

churches. In this temper of mind they were not

difpofed to meet oppofhion to their views, nor to

acquiefce in the authority afTumed by the bifhops,

and in that tenacious adherence to the old mode of

government, as well as ufe of ceremonies and ved-

ments, in which they were (auctioned by the queen.

Two parties were formed on thefe points. The

adherents to the old eflablifhment indignantly re-

fcnted the attempts of a few individuals to alter what

had been fettled by national fynods and acts of par

liament. The others refented being conftrained to

praclife what was, in their opinion , repugnant to

the purity of religion. They attacked one another

by verbal reproaches and irritating writings. No
rneafurco of accommodation were purfued. Nothing
was done to conciliate each other s minds.*

Pitfionnaire des Heretics, Paris 1767} vol. i. Ics article?)

^ Anglicane Religion.
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The Puritans, however, gained ground. The

legifhture being averfe from their principles, and

even from any further reformation, fonic of the

leading diilidems attempted, in a private way, to intro

duce their favourite plan or&quot; church government;

and in the year 1573 they creeled a prcfbytery at

Wandfwonh, a village iltuatrd on the Thames, at a

convenient didance from London. This was the

firlt prefbyterian church in England ; and yet not-

withstanding the court of high commiflion endea

voured to fupprefs it, they could not effect their

purpofe, nor prevent the formation of other s in

neighbouring counties.*

Their fentiments by degrees fpread widely through
the kingdom, and the numbers of thofe who em
braced them were fo much incrcafed, that when the

aflembly of divines was convened by ordinance of

Parliament at Weftminfter in 1643, f r fettling the

government, liturgy, and doctrine of the Church of

England, on theepifcopal clergy withdrawing from

it, the prcfbyterians conflituted the majority of its

members
;
and acted under the patronage of fome

of the principal political characters of the times.f

Their object, in which they failed by the controver-

jQes which it created, was to lay afide the name and

function of bifliops, and to cftablifh the prefbyterian

*
Ncal, vol. i. p. a66, ed. of 1793.

| Among thdo patrons were Denzil Ilollis, efq; Sir William

Wallace, Sir Pliilip Staple-ton, Sir John Clotworthy, Sir Benjamin

Rudyard, Serjeant Maynard, Colonel Maifey, Colonel Harley, and

John Glynn, eiq.
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orm, as jus divinum, or a divine inflitution, derived

exprefsly from Chrift and his apoftles. Though they

were eventually foiled in this attempt, they rofe to a

great degree of power and influence, and carried

meafures very favourable to their views, after King
Charles I. was in the hands of the Scots. In 1646,

the prefbyterian ecclefiaflical government began to

appear in its proper form. The kingdom of Eng
land was divided, inftead of diocefes, into provinces ;

every parifh had its preibytery ; a number of thefc

conftituted clafTes; for inftance, the province of

London was compofed of twelve claffes; the claffes

returned reprefentatives to the provincial afTembly,

as the provincial did to the national. The firft pro

vincial affembly, viz. that of London, met at the

convocation houfe of St. Paul s on the 3d of May
in 1647. But tne meetings of provincial aiTemblies

under the authority of Parliament, obtained only in

a few places, as in London and in Lancafhire and

Shropfhire ;
but the prefbyterian miniflers adopting

the general idea, though not inverted with authori

tative jurisdi&ions from the civil power, held volun

tary afTociations for their church affairs in mofl

counties. Even the county of Lancafler was not

formed into a prefbyterian province till February 7,

1648. A clafs of preibytery had been conflituted

by ordinance of Parliament in Shropfhire, in April

1647. When General Monk, in 1659 60, re-

flored the members fecluded in 1648, who were of

the prefbyterian party, and filled up the Parliament,

the houfe became entirely prefbyterian j and this
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feft, which had been curbed during the Protectorate,

and difarmed of its coercive power of difcipline, rofe

again into the enjoyment of all the power it had

ever exercifed; and the minifters of it were in full

pofieflion of all the livings in England. Their prof-

perity and influence were of ihort duration. On the

-reftoration of Charles II. the Parliament, after having

fat eight months, was diilblved, partly on the ground
of its being too much prefbyterian ; the liturgy of

the church of England was introduced again into

the king s chapel, and into fcveral churches both in

city and country; prelacy was declared to be dill

the legal eftablifhment, and the Common Prayer the

only legal form of worfhip; fome hundreds of the

prefbyterian clergy were at once difpofTefled of their

livings; prefbytery was abolifhed, and the epifcopal

hierarchy reitored to its former pre-eminence. But

it is not fo eafy to eradicate fentiments out of the

minds of men, as it is to deprive thofe who profefs

them of external emoluments and advantages. It

is not fo eafy to exterminate, as it is to opprefs a

particular party. A confiderable body of diflenters,

the prcfbyterians, continued to exift under very fevere

deprivations and fufferings during the reigns of

Charles II. and James II. to the Revolution, and

with confiderable reputation and influence; fo as to

render it, we have feen, a meafure, in the opinion

of many principal pcrfons, not only jufl and liberal,

but highly politic, in a national view, to adopt and

attempt a plan of comprehenfion with them; and to

engage that party entirely to the intercfls of the
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court. As that fchcme failed, this religious body
not only fell from that zenith of power to which it

had rifcn in the time of the commonwealth, but loft all

fan&ion to the proceedings of their prefbyteries, by

ordinances of Parliament, or edicts of the ftate ; and

were reduced to a level, in point of legal cftablifh-

ment, with the other feftarifts ; and left with them to

the enjoyment of the benefits of the fame Aft of

Toleration.

The friend of religious liberty will not be difpofed

to weep over the fate of the preibyterian hierarchy.

While it exifted, it was only a fubftitute of one {pi-

ritual tyranny, of one fyftem of coercion for another.

In the room of prelates arofe preibyters or elders,

as lords over GOD S heritage. Laws were made

for confcience ; the fuppofed do&rines and laws of

Jefus Chrift were enforced by penal fan&ions ; and

the civil magiftrate was fworn to do the word part

of the work.f The Form of Directory for Worfhip
was enforced by fines and penalties ; the ufe of the

Common Prayer in churches, in private families,

and even in the clofet, was forbidden. The modeft

and reafonable application of the independents for

indulgence and toleration was denied. The cry of

the day, and the (hibboleth of the dominant party,

was Covenant
Uniformity, and the Divine Right of

Pre/lyfery. An ordinance againft blafphemy and

herefy, exhibiting a long and black lift of principles
and tenets on which it fixed this ft igma, doomed to the

pains of death, without benefit of clergy, thofc

I Robinion.
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againfl whom an indiftment for holding any of the

errors fpecified in the ftatute fliould be found, and

who on trial did not abjure the fame, h was a

principle advanced in the admired aflembly s catc-

chifm, that the fecond commandment forbids the

toleration of all falfe religion. f It
fufficiently, in

deed, marks the fpirit of the prefbyterian govern

ment, that in a vindication of it pubiifhed by the

minifters and elders of London, met in a provincial

aficmbly Nov. 2, 1649, the doftrine of uuiverf.il

toleration is rcprefented
&quot; as contrary to godlincfs,

&quot;

opening a door to libertinifm, and profanencfo,
&quot; and a tenet to be rejected as fole-poifon.&quot;

One of the mod diftinguifhed powers inveftcd by
ordinance of Parliament with the prefbyterians was

the authority to examine, and ordain by impofuion of

hands, thofe whom they fhould judge qualified to be

admitted into the facred minirtry. The fir (I injunc

tion of this nature was ifTued to ten prtfbyters and

members of the alTembly at Weftmin ter, and to

thirteen prefbyters of the city of London. Similar

powers were communicated to different and various

clafles, by like ordinances of Parliament, through
the kingdom; and numbers, under this fanftion of&quot;

the ftatc, without a bifhop, were fct
ap;-.rt

and intro

duced into the ofilce of the chriflian miniilry. The

afting clafs of prclbyters in the hundred of Bradford

North in Shropfhire, in the courfe of twelve years

publicly ordained fix ty-three ininiftcrs.

f Ilmlyn s Works, vol. i. p. 63, of the Narrative.

ol. iii. p. 146, 281,286, 458, 4J9 460, 3S;&amp;gt;
noe.
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The narrative of the ordination of Mr. Philip

Henry is a fpecimen of the manner in which this

fervice was conducted by the prefbyterians of that

day. On applying, 6th July, 1657, to the preiby-

tery at Frees, to be admitted a minifter, he was ex

amined, in the firil place, concerning the religious

(late of his mind, or, in the (tile of thofe times, con

cerning his experience of the work of grace in his

heart; his ikill in the original languages of the fcrip-

tures was then tried, by reading and conftruing two

verfes in the Hebrew bible, and two in the Greek

reflament. This was followed by queflions in logic,

natural philofophy, and theology, to afcertain the

attainments he had made in human and facred fcience.

He was required to give his fenfc of a difficult text,

to prove his ikill in interpreting the fcriptures; a

cafe of confcience was propofed for his folution ; an

enquiry was made into his acquaintance with the

ecclefiaftical hiftory; and
laflly, a queftion on the

extent of the Divine Providence, or &quot; an Providentia
* 4 DEI extendat fe ad omnia ?&quot; the affirmative of

which he was to maintain, was affigned to him as the

fubjcft of a thciis, which he was to compofe againfl

the next meeting. This thefts he exhibited and de

fended on the 3d of Auguft; when feveral minifters

oppofeJ, and one prefided as moderator. He then

produced and left with the regiflrar of the clafs two

certificates
; one from Oxford, figned by Doctors

Wilkinfon, Langlcy, cvc.
; the other from the

neighbouring miuiitcrs, c. each attefling the regu

larity and cxcmplarinc fs of his conversion. The
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day of ordination was then appointed to be Sep.

teraber the 6th, at Frees. Notice of this was given

at Worthenbury by a paper firflread in the church,

and then affixed to the door the Lord s day pre

ceding the fervice ; fignifying alfo,
&quot; that if any

&quot; one could produce any juft exceptions againft the
&amp;lt;e doctrine or life of the faid Mr. Henry, or any
&quot; fufHcient reafon why he might not be ordained,
&quot;

they (hould certify the fame to thechifs, or to the

&quot;

fcribe, and itfhould be heard and confidcrcd.&quot;

When the day came, a very large auditoiy was col

lected together. The fcrvices on the occafion com

menced with a prayer by Mr. Porter, ofWhitchurch :

Mr. Parfons, of \Vern, preached on i Tim. i. 1 2 :

then a confeffion of faith was delivered by Mr.

Henry, at the requifition of Mr. Parfons
; who, in

a feries of queftions,alfo called upon him to exprefs

his femiments concerning his ends in undertaking
the office of a miuifler, and hispurpofes of diligence

in its duties, of zeal and fidelity in defence of unity

and truth, of humility and meekncfs in receiving

admonition and difcipline, of fortitude and per-

feverancc under difcouragements and perfccutions-,

and of dcportmeut in any future domeflic connec

tions, as well as his pcrfuafion of the truth of the

reformed religion. His anfvvcrs on thcfe points

giving fntisfaclion, Mr. Parfons prayed; and in a

prayer he and the other prefbytcrs, Mr. Porter,

Mr. Houghton of Prces, Mr. Maiden of Newport,
and Mr. Steel of Hanmer, laid their hands on his

head, with words to this purpofc,
&quot; whom \\c do
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&quot;

in thy name fet apart to the work and office of
&quot; the miniftry.&quot;

Five others, after the like previous

examination and trials, profefllons and promifes, were

at the fame time fet apart to fuflain the minifteria}

character. The fervice was clofed by Mr. Maiden,

with an exhortation to the new-ordained minifier.

The clafs gave him and the others inftruments in

parchment, certifying to all thele tranfaclions, in

this form :

&quot; Whereas Mr. Philip Henry, of Worthenbury,
&quot; in the county of Flint, mailer of arts, hath ad-

&quot; drefled himfclf unto us, authorifed by an ordinance
&quot; of both houfes of Parliament, of the 2pth of Aug.
&quot;

1648, for the ordination of minifters, defiring to

&quot; be ordained a prcfbyter, for that he is chofen and
&quot;

appointed for the work of the miniftry atWorthen-
&quot;

bury in the county of Flint, as by a certificate

&quot; now remaining with us., touching that his elec

tion and appointment appeareth: and he having
&quot; likewife exhibited a fufficient teftimonial of his
&quot;

diligence and proficiency in his ftudies, and un-
&amp;lt;c biameablenefs of his life and converfluion; he hath
&quot; been examined according to the rules for exami-
** nation in the fc\id ordinance exprefTed ; and there-
&quot;

upon approved, thtrc being no juit exception
&quot;

made, nor put in againft his ordination and ad-
4&amp;lt; million. Thefe may therefore

teilify to all whom
&amp;lt;J

it may concern, that upon the fixteenth day of
&amp;lt;c

September 1657, we have proceeded folcmnly to fet

&quot; him apart for the office of prelbyter, and work of
&quot; the ininiftry of the gofpel, by laying on of our
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&quot; hands with fading and prayer. By virtue thereof

&quot; we do declare him to be a lawful and fufficiently

&quot; authorifed minifter of Jefus Chrift: and having
&quot;

good evidence of his lawful and fair calling, not

&quot;

only to the work of the miniftry, but to the cxcr-

&quot;

cife thereof at the chappel of Worthenbury in the

&quot;

county of Flint ;
w* do hereby fend him thither,

&quot; and actually admit him to the faid charge, to per-
&quot; form all the offices and duties of a faithful pallor
&amp;lt;c

there; exhorting the people in the name of Jefus
&quot;

Chrilt, willingly to receive and acknowledge him as

&quot; the minifter of Chrift, and to maintain and en-

&amp;lt;c

courage him in the execution of his office, that

&quot; he may be able to give up fuch an account to

&quot; Chrift of their obedience, as may be his joy and
&quot; their everlafling comfort. In witnefs whereof we
&quot; the prefbyters of the fourth clafs, in the county
&quot; of Salop, commonly called Bradford-North clafs,

&quot; have hereunto fet our hands this i6th day of

&quot;

September, in the year of our LORD GOD 1657.&quot;!

By the order of Parliament, on the 29th of Jan.

1644, it was required of all young minillers at their

ordination to take the folemn league and covenant,

which had been adopted on the propofal of the

general aflembly in Scotland, c;th Aug. 1643.* It

was ufual to certify in the ordination teftimonial,

that it had been taken by the perfon who had been

fet apart to the Chriftian miniltry. It appears by

the total omiffion of a claufe to this effect in the

1 Mr. Philip Henry s Life, p. 24 30, aded.

*
Neal, vol.iii. p. 74.
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above certificate, that this requifition was not in-

fifted on at that time. A proof of its not being

uniformly a condition of ordination offers itfelf

alfo from the certificate given to Mr. Henry Ofland,

of Bewdley, who was ordained in the church of

Bartholomew, Exchange, London, 5th Aug. 1651,

by Mr. Samuel Clark, Mr. Simeon Afhe, &c.
;

for

in the printed certificate given on the occafion, the

words relating to taking the covenant were erafed,

as he had not taken it.*

It can fcarcely efcape the obfervation of any one,

that on thefe occafions, which related purely to the

difcharge of religious functions, the qualifications

for the performance of which retted only in the

mental and religious attainments of the perfon

himfelf, and could not be communicated, and the

occafions for which would depend on the election of

thofe among whom he was to minifler, a power to

confer an official character was afTumed: not a

tcftimonial only to talents and moral and religious

difpofitions was afforded to recommend the perfon fct

apart, to attention and refpcct ; but he was declared

a lawful xadjufficiently authorifed minifler of Jefus

Chrift ;
and the power of doing this was exprefsly

affigned to an authority derived from an ordinance of

both Iloufes of England. The whole bufmefs re-

folvcb itfelf not into a mere act of religion, and into

the principles of the New Teftamcnt, but into an act

of civil policy. The prefbyters are the miniflers of

* The copy of the Teftimonial in MS. penes me, communicated

by Jonathan Skey, eU/, Bewdley ; and Palmer s Noncootbrmifts

Memorial, vol. ii. p. 51 6.
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the (late; and the prefbyteriun church is in a clofe

alliance with the flate.

After the Revolution, when cpifcopacy was

reftored, and prefbyterianifm was deprived of the

diftinftion and influence which the (late had com

municated to it, the ftyle of thefe teflimonials under

went a material alteration, and the authoritative

tone was neceiTarily lowered. Of this change the

following certificate is an inflance ; given by Mr.

Mansfield, ejected from Armitage chapel, Staflbrd-

(hire, Mr. Edward Bourcher, from Churchill, YVor-

cefterfhire, and Mr. William Turton, from Rowley,

StafFordfhire, at the ordination of Mr. Thos. Pickard.

It runs thus: &quot;Forasmuch as Mr. Thos. Pickard,
&amp;lt;c of Birmingham, in the parifh of Birmingham, in

&quot; the county of Warwick, hath earneftly deftred to

&quot; enter orderly, according to the rules of the Go/pel of
&quot; our Lord and Saviour Jefus Chrift, into the facred

office and function of the miniftry; and having re-

41
quefted us, whofe names are underwritten,folemnly

&quot;

toinvejl him with mini/serial authority ; and know-
&quot;

ing him tobe a man found and orthodox in his judg-
&quot; mem, of a pious and unblameable converfation, and
&quot;

competently qualified with miniderial abilities, (no
&quot;

exception being made againft his ordination or
&quot; admifiioB :) We have approved him, and have
&quot;

proceeded folemnly to fet him apart to the office of
&quot;

preaching prcfl^ytcr, and all the parts and duties

&quot;

belonging to it, with fading, and prayer, and im-

&quot;

pofition of hands
;

and do, fofar as concerneth us,
&amp;lt;l

empower him to perform all the offices and duties

T 2



17 HISTORY OF THE C. Ill,

u of n faithful miniflcr of Jefns Chriir. In \vimcfs

&quot; whereof we have hereunto put our hands the
&quot;

1 9th day of September, 1705.&quot;

During the Ihort period in which the prefbyterian

minifters exercifed the powers of ordination inverted

in them by Parliament, there arofe a new clafs of

minitlers, who had been fet apart to their facred

office by preibyterian fynods, or by deputations from

them, in the time of the Republic, and afterwards

by aflemblies of prefbyters; who had not, as had

many of their predeceffors, received ordination from

the hands of bifhops. On this circumftance a

queftion arofe concerning the validity of fuch

orders. The bifhops, being rc-eftablilhed in the full

enjoyment of epifcopal jurifdicYion, were ambitious

to fupport the dignity of the powers annexed to

their office; and to difcredit, in the opinion of the

public, the claims of an order of men, who aflumed

an independency of facred char after and office,

though deprived of the rights which their prede-

ceflbrs derived from the (late, and minilters of a feel

again under the frowns of the nation. There could

be no doubt indeed that they were legal minillers
;

for even in the i3th of 2d Elizabeth, any perfon
under the degree of a bifhop, though he pretended
to be a minifter by any other form of inftitution,

confecration, or ordering, than that fet forth by Par

liament in the reign of Edward VI., was allowed by
an Act which then pafled, to qualify himlelf before

the enfuing Chriftmas by fubfcription, &c. as

therein directed
; and on that ground was to be
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deemed, by the eccleiiaftical as well as civil laws of

the realm, fufficiently called and fcnt to enjoy a bene.

fice, and e\ercife the function of a minuter of GOD S

word and facraments in the Church of England
itfclf.* The recent Act of Toleration, as far as the

civil magiltrate can give validity to religious afts,

had communicated this refpe&abilicy without epif-

copal orders in the molt extenfive degree, nut to

the prefbyterian miniftcrs only, but to thole of the

other feels :
&quot; for no clafs of protcllant diflenting

&quot; minilters can eafily be imagined to have exifted,
&quot; that is not included within foine one of the de-
&quot;

fcriptions recognized in that At,f vi/. perfons in

&quot;

hjiy orders, or pretending to holy orders, or
c;

preachers or teachers of any congregation of
&quot;

diilenting proteftants.&quot; But it was contended

that the orders of the prefbyterians were defective

and invalid, in refpeft to the authority of the New
Teitament, and the efficacy of their miniftrations;

which were deemed null and void, becaufe they

were not ordained by the laying on of the hands of

a bifhop. This was a fentiment particularly calcu

lated to exalt the epifcopal priefthood, and to alarm

weak and fupcnTitious minds. It was advanced with

great confidence ; and became through fume fol

lowing years, at the beginning of the eighteenth

century, a qujftion agitated from the prefs. The

opinion was often ftated and controverted in the

* Archdeacon Blackburne s Works, vol. v. p. 191,5.

1 Jofcph Smith s OMcrvations on the Statute of ift of William

and Mary, chap, xviii. &c. p. ^j. Uriltol,
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pulpit, at the ordinations of diflenting minifters, to

vindicate their claims, and to remove the obloquy
cad upon their office. It was for that period not

only a new, but the chief point of controverfy

between the Church of England and the diffenters.

The partifans on each fide of this controverfy, as

well as in the difpute about church government,
had the fame general point in view; namely, to alTert

and fupport the exclusive claims of one clafs of men,

independently of the general body of chriftians, to

peculiar authority and gifts as teachers of religion.

The only queftion between them was, whether that

authority fuppofed to be conveyed by impofnion oi

hands were equally valid and divine when conveyed

by the laying on of the hands of prefbyters as of

bilhops. In each cafe the right of judging concern

ing the qualifications of candidates for the chriflian

miniflry, of electing to the office of preachers, and

of inverting them with it, is a purely clerical claim.

&quot; The people they are to preach to are not fuppofed
&amp;lt;c

to know who are, or who are not, fit and proper
&quot;

perfons ; but they muft, as it has been exprefTed,
&quot; take up with fuch fare as their reverend caterers

&quot;

provide for them. Each party contended for
&quot; a fuperiority of character attached to minifters.

&quot; Each party had its ecclefiaftical hierarchy, or a
&quot;

government by minifters
;

to whom the people
&quot; were expefted to be in fubje&ion. In thofe
&quot;

countries where prcfbyterianifm is eftabliftied by
&quot;

law, this is one of its diftinguifhing charafteriftics.
41

In the Church of Scotland, if the minifters are upon
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&quot; a level with one another, the people are not upon a
&quot;

level with their minifters, but in all ecclefiaftical

&quot; matters are governed by them. To be fure the
&quot; lowed ecclefiaftical jurifdiftion is that of the kirk
&quot;fcJJi n

&amp;gt;

where not the whole parifh meet to concert
&quot;

matters, like a veftry in England, but a few indivi-

u duals
; the minifler s own friends and whom he

&quot;

appointed, z$ deacons; and moreover (hould thefc

&quot; men happen to differ in opinion from him, he
&quot; has only to appeal to the prefbytcry, and then
&quot; he is upon his own ground, among the men in

&quot;

black, and has all his own
way.&quot;*

There was another fcft which rofe up in the times

of which we are fpeaking, formed on more liberal

principles:

. 2. Of the Independents.

The fet to which we refer was that of the Inde

pendents ; meaning to denominate by this term a

religious party only, diftinguifhed from a political

body, in the times of the civil wars, whofc principles

on civil government being democratlcal^ while their

religious tenets were widely different, were alfo

called Independents.

The fundamental principle of the religious feft

was this :
&quot; We are a voluntary fociety, and all upon

&quot; a level as brethren and fitters.&quot; They deemed

a national eftablifhment of religion of any fort to be

inconfiftent with the New Teftament idea of a

ProtcfUnt DiflenteiV Magazine, vol.yi. p. 295.
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chriflian church. Their minifler was either one of

their own body, appointed to this office by their

own choice ; or, if their own choice fixed on a mem
ber of another congregation, it was a condition of

his being inflated in his office, that he fliould receive

a difmiflal from the fociety with which he had been

conneled, and commence a member of the congre

gation which had invited him to be their minifter.

Every member of the congregation, whether male

or female, had a voice or vote in the choice of a

miniller, in the admifllon or exclufion of members,

and in all the concerns of the church. The miniiter

fat as prcfident; but he was fuppofed to have no

more influence than any other member, nor was

regarded as holding a higher rank, or being inverted

with any fuperior or cxclufive power. He was

even accountable for his proceedings to the people;

who, as they had chofen him, claimed a right to

divert him at their pleafure of his office. It was

required of thofe who defired to be received into the

church, except fuch as had a letter of honourable

difiniilion from another congregation, to appear be

fore the fociety, and give an account of themfelves,

viva voce^ with the reafons why they requefted to be

permitted to join it; after which they were brought

in, or admitted to the facrament, the bond of their

union, or rejefted by the vote of the church.

This lurt circumrtance was a material mark of dif-

tinftion from the prefbyterian difcipline; for in that,

if a perfon would be admitted to the facrament, he

inuft apply to the minifler of the parifli, and if ap-
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proved by him, his admiflion patted of courfc, with

out any other pcrfon s being confulted. Another

didinguifhmg feature of the church difcipline of the

Independents confided in this point, that their rai-

nider w.is ib far from being pcrfona ecclcfia^ as Black-

lloue denominates an incumbent, and inverted with

facerdotal authority, that there was ufually another

perfon, not a minider but a layman, whom they

called -A ruling elder. His office bore a rcfemblancc

to that of the cenfor among the Romans, or the

ephori among the Lacedaemonians. He had the power
to call the minifter or any other member to account

in a fummary way, if the conduct of either appeared

wrong; and if they did not fubmit to his reproof,

to prefent them to the church for cenfure, degrada

tion, or excommunication.

The churches of this denomination were pro-

perly c.illed
&quot;

congregational,&quot; in didinclion from
fc&amp;lt;

parochial;&quot; bccaufe they confided of members col-

Je&amp;lt;fted from any quarter of the vicinity, more near or

remote, without any regard to nominal didrict; and

becaufethey looked on each church as in poflcflion.

ofadidinct and exclufive juiifdiction over its own

members and affairs, out of the controul of any other

man or body of men. Even when the prefbyterian

government, under the authority of the civil power,

prevailed in the land, this feet confidered thcmfelvcs

as fubjcft to no extraneous jurifdiftion of preiby-

teries or fynods, or any other church. Their creed,

their ceremonial, their difcipline, their finances, were

fettled and regulated by themfclves alone, within
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their own walls, without looking to any others as

directors or umpires. They indeed abhorred the idea

of the fmalle(t interference from any man or fociety;

and were truly Independents.}

This feft arofe under Mr. Robinfon, paftor of an

Englifh church, amongft the adherents to Mr.

Robert Brown, defcended from an honourable fa

mily in Rutlandfliire, and a preacher in the diocefe

of Norwich ; from whence he fled to Holland from

the perfecutions with which the Puritans were

harafled towards the end of the Cxteenth century,

and fettled at Middleburgh in Zealand. Mr.

Robinfon, a Norfolk divine, beneficed in the neigh

bourhood of Yarmouth, who became paftor of an

Englifh church at Leyden, was one of that company
of exiles ;

and formed his congregation on the prin

ciples of independency, which he had at firlt imbibed

from Mr. Brown. In 1604, among others who

emigrated to avoid the rigorous proceedings of

Bifhop Bancroft, was Mr. Henry Jacob, precentor

of Chriftchurch college ; who meeting with Mr.

Robinfon at Leyden, embraced his fentiments con

cerning church difcipline and government. On his

return to England, foon after 1610, he formed a

defign, which he communicated to the moft learned

Puritans of thofe times, of forming a feparate congre

gation on the principles of independency. In the

-year 1616 was laid the foundation of the firfl Inde

pendent or Congregational church in England, by Mr.

Jacob and fome others who entered into his views,

t Protcfhnt DiiTcnters Magazine, vol. vi, p. 396, 7.
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They obferved a day of folemn fading and prayer for

a blefling upon their undertaking; towards the clofc

of the folemnity each of them made an open confcilion

of his faith in Jefus Chrift; and then (landing to

gether and joining hands, they folemn ly
ct covenanted

&quot; with each other, in the prefence of ALMTGHTY
&quot; GOD, to walk together in all GOD S ways and
&quot; ordinances according as lie had already revealed,
&quot; or fhould further make them known to them. *

This church aflemblrd in private for twenty or

thirty years. Mr. Jacob was fucceeded by Mr. John

Lathorp, who had been a clergyman in Kent; who,
on the congregation s being difcovered, in 1632, by
the bifliop s purfuivant, and forty-two of its members

being apprehended and caft into prifon with tiicir

paftor, and detained in confinement two years, ob

tained liberty to leave the kingdom, and emigrated

to New England with thirty of his adherents in

1634. On this the congregation chofe Mr Cann,

author of the marginal references in the BiMe, to

be their paftor. After he was driven into Holland

by the feverity of the times, it held meetings in con-

ne&amp;lt;ftion with fuccefiive miniflers, under the cover of

fecrecy, in different places, till Jan. 1640 i, when

it ventured to open its doors in Deadinan s-place,

Southwark.

During the proteclorfhip of Cromwell, the Inde

pendents increafed to great numbers 9 became a confi-

dcrable body, and made a boldftandin the Weftminlter

allcmbly againfl: the proceedings of the high preiby-

Ncal, vol. i.p. 318 ; ?ol. ii. p. 46 100. Ib. vol.ii. p. 373 5.
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terians.| Their churches multiplied both in the city

and country; and their party was ftrengthened by the

addition of many rich and fubftantial partifans to it.

By the nature of their principles, they exifled, how

ever, in detached communities, without any link of

union or co-operation of efforts ;

&quot; like fo many
n

fliips launched fmgly, and failing apart and alone

&quot;

in the vaft ocean of thofe tumultuous times.&quot; A
propofal was, in this ftate of the caufe, brought for

ward at a meeting of fome of their principal

members and divines in London, to open a corref-

pondence between their churches in city and

country; not on the plan of reciprocal controul and

government, but for counfel and mutual edification.

Hitherto they had not jointly agreed to any common
ftandard of faith and difcipline, whereas other fefts

and parties of Chriflians had publiflied
4t a Confef-

&quot;

fion of their Faith:&quot; this had been demanded and

feemed neceflary to explain and juftify their fentimems

on points both of doftrine and church government.
For this reafon they petitioned the Protector, a little

before his death, for permilTion to hold a fynod;
which was granted to them. The meeting was held

at the Savoy in London, i2th Oft. 1658, and con

fided of miniftcrs and meffengers from above one

hundred congregational churches
; amongft whom

were characters of great celebrity for learning and

judgment, fuch as Goodwin, Owen, Caryl, Nye,
and Howe. After meetings continued through
eleven or twelve days, conduced with great har-

t Ncal, vol. iii. p. 150.
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mony, they exhibited to the public, after the plan of

the Weflminflcr Confcfllon, a view of their opinions

and determinations on almofl two hundred diflincr

articles of faith and difcipline, arranged in thirty-

three chapters, to which was given, from the place of

their aflembly, the title of the &quot;

Siivoy ConfeiTion.&quot;*

It reflects honour on this denomination of Englifli

diffenters, that the conftitution of their churches was

friendly to the exercife of private judgment, and

recognized the chriflian liberty of every man.

While power, in whatever hands it was lodged,

was the engine of opprcftion, and abufed to perfecu-

tion j \vhile the prefbyterians in ftrong terms of

cenfure protefled againft toleration, as &quot; an indul-

&quot;

gence for foul murder;&quot; the Independents were

early and ftrcnuous advocates for the rights of con-

fcience. Mofhcim has borne a very rcfpcclablc

tcdimony to the learning of their minifters, and to

the regularity and fanclity of their manners,
j-

Tint

credit to which this fe&amp;lt;ft arofc under the aufpices of

Cromwell, declined greatly in the reign of Charles

II. Soon after the acceilion of King William to the

throne, they incorporated thcmfelvcs with the other

body of JifTenters, called prefbyterians, by certain

heads of agreement as before fhited, which tended

to the maintainance of their refpeclive inftitutions.
r

J hefe two parties of diffcinicnts dillereJ from

the eilablifhed church, and from each other, princi

pally and difcriminately in the opinions concerning
ccclcfuftical orders, government, and difcipline.

* NeJ, vol. iv. p. i83,&c. f Molhcim, vol. iv. p. 530.
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There was another feet, who,* on another ground,

feparated both from them and the eftablifliment
;

as

they difagreed with them in their views of the nature

and fubjcfls of baptifm ; whofe hiftory, which has

commenced before this period, muft be refumed here.

.3, Of the Baptijls.

This body of Chriftians were originally intermixed

with other nonconformiftsj and they did not begin

to form themfelves into feparate focieties till the year

1633. In 1644 there were feven congregations of

them in London, and forty-feven in the country.

Though the appearance of this feel: was early, its pro-

grefs was for many years impeded by the odium and

contempt which fell upon it, and by the feveritics

to which it was expofed from the ruling powers.

During the civil wars they increafed
;

held weekly

aflerablies for religious worfhip ;
and printed various

treatifes, not in defence of their own fentiments only,

but on the general principles of religious liberty and

toleration. They even petitioned Parliament, on a

broad bafis,
&quot; to allow public protection to private

&quot; as well as public congregations; to review and
&quot;

repeal the laws againft the fcparaiifts ;
to permit a

&quot; freedom of the prcfs to any man who wrote nothing
&quot;fcandalous or dangerous to the flate; to prove
&quot; themfelves loving fathers to all good men, and fo

&quot; invite equal affiflancc and afFeftion from all.&quot;

Yet they had no influence in the vicifTitudcs of go-

during the period to which we rrfer.
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Two only of their profdfion, Mr. Lawrence, and

Mr. John Fiennes, a fon of Lord Say, till the year

1648, had feats in the Houfe of Commons. None

of them were in the Weflminfter aflembly. What-

ever weight in public affairs they might be fuppofcd

to have poffeffed, on Cromwell s ailuming the reins

of government it ceafed. From the Reftoration to

the Declaration of Indulgence in 1672, they fuffered

very feverely in their perfons, health, liberty, and

property, by harafling profecutions, heavy penalties,

confifcations of theirgoods, and cruel imprifonments.*

The Revolution proclaimed to this as well as to

other denominations of fuffering diflentients fecurity

and liberty ; fecurity from fines and imprifonments,

and the evils of malignant perfecution; and liberty

to aft up, without moleflation, to the diftate^ of coii-

fcience. The face of things being thus changed,

the different fefts were, as to the open profcffion of

their fentiments, placed on the fame equal footing of

tranquillity and fafety; and it foon appeared how

indleftual the feverities of pad years had been to

fupprefs enquiry, flop the growth of opinion, and

fubduc freedom of mind.

The Baptifls, it foon appeared, had widely difle-

minated their principles ; and, notwithflanding the

dark cloud which had repeatedly burft upon them,

had gradually received a confiderable acccflion to

their numbers. For in the year 1689, a general

See for the Hiilory of the; Baptifls my edition of Ncal s Iliftory

of the Puritans, vol. ii. fupplemcnt 513 ; rol. iv. fupplement to

vhap. 5, 6, 7, 8; and chap. 9, 10, fction i.
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aflembly, confiding of a miniftcr, and one principal

brother of every congregation, was convened in Lon

don, on the 3d of September, by a letter from the

ciders and miiiiflcring brethren in the city and its

vicinity,
&quot; to confkler of fuch things that might

&quot; much tend to the honour of GOD, and further

&quot; the peace, well-being, eftablifhment, and prefent as

&quot; alfo the future comfort of the churches.&quot; This

letter was figncd by Mr. Wm. Kiffin, Han. Knollis,

John Harris, George Barratt, Benjamin Keach,

Edward Man, and Richard Adams.* The repre-

fentatives of more than one hundred congregations

aflemblcd together. 1 heir firft aft was to appoint

a general fan: to be kept by all the community, and

to addrefs a letter to every congregation, reprefent-

ing the caufes and reafons on which they recom

mended this act of general humiliation; drawn from

the fins of the nation, the marks of declenfion in

faith and zeal apparent among themfelves, the judg
ments of plague and fire with which this nation had

been vifited, the perfccution raifed againfi themfelves,

and the mortality which had prevailed among their

miniders. The fubjects of earned prayer which

they fuggefted, included, befides imploring that a

penitent and contrite heart might be given to them,
and that they might be cleanfed from the great pol

lutions with which they had been defiled, fupplica-

tions that they might be affifted to underdand and

comport with the defigns of Providence in refpeft of

the latter time; that greater light might break forth,

*
Sec the letter in Rippon s Baptift Regiftcr, vol. iii p. a6c.
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and the glory of the LORD rife upon the churches;

that peace and concord might prevail through them;

that in every place multitudes might be turned to

the LORD ; and that the lineal feed of Abraham,
the poor Jews, and the gentile^, might be made one

fhcepfold under one (hepherd, Jc-fus Chrift.

One important meafure, on which this aflembly,

after folemn prayer and a confidcration of the Hate

of their churches, concluded, was to raife a fund by
a voluntary fubfcription, to be opened with all con

venient fpeed, towards maintaining and fupporting a

regular miniltry. This fund was d^figned to be

applied to afTilt thofe churches that were not able to

fupport a minifter; to fend ordained minifters, ap

proved by two churches in London or the country,

to vifit the churches, and to preach boh in the ciiy

and country, where the gofpcl had or had not been

previouily preached ; and to aflill any members in

the aforcfaid churches,
&quot; of promifmg gifts and

&quot; found in fundamentals.&quot; that were difpofcd for

fiudy, to attain a knowledge of the Latin, Greek,
and Hebrew languages.

The affembly alfo debated and decided on fcveral

qucftions which were propofc-d for difcuflion.

One of thcfe quedions turned on a fingular point

of fpeculation, viz. the t atc of the aflua! jultifica-

tion and adoption of believers ; whether it did not

take place at the time of ChrilVs death? It was

determined, that though thcfe blcfTmgs were then

infallibly fecured by the gracious purpofe of GOD,
aod merit of Jcfus Chrift, ye; they did not ukc

u
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effect until believers were really implanted into Jefus

Chrifl by faith
;

to which as the inftrumental caufe

fcripture attributes thefe benefits, while it gives

fuch a reprefentation of their previous ftate as is

altogether inconfiftent with an aftnal right to them.

Eph. i. 2, 3 12.

Another queftion related to the cafe of neigh

bouring churches, confiding of fmall numbers, and

incapable of maintaining their own miniftry. The

expediency of joining together for their mutual

edification in fupport of the fame miniftry was una-

nimoufly concluded.

The extremes of ornament and faftiion in the

drefs of the members of their churches, became

alfo a fubjeft of enquiry ; a reformation of every

thing in attire that was not confident with modefty,

gravity, and fobriety, was urged on the attention of

the elders and miniiters, as a matter which it was

their province to promote; and the brethren and

/f/?/rf, (for fuch was the language of the day,) who
had folemnly profeffed to deny themfelves, were

earneftly exhorted not to conform to the faihion of

:he world.

When James II., with an artful dcfign to fcreen

and favour the papifts, and fanctioned by the venal

opinion of eleven out of twelve judges, affected the

character of the friend of toleration ; and by exercife

of royal prerogative aiTumed to himfelf the power

ofdifpenfing with the penal laws relative to religion,

and published, in 1687, his &quot; declaration of liberty
&quot; of confcience

j&quot;
the Baptifts who had, during three
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different religious cftablifliments, fuftained great fuf-

ferings, and feverely fmarted under the mildcft of

thofe powers, led the way in addrefles of thanks to

the king for the peace and liberty, to the enjoyment

of which his mandate reitorcd them.$ Their addrefs

went no further than to exprefs purely a fenfe of

gratitude, and their joyful feelings on the occafion.

Some few members of the community were betrayed

by the infidious arts of the Court into a conduct that

was more fubfervient to its views, and exprefllve of

an approbation of its difpenfing power. They ac

cepted commiflions as regulators for the fupport of

it, and were employed by the king to go into divers

counties, and to feveral corporations, to improve

their intereft to fecure it countenance. But fucli

were the jufl and conflitutional fentiments enter

tained, as by other diflenters, fo by the Baptifts, on

this ftrctch of the prerogative, and fuch the jcaloufy

conceived of the defign of adminiftration, thefc

tools, whether venal, or injudicious and weak only,

or both, met with little or no encouragement; and

fome congregations not only reproved thofe who

were thus employed, but commenced regular pro

ceeding againft them.

The corrupt and daftardly conduct of thefc agents

of adminiltration, however, though unjuflly, brought

reproach and infamy on the whole body ; and reflec

tions were cad upon them for hazarding, by a

compliance with the popifh party, the proteflant

religion and the civil liberties of the nation. It was

* Nea), vol. ?. p. 37.

IJ 2
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the objeft of the general afTembly to improve the

opportunity afforded them, by their aflbciation for

the interefts of their churches, to wipe off thefe

reproaches by a public aft. They accordingly de

clared, in their own vindication,
&quot; that to the utmoft

&quot; of their knowledge there was not one congrega-
&quot; tion that had a hand, or gave confent to any
66

thing of that nature, nor did even countenance

&quot;

any of their members to own an abfolute power
&quot; in the late king to difpenfe with penal laws and
&quot;

tefls; being well fatisfied that the doing thereof,
&quot;

by his fole prerogative, would lay the foundation

&quot; of the definition of the proteflant religion, and
&quot;

bring flavery to this kingdom.&quot; This conduit, as

they intimated, was a proof of the peculiar power of

virtuous, religious, and patriotic principles with them;

confidcring the ftrong temptations they had been

under to fall in with the king s defign, from great

fufferings in the ecclefiaflical courts, from the mo-

leftations of informers, from the ruin of their

eftates, and from the deprivation of their liberties,

through the oaths and perjury of the vileft men.

Warm aflurances of attachment to the reigning

prince, to the proteflant religion, and to the liber-

tics of the nation; and of ardent thankfulnefs to GOD,
for raifing up King William, in his fpecial goodnefs,

as his inflrument to deliver us from popery and

arbitrary power, concluded their declaration.

The affembly alfo judged fit to draw up and pub-

lifli, for the fatisfa&ion of all other chriftians who

differed from them in the point of baptifm, a fum-
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mary of the doftrine of faith and praftice, according

to their ideas, in
&quot; a Confeffion of Faith, figned by

&quot;

thirty-feven perfons, in the name and behalf of

* the whole aflembly;&quot; copies of which they

requeftcd the refpeclivc churches that they repre-

fented to procure, and which they recommended to

the perufal of others. This confeiTion of faith con-

fiftcd of thirty-two chapters, on the fcriptures; on

GOD and the Trinity ; on the decrees of GOD ; on

creation; Divine Providence ; the fall of man; fin,

and the punifhment of it ; of GOD S covenant ; of

Chrifl the mediator of it ; on free-will, effectual

calling, juftification, adoption, fanclification ; on

faving faith, repentance unto life and falvation,

good works ; on perfeverance, the afTurance of

grace and falvation, the law of GOD ; on the

gofpel and the extent of its grace, on chriflian liberty

and liberty of confcience, religious worfliip, and the

fabbath-day ; on lawful oaths and vows, the civil

magiftrate, marriage, the church, communion of

faints, baptifm, and the Lord s fupper, on each

diftin&ly; on the (late of man after death, and the

refurreclion of the dead, and the lalt judgment.
In fupport of the propofitions advanced on thefe

various topics, the margin is filled with references to

texts as proofs of their truth. The outlines of

this compofition will obvioufly (hew how far it

deviated from the fimplicity of that principle, with

which the evangelical hiflorian was fatisfied to an-,

nounce and prove as the difcriminating article of

a chriftian faith, and the condition of eternal life*
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&quot; Thefe
things,&quot;

/. e. the works and difcourfes of

Chrift,
&quot; were written, that ye might believe that

&amp;lt;c

Jefus is the Chrift, and that ye might have life

&quot;

through his name.&quot; The avowed defign of this

confeffion of the Baptifts was to delineate and rc-

prefent their fentiments as denying Arminianifm. In

this general view it correfponded with the other

Calviniftic creeds of the age. It is fufficiem, and

it feems proper in this hiftory, to give the reader

the chapter on baptifm.

1.
&quot;

Baptifm,&quot; fay our profeflbrs,

Rom. vi. 3, 4 , 5. is an ordinance of the New Tefta-
o1
; !!:

&quot;

mem, ordained by Jefus Chi ift, to
Gal. in. a;.

J
.

Marki. 4.
&quot; be unto the party baptized a fign

A&amp;lt;fls xrvi. 16. &amp;lt; of his fellowfhip with him, in his

Rom.yi. a4 .

&quot;death and refurreflion ; of his

&quot;

being ingrafted into him ; of re-

fi miflion of fins ; and of his giving
&quot; himfelf up unto GOD, through
&quot;

Jefus Chrift, to live and walk in

&quot; newnefs of life.&quot;

2.
&quot; Thofe who do aftually pro.

Markxvi. 16.
*

fefs repentance towards GOD, faith

Aasviii. 37,38.
jn an(j Obcdience to our Lord

c&amp;lt;

Jefus Chrift, are the only proper
&quot;

fubje&s of this ordinance.
3*

3.
&quot; The outward element to be

Matt, xxviii. 19, ao. u ufed in this ordinance is watcr^
Aits vm. 38. wherein the party is to be baptized

*
in the name of the Father, and of

c
&amp;lt; the Son, and of the Holy Spirit/

1
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4.
&quot;

Immcrfion, or dipping the

Matt.iii. 16. cc
pcrfon jn water, is nccefTary to

&quot;

tlic due adminiftration of this

&quot;

ordinance.&quot;*

The principles ou which ihis general aflcmbly

avowedly commenced and conducted their confuta

tions and debates were liberal
; friendly to candid

difcuflion, and to the liberty and independence of

the refpecYive churches, from which it was formed.

They difclaimed all manner of fuperiority or fuptrr-

intendancy over the churches ; all authority and

power to prefcribe or impofe any thing upon the

faith and practice of any of the churches of Chrifl
;

and they profcfled that &quot; their whole intendmeut was
&quot;

to be helpers together of one another by way of
&quot; counfel and advice.&quot; They declared that in thofe

points of principle or practice relative to commu

nion, wherein one church fhould differ from another,

they would not impofe any thing, but leave every

church to its* liberty. They refolved not to admit

any particular offence which (hould arife between

individuals or churches to be debated amongfl: them,

till the rule prefcribed by Chrift in fuch matters had

been acted upon, and the confent of both parties

had been given, or fufficicmly endeavoured. No
determination was in any cafe to be binding on any
one church, without its own confcnt. That every

counfel or advice fhould reft on proofs deduced from

the word of GOD, and annexed to it.

*
Crofby, TO!, iii Appendix No. ii.
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It fliould be added, that the &quot; Confeilion of
&quot;

Faiih,&quot; as it has been faid, was fupported by

appeals to the fcripturcs ;
and that the whole drain

of it, confidently with the principles which they laid

down for their government, was merely declaratory

of their own views, without any claufe impofmg the

reception of it, or any denunciation againft fuch as

ihould deny or difpute the tenets it expreiTed, as

had been ufual in the determinations and creeds of

fynods and councils.
1*

Anoth-r general aflembly of the eiders and mef-

fengers of the churches of this denomination, from

divers parts of England and Wales, was held in

London, from the 2d of June to the 8th, in 1691 ;

which was conduced by the fame rules and prin

ciples as ihofe upon which the former had afted.

Some congregations in the county of Somerfet,

or parts nearly adjicenr, publifhed in the fame year
&amp;lt;6 A Short Confeilion, or a brief Narrative of Faith.&quot;

This fummary of theological fentiments, in which

they who compofed it merely (late their own views,

though called 6t
fhort,&quot; extended through forty-two

pages in oclavo, and was divided into twenty-feven

chapters ; the fuljtcls of which were,
&quot; the exiftcncc

&quot; and perfections of GOD, fubfifVng, through one
fc God, in three, Father, Sen, and Holy Spirit; the
&quot;

holy fcriptures ; the creation
;

the fall of man
;

&amp;lt;; the love of GOD, the extent of the death ofChrifl;
&quot; the gofpel ; the power and will of man ; free grace;
&amp;lt;c faith j repentance; baptifm ;

the Lord s fuppcr ; the

*
Crofby, vol. iii. p. 145 258.
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work of thr Holy Spirit ; juflification ; fancYifica-

&quot;lion; perfcvc;ance ;
GOD S decree, Providence,

&quot; or fore-knowledge ; election ; reprobation ;

&quot; GOD S governing the world, meant principally to

&quot; declare the duty and obligation of chnllians lo be

&quot; obedient to the governors of the world, as the

&quot;

deputies of GOD, in all things of human and civit

concern ; but as to fpiritual things, of religious,

&quot;

ecclcfiadical, or divine concern, to aflcrt the folc

&amp;lt;k

authority of GOD by Jefus Chrift, who had deli-

*&amp;lt; vervd to u&amp;gt; his laws:&quot; this chapter clofcs with a

fcntiment, the liberality of which Hands in an honour

able contraft with the i8th article of our eftablifhed

church.* Thefc Baptifts proftffcd their &quot;

belief to

&quot;

be, that \vhcre the gofpel did not come, if men

were governed by the law of GOD written in their

&quot;

hearts, and by die works of GOD without them,
&quot; which arc lufiicient to teach them that there is a
&quot; God, and i&quot;) endeavour to live to GOD fuitably to the

&amp;lt;c

li^ht they have received, no doubt but they foall be

44
accepted, though they arc not under the minillra-

&amp;lt;c tion o f t!ie gofpel ;
and in the great day of judg-

&amp;lt;4 ment rewarded according to their works.&quot; The

rem ijiiing chapters cxpreflcd their fentiments on the

quelbons that related to the nature and constitution

ot the church of Chrifl, the relurrection of the dead,

the eternal jt;d:;inrnt
the rcflitution of all things,

and the rei^n ot Chrift.j-

The aiticle runs thus,
*

They arc to be accurfed, that prc.

fume to f.iv that every rrun (h:i!l he laved by the law or it&amp;lt;fl which
&quot; he proftfll-th ; fo that he be diligent to frame his life according
* to that Jaw, an&amp;lt;J the li^ht of nature.&quot;

t Crofby, vol. iv. Appendix, No. i.
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In the chapter on the church of Chriil, the qua

lifications of perfons fet apart to thd office of elders

or miniflcrs naturally came under confederation.

That they fhould be fuitably gifted and qualified for

that office, is admitted ; but as to an acquaintance

with the languages, Hebrew, Greek, and Latin,

while the ufefulnefs of it in its place is granted, a

belief is exprefied that &quot;

it is not a qualification fo

te
abfolutely neceffary to the being of a minifter or

&quot;

elder, but that a perfon may very poflibly be
&amp;lt;f

fufficiently qualified for that office without it.&quot;

The point is argued upon thefe principles, viz.

that the gofpel was firft preached by unlearned men
;

that this is not enumerated amongft the qualifica

tions for the character prefcribed in the fcriptures :

that men unlearned in the languages have, expe
rience teftifies, been very ufeful inflruments of GOD
in gathering churches, and in the converfion and

religious edification of men : and that confining the

miniftry to men of learning does not bear an analogy

to the method of the firlt planting of the gofpel ;

when the foolifh and weak things of the world were

chofen to confound the mighty, and things that are

not to bring to nought things that are ;
when the

great things of the gofpel were hidden from the

wife and prudent, and revealed unto babes. The

well-meaning framers of the Confeffion then afk,

with a kind of triumph, in the ftrain of a challenge,
&quot; What great and good effe&s have we feen of
&amp;lt;c

learning ? Why fhould men be fo fond of it ?

&quot; Was not the apoftacy brought into the world by
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&quot; learned men? Has it not been maintained and carried

&quot; on by fuch ever fince?*&quot; In thcfe interrogatories

it efcaped their attention, that the learning with which

the apoftacy or corruption arofe, was not that of the

languages critically applied to explain the fcriptures,

but that of the mctaphyGcal philofuphy of the Pagan
fchools. It efcaped their recollection, that a long

night of ignorance afforded opportunity for fuper-

(lition to introduce its inventions, and for fpiritual

dominion to forge its chains
;
and that with the

revival of learning came the Reformation. They
did not anticipate, with what flrcngth of argument,

with what luminous Jifcoveries, learning, within half

a century, would emancipate the mind
j nor did

they reflect with what ikilful, laboured, and acute

inveiligations it had already detected and expofed

the wickednefs and impofitions of the apoftacy.

In the chapter
&quot; on the reign of Chrift,&quot; they

profciTcd their belief, that our Lord Jefus Chrift,

at the time appointed of the Father, will come

again in power and great glory, not only to raifc

the dead, reilore and judge the world, but to take

to himfelf his kingdom, and reign on the throne of

his father David on Mount Sion in Jerufalem for

ever, as the alone vifiblc fupremc lord and king of

the whole earth : that this kingdom would be uni-

verfal and everlading, peaceable and glorious: the

kingdom that would fucceed the fourth monarchy,
and the (lone cut out of the mountain without

hands, which (hall fill the whole earth : not to be

Crofby, ut ante, p. 3134.



300 HISTORY OF THE C. III.

fet up by the material fword, that being fo exceed

ingly contrary to the very nature of chriflianity,

which requires us to love our enemies and pray for

them, not to deilroy them ;
to be fubjeft to govern

ment in all cafes of civil concern, and patiently to

endure perfecution. They alfo argued that the

kingdom of Chrifl being fpiritual ought not to be

fet up or maintained either by the fword or any

civil power whatfoever, but by the preaching of the

gofpel, which is the word of GOD j and riot being

of this world, his fervants ought not to fight.

One particular in this Confeflion, under the title of
&quot; the fall of man,&quot; deferves notice.

&quot; Our firfl

&amp;lt;

parents/ it declares,
&quot;

by virtue of the firfl

&quot;

tranfgreffion, brought not only themfelves, but
&quot; their whole poflerity into a flare of fin and death,
&quot;

together with thofe many inconveniencies that are

*c now come upon mankind as the fad effects of
&amp;lt; c fin. But that this trangreffion did procure in

&amp;lt;c itfelf the fecond death, viz. in the lake of fire or

* c hell torments, either to Adam or any of his pof-
*

terity, as is by fome not only imagined but
&quot;

affirmed; as it is a doctrine that is altogether
et

fcripturelefs, and fo falfc, fo it is altogether irra-

&quot; tional
; from whence it hath no room in our

&quot;

faith.&quot; In the preamble to this declaration,

compofed by the miniflers and meflengers of upwards
of an hundred congregations, the defign of its being

publidied is avowed not to make an oflentatious

difphiy of fuperior attainments, but to bear their

teflimony to * the faith once delivered to the
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&quot;faints;&quot; and to conciliate the minds of thofc

who looked upon them as a people degenerated
from all other baptized congregations ;

and to pave
the way, if poffible, for &quot; a more perfect acquaint-
&quot;

ance, acceptance, and fellowfliip with thofc
&quot;

churches, whom they believed to be one with
&quot; them in the mod material points of faith and
&quot;

practice, but who carried themfelves ftrange
&quot; towards them for want of a right underflandmg
&quot; of their faith.&quot; The article which we have laft

quoted from their &quot;

Confeffion,&quot; was not calculated

to meet the ideas and tafte of thofe who entertained

rigid fentiments concerning the effects of the fall of

man
;
but it is a proof that thefe chriftians thought

for ihemfclvcs in this point : and as to the concilia-

tory end which they propofed to therafelves, by
their account of their faith, they expreffcd a be

coming fortitude of mind to bear difappoimment.
&quot;

If, when all is done, it do not anfwer the end for

&quot; which it is intended; but we mud, notwithstanding,
&quot; be looked upon as a bye-people, and be rejected or

&quot;

laid afide; we trull we (hall keep clofe to the LORD
&quot; in the things that we at prefent underftand, until

&quot; we are by fome divine authority convinced of

&quot; fome religious miftakes therein :&quot; a declaration

expreflive at once of firmncfs of mind, and an

opennefs to conviction.

In 1692, from May the 3(1 to the 24th, another

general aflcmbly of Baptiils from 107 churches

was held in London. To ftrengthen their union,

J Crofby, rol iv, Appendix, No. i. p. 7; voi.iii. p. 160, 6i.
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and to conduft their aflbciations on a convenient

plan, it was refolved, at this aflembly, that, whereas,

for fome preceding years, the churches in fcveral

counties had held their particular aHociations, and

one general, annually, at London, to divide this

one general meeting into two; one to be kept at

Briftol at Eaiter, and the other in London at Whit-

funtide : and that after each, a narrative of the pro

ceedings of each, as far as related to matters of

general ufe, fhould be printed and circulated among
the churches. It was alfo agreed that two mef-

fengers iliould be deputed from London to attend

the meeting at Briftol, and two from Briftol to be

prefent at that in London. It was agreed, with a

view to render the fund for miniflers and ftudents

more efficient, and to facilitate the contributions,

that the churches fhould make quarterly collections

for it in what method they judged beft. It was alfo

determined that thefe afTemblies were not to be

accountable to one another any more than churches

\\erc : that no appeals were to be made to them

by the churches ro determine matters of faith or

faft ; but that all matters referred to them for their

confideration were to be laid before them under the

form of proportions or queries for advice.

In the prefent age, when tafte for facred mufic is

fg prevalent, and the gratification of it fo induftri-

ouily cultivated, it will appear aftoniming to many,
that there ever exifted, among anybody of chriftians,

a fcruple on the fubjecl of vocal mufic in the worfhip
of the Divine Being. But whether it might be
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partly afcribed to the want of a mufical tafle, or to a

purely confcicntious fear of corrupting the fimplicity

of chriilian worship, and of a partial reverting to the

model of the Jewilh fervicc, there were fome among
the Baptifts, in the times of which we are fpcaking,

who objected to fmging in the afiemblies for public

worfhip. A controverfy on this fubje&was carried

on in different publications by feveral writers. The

fpirit in which this queftion was difcuifed by the

advocates of each fide was difgraceful and irritating ;

for the authors of the tracts which came from the

prefs on this occafion, loaded one another with uncha

ritable reflections, ccnfurcs, and reproaches. When

prejudice and paflion, it may be fuppofed, had begun
to fubiide, and the writers had grown weary, both

parties agreed to refer the matter to the examination

and determination of feven perfons, to be nominated

out of their body by this aflembly. The nomination

fell on Mr. Andrew Gilford, of Briftol, Mr. Edm.

White, Mr. Henry Auitin, Mr. Robert Keate, of

Wantage, Mr. John Willis, Mr. Samuel Buttal, of

Plymouth, and Mr. John Scott, as arbitrators in

this difpute. The points to be fubmitted to their

ceniideration. were dated and limited by the following

qucflions put to each party : viz.
&quot; \\ heihcr you

* are willing to be determined by the faid brethren,
&quot; and rcfolvc to do what they fliall determine, in

&quot; order to the removing of all thofe rcflcctions that

&quot; are writ in all the books that are printed on both
&quot;

fides, about the controverfy of fmging, &c. ?

&quot; The- matters to be debated and determined are
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* c
only refpecting rtfleftions and matters of facV*

The aft-mbly placing the decifion of the debate,

fubmittcd to review, on this bafis, it is evident,

did not affume an authority to decree on the merits

of the queflion, or the force of the argument ;
but

aimed only to reconcile the p uties. This queftion

was anfwcred and hilly agreed to by Mr. Wi ! liam

Kiffin, minifter of the congregation in Devonshire*

fquarc, Mr. John Man, Mr. George Barret, Mr.

William Colun, paftor of the church in Petty-

France, Mr. Benj imin Keach, minifter of a congre

gation in Sourhwark, Mr. Richard Steed, of

Faringdon, Brrklhire, raid Mr. Thomas Holiowell.

The determination adopted and recommended on

this affair was,
&quot; that all concerned on both fides in

&quot; the controverfy fhould be defired to call in and
&quot;

bring all their books, afterwards fpecificd by their

&quot;

titles, into the afiembiy, or to whom they (hould

&quot;

appoint, and leavethem io their difpofal: that if any
&quot;

perfifled in this reproachful method, they delivered

&quot;

it as their fenfc that the perfon or perfons acting
*

thus, who fowed offences, divifions, and difcords

&amp;lt;c

among chridians, (hould be remarked.&quot; It was

a!fo inferted in the narrative of the proceedings of the

affembly, as their determination and entreaty, that

none of the members of the churches {hould buy, fell,

give, or difperfe the enumerated books, nor any others

that contained the bitter reflexions on their brethren.

Thefc determinations were introduced by aferious

and affectionate ex population read with them to

both panics, and figntd. It ran in this drain,
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&quot; Beloved and honoured in the LORD, for your
&quot; work s fake, \ve your unworthy brethren, whom
&quot;

you have chofcn to examine and determine
&quot; the matters aforefaid, fo far as we know our
&quot; own hearts, have fmgly, without refpecl of perfons,

&quot;judged
as for the LORD; and unanimoufly con-

(&amp;lt;&amp;gt;

eluded, that thofe perfons who have been con-
&amp;lt;c cerned in this controvcrfy, have on both fides

&quot; erred in mofl of the particulars that were laid

&quot; before us. If we have been partial in any thing,
*

it is only, for which we beg your pardon, that

&quot; we may lay your evils before you in eafy terms,
&quot; from this confidence, that the grace of GOD will

&quot;

help you much more to aggravate them in your
&quot; own fouls ; efpccially when you compare how
&quot; unlike Jefus Chrift, and the holy commands he
4&amp;lt; hath given for brotherly love, your treatment
&quot; hath been one towards another; who when he
&amp;lt;c was reviled, reviled not again; I Pet. ii. 22, 23;
&quot; and how far fliort in this controverfy you have
&amp;lt;e have come in anfwering that character which the

&quot;

Spirit of GOD gives of true charity, i Cor. xiii.

tc
4, &c. Had the things wherewith you charge

&quot; one another been true, we humbly conceive you
&quot;

fliould have taken thofe rules Chrift hath prc-

fcribcv), in a more private debate, way, and method^
ce that would not have rclleckd upon your holy
&amp;lt;;

profcllion and the name of GOD, to convince
&quot; one another of your errors

;
and that the ways

&quot;

you have taken to difcover the nakcJnefs of your
:f
brethren have been irregular, and tended rather

x
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&quot; to beget greater offences and flumblings, than

i
convincing, healing, and recovering. Ham for

&quot;

difcovering the nakednefs of Noah was accurfed
&amp;lt; ofGOD. Gen. ix. 29. To proclaim one another s

&quot; errors to reproach is from the evil one, and to

*&amp;lt;

give our enemies occafion to rejoice over our
&quot;

failings, forbidden to be told in Gath and GilgaL
&quot; 2 Sam. i. 20. You know who hath faid that the

*
iffue of c

biting will be c to devour one another,
wC if GOD prevent not. We grieve to think what
* e diflionours your method will bring to the name
&amp;lt;c of GOD, reproach to your holy profeflion, flum-

&quot;

bling to finners, and divifion among the churches
Cl of Chriil:. And therefore, as brethren, partakers
&quot; of the fame grace, we humbly exhort you, and
ce

pray GOD would make you all fenfible of your
tfc

errors, humble you for them, and c as GOD for

&quot; c Chrift s fake hath forgiven you, fo you would
&quot; for his name fake forgive one another. And
c&amp;gt;&amp;lt; therefore in the name of the LORD, and for his

&quot;

fake, we entreat and determine that you proceed
&quot; no longer in fuch methods.&quot;

By thefe moderate and conciliatory meafures, in

which not the decrees of authority but mild perfua.

fions were employed, a (lop was put to the animo-

iities and troubles that threatened the Baptiil

churches ; the aueftion was feparated from the

fpirit with which it had been difcufled, and left to

(land on the ftrength of the argument adduced;

and from that time fmging the praifes of GOD in

their public affemblies was adopted as a part of
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religious worfhip by many, with whom it had not

been before a practice.*

Though this aflembly was formed by a deputa

tion from 107 churches only, the Baptifts were at

that time very numerous, and many of them never

joined in theafTcmblies of which we are fpcaking.

This denomination of diiTenters rcfident in Lon

don and its vicinity, in 1696, when a fecret fvheme

to aflaflinate King William was difcovered, and his

Majcfly was congratulated on his deliverance from

the defigns of his enemies by numerous addrcfles, ap

proached the throne as a diftincl body, with their

fentiments of joy and attachment, in an addrefs on

the 9th of April, delivered by a very refpe&able

rninifter, Mr. Jufeph Siennett, introduced by the

Earl of Monmouth, then Earl of Peterborough.

They declared,
&quot; That they gladly embraced the

&quot; occailon to aflure his Majcfly that as they en-

&quot;

joyed a (hare in the benign influences of his

u
government, whereby their civil and religious

&quot; liberties had been fo happily protected and vin-

*
dicated; fo they would make it their glory, as they

&quot; accounted it their duty, to render his Majefly the

&quot; utmoft fervice they were capable of in that fphere
&quot; wherein the law allowed them to move.&quot; As a

further reflimony of their fidelity and aflection to his

Majcfly s perfon and government, they expreflVd their

cheerful rcadinds &quot; to follow the pattern of the ho-
&quot; nourahle Houfe of Commons : n fubfcrihing to an
&quot;

aflbciation iubjcined to the addrcfs.&quot; And they

Crofby, vol. iii. p. *66 aye.
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concluded with faying, that &quot;

they would never
&quot; ceafe to offer up their moft fervent Applications
&quot; to Heaven, that the fpirit of wifdom might con-
* c tinue to direft ail his Majefty s councils ; that the

&quot; LORD of Holts might Hill fucceed his arms ; that

&quot;

troops of afibciate angels might guard his royal
tf

perfon ; that his Majefty might have a long and
&quot;

happy reign on earth ;
and at length wear a crown

&quot; of immortal glory in the kingdom of heaven.&quot;

This addrefs was not fufFered to pafs as merely a

cuflomary form, but was much taken notice of at

the time.

A difpofition to agitate the Trinitarian contro-

verfy now fhewed itfelf. Mr. Jofeph Wright, of

Maidflone, a man of piety and learning, brought a

charge of denying the divinity and humanity of

Chrift, unto the general affembly, againlt Mr. Mat

thew Caffin, of Horfham, another minifter of dif-

tinguifbed character and talents, with whom he had

been in the habits of intimate friendfhip and con

fidential intercourfe ; and he infided upon his

excluiion both from the afTembly, and from

all communion with the Baptift churches. Mr.

Wright difgraced his zeal by grounding his charge,

not on what Mr. Caffin had advanced in any publi

cation, which would of courfe have been open to

animadverfion and cenfure, but on the communica

tion of fentiments in private converfation, in which

he had made objections to certain material parts of

the Athanafian creed.

Mr. Caffin fet up a defence of himfelf again ft the

charge of holding blafphemous and heretical opinions
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ungencroufly brought forward by Mr. Wright.
&quot; He candidly acknowledged that fome proportions
&quot;

in that creed, after his mod diligent and impartial
ic

examination, were above his underflanding ; and
&quot; therefore he never had, nor could then, receive it as

&quot; the ftandard of his faith. He infilled on it that

&quot; the holy fcriptures conninrd all that could be
&quot;

neceflary for a chriftian to believe and profefs.
&amp;lt;c He declared, that if he were catechifed ever fo

&quot;

fevercly on them, he could not decline a free and
&amp;lt;c

open declaration of hisfentiments. He avowed his

&amp;lt;; belief in Chrifl as the Word, in the beginning of

&amp;lt; the creation with GOD; and that he was in the

&quot;

higheft imaginable fcnfe GOL, confiftently with

&quot;that mod eliablillicd truth, that there can be but
&quot; one abjlluti ly fupremc GOD. He avowed it as

&quot;

his opinion, that Chrifl was the * God over all/
&quot; intended by Paul, which he thought conformable
&quot; to our Lord s own declaration concerning him-
&quot;

felf. He confcfled his belief that Chrifl, as to

&quot;

hisjle/h, was ihc feed of the woman, the foil and
61

offspring or David, conceived indeed miraculoufly,
&quot; but born of Miiry in the fame natural way as

cc other men. He pleaded that it had been his lludy
&amp;lt; and delight to exalt and honour his Saviour,

&quot; both as God and man, to the hi.^heft dc^uc of

&quot;thought: that he had never difhirbed the minds
&amp;lt;c of any chriftians about unrevealed fublimities, but
&amp;lt;c left to every one the fame liberty of judgment
&amp;lt;e which he claimed for himfelf; and whi &amp;lt;.. fie

f( owned that he was far enough from pcrf.ctbij
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&quot; in knowledge, he appealed to his friends, as well

&quot;

knowing that he was always open to conviction,
&quot; and thankful for every addition of new

light.&quot;

It reflects honour on this affembly, which was

numerous, that this truly proteftant and ingenious

defence gave general fatisfaction ; and Mr. Wright
\vas much difcountenanced for his unbecoming re

flections and his want of candour.

A general aflembly was, at a fhort diftance of

time, held at Aylefbury, in the county of Bucks,

Here Mr. Wright engaged the concurrence of

another perfon, to exhibit again his charge againft

Mr. Caffin ; but again was difappointed in his views:

for this afltmbly alfo difmiflcd the accufation, and

refolveJ, nouviihftanding a difference of femiments

on fome abltrufc unre vealed points, to maintain

amity and friendlhip with Mr. Caffin.

Mr. Wright, chagrined with his difappointments,

and feeling the inefficiency of his influence, withdrew

from the aflemblies, and protefted againft their pro

ceedings. But the feed of contention which he had

fown fprung up, and in other quarters there arofe

Dew aocufers of Mr. Caffin. The churches in

Buckinghamfhire and Northamptonfhire exhibited

fimihir charges againft him to the afTcmbly convened

from them, and moved that he fhould be brought
to judgment. He explained himfclf with great

rneeknefs and condcfcenfion, and laboured to recover

their good opinion, but without fuccefs. Their com

plaint^ were renewed, and a hearing was again

demanded -

t and the aiTcrably agreed that at Whit-
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funtiJe next year, 1700, his cafe fhould be fully

examined. It met at the time fixed: Mr. CafFm

attended, and to prevent con rufion and tedious

debates, a committee of eight perfons, four of whom
were on the fide of the complainants, was chofen to

confer with him, and to draw up a general determi

nation, which, being affented to and figned, might be

a fufficient ground of union. This was done, and

the following declaration, after it had been read

feveral times, received the fignature of all who

were prefent, and was publiihed by the com

plainants, viz.

&quot;

According to the truft repofed in us, we offered

&quot; to the affcmbly, thru it be agreed, that Chrift, as

&quot; he was the Word, is from the beginning ;
but in

&quot; time that Word took not on him the nature of

&quot;angels,
but took on him the iced of Abraham;

&quot; and as fuch is Emanucl^ Godivitb us, or God manj-
&quot;

fejl in the Jlcjh : and as he is the Word, is one with

&quot; the Father and the Holy Ghoft. And as he was
&quot;

Godmanifcftcd in the jiefi, fo he is the Jefus that

&quot;

tafted death for every one. And further, whereas
&quot; there have been, and yet are, debates about the

&quot; MOST HIGH GOD, we conceive He is one

&quot;

infinite, unchangeable, and eternal fpirit, incom-
&quot;

prehenfible Godhead, and doth fubfift in. the

&quot;

Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghoft.

WM. GOOCH,
&quot;

BENJ. MILLER,
&quot;THOS. KlRBY,

c DAVID BROWN,

VINCENT,
Cl
JOHN HASSUM,

&quot;

JOHN AMORY,
&quot;NATH. GALE. *
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It was alfo entered in the journals of the aflembly,
&quot; That tlie defence brother Matthew Caffin has
&quot;

made, together with his acknowledgements, are

&quot; to the fatisfaction of the aflembly.&quot;

This vote, though it breathed the fpirit of peace

and tolerance, had not immediately its defired effect.

At the next meeting of the general ailembly, the

churches in the county of Northampton lodged a

complaint, that Mr. Caffin had not been tried to tleir

fatisfaction. After a deliberate debate, a motion

was made, put to the vote, and carried by a great

majority,
&quot; that the declaration made by Mr. Caffin,

Ci and his figning the uforefaid expedient was fufii-

&quot; cient and
fatisfactory.&quot; Notwithftanding this con

ciliatory refolution paiTed, the dilTatisfied did not

acquiefce in it
;

but chcrifliing the uneafmefs which

rankled in their breads, foribok the aflemblies 01

their brethren, and held for fome years feparate

aflbciations ;
till at length, after fome cflays, a.

friendly union was accomplifhed on a fure founda

tion of forbearance and charity, an adherence to

the fcriptures only as the complete and only rule of

faith and practice. It was a fign of the ill-nature

and diflikc which the feparatifts indulged on this

occaiion, that tlie afkmbly from which they with

drew was, for a fhort time, called Cajjlniie. \.

From the time of the Reformation a practice of

holding public difputations on the theological quef-

tions on which the parties of the times differedj

:

A

.aJ cxilted in Europe and in England. They were

Crofby, vol. iii. p. aSc 285.



CJ. III. PROTESTANT DISSENTERS. 313

fouietimes appointed by royal proclamation, not fo

much with the candid defign of invHii-y.MyT the

truth, as with the hope of gaining a tnu.i ph over

thofe who ventured to diilent from the religious

principles and injunctions which the power of the

ilate had legalized. This mode of fettling contro-

verfies on points of faith or practice was at other

times voluntarily adopted by partixans of each fide,

without the authority of the magiitrate or the pro
tection of power. The principles of the Baptilts

were repeatedly brought to this difcuffion and trial.

The firit difputation on them was holdcn in South

ward, i/th Oc~L 1642, between Dr. Featly, Mr.

KifTin, and others The next took place in London,
in the year 164}, at different times and through
feveral weeks, between Mr. Knollis, Mr. Kiflln, and

Mr. Jeffey. A third was conducted at Tiding in

the county of KiTcx, on nth Jan. 1643, by Mr.

John Stalham, Mr. Newton, Mr. Gray, Mr. Butt,

and Mr. Thomas Lambe. Mr. Gibbs and Mr.

Richard Carpenter held a difputation, rbout the

year 1647, before a great ailembly of miniflers and

others, in the parifli church of Newport-Pagnell.
Mr. Samuel Fiilicr, and feveral clergymen, on July

26, 1649, engaged in fuch a verbal difcuffion at

Afliford, in the county of Kent. On a challenge

given by Mr. Baxter, this mode uf dating and de

fending their refpe&ive opinions was adopted by the

learned Mr. Tombes, on Jan. ill, 1649, m ^ lc P ir fh

church of Bewdley. On 2d May, 1652, a difpu

tation of this kind was holden at Cork, in Ireland,



314 HISTORY OF THE C. III.

between Dr. Harding, Dr. Worth, and Mr.

Murcott. Mr. John Craig, Mr. Henry Vaughan,
and Mr. John Tombes engaged in a fimilar debate

at Abergavenny in the county of Monmouth.

Portfmouth was the theatre of the lad of thefe

contefls ; which, though they might draw attention

to the queftions controverted between the parties,

and lead fome perfons to enquiry, unhappily tended

more to inflame the pafTions of the difputants, and

to excite an eagcrnefs for victory, than to elicit

the truth. This difputation was holden, with

his Majefly s licence, on February 22, 1698.
The difputants on the fide of the Pcedobaptifts

were Mr. Samuel Chandler, of Farehain, and Mr.

Leigh, of Newport ;
and Mr. Robinfon, of Hun-

gerford, was their moderator. The minifters

who advocated the principles of the Baptifts

were Dr. William RufTel, of London
; Mr. John

Williams, of Eufl-Knoyle ;
and the moderator,

Mr. John Sharp, of Fromc. The difputation was

conduced in the old mode of the fchools by fyllo-

gifms. Two queftions came under difcuHion in this

debate. Firft,
&quot; Whether according to the com-

&quot; million of our Lord and Saviour Jefus Chrift, adult

&quot;believers arc the only proper fubjecls of baptism^

and not Infants
*&quot;

Secondly,
&quot; Whether the

&quot; ordinance of baptism, as appointed by Chrift, is

&quot; to be adminiftered by dipping, plunging, or Over-

&amp;lt;c

whelming only, and no otherwife ?&quot; It began at

ten in the morning, and laited till between the hours

of fix and feven in the evening \ when after much
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advanced on both fides about words to no profit,

anJ fo as to cre.ite a confufed jangl ng and noife,

Mr Williams, a prefbytcrian minilter, as were all

the Pxdobaptift dif^utants, faid he thought there

had been little faid to the purpofe. To whom Dr.

Kuflcl replied,
&quot; Mr. Williams, I think there hath

&quot; been a great deal faid, more than hath been an-

&quot; fwered ;
but if you are not fatisfied, we will wave

&quot;

all that hath been faid, and I will difpute it over
&quot; with you de novo.&quot; Mr. Williams, with a flirug,

declined this challenge, faying he was not well.

Upon which it was judged proper to clofe the dif-

putation. Each party having addrcfiTed the governor
and mayor with their thanks for the civility (hewn

to them, Mr. Leigh concluded with prayer, and

difmiffed the affembly. One of the public prints,

called the Pofhnan, on the 25th of February, de

clared the victory to be on the fide of the Pa?do-

baptiiU; and charged Dr. RuiTell with employing
all the fubtlety and fophiftry of the fchools in the

management of the argument againft infant baptifm.

From this charge it was inferred that he handled the

fubjccls of debate with the dexterity of an able

difputant, and prtfled his opponents with no mean

and contemptible arguments. A partial account of

it, accompanied with mifreprefemations and unhand-

fome reflections appeared in the &quot;

Flying Poll&quot; of

the ifl of April. It was an inllance of difmgenuous

or uncandid conduit in the fcnbe of the Paedobap-

lifts, that when the fcribe on the fide of the baptids

went to propofe comparing with him their refpeftivc
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minutes, he refufed it ; and no applications could

procure from him even a fight of his papers: he

pleaded that his copy was very imperfect, as he had

never before been engaged in fuch an office. Dr.

Ruflcl fubmitted to the judgment of the public the

decifion on which fide the victory lay, by giving the

difputation from the prcfs, in a tract, entitled,
&quot; A

* true Narrative of the Portfmouth Difputation,
* between fome Miniflers of the Prejbytcrians and

&quot;others of the Bnptift perfuafion, concerning the

&amp;lt;c

fubjeets
and manner of Baptifm.&quot;f About three

months afterwards, the Pcedobaptifts publifhed their

own account of it
; which they confefled was

imperfect, and in which others detected feveral infer-

tions, tranfpofitions, falfifications, and additions.

About this time Mr. Pilkington, a Benedictine

monk, renounced popery, and embraced proteftant-

ifm under the form of profciTion obferved by the

baptifts. This event, by its unufual and lingular

nature, may be fuppofed at the time to have created

an intcreft in the public mind, and to have called the

attention of men to the denomination of chriftians,

to which, under fo remarkable a change of fenti-

ments and religious profeffion, Mr. Pilkington joined

himftlf ; and on thcfe grounds may have a claim to

be noticed in this hiflory. His education at firft was

conducted by fome Romifh emiiTaries in England;
under whofe tuition he fpent five years and a half.

The proficiency which he had made in an acquaint

ance with the principles of the catholic faith during

t This narrative is preferred by Crufby, vol. iii. p, 314 353.
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that period, induced the friends of it to fend him to

the Englifh feminary at Liibon, to perfect his qua-

lifications for fuftaining the character of ;i miflionary.

Here he fpent three years and upwards, imbibing

erroneous notions concerning proteftantifm, and

almofl infuperable prejudices againfi it. Regarding
it as a dangerous herefy, more effectually to fecure

himfclf from being drawn into it, he rtfolvcd to

relinquifli the defign of becoming a
miffionary pried,

and to betake himfclf to a religious (late. With
this view he made interefl with the monks of a

certain order, and obtained their ccnfent to be ad

mitted to their habit. When the prefident of the

college heard of it, unwilling to lofe one of his flock,

and fearing that Mr. Pilkington s friends, who

dcilgncd him for other ends, would refent the dep,
he put a flop to the defign by frequent applications

to the Pope s nuncio. The difappointment created

great animofitics between the two religious houfes ;

and fo exafpcrated the mind of the young candidate

for the habit of a monk, that he refuted obedience

to the conflitutions of the college; and though he

had no doubt but that his conduct would highly

difguit his friends, he requdlcd a difmiilion from

it, in order to return to England.

In this Itatc of his mind he refuivcd to fearch iu:o

the doctrines of the church of Eugland, under :i

fanguinc hope, that if he could pcrfuadc himfrU t

the poiTibility of falvaiion out of the cl.urch &amp;lt;

Rome, hclhould meet in England with other iriciv.Is

to maintain him at one of the ur.ivcrfuics. In



318 HISTORY OF THE c. 111.

purfuance of this rcfolution he communicated his

intentions to Mr. Colbatch, chaplain of the En^lifh

factory, with whom he had converted fcver.il times

on controverted points in religion, and requeued his

recommendation to fome of the clergy in England.

This gentleman favoured his views by writing to the

Bifhop of Salifbury s chaplain, whom, on his arrival

at London, he unfortunately found out of town;

but on applying to fome other clergymen he was

introduced to the Archbifhop of Canterbury.

The encouragement and patronage afforded him

at this juncture fo difllpated his fears and animated

his intentions, as to difpel for the prefent all appre-

henfions for nis foul s future (late
; and fafcinatcd

by the rifmg hopes of preferment, he forgot the

refolution he had made of not forfaking the Romifh

communion till he was convinced of the poffibility

of falvation out of it. Under this fhort retreat of

prejudice, and led away by feducing profpects,

though he had fcarcely begun the fearch after truth,

he thought he had found it, and was hafty to poffefs

it. Upon requefting to take orders in the church

he was fent to Oxford. Here his former prejudices

revived ; doubts and fcruples to the difadvantage of

proteftantifm arofe in his mind
;

vain were his

attempts to fliflc thefe thoughts; the civilities

he received at the univerfity, though far above his

expectations, were bands too weak to attach him

to the place ;
the preferments promifed to him,

though confiderable, could not afford peace to his

mind. Having fpent four terms in die univerfity,
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he returned to the church of Rome. On his re-

admilTion into that communion, he fubmitted to the

penance of a pilgrimage from London to Holy-Well
in Wales, on foot, and by begging. After eighteen

months, peace being concluded with France, he was

admitted to the habit of a Benediftine monk in the

Engliflimonaderyof St. Edmund in Paris; in which

lie continued nearly a year.

In this place new views were prefented to his

mind ;
and his temporary connexion with this reli

gious order, eventually led him to be in reality, what

he had been before but in effigy, a proteftant. The

reprefentations which he had read, and the reports

which he had heard of the profcffors of this faith,

infpired him with an unufual curioiity to obferve,

and narrowly to infpect, their practices. The pod
of fecretary to the convent, which on account of

the great age of the fecretary he fupplied, afforded

him favourable and peculiar opportunities of noticing

the manners of the houfe. All things, to his great

furprize, ran counter to his expectations. The

whole family he difcovered was divided into factions

and parties; ambition, pride, and felf-love marked

the characters and deportment of the individuals of

the order
;

inftcad of hofpitality and real poverty,

nothing was to be fcen but infatiuble avarice and

third after riches. In the place of beaded tempe

rance, exccfs and gluttony, to avoid public fcandal,

were practised in private : and indead of refcrved

and abdemious manners, the genera! and other

fupcriors had their parties of young females.
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whom they regaled with wines and luxuries, in

a clofe chapel of the church. The obedience of the

order appeared moft in obeying their own unbridled

lulls and paflions. In a word,
&quot;

it feemed to me,

he declares,
&quot; their chief (tudy was, which of them

&quot; fnould be mod wicked at home, and yet be thought
&amp;lt;c the moll holy abroad ; that is to fay, who fhould
&amp;lt;e mofl genteelly play the

hypocrite.&quot;

Though thcfe practices and examples raifed his

difgud, and expofed him to great temptations, yet

the attachment to a monadic life which he dill re

tained, inclined him to believe that he could live

up to the rules of the order, though very fevere,

which others allowed themfelves the liberty of

breaking. This confideration had almoft determined

him to continue in this connection, when taking a

bible into his hands, he caft his eyes on the 22d

verfe of the 9th chapter of the firft epidle to the

Corinthians &quot;

I therefore fo run, not as uncertainly;
&amp;gt;c

fo fight I, not as one that beateth the air.
1

This

paiTage, the impreffion of which on his mind was

drengthened by another that occurred to his

thoughts, from the i2th verfe of the id chapter of

Ifaiah, viz. &quot; Who hath required thefe things at
cc

your hands :&quot; produced various doubts and ap-

prehenfions in his mind, and an agitation which per-
iTiitted him to take little reft day or night. After

frequent conrefts with himfelf for and againfl the

excrcife of thofe mortifications and aufterities which

the rules of the lioufe enjoined, he began to reflect

on the reafonablenefs and weight of Chrid s dcch-
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ration,
&quot; When yc (hall have done all thofe things

&quot; which are commanded you, fay we are unprofitable
&quot;

fervants:&quot; another of the Apoflle Paul,
&quot; That the

&quot;

fufFerings of this prefent time are not worthy to be
&quot;

compared to the glory that fhall be revealed in
us,&quot;

alfo much affected him. The train of his thoughts

led him to a conviction that the RomiQi doctrine of

merit, and the efficacy of works of fupererogation,

was highly derogatory to the honour of Chrift.

When he witnefTed the cxpreffions of the far greater

veneration paid to the Virgin Mary than to her

Son, by pulling off their hoods, by kneeling down,
and by lighting the candles on the altar when they

fang anthems to her, (practices not obferved in

other parts of the fervice,) he was perfuaded that

their faints worfhip fell under the fame cenfure.

As his former prejudices yielded to the fpiric of

enquiry, thefe and other difcoveries concerning the

practices and principles of the Roman Catholic reli

gion led him to examine all its other doctrines.

Therefult of this inveftigation was a conviction that

the greatefl part of them was repugnant to the word

of GOD ;
and he reflected with great aftonifhment

that he had not fooncr difcerned the errors and

fuperflitions of the Catholic church, which he now .

began to look on as abominations.

To fortify his mind againft any temptations to a

fecond rclapfe, he formed a firm, deliberate refolution

to (hut his eyes againfl all doctrines that could not

be plainly proved from the fcriptures; and laying

afidc all motives of intcrcft, to join in communion
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with that ehurch, whofe opinions and worftiip fhould,

on examination, appear to him mod conformable to

them. In purfuance of thefe purpofes he returned

to England ;
he attended on the fermons of the clergy

of the eftablifhed church, and of the diflenting

minifters of different denominations
;
he candidly and

ferioufly read their publications; and perufed with

particular attention the thirty-nine articles of the

church of England, not without a wifli to find them

in all points fo agreeable, in his judgment, to the

fcriptures, that he might withfatisfa&ion to himfelf

have fat down in that communion, in which he would

have rejoiced. But infuperable objections offered

themfelves to his mind. He could not affent to the

34th article, on the traditions of the church ;
nor

the 35th article, of homilies ; nor to the 36th, of

confecration of bifhops and minifters. He could

not admit the claim advanced in the 2oth article,

that the church hath power to decree rites and

ceremonies, and authority in controverfies of faith.

He alfo could not agree with the claufe relative to

infant baptifm, in the 2;th article. On thefc

grounds he defired to be admitted into the commu

nion of the Baptifts, whofe doclrine and worfhip, in

his judgment, came neareft to the holy fcriptures.f

Mr. Pilkington was baptized by the Rev. John

Piggott, minifler of the congregation in Little Wylde-

ftreet, Lincoln s-Inn fields ; who, on the occafion,

firfl addrefTed him in the prefence of the church,

ind before a numerous auditory, with a foletrm

f Crofby, vol. iv. Appendix, No. ii.
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charge to &quot;

fpeak nothing but the truth&quot; in
Declaring

the change of his fcntiments, and ftatirig the grounds

and motives of his conduft : he alfo carncllly

befpokc a candid and impartial attention from the

auditory to the account which they were to receive

from Mr. Pilkihgton, of the manner and means of

his conviftion, and of the reafons which induced him

to withdraw from the worfhip and communion of

the church of Rome. This was done by his reading

a narrative, from which the preceding hiftory is

drawn. He then in a folemn recantation profeiTed

his full conviction of all the palpable errors, corrup

tions, and novelties of the church of Rome, both in

doctrine and practice ;
and his utter abjuration of

the fame with great abhorrence and deteftation,

particularly its tenets concerning the infallibility and

fupremacy of the bifhop or church of Rome, as

grofsly intrenching on the prerogatives of Goi&amp;gt;.

Thefe afts in the proceedings of the occafion fliew

that due caution and deliberation were excrcifed on

it, and that a zeal for profelytifm did not betray the

Baptifts into a negleft of obtaining fatisfaftion con

cerning the fmcerity of the convert, and the intelli

gence and judgment with which he afted.

In September, 1701, King James died at St.

Germain s in France, above twelve years after his

exile, and after frequent unfuccefsful attempts to

regain the crown. On this the French kin^, con

trary to the advice of his miniflry, proclaimed the

pretended Prince of Wales king of England; and

$ Crofby, vol. iii. p. 353l 4 , 5 ;
Yol. iv. ut iiipra.

Y 2
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exerted h ;s intereft with other court*, in which he
had minifters, to engage their princes to own him
in the fame character. This conduct of Lewis XIV.

gave univerfal difguft. King William looked upon
it as an open violation of the treaty of Ryfwick ;

the nation felt high indignation at feeing a foreign

power, with which it was then at peace, pretend to

declare who ought to fit on the Englifh throne ; and

cxpreffed their refentment in numerous addrefles to

the king of their own choice from all parts of the

kingdom. The Baptift minifters in and about the

city of London, as a diftinct body, followed their

fellow-fubjccts in thefe teftimonies of loyalty and

affection. Their addrefs was prefented to his

Majefty at Hampton-Court, on Dec. ai, by Mr.

Stennet, introduced by the Right Honourable the

Earl of Peterborough. In this addrefs, befides

general declarations of attachment to the king, and

of folicitude for the fettlement of ths fucceffion to

the throne in the proteftant line, they delivered their

fentiments on the particular object of the addrefs in

the following manner j fpeakfng for themfelves and

for their feveral congregations, they faid,
&amp;lt;4 As we

Cf cannot forget what difficulties and dangers your
&quot;

Majefty has generoufly encountered and glorioufly
&amp;lt;c

overcome, in delivering and prote&ing thefe

&quot;

kingdoms from popery and arbitrary power, fo

&quot; we conceive a juft indignation againft the late per-
c &amp;lt;

fidious and prefumptuous conduct of the French
&quot;

king ; who, not content to enflave and perfecute
&quot; his own people, afpires to give kings and laws to
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&quot; other nations, and has taken upon him to own and
&quot; declare the pretended Prince of Wales to be king
&quot; of thefe realms, of which your Majefty is the only

&quot; lawful and rightful fovereign.*
*

Mr. Stennet, about th^ time, appeared alfo as the

advocate of the whole body with which he was

connected, by defending their difcriminating opinion

and prafticc in religion from the prefs. They were

attacked in a work, entitled &quot; Fundamentals without

&quot; a foundation, or a true pifture of the Anabaptifts,
1 *

by David Ruflcn. The defign of this treatife was

not only to controvert, but to reproach the prin

ciples of the Baptilts. Mr. Stennet replied to this

writer, without difcovering the lead appearance of

anger or refentment, in an eafy and pleafant drain,

with much learning and folid rcafoning, mixed with

fine turns of wit, which were natural to him.f

While the Baptifls derived their denomination

from one common principle concerning the nature

and defign of baptifm, there was a variety of fenti-

mcnt amongft them on feveial theological points,

which gave birth to different feels; particularly two

on doctrinal opinions, diftinguifhcd by the denomi

nation of Particular and General Baptifls. The

former were underftood to coincide in their fenti-

ments with Calvin; particularly on the doclrinc of

abfolute and perfonal or individual election. The

latter, or General Bapriih, entertained thofe views

of the divine decrees, and of the extent of the fchemc

of falvation, which had been advanced and defcndej

*
Crofby, ?ol. iij.p. 3;;, 8. \ Idem, p. 360.
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by Arminius and his adherents, and embraced the

doftrine of general redemption. Among each of,

thefe denominations there were fome congregations

who derived the difcriminating name of Sabbatarians

from their religious obfervance of the feventh day

of the week, as a day of reft and focial worfhip, in

conformity to the fourth commandment,, which they

confidered as obligatory on Chriftians. Mr. Francis

Bampfield, a fludent in Wadham college, Oxford,

and ejected
from Sherborne in Dorfetfhire, formed

a church after this, at Pinner s hall in London, on

the fabbatarian principle, of which he was a zealous

affertor.* The Baptifls of thefe different claff s

obferved, in general, the fame rules of church go
vernment as the other proteftant diffenters; except

that they admitted none, at that period, to commu

nion with them in the Lord s Supper, who had not

made the perfonalprofeflion of the chriflian faith by
immerfion. Of latter years fome of their congrega

tions have relaxed their difcipline in this refpecl,

and allow of mixed communion; and receive to the

Lord s Supper thofe who differ from them on the

queflions concerning baptifm; afting on this princi

ple, that Chrifl only is our mafter, and that every man

mud, from the fincereand impartial ftudy of the New
Teftament, form his judgment on the chridian doc

trine and inftitutions of the gofpel, and not from an

implicit or carelefs deference to the ideas and notions

of other men.

* See the Author s edition of Neal s Iliftory of the Puritans,

vol. iv. p. 610, 611, andnotet.
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The Baptils had, and in fome parts of the king

dom dill continue, an ofEcc peculiar to themfelves :

it is that of mcffcngers, or angels of the churches ;

ufing the word in its original primary fcnfe. They
are looked upon as fuperior in rank and dignity to

common pallors. To this oflkc is attached the

power of vifiting the churches through certain

appointed didri&s, containing, perhaps, fcvcral

counties. At ordinations, if one of thefe angels or

meflengers be prcfent, he ordains by laying on his

own hands only; and thus qualifies the perfon

ordained to be a mellenger, wherever he is chofen

to that office. But if the perfons elected to it have

received ordination only from common pallors, he

mud be ordained again by one or more of thofe

angels, before he can himfclf aft in that capacity.

The mod able, ufcful, and active miniders are elected

to vifit the churches, and to exercife a kind of

general fuperintendency under that name. It is

apprehended that Titus, Timothy, and Sylvanus

were meflcngers in the earlied times of cluidianity.

They red the origin and authority of the office,

particularly on theapodolicdeclaration, 2 Cor. viii. 3,
&quot; Whether any do enquire of Titus, he is my partner
&quot; and fellow-helper concerning you; or our brethren
&quot; be enquired of, they are the meflcngers of the

&quot;

churches, and the glory of
Chrid.&quot;J

On fuch

grounds they argued for the jus divinum of the

t Crofby, TO!, iii. p. 173 ; Thompfon s MS. Colleclions, pcnet

me, vol. i. article Bofton in Lincolnlhirc ; Lvct (bed s Sermon, en

titled,
&quot; The Meflengers* Miffion,&quot; preached at Canterbury at the

ordination of mcflcngers, July agth, 1783.
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mefTenger s office. The Baptifls had alfo, amongfl
fome of their churches, the cuttom of receiving into

their community newly-baptized perfons by impofi-

lion of hands, as a tradition and practice derived

from the apoftles, and as an early and invariable

method of admitting members into the church of

Chrift ; this cuftom they reckon one of the fix fun

damentals or ce
principles of the doctrine of Chrift,&quot;

enumerated Heb. vi. i, 2.

From this furvey of the general hiftory of the

Baptifls during the period between the Revolution

and the death of King William, our plan leads us to

notice thofe individuals who, at that time, appear

to have been particularly efleemed and regarded by
them as men of talents and influence.

Amongfl: thefe was Mr. William Kiffin, who began
his miniflry with the Independents ; but afterwards

taking a part in the conferences that were held in

the congregation of Mr. Henry Jeflfey, when the

majority of them adopted the fentimeBts of the

Baptifts,* Mr. Kiffin at that time changed his opi

nion, and joined himfelf to the church of Mr. John

Spilibury. A difference arofe between them about

permitting an individual to preach to them, who
had not been initiated into the chriflian church

by immerfion
;
as if the confcientious omiflion, on

one fide, of a right confidered as an inflitution of

Chrifl by the other party, could vitiate the func

tions of the minifler: or as if a mutual indulgence
to the dictates of confcience could be a criminal

* See Neal, vol. iii. p. 517.
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connivance at error. On this point thefe good men

parted, but to their credit ibey kept up a friendly

correfpondence. Mr. Kitfin became the p^dor of

abaptift congregation in Devonfhire-fquare, London.

After the Refloration he had great influence at court,

both with the King, and Chancellor Hyde ; and

poilcfling opulence, is reported to have fupplied his

Majefty, on preifing emergencies, with a p efcnt of

ten thoufand pounds. He improved his intereft

with the king to obtain an order for the examination,

in council, of a fcurrilous and malignant pamphlet,

meant to defame the Baptifts, entitled &quot; Baxter
&quot;

baptized in blood.&quot;* Another efFeft of his

influence was the pardon of twelve baptifts, who

were condemned to death at Ayleibury, for refuting

to conform to the eftabliihed church, under a claufe

in the conventicle aft of the 3^th of Queen EH*

zabeth, by the juftices of the county at a quarter

feflions : a proceeding which furprized the king,

who could fcarcely believe that any law to jultify

putting his fubje&s to death for religion only could

be in force.f Mr. Kiffin himfelf had, in the time of

the Commonwealth, been profecuted under the

ordinance of Parliament, ena&amp;lt;fted, with a defined
reference to Mr. Riddle, for punifliing blafphemics

and herefies. On the i 2th July 1655, he was fum-

moned before the Lord-Mayor, and charged with

a breach of this ordinance, by preaching that &quot; the

*
bapiifm of infants was unlawful.&quot; That magiilratc

* Sec Ncal, vol. iv. p. 477.

f roft&amp;gt;y,
vol. ii. p. 181; and vol. iii. p. 5.
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being bufy, the execution of the penalty incurred

was referred to the following Monday.* The influ

ence Tvhich he had at Court, inftead of ah,i(hing

malignity, provoked it, and increafed the number of

his enemies, and they formed a ddign upon his

life; which coming to his knowledge by a letter

that was intercepted, he was fo happy as to eftape.

He and Mr. Knollys advocated the principles of the

Baptifts againft Dr. Grew and Dr. Bryan, in a

difptnation held at Coventry ; in which both fides

claimed the victory, but which was conducted with

good temper and great moderation, and clofed with

out any diminution of friendly regards. Mr. KiiFm

lived to be very old, and preached to the lad. He
was a man of confiderable parts, had learning, and

was an acute difputant. It is a fign of his weight, and

of the eftimation in which he was held by the reli

gious and political communities, that he was one of

the five baptifts, who were made aldermen by King

James II. when he deprived the city of London

of its charter,f

Another individual, who obtained diflinclion among
the baptifts of that day, and was the author of a

Treatife in 410. on the fubjecl of baptifm, was Mr.
Thomas Patient , who began his mini (try among the

Independents in New England ;
but by his own re

flections in reading the fcriptures, was led to con

clude that infant baptifm had no foundation in

them. This change ot fentiments provoked the

refentment of his brethren, and expofed him to much
*

Crofbyj vol. i. p. 215. t Id. vol. iii. p. 3, 4, 5*



C. III. PHOTESTANT DISSENTERS. 331

fullering, and which induced him to emigrate to

England ; where he became co-paftor with Mr.

William Kiflin. He accompanied General Fleet-

wood to Ireland, and fettled there
;
and after Dr.

Wintcrwas removed by the General, ufually preached
in the Cathedral. The imered of the baptifls was

much advanced by his labours in that kingdom, and

lie is thought to have formed the baptifl church at

Cloughkeating ; which in the year 1 740 confided of

between two or three hundred members, united in

one communion, though fome were of the general

and others of the particular perfuafion. This church

was implicated in the profecutions which followed

the fuppreflion of Monmouth s infurrcclion; and the

minider and all the members were tried for their

lives. The foreman of the jury fwore, before he

went into the court, that he would not leave it till

he had brought them all in guilty : a rafli and pro

fane way of prejudging a caufe. As foon as he

entered the court he died : and the red of the jury

acquitted them.*

There did not arife among this denomination of

chriflians a more remarkable character, in many re-

fpecls, than Mr. John Bunyan\ who was born of

honed but poor parents, at Elftow in Bedfordfhire,

in 1628. His father was a tinker : his education

confided only in being taught to read and write ;

and after he was grown up, he followed his father s

occupation. In 1645 he fervcd as a folJier in the

Parliament s army at the fiege of Leiceder. In his

*
Crofby, vol. iii, p. 43.
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youth hs was very vicious, and greatly corrupted

the manners of his young companions. He became

at length a thoughtful and pious man. Different

incidents fcem to have awakened the principle of

confcience in his bread, and to have led him into

deep, ferious, and penitent reflections. The reproof

of a woman, a notorioufly wicked character, id-

drefled to him with fharpnefs, when he was curfing

and fwearing in a vehement manner, and reproaching

him as able to fpoil all the youth in the town, filled

him with lhame, and determined him to refrain from

that profane practice. An accidental convcrfarion

with a poor man on religion induced him to apply

himfelfto reading the fcriptures ; which was fol

lowed by fuch a reformation, both in his words and

life, that the change in his manners filled his neigh

bours with aftonifhment, and converted their former

cenfures of his conduct into commendation and

praife.
A cafual conference alfo with four poor

women, into whofe company he fell at Bedford, on

the fubject of the new birth, left very ferious im-

prefTions on his mind. He himfelf, it appears,

afcribed his converfion, principally, or in the firft

inflance, to a fudden voice from Heaven, faying,
* Will thou leave thy fins, and go to heaven; or have

ce
thy fins, and go to hell r&quot; and accofting him when

he was at play with his companions. This excited

fuch an aftonifhment, that he immediately left his

fport, and looking up to heaven, whence the voice

feemed to come, he thought he faw the Lord Jefus

looking down upon him and threatening him with
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fomegrievous punifliment for his irreligious praftices.

This fuppofed phenomenon indicated a flate of mind

prcvioufly much agitated and affc&ed with confcious

guilt, aided by the force and vivacity of an imagi
nation (Irongly nurtured with enthufiafra, of the in

fluence of which his hiltoryaiFords various inftances;

for on other and future occafions he conceived that

he faw vfions and heard voices from heaven. The
turn of his thoughts, and the natural power of fancy,

prefeming images fuitablc to his remorfe and fears,

were as really the means which agracious Providence

employed to bring him to repentance, and the

efFeft was the fame, as if a real fupernatural im-

pn fTion had been made on his ear, or a miraculous

fcene had been preicmed to his eye. He became a

man of fincere piety and blamelefs morals
; though

the latter did not fcrecn him from malicious and

groundlcfs calumnies; and the former was unhappily

accompanied with great bigotry and a ccnforious

fpirit. When he married, he was extremely poor,

not having fo much furniture as even a diili or a

fpoon, and all the portion his wife brought him,

confided in two books,
&quot; The plain Man s Path-way

&quot; to Heaven,&quot; and * The Practice of
Piety.&quot;

After

his converfion he wis baptized by Mi. Gifford, the

miniilcr of the baptift church, in Bedford, and ad

mitted a member of it about the year 1655.* His

* Loog before the year 1650, there were in this town 2n4

neighbourhood pious pcrfons, who felt a detection of cpifr^pal

fuperftition and tyranny, and united in fearching after nonconfar-

milb, called in that day Puritans. The chief among thclc were
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talents and gifts and religious fpirit attracted the

attention of this congregation, amongft whom he

for fomc time gave a word of exhortation, or led

their worfhip, till they called him to the chara&er

of a public minifter, and fet him apart to that office

by fading and prayer. He wa^ a popular preacher,

and generally fpoke with much fluency and with great

effeft. A Cambridge fcholar, who afterwards be

came a very eminent minifler in the county, is par

ticularly mentioned as an inftance of the power and

the Rev. Mr. Man, Mr. John Grew, Mr. John Efton, and Mr.

Anthony Harrington. They neither were nor defired to be formed

into a church ;
but were zealous to edify each other, and to pro

mote the gofpel by their liberality and friendfhip. Always keeping

a door open, and a table furniflied, for thofe minifters and chriftians

who evinced a zeal for the purity and practice of religion. About

the year 1650 came among them Mr. John Gifford, a native of

Kent, who had been a great royalift and a major in the king s army;
but had been recently under deep religious impreflions, and had

commenced preacher. His labours in that character were acceptable,

and fuccefsful in awakening in the minds offome a religious con

cern, and in engaging thele friends of piety to form themfclves into

a church, of which he was chofen the paftor or elder.

&quot; The principles on which they entered into fellowfhip one
&quot; with another, and on which they received new members into
&quot; their chriftian afibciation, werefaith in Cbrift and holhiefs of lifey
&quot; without rcipeft to this or that circumftance of opinion in outward
&quot; or circumftantial points. By thcle means faith and holinels were
&quot;

encouraged, love and amity were maintained, difputing and
&quot; occufional janglings were avoided, and many that were weak in
&quot; the faith were confirmed in the principles of eternal life.&quot;* In

confiftency with the large ban s, on which this church was confti-

tutcd, its next minifter, Mr. Bunyan, was an advocate for the mixed
communion of chriilians,* who differed in opinion on the qucftions
relative to baptifm.

* Thomfon s Colledlions, vol. i. Bedford MSS.
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fuccefs of his preaching. Mr. Bunyan was to

appear on a week-day in the pulpit of a church in a

country village, in the county; and a great number of

people was collected together to hear him. The

Cambridge ftudent riding by at the time enquired,

what meant the concourfc of people ? He was told

that one Bunyan, a tinker, was to preach there
;

in

a fponive mood he committed his hoifeto the care

of a boy, faying,
&quot; he was rcfolved to hear the tinker

&quot;pratef*
and went into the church. His attention

was fixed; he was affected and impreflcd; he came

out feiious and thoughtful, and much changed;
and would, when he could gratify his taflc, hear

none but the tinker for a long time.* The learned

Dr. Owen, the vice-chancellor of the univerfity of

Oxford, countenanced his rainifterial labours, and

attended his fermons. The intolerance of the go

vernment, in a few years, put a (lop to this courfe

of ferviccs. On the i2th of November, 1660, he

was requeued to preach at G;mfcl, near Harlington,

in Bedford(hire ; and there he was apprehended by

virtue of a warrant granted by Francis Wingate, efq;

a juftice
of peace, before \vhcm he was taken, and

then committed to Bedford goal. After an impri-

fonment of feven weeks he was tried on an indict

ment at Bedford quarter-fcffions ; charged with

&quot;

having devittfbly
and pernicioufly abftaincd from

&quot;

coming to church to hear divine fcrvicc; and with

&quot; bein:* a common upholder of fevcral unlawful

meetings and conventicles, to the great difiurbanc*
*

Croftjv, vol. ill. p. 65.
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&amp;lt;c and dtftraftion of the good fubje&s of this king-
&quot;

dom, contrary to the laws of our fovereign lord

&quot; the
king.&quot; All, it has been

juftly obferved,

that John Bunyan had been guilty of, though it

was alleged to be thus &quot;

devilifh and pernicious^
&quot; and fo wickedly calculated to dlfturb and diftratt
*c the good people of England,&quot; was merely wor-

fhipping GOD according to the dilates of his own

confcience, and endeavouring to propagate his own

religious opinions. But even the fa&s ftated in this

ridiculous indi&ment were not proved, no witneffes

were produced againft him : but foina words which

came from him in the courfe of a conversion with

the juftices,
were taken for a conviction and re

corded : he was fent back to prifon, under this

fentence, to lie there for three months : and if he

did not then engage to hear divine fervice, and attend

in the church, and defift from preaching, to be ba-

nifhed the realm; and in cafe of not leaving the realm

on an appointed day, or of returning to it without

a fpecial licence from the king, to be hanged.*
His wife, to whom, at the time of his commitment,

he had been married aimed two years,f on the fol

lowing affizes addrefled herfelf to the judges; but

the juftices had prejudiced them, to the utmoft they

could, againft him. Sir Matthew Hale who was one

of them, and appeared to know nothing of his

biftory indeed, had the matter come judicially
*

Biographia Britannica, by Kippis and others, vol. iii. article

page 12, note i.

i She x\- his fccond \viic.
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before him, feemed clefirous to afford him relief;

and advifed his wife to procure a writ of error :

but Bunyan and his friends were either too poor, or

too little acquainted with fuch matters, to take the

nccefiury (teps to obtain his enlargement. The

fentcnce of baniihment was never executed againft

him; but he was detained in prifon from fefiions to

fefiions, from affizcs to aflizes, without being brought

before the judges, and obtaining permiflion to plead

his caufe, till his imprifonment lafted twelve years.

He endured the evils of this long confinement with

perfect refignation and patience ; learnt to make

long tagged thread-laces, and fupported himfelf by
it ;

and wrote many of his tracts, though his library

is faid to have confided only of his Bible and the

Book of Martyrs. His enlargement at laft is afcribed

to the compaflion and intereft of the worthy prelate

Dr. Barlow bifhop of Lincoln, and to the inter

ference of Dr. Owen.* There was an exiding Jaw,

which inverted a bifhop with the power to relcafc

a prifoner, fituated as was Mr. Bunyan, if any two

perfons would join in a cautionary bond that he

fhould conform in half a year. Dr. Owen readily

confentcd, on being requefled, to give his bond.

The bifhop, on application being made to him, de

clined availing himfelf of his epifcopal prerogative;

but as the law provided that, in cafe of a bifhop s

refufal, application fhould be made to the Lord

Chancellor to ifluc out an order to take the cautionary

bond and relcafe the prifoner, the bifhop propofed
*

Britifli Biography, vol. vi. p. ic.

Z
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this mode of proceeding as more fafe for himfelf

at that critical time, as he had many enemies, and

promifed a compliance with the order of the chan

cellor. This meafure, though it was not fo direft

as the other, and was more expenfive, was adopted,
and Mr. Bunyan was releafed. In the lad year of

his imprifonment, 1671, on the death of Mr. Gifford,

he had been unanimouily chofen to fucceed him in

the paftoral office.

After his enlargement, he employed himfelf in

preaching and writing ;
and made journies into

various parts of the kingdom to vifit pious perfons

of his own religious views, which vifitations fixed on

him the title of &quot;

Bifhop Bunyan.&quot; When James
II. publifhed his declaration for the liberty ofcon-

iciencc in 1687, though he faw it proceeded not

from kindnefs to proteflant diiTenters, and his piercing

judgment anticipated the black cloud of flavery

which the funfhine of tranfient liberty was intended

to introduce, yet he thought it right to improve the

prcfent day ; and by the contributions of his fol

lowers built a public meeting-houfe at Bedford, in

which he conftantly preached to large congregations.

It was his conftant praftice alfo, after his liberty, to

vifit London once a year; where he preached in

feveral places, particularly in Southwark, to nume

rous auditors, with great acceptance. At lad he

fell, not a viftim to the malignant fpirit of perfecu-

tion, but a facrifice, in the event, to the pacific
kind

nefs of his own heart. A young gentleman having

fallen under the refentment of his father, requeued
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Mr. Bunyan s reconciliatory offices to make up the

breach. He undertook and happily effected this

benevolent office. On his return to London, from

the journey which it occafioned, he was overtaken

with exceflive rains, and contracted a cold from

being very wet, which brought on a violent fever,

that in ten days put a period to his life at the houfe

of Mr. Straddocks, a grocer, on Snow-hill, on the

1 2th of Auguft, in the 6oth year of his age.

According to the defcription of his perfon and the

delineation of his character, drawn by the continua-

tor of his life,
&quot; he appeared in countenance to be

&quot; of a (tern and rough temper, but was in his con-
cc verfation mild and affable

;
not given to loquacity

&amp;lt;: or much difcourfe in company, unlefs fome
&quot;

urgent occafion required it
; obfcrving never to

cc boafl of himfclf or his parts, but rather feein low
&quot;

in his own eyes, and fubmitted himfelf to the
cc

judgment of others
; abhorring lying and fwear-

&quot;

ing; being juft,
in all that lay in his power, to his

&quot; word ;
not feeming to revenge injuries, loving to

&quot;reconcile differences, and making friendfhip with
&quot;

all ; he had an excellent difccrnment of perfons,
&quot;

being of good judgment and quick wit. As for

&quot; his perfon, he was tall of flature
; ftrong boned,

&quot;

though not corpulent ; fomewhat of a ruddy face,
&quot; with fharp and fparkling eyes ; wearing his hair

f&amp;lt; onhis upper lip after the old Britifh fafhion ;

&quot; his hair reddifh, but in his latter days time had
te

fprinkled it with grey ;
his nofe well fet, but not

&quot;

declining or bending ;
and his mouth moderately

z 2
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&quot;

large ;
his forehead fomething high, and his habit

cc
always plain and modeft.&quot;

&quot; When he arrived at the 6oth year of his age,
&quot; he had written books,&quot; it has been obferved,
&amp;lt;c

er^ual to the number of his
years.&quot;

His works,

which had been long printed in detached pieces on

tobacco paper, were collected together and reprinted

in 1 736 and 1737, in 2 vols. folio; and have fmce been

reprinted in a fairer edition, particularly in one iinpref-

lion with a recommendation from the pen of Mr. Geo.

Whitfield. The Pilgrim s Progrefs had, in the

year 1784, palTed through upwards of 50 editions.

Bunyan,
t; who had been mentioned,&quot; fays Mr.

Granger,
te

amongft the leait and loweft of our
&quot;

writers, dcferves a much higher rank than is com-
&quot;

monly imagined. His matter-piece is his c

Pilgrim s

&quot; c

Progrefs/ one of the moil popular, and I may
&quot;

add, one of the mod ingenious books in the

&quot; Kn-ffhfh language.* It pivcs us a clear and diftincl:o c&amp;gt; o o
&quot; idea of Calviniflical divinity. The allegory is

&quot;

admirably carried on, and the characters are juftly

&quot;drawn and uniformly fupported. The author s

iC

original and poetic genius (nines through the
4C coarfenefs and vulgarity of his language, and inti-

&quot; marcs that if he had been a matter of numbers he

might have compofed a poem worthy cf Spenfer
&quot;

hiiv.kif. As this opinion may be deemed paradox-
*

ical, I fliall venture to name two perfons of
4&amp;lt; eminence of the fame fentimcnts

; one, the late

Bicgraphia Britannica, ut ante, note Z.

* Thir. oblervation, Mr. Granger oblerves in the margin, is not

to be extended to the iccondpart.
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&quot; Mr. Mcrrick, of Reading, \vho has been heard to

&quot;

lay in convcri it ou, that his invention was like

&quot; that of Homer; the other, Dr. Roberts, fellow

&quot; of Eton college.
?

J

The mixture of the dramatic and narrative, en

livening the ityle, Lord Kaimes remarks, has ren

dered the &quot;

Pilgrim s Progrtfs,&quot; and &quot; Robinfon
&quot;

Crufoe,&quot; great favourites of the vulgar, and has

been the caufe of their having been tranflated into

fcveral European languages. Banyan had fuch an

extraordinary knack in amufing and parabolical

competitions under the form oi vifions, that fomc

thought there were communications made to him

in dreams, and that he firfl really dreamt over the

matter contained in his writings of this kind. This

notion was not a little propagated by his pi&ure

prefixed to fomc of his treatiics, in which he is

reprcfented in a fleeping pofture. An anonymous
author in 1729, freaking of the &amp;lt;c

Pilgrim s Pro-
&quot;

grefs,&quot;
remarked that &quot;

it had
infinitely outdone

&quot; The Tale of a Tub, which perhaps had not made
kt one convert to infidelity ; whereas the Pilgrim s

&quot;

I rogrcfs had converted many fumers to Chrift.&quot;*

Dr. Kippis, with great deference to the opinions

of fuch judges as Mr. Mcrrick and Dr. Roberts,

doubts whether Bunyan could ever have been capable

of rifing to a production worthy a Spcnfcr. The

poverty, not with regard to numbers only but to

J (Ji anger s Hiftory of England, vol. iii.
j&amp;gt;. 348, 8vo. cd. 1779.

The above remarks are taken from Mr. Oldy s MSS. See

Biographia Britannica&amp;gt; ut ante, p. i,j, note L,
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fancy, vifible in the fpecimens of his verification,

juftifies
an apprehenfion, that with the heft advan

tages of education he would fcarcely have attained

to complete poetical compofition.
&quot; He had the

&amp;lt;e

invention, but not the other natural qualifications
&quot; which are neceffary to conftitute a great poet.
&quot; If his genius had intended him to be any thing
&quot; more than a poet in profe, it would probably,
&quot; like Shakefpeare s, have broken through every
&quot;

difficulty of birth and ftation.&quot;

It may be added, that a learned bifliop,t whofe

practical writings glow with a devotional fpirit, and

whofe commentaries are (till in high eftimation,

publifhed alfo an allegorical work, entitled
&quot; The

&quot;

Pilgrim;&quot; but not with a fuccefs or reputation that

could in any degree rival Bunyan s performance.

The writer of this recollefts that at a claifical lelTon,

when he was at St. Paul s fchool, Mr. Allen, the

learned editor of Demofthenes, patted high enco

miums on the latter work, as greatly fuperior in

point of invention to the former, which has now

funk into oblivion.

This article, it may be apprehended, has been

carried to a length beyond the proportion of room

it (hould occupy in a work not profefledly biogra

phical ; but the fingularity of the chara&cr will be

admitted as an apology.J

In the lift of thofe who fuftained great trials in

a confcientious adherence to their religious profefllon,

f BilKop Patrick.

t Biographia Brita.nnica ; Granger s Hiilory of England ;
Britifli

Biography, as before ;
and Crofby, vol. iii. p. 63 75.
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was Mr. Henry Forty, in his early years a member

of Mr. Jcflcy ji congregation, and afterwards paftor

of the church at Abingdon. His own parents, as

well as many other perfons, received a pious deter

mination of mind from his preaching. He lay

twelve years, for the teftimony of a good confdencc,

in prifon at Exeter
;
and died in the 67th year of

his age, in 1692, with the character of a man of

great piety and unblameable manners. Mr. Benj.

Keach preached his funeral fermon.

The (hort hiftory of the next perfon, Mr. Isaac

Lamb^ was marked with many peculiar circumflances.

He was a native of Colchcftcr, where he was born

in 1650, and for fome time attended his father in

Cromwell s army. From his youth he difcovered an

affectionate attachment to piety, and took great

delight in the perufal of the fcriptures. His pro-

grcfs in that ftudy furpaffed what could be expected
from his years. The gravity of his afpcft and the

ferioufnefs of his deportment gave him fo manly
and dignified an appearance, that at the age of 16

he was made chaplain of the Conflant Warwick, a

man of war in Oliver s navy. lie often preachcJ

before Admiral Blakej and once in the prefcnce of

him, Admiral Pcnn, and another naval officer of

the fame rank. He delivered ferious, interefling

thoughts in an agreeable manner. At one time fix

of the (hip s crew were baptized by him in an arm

of the fea. After having been on different occafionp,

not fewer than twenty times, on the French or

Spanifh fhores, and at other places, he returned
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from Holland in 1660 in the fame fleet which

brought over Charles II. His principles of non

conformity foon expofed him to privations and

fufferings. He was offered a benefice of an lool.

per annum ; which, as he could noc, confidently

with his fentiments, fprinkle the children of the

parifh, he declined to accept. It was propofed to

him to do this part of his parochial duty by another;

but it was repugnant to his fenfe of religious fimpli-

city and integrity to engage a fubflitute to perform
a fervice, which in his view was a mifapplication of

a chriftian inflitution. He therefore refufed the

living. It heightened the merit of this facrifke to

the delicacy of principle, that he loft by his refufal

200!. due on the living, and ready to be paid to the

next incumbent. Being fixed by this determination

among the diflenters, he became paflor of a congre

gation in Eaft-Smithfield. It greatly increafed under

his popular flrain of preaching ; and removed to a

new building, erefted for its accommodation, in Vir-

ginia-fi:reet, Ratcliffe highway ; where die auditory
was numerous, and the communicants amounted at

times to three hundred. Their worfhip was often

difturbed by officers and foldiers in King Charles

reign. Once an officer with his military fubalterns

came and commanded him to be filent. He anfwered

in the words of the apoftle,
&quot; Whether it be right

** in the fight of GOD to hearken unto you more
&quot; than unto GOD, judge ye.&quot; Upon which the

officer with his foldiers went off. At another time

Sir William Smith, Mr. Bury, Mr. Brown, and four



C. III. PROTESTANT DISSENTERS.

other juflices, came in their coaches, with a mob,
to break the windows and to tear up the pews and

pulpit of the mceting-houfe, as they had before done

at the mceting-houfe of Mr. Hercules Collins, inO

the neighbourhood. But Mr. Lamb, having pre-

vioufly received notice of their intention, had, by
the advice of a friend, removed all the furniture of

the place, except a few loofe forms
;

fo that they

were difappointed in their purpofe ; on which one

of the juftices faid, that his name ought to have been

F&amp;lt;?,Y,
and not Lamb. He died on the 2oth of Augufl

1691. He was a man of fwect temper and exem

plary converfation
; and great ufefulnefs marked

his courfe.

One of the mod diftinguiftied characters amongft
the General Baptifts of the times was Mr. Thomas

Grantbanij dcfcended from a reduced branch of

an antient family of rank and opulence inLmcolnfhire.

He was born, in the year 1634, in the village of

Halton, near Spilfby ;
and the houfe in which he

drew his firft breath, is (till flicwn to thofe who

venerate his memory. As his parents were in low

circumitanccs, he was brought up a taylor ; but he

afterwards directed his attention to agriculture, and

occupied a farm. From an early period of his life

his mind received a ferious and religious tincture;

and he was baptized, on the profefGon of his faith

in the gofpcl, about the age of nineteen, and joined

die church at Bofton. In the year 1656, when he

was 22 years of age, he was chofen paftor of a

*
Crofby, vol.ui.p. xoc 103.
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church in the South-Marfli parts of the county, con

fiding then only of four perfons. He had for

feveral years afTociated with them, and been active

in ailiding their religious improvement by procuring

miniders to preach to them publicly, or exercifmg

his own gifts for prayer and indruction among them

privately. This fmall fociety was a branch of a

church which arofe in 1644, formed at firft on the

principle of rejecting in the adminidration of baptifm,

while they retained the practice of fprinkling, the

crofs and fponfors. Some of them afterwards, as

they purfued their religious enquiries, faw reafons to

adopt the practice of immerfion on a profeffion of

faith. This change in the fentiments of fome did

not meet with the concurrence of all : difagreements

arofe, which terminated in a difunion in 1651. The
few who embraced the principles of the baptifls,

after Mr. Gramham s connection with them, as a

paftor, foon increafed in numbers. His zeal and

energy animated the red. As they had an acceflion

of new members, there arofe among them feveral

who became acceptable and ufeful miniders. They
drew the attention of their neighbours on themfelves,

and were expofed to the malignity of enemies. Mr.

Grantham and feveral others were fummoned before

the magidrates ; who, as the accufations alleged

againd them had no foundation but in lies and

forged dories, foon perceived their innocence, and

they were fet at liberty, and went on cheerfully,

though often infulted by the mob and oppofed by
the clergy. Even during the Protectorate, or inter-
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regnum, their preachers were interrupted in their

difcourfes ;
and fometimes dragged out of doers,

and pelted and (loned with barbarous violence. All

this abufc they bore with patience and meeknefs.

Their meetings were held firft, at Hakon and other

places, in private houfes ; at length they obtained a

grant of Northolm chapel, near Croft, and not far

from Waynfleet. Here they remained fome years,

and had many accefHons of members to their com

munion. Among others, Mr. John Watts, a perfon

of eminence and reputation in thofe parts, who had

been educated for the miniflry at the univcrfity ;

but not being able, from a principle of confcience,

to conform to the rites and practices of the national

church, he had obtained no dignity or preferment.

He became, after he had joined himfelf to Mr.

Grantham and his friends, the worthy paftor of a

baptiil church gathered by his miniftry, and which

held their aflemblies for divine worfhip in his own

houfe.

Mr. Grantham is fuppofed to have drawn up the

&quot; Narrative and Complaint,&quot; dating the fufferings

of the Baptifts, which accompanied the &quot; Brief

&quot; Confeilion of Faith,&quot; and &quot;

Petition,&quot; prcfented to

the king, Charles lid, on the 26th of July, 1660.*

About 1662 he was apprehended, carried before a

macnftrate, and bound over to the affixes to be holdcnO

for the county of Lincoln. At the fame time many

*
Univerfal Theological Magazine, vol. iii. p. 8. N. B. The

Brict Confcflion is given by Crofby, vol. ii. Appendix, No.iv. ; and

in die preceding Mifccllany, p. 9, 10 ; and No. xiv. p. 5759-
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of the baptifts were haraffed with profecutions for

abfence from the eftablifhed church, and with the

exaction of penalties of aol. per month. The con-

fequence of the proceedings againft Mr. Grantham

was an imprifonment for fifteen months. Obloquy
and infult were added to the evils of confinement.

Several clergymen who vifited him upbraided him

with being a jefuit ; and a rumour was fpread that

he was a papift. To confute this calumny and coun

teract the impreflions which it made, he publiflied a

comroverfy which he maintained with a Roman

Catholic, and entitled it,
&quot; The Baptift againll the

&quot;

Papift.
5

By this prudent conduft he filenced the

report. During his imprifonment he publifhed a

treatife entitled,
&amp;lt;e The Prifoneragainfl the Prelate

;

&quot;

or, a Dialogue between the Common Gaol of

&quot; Lincoln and the Cathedral :&quot; and another work

under the title of&quot; Chriftianifmus Primitivus.&quot; In

thefe publications, as the defigned brevity of &quot; The
&quot; Brief Confeflion&quot; had occafioned fome ambiguity,

he treated the fubjeft more explicitly and fully.

When we confider the prevailing fentiments of that

age concerning the doctrine of the Trinity, it is a

fingular circum fiance that the firft article in this

confeflion cxpreiTes the doctrine of the Unity of

GOD with a fcriptural fimplicity, that is in obvious

contraft to the received ftandards, the Catechifm of

theWeftmi niter AfTembly, and the thirty-nine articles

of the Church of England. This may juftly excite

our furprize, while it recommends itfelf to our appro

bation. It runs thus,
&quot; We believe, and are very
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confident, that there is but ONE GOD, \hc. Father 9

&quot; of whom are all things from cverlafling to ever-
&quot;

lafting, glorious and unwordablc in all his

&quot;

attributes :&quot; i Cor. viii. 6 ;
Ifa. xl. 28. At the

aflizes, in the fpring of 1663, no one appearing and

no crime being alleged againfl them, Mr. Grantham

and his virtuous fellow fufferers, who had been

committed with him, were difcharged, and returned

to the churches to which they belonged, who re

ceived them with no fmall joy.

Mr. Grantham fufFered a fecond imprifonment

under the operation of the Conventicle Aft, which

was firfl patted for feven years in 1663, and was

revived at the expiration of that term with addi

tional claufes of heightened ftverity in 1670 : under

the authority of this Aft foldicrs were empowered to

difarm thofe that diflented from the national efla-

blifhmcnt. Though no arms were found in the

poflcfiion of the baptifts, yet their houfcswerc rifled,

their goods carried off, and they themfelvcs forced

away from their wives and families, without knowing
whither they were to be driven, or whether they

(hould be profccuted by law, or fall a facrifke to

military force. They were dragged from town to

town, and compelled to run like lacqueys by the

fides of the foldicrs horfcs. Mr. Grantham, Mr.

John Grcc, and Mr. John Green, with fcvcral

others, were thus the viftims of armed infolence and

violence. Mr. Grantham and his friends were

lodged, tied up during the whole ni&quot;ht, at an inn,

in a room not fit for entertainment : their Gtuacioo
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drove fleep from their eyes; nor would the foldiers

rake any reft, but fat up near them, and with rioting

and revellings, oaths andcurfes, annoyed andfhocked

thefe pious pnfoners. On the morning they were

conduced to Louth, put into the houfe of correction,

and afterwards brought before the committee. At

this tribunal, infleadof well-fupported charges againft

them, infidious queflions were put, to draw from

them fome ground of accufation; and they were

alked to pledge themfelves on oath to conformity*

Though the times afforded many examples of thofe

who had been terrified into a dereliction of their

principles, thefe good men, and the baptifts in ge

neral, remained firm and unfhaken in their religious

profefiion. Mr. Gramham and his two fellow fuf-

ferers were by ftrict command fent to gaol, where

they lay for half a year. During their imprifonment
the aflizes came on, but their enemies prevented
their caufe from being heard. They were after

wards, at the quarter-feflions, brought before the

juftices ;
but the bench refufed to enter into the cafe,

or proceed againft them. Upon this the Sheriff

pleaded, that as he had produced them in open
court, he was free from his charge ; and fo they
were let at liberty, but without any compenfation for

their unjufl imprifonment and attendant fufferings.

Mr. Grantham, foon after his liberation, was

hanuTcd under a different and unfanctioned mode
of pcrfecuting malignity. He was profecuted on

action of lool. for with force of arms beating and

uncivilly treating the wife of a certa
:

n perfon j
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merely on the ground of his having baptized her.

But to the (hame of his profecutors, the caufe which

threatened his ruin was thrown out of court at the

next affizes as a malicious profccution.
&quot; The malice and violence of their enemies againft

&quot; Mr. Grantham and his adherents often carried

&quot; them to the greateft and molt {hocking lengths.
&quot; Defamation and lying accufations were among
%e their moft common weapons. The word of men
&quot;

appearing as informers ; the woril of
jnagiftratcs

&quot;

abetting and encouraging them; and the word
&quot; of priefts, who firft began to blow the fire, now
*

feeing how it fpread, clapping their hands, and
&amp;lt;c

hallooing them on to this evil work.&quot;* In vin

dication of themfelvcs and their principles againft

this malicious treatment, Mr. Grantham drew up
a fmall piece, which was never publifhed, entitled,
&quot; The Baptid s Complaint againft the perfecuting
66

Pried, &c.&quot; This traft was a remonftrancc

againft the perfecuting fpirit,
to which this denomi

nation of chriftians, notwithftanding their friendly

deportment and faithful endeavours to maintain

peace and brotherly concord, had been expofed for

more than thirty years ;
which (lirred up pcrfons

in authority to harafs them by imprifonment and

feizurc of their goods ;
and which cxprcfled itfclf

in irreligious abufe and invectives even from the

pulpit, where they were fligmatized as &quot;

heretics,
*

and &quot; damned fanatics.&quot; This malicious treatment

was provoked only by their &quot;difleatfrom the Church
* Uniycrial Theological Magazine, ut ante, p. 6j.
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&quot; of England in fome practices, which the moft

&quot; learned confefled had neither precept nor precedent
&quot;

in the word.&quot; It was more criminal in the clergy

to manifcft this conduct towards baptifls, becaufe

they had never withheld from them their dues
;
but

had paid them their demands as punctually as any

others, and, as they alleged, probably from better

principles.
&quot; For we confider,&quot; they pleaded,

&quot; that

&amp;lt;{ when we either hire or purchafe land, the tenth

&quot;

is excepted, and is therefore not ours. But yet it

&quot;

is alfo to be confidered, that tithes were not given
&quot; to maintain men in drunkennefs, lording over, per-
&quot;

fecuting, and ruining fuch as fear GOD, merely
&quot; becaufe they difTent from them in the things
&quot;

aforefaidj yet thus goes the bufmefs in thefe

days; by which unreafonable practices they out-

&quot; do the falfe prophets who were of old, for they
&quot;

prepared war againfl thofe that did not put into

&amp;lt;c their mouths, but thefe devour thofe that labour
&quot; to maintain them.&quot; A concluding fentiment in

this
&quot;

Complaint&quot; deferves, for its juftnefs and force,

to be repeated.
&quot; We believe,&quot; obferves Mr.

Grantham in the name of his fellow fufferers,
fc and

&quot; are fure, that to perfecute is no mark of the true
&quot;

church, but to fuller perfecution is fo
;
and that

&quot;

religion is not worth profefling in time of peace,
* which is not worth owning in the time of the
&quot;

greatefl trouble.&quot;*

Mr. Grantham, after this recent difcharge from

gaol, again fuffered imprifonment feveral times ; and
*

Cro/by, vol. iii. p, 8488.



C. III. PROTESTANT DISSENTERS. 353

continued to be very forely haraflcd and

opprefled during the remainder of that infamous

reign. About the end of it, or foon after James
II. fucceeded to the throne, he removed from

Lincolnfhire and fettled in the city of Norwich.

This change of his refidence did not abate or dimi-

nifh his activity and labours. He was ftill firm to

the caufe for which he had fo long and feverely

fuffered, and was unwearied in his exertions to pro

mote it. He foon raifed and formed a church, in

that city, on the principles of the general baptifts,

which met at the White Friars
9

yard, and which ftill

exifts.f He directed his attention, with fimilar

fuccefs, to the populous town of Yarmouth. In the

year 1688, or 1689, he vifited, with the fame lau-

t A grandfon of Mr. Grantham, Grantham Kiliingworth, efq;

who died about the year 1779, left a coofiderable part of his pro

perty fur the fupport of the minifter ,it the White Friars yard.

He was a leading character among the baptilh, and the author of

various theological tracts, written with ability and judgment.

He was particularly on the alert to fcize the opportunities afforded

by any controvcrfy of his times, to graft un it arguments in de

fence of his own views on the nature rind fubjecls of baptifm.

When the &quot; Sermons againft Popery&quot; were preached at Salters

Hall, he pubhfhed a tract, entitled &quot;A Supplement to the Sermons
&quot;

lately preached at Salters Hall againft Popery ; with a view to

&quot; (hew that, on the reafonings of the preachers, infantfprinkling
&quot; was another great corruption of the Chriftian religion.&quot; This

pamphlet came to a fifth edition, in which other points, viz. Mr.

Emlyn s Previous Queilion, Sec. were difcuflld. On occafion ofthe

controvcrfy with the author of &quot;

Chriftianity not founded on

&quot;

Argument,&quot; Mr. Kiliingworth publifhed
&quot; Remarks on the

&quot; feveral Anfwers to it
;&quot;

in which his aim was to turn the rea

fonings of the authors, who were pardobaptifts, againft thcmislves.

See Bulkley s notes on the Bible, tol. iii. Lift, p. ij, 16, ootc.

A A.
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dable views, the town of Lynn- Regis, at the other

extremity of the county. He firft preached in the

town-hall to a numerous and attentive auditory.

The profpeft was fo favourable, that it encouraged a

friend, Mr. James Marham, at whofe houfe he

was entertained, to procure and fit up a convenient

place of worfhip ; a church was gathered ; and Mr.

Marham was the firft paftor of it. Though the

place was duly regiftered according to the direc

tions and authority of the Aft of Toleration, which

patted jufl as the building was completed, yet the

rainifter and hearers were harafled by a profecution,on

the Conventicle Aft, in 1691.! The Revolution and

the Aft of Toleration, though great Wettings to the

nation, did not immediately effeft a change in the

views and temper of the mafs of the people. It

required time for the violence of a perfecuting fpirit

to fubfide, and for juft fentiments on religious

liberty to take pofleflion of the public mind, and

fpread their influence to any confiderable extent.

The malignity of old prejudices, againft the baptifts

in particular, was foftened, in many places at lead,

very flowly and partially. Mr. Grantham con

tinued to feel its ciFefts till the time of his death.

The envenomed tongue of fcandal in particular em

ployed itfelf in vile calumnies and charges of grofs

immoralities. Among thofe who traduced his cha-

rafter were Mr. Toathby, who had been a magiflrate,
and took his rank in fociety as a gentleman and a

clergyman ;
and Mr. John Wilier, the reftor of

$ Univcrf;il Theological Magazine, ut ante, p. in iii.
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Tatterfhall in Lincolnfliire. The latter had the

effrontery and bafenefs to declare, ill writing under

his own fignature,
&quot; that he faw Mr. Grantham

(land in the pillory two hours, at Louth, for

&quot;

dealing (heep and hurdles ;
and that he faw him

&quot; hold up his hand at the bar.&quot; This falfehood

was circulated both at Norwich and Yarmouth, and

Mr. Grantham was induced to refer the matter to

Thomas Blofield, efq; mayor of Norwich. The

accufcr, on being brought before this magiftrate,

confcffed the abfolute falfehood of the chargeO

which he had promulgated and figned ;
and with

cryings, and tears, and wringing of his hands, over

and over implored Mr. Grantham s forgivcncfs. The

mayor, on Mr. Grantham s readily forgiving him,

commanded, with exprdfions of his flrong abhor

rence of the reftor s conduft, a record of the con-

fcflion to be made out by the clerk, and to be figned

and fealed by the calumniating clergyman:* who atter

this was done, as he had no money, would have

been committed to prifon for charges, had not

Mr. Gramham, on the true chriftian principle of

rendering good for evil, given the officer of the

court ten (hillings to set his enemy at liberty.

Mr. Grantham died on the 1710. of January,

1692, at the age of 58. Indecencies were threat

ened to his corpfe, but they were happily prevented.

Soon after his deceafe, a paper was publilhed and

Cgned by eight friends, containing his dying words,

* A copy of the Confcffion may be iecn in Crofby, vol. iii.

p. a6 3
.
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addreffed to them within two minutes of his death,

moftly in the language of fcripture ; expreilive of

his fenfe of his approaching end ; of the teftimony

of his confcience as to the integrity of his conduct,

and of the difmterefted purity of his motives in

preaching the gofpel ;
of his affection to his friends,

leaving with them his lad counfels in a drain oi

apoftolic admonitions, calling his eyes back on his

fufferings in being made a feoff and a gazing-flock

to many people, cordially forgiving his enemies,

and foliating the prayers of his friends for their

forgivenefs ; taking a final leave of them with affec

tion, devotion, and facredhope, &quot;Friends,&quot; he began,
&quot;

I am in a very weak condition, and as this is the

&amp;lt;

c fabbath with me, it will be the everlafting fab-

&quot; bath
;
for now I am going off the ftage of this

&quot;

world.&quot; He concluded thus :
c&amp;lt; to be fliort, I

&quot; mufl leave you. Do not grieve or mourn for me
;

&quot;

though I die, yet I (hall rife to glory, where I

u defire we may all meet and fee one another s face

&quot; at the lafl day, knowing one another, and rejoicing
4; in glory ;

for I have conquered the infernal

44
enemy by this faith, and have made the way plain

&quot; and easy to me. And now I commit you to the

grace of our Lord Jefus Chrift : and the love of

GOD, and the communion of the Holy Ghofl, be
* with you all. Amen.&quot;*

Mr. Grantham, befides thetreatifes already men

tioned, wrote The Pacdobaptills Apology for the

&quot;

baptized churches.&quot; The defign of the traft

*
Univcrfal Theological Magazine, ut ante, p. nj, 116.

CD

it,
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was to fhew, by quotations from the writings of

paedobaptifts, that the practice of the baptifis,
as

to the mode and fubjeft of baptifm, was molt anticnt

and apoftolical ;
and that infant baptifm was a

novelty. The deductions from thefe premifes

were, that the fufferings inflicted on the baptids

were no lefs a glory to them than a flume to

their perfecutors.*

Report has reprefented Mr. Grantham as ac

quainted with eight or nine languages. This is

mod: probably an exaggerated account of his attain

ments. His grandfon, Mr. Grantham Killingworth,

it appears, fpoke of him as able to write the Latin

with confiderable eafe and correclnefs. IT:s wri

tings afford proofs of his having acquired fome

proficiency in the learned languages: his polemical

publications were thought to do credit to his abi

lities, and to his acuteuefs in the art of reafoning :

though he himfelf, in the preface to
&quot; a Defence of

&quot; the Chriftian Religion againft human Invention
&quot; and pretended Revelations, dated from the Gallic

&quot; of Lincoln, loth Jan. 1663,&quot; apologized for the

defeats which might be difcovcred in his language

and method, by pleading that &quot; he got his bread by
&quot; the labour of his hands, and had never faluted

&quot; the fchools to gain the knowledge of their arts.&quot;

That he poflVfTcd no fmall (hare of literary attain

ments, of addrcfs, and of weight of character, is

rcafonably inferred, from his being frequently de

legated to talte an active and leading part in the

*
Crofbv, vol. i:i. p, 90.
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concerns of the general baptifls of that day, even in

their applications to the throne
; when there was

not a want of men of real learning, who had been

educated at the univerfity.

Mr. James Marham y whofe name occurs in the

preceding Memoir, merits more particular notice, as

a confpicuous and diftinguifhed pcrfon amongft the

baptifls in Lincolnfhire and Norfolk. The time

and place of his nativity are not afcertained. He
feeins to have commenced his appearance on the

ftage of public life at Holbeach in Lincolnfhire,

in 1681 or 1682. He was the fir ft of that clafs &quot;of

diflenters in that place; and foon after his fettlement

in it, alTcinblies for religious worfhip were held in

his houfe ; the original preachers were Mr. Samuel

Phillips, and Mr. William Rix; thefirftwas paftor

of the church in Deadman s-Jane in Wifbeach.

In the reign of King James he was fettled in

Wapool-bell, a town in Norfolk, where the people

having never heard of the name of baptids, called

him &quot; an outlandifli
profeflbr.&quot;

Here he laid the

foundation of a church of the baptift denomination,

which now exifts
;
and from which originated another

church, formed in V\ ifbeach. On the death of his

wife, Mr. Marham removed to Lynn; in this town,

alfo, though on his icttlement in it there was not

another bap lift there, he hired and furnilhed a

place for religious worihip, and engaged the fervices

of Mr. Grantham, and Mr. Long, a mdTenger from

tht. baptiit churches in London, whom he entertained

at his own houfe and table without any pecuniary
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compenfation for fome months
;
and by thefe means

raifed a chinch, of which he afterwards became him-

felf the pallor.

The confpicuous activity and zeal of this excellent

man expofed him to various (offerings. About

three years before the death of Charles II. he was

haraffed by profccution^ from court to court, and

carried from one juftice to another, for four

weeks ;
and though by his vigorous interference

he procured the liberation of his miniders, Mr.

Rix and Mr. Phillips, he himfelf fufFered imprifon-

ment ; and a fine of feveral fcore pounds was levied

on him, for having diflurbed and broken the unifor

mity of the religious profeilion of the town. After

this his goods were diflrained. When lie had lived

three weeks at Wapool-bell, he was commanded by
the officers of the town to frequent the parifli church,

or to appear before the juftice
and par(on of the

pariih Mr. llarbe. He complied with the latter re-

quifition, and underwent an examination of four

hours in the prefence of feveral gentlemen. This

did not terminate to the fatisfaftion of the clerical

examiner, and a time for another inveftigation was

fixed ; but on the Proclamation for liberty of con-

icience, this enquiry was declined. At Lynn, new

troubles awaited him. In July 1691, he with

others, as before noticed, were profecutcd on the

Conventicle Aft, though the place of meeting had

been regiltcred according to the Aft of Parliament,

and their goods were feized by a levy granted againfl

him. He petitioned the judge Sir E N , at Nor.
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wich in September following, and was forced to

prefer the fame complaint to fome of the great

council at the feflions of Parliament. After Parlia

ment had rifen, he was profecuted on the fame

grounds, and involved in troubles that threatened

his ruin. In the following October, the informers

againfl him, afle&ing great remorfe, obtained from

him a difcharge from their falfe information, by

entering into bonds of an amicable tenor
;

but they

were bafe and daring enough after this actually to

feize his goods on the former levy. On this he

was advifed to fue the bonds; and the baptifts at

London were folicited to unite in his fupport with

all poiTible liberality and energy. It is to be re

gretted that no documents offer themfelves to throw

light on the termination of this vexatious fuit, and

further to elucidate the hiftory and character of this

virtuous and confcientious fufferer ; to whofe piety,

zeal, and benevolence this imperfect detail affords

pleafmgand affecting teflimonies.*

Another character among the baptiils of thofe

times, diftinguifhed by fome peculiar circumftances,

was Mr. Edward Morecock^ a man of eminence, of

great zeal and firmnefs, and much courted on King

James s acceffion. He was born in January 1626 ;

and died in Augufl 1693. ^e was originally ift

the naval fervice ; and in the Protectorate was

captain of a man of war, when he was (hot in an

* &quot; A briefRelation ofthe remarkable Services and Troubles that

went before the prefent Trouble of our brother James Marhamj&quot;

quoted in Univerfal Theol. Mag. ut ante, p. ii, &c. note.
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engagement through the body with a mufquet ball.

He made a handfome provifion for a family of nearly

twenty children, by his ikill in filhing up (hipw recks;

cfpccially by his recovering, after the Dutch war in

1672, (hips funk in the river Medway, which had

come fo clofe to Chatham as to throw many of their

(hot into the town, one of which was found in

Captain Morecock s garden. After this he en

gaged in the paftoral care of a church in that place;

and fo entirely devoted himfelf to its duties, that he

declined very advantageous offers made to him, if

he would undertake to recover wrecks at fea. His

unblameable manners and obliging deportment gained

him the efleem and affeftion of the gentlemen in the

neighbourhood, infomuch that when any warrant

was iffued for feizing his perfon, as he was haraffed

by frequent warrants againfl his body and goods,

towards the end of King Charles the lid s reign,

one of thejuflices would privately fend his fervant

to apprize him of it before the officers could execute

it. On receiving the intelligence, he ufually retired

to the houfe of one of his daughters in EfTex. He

was, however, fined with monthly penalties for non-

attendance at the parifh church, till he was cxche-

qucred to the amount of 8ool. His houfe was often

plundered, and his goods were feized and carried off.

To fecure himfelf from thefe ruinous depredations,

on the ground of his nonconformity, he made his

fortune over to an intimate friend
; who, afting on

the principles of jufticc and honour, rcftored it when

the danger was paft. One Hinton, an informer
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againft him, often threatened that he would have

him cafl into prifon, and polTefs himfelf of his fur

niture ; which he promifed to give to a lewd

woman who attended him. But Mr. Morecock,

through a good Providence, always efcaped impri-

fonment, while many of his brethren fuffcred by it.

On vifiting fome of them once in Rocheder gaol,

he faw this Hlnton confined in it
j upon which he

acceded him,
&quot;

I fee, friend, you have got hither

&quot; before me.&quot; This man afterwards died miferably,

the flefh rotting from his bones. Lord Roper, a

Roman Catholic, on the acceffion of James II.

offered Mr. Morecock any pod that he would ac

cept ;
but he abfolutely refufed any commillion

under that king, affigning to his friends as a reafon

for his refufal,
&quot; that the favours offered by him

&quot; to diflenters were defigned only to draw them
&quot; into a fnare ;&quot;

a reafon which did credit to his

fagacity, judgment, and difintcrefted principles. His

firmnefs of conduct was at one time the occafion of

a defign againft his life. Two witndTes were fub-

orned to fwear that he had been an officer in Mon-

mouth s army- but by unexceptionable evidence he

proved that he was in another place at the time that

he was charged with being in the army.*
Mr. John Miller, a native of Ilinton-Marton, in

the county of Dorfet, defcended from parents who
were in affluent circumdances

;
a man of great

piety, worth, and ufefulnefs
;

deferves to be men

tioned with refpeft, He was educated by a Prcfby-
*

Crofby, vol. iii. p. icg nz.
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terian minifler
;

hut a ftudious and diligent enquiry
in after life led him to embrace the opinions of the

baptids, and he was paftor of a congregation of this

denomination at Minchinton, in the county in which

he drew his firil breath. He died on the 141!! of

May 1694. H s a&ive labours as a preacher were

not limited to his own congregation ;
he travelled

from place to place, difieminating the principles of

religion, and planting feveral churches in agree-
ment with his ideas of chriflian truth. His non

conformity and opinions expofcd him to fcvcrc

fufFerin^s : he lay ten years in prifon, and very

narrowly efcaped a preemunire. In the year pre

ceding the death of Charles II. he was harafTed

by vexatious proceedings, and greatly injured in his

property by extortions. A diftrefs was firft taken on

his goods on the Three Week Aft : then he was

apprehended and caft into prifon at Dorchefler ; at

the futnmer aflizes he was indifled for eleven months

non-conforming; and ancighbouring juflicc, to fup-

ply the deficiency of evidence againit him, fwore to

the indictment : and though he pleaded that he had,

contrary to the laws of England, fuffered already in

two courts for that offence, he was fined 220!. At

Michaelmas, poffcflion was taken of his aflets by the

bailiiFs under the warrant of the undcr-fhcriiT, who
fcizcd and wafted between 4 and 500!. : and his

eldeft fon was obliged to flee, in confequcncc of a

warrant granted againft him for taking an account

of the goods that were fold. He petitioned the King
for redrefs ; not to procure the reiteration of his
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goods, but only to fccure the corn that was left

from further depredation : he obtained, however,

no other relief than what was implied in this

imperious and infultory language,
&quot;

I have nothing
&quot; to fay to you ; you muft go home and conform.&quot;

The virtuous fufferer went home, but not to facri-

fice principle by conformity : he fold his eftate, re

tired to a folitary place, rented a fmall farm, and

fpent his remaining days in quiet. There was one

occurrence in the life of Mr. Miller, which indi

cates that though he was the mark of perfecuting

malignity, his talents and character commanded re-

fpe& ; and, in fuch times, it was peculiarly honour

able to the clergymen who were parties in it. This

was a difputation, after liberty of confciencc was

granted, held with Dr. Beach and four other minif-

ters of the eftablifhed church, the time and place

having been firft publifhed in three market-towns.

The fubjecls of difputation were the confonance

of their baptifm, church, and miniftry with the

fcriptures ; and the charges of fchifm againfl Mr.

Miller and his adherents. The queftions concern

ing baptifm came firft under difcuflion. The clerical

gentlemen were fo imprefled with Mr. Miller s ar

guments, that no reply was made, except that Dr.

Beach ingenuoufly confeffed that the point was

difficult
;

and they waved entering into the other

queftions. On withdrawing to another houfe they

fent for their opponent, received him with politenefs

and refpeft, apologized for having troubled him,

and allured him that they would never difpute the
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point with the baptifts again ; and thus they fepa-

rated with cxprcilions of good-will and friendfhip.*

With the preceding names of thofe who, by their

abilities, zeal, and characters, did credit to the deno

mination of diflcnters of which we are fpeaking,

may be enrolled Mr. George Hammon, paftor of a

co igregation at Biddcnden in the county of Kent,

the author of feveral publications fuitable to the

theological controverfies and religious tafte of the

age. He was aftive in vindicating what appeared

the truth to his own mind on all occafions, eminent

for his minifterial exertions, and marked by the

perfecutions which he fuffered. He died at Hafle-

den s Wood, in the parifh of Cranbrook. In

connection with him may be mentioned Mr. Richard

Hobbs, paftor of a congregation at Dover : diftin-

guiihed by his piety and worth, and by his fuffer-

ings for religion. His ferioufnefs and piety fpokc

fo drongly in his favour, that when he was a pri-

foncr in Dover, he was now and then allowed to go

from his prifon. In his confinement he addreflcd a

letter to Dr. Hind, propofing for folution, in a modcfl

and candid manner, two queries grounded on the

fcriptures. One was, whether the baptifm prac-

tifcd in the church was not at variance with the

directions of the fcrptures, in the adminiflrator,

fubjcft, and adminiftration ? The ocher was, whe

ther the church, by forcing all into it as communi

cants, however fmful and impious, did not pervert

ihc gofpcl, overthrow the way of the new covenant,

9
Crofby, vol. iii. p. lax 124.
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and give ground for pious and confcientious men to

queftion the divine authority of its worfhip ? Dr.

Hind, inflead of replying to thefe queries, inftigated

the magiftrates to deprive him of the indulgence

which he had received, and to enjoin an unrelaxed

confinement. &quot; Thefe proceedings,&quot; Mr. Hobbs

obferved,
&quot; bore a great likenefs to thofe beyond

&quot; the feas, at Rome ; where, if any do but queftion
u the truth of their worfhip, it is an hundred to one
&quot;

if they have not the Inquifition for their pains.
&quot; Doubtlcfs fuchkind of proceedings do found more
&quot;

like the Pope s anathemas, than in the lead favour

&quot; of a proteflant fpirit.&quot;*

It is a jufl tribute of refpeft to integrity and forti

tude to mention the names of others \rho were

great fufferers for nonconformity. Mr. Tidmarfh,

a baptift minifter at Oxford, a man greatly efteemed;

Mr. John Amory, a man of good literary attain

ments, of Wrington, in Somerfetfliire
;
Mr. Thomas

Burgefs, paftor of a church at Taunton ;
Mr. James

Hind, of Langport, and minifter at Kinfbury ; Mr.

&quot;William Richards, who preached at Draycott; Mr.

Peter Coles, of Downton, near Sarum ;
Mr.

Walter Penn, paftor of a church in Sarum
;
Mr.

John Kingman, of Burford, near that city ;
Mr.

John Sanger, a fchoolmafter and minifter at Down-
ton

; Mr. Roger Applin, of Ellerton, and paftor of&quot;

a congregation at Whitechurch ; Mr. John Tred-

well, a ferious and ufcful preacher, and a man of

uublemiihcd manners; Mr. Francis Stanley, of

*
Crolby, tol. iii. p. 105, 104.
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Northamptonfhire, noted for his piety and zeal ;

Mr. John Grauden, of Cocker, near Towceder ;

Mr. John Stanton, of BliiTworth
; Mr. Stephen

Curtis, a native of Harringworth, in Northampton-

fhire, Und a very ufeful minider in that place ; Mr.

Jofeph Slater, Mr. William Stanger, and Mr. Robt.

Bringhurd, who fled from the country to cfcapc

imprifonment ;
Mr. Benjamin Morley, of Ramf-

thorp ;
Mr.1 John reas, of Eafl-Haddon

; Mr.

William Smith, Mr. William Blifle, of Weldon;
Mr. John Gilby, of Long-Bugby, in Northamp-
(hire; fuffered imprifonment, and were defpoiled of

their goods by didrefies, or aimed ruined by heavy
fines and charges. Mr. James Wilmot, a minider

at Ilooknorton, Oxfordfliire, befides being confined

twice in the prifon of Oxford, and fudaining lofTes

by didreflcs and fines ;
\vhen he was releafed from

the gaol in Whitney, was excommunicated, and was

obliged to abfcond, in order to efcape the \vrits

which were ifTucd out againlt him. In fome indances

the fuflferings of thcfe confdentious profcflbrs were

aggravated by the fraudulent praftices of their per-

fccutors, who feized their goods under falfe warrants.

This art was pradifed, in November 1682, againft

Mr. Samuel Tavcrner, who was born at Romfonl in

EfTex in July 1621. He was originally an officer

in the army ; afterwards governor of Deal Cadle.

He embraced the principles of the baptids, on being
led to entertain their views by his convcrfation with

Dr. Prefcot, pador of the church at Dover; and was

baptifed at Sandwich, 13111 April 1663. He was
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ordained elder of the church at Dover on /3th
O&ober 1681. He fullered much for adherence

to his religious profefTion ; and died on the 4th

Auguft 1696, in the 75th year of his age, having
obtained celebrity for piety and ufefulnefs. The

feverity of the jailor, at times, denied the imprifoned

the confolation of any act of focial devotion among
themfelves ; at Oxford they were not permitted to

pray together ;
and even the ufual expreffion of

piety at their meals was interrupted by the entrance

of the jailor in a rage, and by his taunting enquiry,
&quot; What are you preaching over your meal ?&quot;

The hiftoryof thefe pious fufTerers affords examples
of the death of perfecutors, which were fo circum-

flanced as to mark a great depravity of charafter
y

and the bafe principles by which the men were

actuated ; though it belong not to men, who are

incompetent judges of the ways of Providence, deci

dedly to pronounce them divine judgments. Mr.

Richard Farmer, minifter at Kibley in Leiceftcr-

fhire, an hard ftudent, and a very affecting preacher,

by a warrant to feize his goods, loft in one year 1 20!.

One of the informers againft him, who boafted on

a Chriftmas, at Trinkley market, of his proceedings

againft him, and declared exultingly that before

Candlemas he fhould by informations make a good

portion for his daughter, was thrown from his horfc

as he was riding home over a boggy place, where

there was a little brook, and drowned in a quantity

of water not deep enough to cover his body.

Another informer, foon after he had fwgrn againft
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Mr. Farmer, died of a f\voln tongue, without being

fufpected of having taken a falfe oath.*

If the characters which have paffed under our

review be not transmitted down to our times as

having enlarged the bounds of fciencc, nor as having

diflinguifhed themfelves in the walks of criticifm or

philofophy ; yet by their religious integrity, and by
their zeal and fortitude, they gained the refpeft of

the feft to which they confcientioufly adhered, and

the interefts of which they were aclive in promoting.

In the hillory of that feet, though it be a circum-

fcribed theatre of fame, they have a claim to ho

nourable mention. The hard (hips, Jcfles, and fuf-

ferings, which they experienced in the caufe that

they efpoufed, hold forth indructive warnings to

future times of the malignity of an intolerant and

perfecuting fpirit among protefhints ;
and fhcw us

with what a ilow progrcfs, and partial operation of

better principles, that fpirit had declined among the

mafs of thofe who were diflidents from the church

of Rome, though an hundred and fifty years had

clapfed fince the feparation of England from that

ccclefiaftical tyranny.

.4. Of tbc Quakers.

THIS community of Chriflians had, during the

period preceding the Revolution, fmarted under

the fevered ftrokes of the rod of perfccution.

When, after this event, the Aft of Toleration was

*
Crofby, vol. iii. p. na, 118, U4 18.
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palled, with a defign, at once politic and generous,

to unite the protefhmts of the different denominations

in an attachment to the new government, againft

die adherents to popery and the excluded royal race
;

yet fome were adverfe to the extenfion of its bene

fits, fo as to include the Quakers under its propitious

influence.
&quot;

Thequakers,&quot; it was declared in the

Houfe,
c were no Chriftians.&quot; Some members of

this fociety, who attended the Parliament to watch

the progrefs of the bill, and to ufe their endeavours

that it might pafs in fuch terms as might yield an

effectual relief to their own body, found it clogged

with a confeilion, as a ted upon the diffenters,

which carried on its face a defign to exclude them :

and they apprehended that it was inferted on the

preemption that they disbelieved the Trinity and

denied the Scriptures, and would therefore fcruple

to accede to it. If the principle on which this claufe

was formed, betrayed ignorance of the fentiments

of the quakers, it mud be owned to have reflected

credit on their fmcerity and fortitude ; implying a

perfuailon that they would not, through fear of fuf-

fering, be betrayed into prevarication and falfehood.

The article propofed to be inferted in the bill was

this :
&quot;

I A, B. do profefs faith in God the Father,
se and in Jefus Chrift his eternal Son, the true God,

&quot; and in the Holy Spirit, coequal with the Father and
&quot; his Son p

one God bleffed for ever : And do acknow-
&quot;

ledge the Holy Scriptures of the Old and New Tef-
&quot; lament to be the revealed will and word of GOD.&quot;

The Friends who attended the Parliament objected,
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on feveral grounds, to this confeflion. One was this:

that the phrafe the ivordofGod., being applied to the

books or writings of the Old and NewTeftameor, had

n fenfe given it different from that in which the

fcriptures themfelves ufe it, viz.
&quot; the word that

&quot; was from the beginning, that was with GOD, and
&quot; that was GOD.&quot; A more enlarged principle of

objection to it was, that they Jid not cltecni them

felves obliged to receive for doctrine the invented

terms or commandments of men
; though they were

ready to teftify their faith in the Trinity, and in the

fcriptures, according to fcri^turc teflimony. At the

advice of Sir Thomas Clarges and ether Members of

the Iloiife, who were friendly to them, they pro-

pofed a profeffion drawn up in the following

terms :
&quot;

I A. B profefs faith in GOD the Father,
&quot; and in Jefus Chriiihis eternal Son, the true GOD,
&quot; and in the Holy Spirit, one GOD bleflcd for ever:

&quot; And do acknowledge the Holy Scriptiiv.s of the

&quot; Old and New Teftament to be given by divine

ce
infpiratjon.&quot; It may efcape the penetration of

fome to difcern any material difference between tiiclc

two formularies ot faith, or to exculpate rh hitter,

any more than the propofed form, from the imputa
tion of being exhibited in the invented terms- or

commandments of men. Bur it was a form of their

own drawing up, and fatisficd the fcruplcs of ihcir

minds, Sir Thomas Clarges prefenp \ it to the

lioufe; and moved, in a Committee of the whole

Houfe, that this profeilion of faith Ibould be ad

mitted and fubflituted for ihe former. The mem-
B B 2
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bcrs of the Society of Friends who were in waiting,

viz. Mr. George Whitehead, Mr. John Vaughton,
Mr. Wm. Mead, and Mr. John Ofgood, were called

in and examined. Their anfwers gave the Houfc

fuch fadsfa&ion as to their belief in thofe points com

prehended in the formulary, as fecured the end of

their attendance, and obtained the relief which they
folicited

; for their propofed profcfTion was incor

porated into the Act of Toleration : Whereas it

enjoined and required from the minifters and

preachers, from all in holy orders, or pretended holy

orders, among the other denominations of diflenters,

an approbation of and fubfcription to the thirty-nine

articles, except the 34th, 35th, and 36th, and a

claufe in the 2oth ; and, in indulgence to thofe who

fcruple the baptizing of infants, that part of the

27th article, which teaches infant baptifm.

In another inftance this Act of Toleration was

modelled with a peculiar and tender regard to the

fcrupulofity of the Society of Friends. They, it is

well known, entertain a confcientious fcruple againft

taking any oath : in the room, therefore, of the

oaths mentioned in the Act, and required of other

diflenters, as a condition of their title to the benefit

of it, the people called Quakers were allowed, as the

term of their claim to the advantages of it, to fub-

fcribe the following declaration only, viz.

&quot;I A. B. do fincerely promife and folemnly

&quot;declare, before GOD and the world, that I will be
&quot; true and faithful to King William and Queen
&quot;

Mary. And I folemnly profefs and declare, that
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&quot;

I do from my heart abhor, deleft, and renounce,
&quot; as impious and heretical, that damnable doftrine

&quot; and pofuion, that princes excommunicated, or
&quot;

deprived by the Pope, or any authority of the

*
fee of Rome, may be depofed or murdered by

&quot; their fubjefts or any other whatfoever. And I

&quot; do declare that no foreign prince, perfon, prelate,
&quot;

(late, or potentate, hath or ought to have any
t(
power, jurifdiftion, fuperiority, preeminence, or au-

&quot;

thority, ecclefiaftical orfpiritual, within this realm.&quot;

The regulations which the Aft of Toleration ad

mitted in favour of this feft did honour to the

legiilature of the day ; and to the religious commu

nity, to \vhofe peculiar mode of thinking they were

adapted. They indicated in the former a mild and

equitable temper ; and they implied that there were

traits of character in the latter which entitled them

to refpeft, to commiferation under their fuilerings,

and to fecurity for the future. It may be inferred

from thofc partial mitigations, had the other dif-

fenters of that day entertained the more
juft and

enlarged views of later limes on the fubjeft of re

ligious liberty, the Aft of Toleration would have

been formed on a more liberal plan. The legifla-

lature fcems to have been diflinguifhed more by a

mild and yielding temper, than by correct ideas or

comprehcnfive views.

In one inflance the Toleration Aft was marked by
a rigorous fpirit towards even the Society of Friends.

It provided, by an exprefs claufe,
&quot; that nothing

c contained in it fhould be conflrucd to exempt any
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&quot; of the pcrfons aforefaid, from paying of tithes

ct and other parochial duties to the church or
&quot;

minifler, nor from any profecution in any ec-

&quot;

clefiiiflical court or dfewhere for the fume.&quot;

u
Although,&quot; obferves the hiftorian of this fed~r,

&quot; the king was principled againft perfecution,
&quot;

yet this exemption was out of his power to

&quot;

grant, being prevented by the coronation oath.

&quot;

Many ot the profecutions for thefe demands evi-

&quot; dence that the fpirit of perfecution furvived the

ct Act of Toleration, by the fevere and oppreffive
&amp;lt;c methods adopted by many claimants of tithes for

&quot; the recovery of their demands.&quot;*

In 16^5, many Friends were cad intoprifon, and

fevere proceedings were commenced againit others,

for the non-payment of thofe demands. Some alfo

were long detained in prifon on the charge of con

tempt of the Courts. It was determined, under thefe

circumftances, to draw up and prefent to the king a

flatc of their cafe. This paper profelTed their peace

able and quiet principles and deportment ;
it repre-

fented that they were under deep fufferings, in their

pcrfons and eftates, by tedious imprifonments,

feizures, and fequeftrations ;
that feveral members

of their fociety had died in prifons ; that many
more v:ere under profecution in England and

Vv alcs, to tLc ruin of many families, chiefly on

charges of contempt for not anfwcring upon oath, in

call-- of ti;hes, when fued in the exchequer or ecclo

*
Cough s Hiftory of the People called Quakers, vol. iii.

p. 232 :;6.
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liadical courts, where the proccfs was carried to ex

communication. It exhibited, as a ple*a for the royal

interference to relieve their fufferings, various in-

ftances, in which, under the preceding reigns, the

great feverities inflicted upon them had been mitigated

or redrefled by the e,xercife of regal influence or prero

gative ;
in 1 66 1 ,by King Charles lid s proclamation

of grace, which relcafed many from prifon ;
in

1672, by his letters paten: or pardon, purfuant to

his declaration of indulgence to tender confcienccs ;

in the 25th year of the reign of that king, by an

Act of Parliament granting his Majefiy s mod gra

cious and general pardon of contempts againft the

king; in 1685 and 1688, by divers commiflions and

two general proclamations of pardon, iffued by King

James II.
;

in the fccond year of King William and

rhicen Mary by an act of gracious, general, and free

pardon ; by the queen, in releafmg a poor innocent

woman from a long imprifonment on a fine in the

gaol of Lancader, in the king s abfence; and by
the favourable inclination the king had (hewn to

releafe two prifoners in Wcdrnoreland, on a petition

lately prcfented to him. The uddrcfs concluded

with foliciting the kir.g, by proclamation or other-

wife, as feemed mod meet and convenient to his

wifdom and clemency, to extend his companion to

the fufTerers of that day, for their lawful relief from

their confinements, prifons. and hardfhips.

This ca!e and petition were prefented to the king

by Mcilrs. George Whitehiad, Gilbert Latey,

Thomas Lower, John Taylor, and Daniel Oiiarc :
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the lad perfon was known to his Majcfly, had ready
accefs to him, and obtained his permiflion to intro

duce the ethers. The king gave them audience,

unattended, in a private apartment. He enquired

to what places they belonged, and of what congre

gations they were minifters ? This gave Mr. White-

head an opportunity of explaining the nature of that

office, as it was exercifed in their fociety ;
and of

informing his Majefty that it did not imply a per

manent connection with a particular congregation,

but confided in vifiting, as the LORD inclined them,

the meetings of friends, without receiving any

itipend. The king made no reply, but feemed very

ferious, and fatisfied with the anfwer. A copy of

the petition was delivered by Meflrs. George White-

head and Gilbert Latey, with the royal approba

tion, to the lord keeper, Somers ; who received it

graciouily, and allured them of his readinefs, as far

as the law would admit, to comply with their re-

queft j alluring them that the king and himfelf were

really in their principles favourable to liberty of

confcience. The pleafing refult of this application

to the throne was, that in adiort time after an Aftof

Grace was palled, and about forty friends were dif-

charged from priibn and redored to liberty.*

The indulgent clatife in the Act of Toleration

which admitted the people called Quakers to the be

nefits of thai dattue, on their declaration, indead of

an oath, did not enter into any other Acts which re-

fjiiireu an oath. Their principle not to fwear, not

*
Gcugh, vol. iii. p. 366399.
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to make or take oaths, expofed them for a refufal

in many of the tranfactions of life to great inconve

niences and fufferings in perfon and eflate ; difabled

them from receiving their jufl debts, or defending
their

jufl:
claims and property ; precluded their

giving evidence in the courts of judicature, or an-

fwers in chancery or exchequer ; was a bar to

their proving wills and tefhunents, or taking out

letters of adminiflration
; prevented their commer

cial tranfactions at the Cultom-houfe, and fcrvices

in manorial courts ; deprived them of the ufe of

their franchife in the election of magiflrates and

Members of Parliament j
and was the ground of

denying to their young men, who had even faith

fully ferved their apprenticeships, their freedom in

cities and boroughs. Thefe were ferious evils, and

expofed them to unjuft and vexatious fuits. On
thcfe grounds they petitioned the Houfe of Com

mons, in 1695, f r eavc to bring in a bill that their

folemn affirmation or denial might be accepted

in(lead of an oath
; fubmitting that whoibever in

this cafe fhould be convicted of faljifying the truth,

fhould undergo like pains and penalties as in law

andjuflice are due unto perjured perfons.

A committee was chofen at the meeting for fuf*

ferings in London to carry this bill into Parliament

with effect. They folicitcd the members in favour

of it by perfonal applications ;
and left with them

copies o the petition, and a ftatcmcnt of their prin

ciples and fuffcrings on the grounds of confciemious

fcruple againft violating the command of Chrift,
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&quot; Swear not at all,&quot; which they undcrftood to be

a poiitive prohibition. Some weeks were fpent in

thefe previous fteps to furnifti the members with a

clear knowledge of the nature of the cafe, and to

avoid an abrupt and hafty introduction of the peti

tion -into the houfe. Having prepared the minds of

the members for a reception of it, they applied to

Edmund Waller, efq; the fon of the poet of that

name, to prefent it to the houfe, an office which he

cheerfully undertook to do ;
and when he moved the

reading of it, andafked for leave to bring in a bill

formed on the principle of it, the motion was carried

by a great majority, and leave accordingly was given.

The patrons of the bill, who were acYive in promoting

it, were of opinion, that to give a folemnity to the

atteftation in the courts of juftice, and to render it

what Parliament might rcafonably require, it was

necelTary to introduce into the affirmation fome ex

plicit and facred expreffions refpe&ing the omnif-

cience of GOD, as &quot;

I A. B. do declare, in the

&quot;

pretence of ALMIGHTY GOL.&quot; The friends of

the committee wiihcd to have their fimple affirma

tion or negation accepted, without any appeal to the

Divine Being ;
but in deference to the opinion of

thofe who advocated their caufe, they thought it

more eligible to acquiefce, than to riik the lofmg of the

bill. In this form it palled the Houfe of Commons.

To facilitate the carrying of the bill through the

Houfe of Lords, their cafe was reprinted and en

larged, and illuftrated by reference to the cafe of the

Menonifts in Holland; who, fince the year 1577,
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had been fo f;ir in lulled, that neir
ytvz

and nay
were admitted inftea&amp;lt;! of an o?. h, fubj ct, in cafe of

falfifv in-;, to the f. .me peinltits .is pjrjury. Though
King William had aimed to fupply the vacant fees

with men of diftinguifhed moderation, fume biihops

of the old caft (till had feats in the Iloufe of Lords.

Thcfe endeavoured to fruflrate the application of the

Friends. They propofed. inflead of the affirmation

as it came from the Commons, that more folcmn

afTeverations (hould be adopted, viz. I call GOD
&quot;

to witnefs and judge, cVc
;&quot;

&quot;

I call GOD to
&amp;lt;; record on my foul, and appeal to GOD as a judge
t( of the truth of what I fay, &c.&quot; The committee

properly remarked, that thefe propofed forms of

expreffions, in which the facred name of GOD, as a

judge or avenger, was introduced, conftituted a new
oath ;

the impofition of which would manifcflly

defeat the. end of their petition to be freed from all

oaths as contrary to their confcientious perfuafion.

The temporal peers, who had taken their fcntimems

on this fubjcft, returned into the houfe, and renewed

the debate on the bill, and brought the bifhops to

concur in another amendment, vix. to add after the

word God, thrfe words, the witncfs of the truth.

Having carried this point, they reported it to the

Friends, and carncftly pcrfuaded them to acquiefcc in

the infcnion of this additional claufe, rather than

lofe the bill. Finding that they could do no better,

it was agreed to leave the matter to thedifrrction of

the temporal peers who efpoufed their caufe. So

the bill was finally pafTcd, with an affirmation in
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this form,
&quot;

I A. B. do declare in the prefence of
&quot; ALMIGHTY GOD, the witnefs of the truth of
&amp;lt; e what I

fay.&quot;

A claufe was introduced into this Aft relative to

the exaclment of tithes, empowering two juftices of

the peace, on the complaint of any parfon, vicar,

farmer, or proprietor of tithes, or collectors of

tithes, that any quaker had refufed to pay or com

pound for the fame, or to pay any church-rates, to

convene before them fuch quaker or quakcrs, and

to examine and afcertain on oath what is due or

payable on oath by fuch quaker or quakers to the

party or parties complaining; and by order under

their hands and feals to direct: and appoint the pay

ment thereof, if the fum does not exceed ten pounds;

or to levy the money, thereby ordered to be paid, by
diftrefs or fale of goods ; allowing, however, an

appeal from the fentence and proceedings of fuch

two juftices
to the next general quarter-feilions.

This Act was in force for feven years only; but

at the expiration of that term it was renewed for

eleven years longer; and in the year 1713 it was

made perpetual. The terms of the affirmation (till

created uncafinefs in the minds of many friends, who

had confdemious fcruples about the ufe of them; as,

in their opinion, too nearly approaching the nature

of an oath, by reafon of an implied appeal to GOD.

A petition was prefcnted to Parliament for another

amendment of it in 1721, and the prayer of it was

granted.*
*
Cough s Hiitory, vol.iii. p. 403 412.
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While the fcruples and grievances of the Society
of Friends met with a candid attention and a liberal

redrefs in thefe points, they were threatened with

the operation of a new penal law. Dr. Henry

Compton, the bifhop of London, brought a bill into

the Houfe of Lords, and gave it his warm fupport,
for the better payment of church-rates, fmall tithes,

and other church dues : it was meant lo extend the

penalties of the Aft of 32 Henry VIII. for the reco

very of predial tithes and fmall tithes, repairs of the

places of public worfhip, clerks wages, and fextons*

fees. By the operation of this Aft, a perfon might
be fubjeft, for a trifling demand, of perhaps lefs

than a (hilling, to the expcnce of a fuit in the ec-

clefiaftical courts
; and, in cafe he did not obey the

monition of the judge by paying the demand and

cods, to an attachment and a commitment to prifon

without bail or mainprize: with this addition, that

it gave the juftices power to grant warrants to dif-

train the goods of the defendants in fuch caufes,

or imprifon, if no diftrcfs could be found.

A bill fo threatening and fcverc naturally awakened

the attention of the meeting for fuiTerings in London.

A copy of the bill was procured; and exceptions to

it were prepared, to (hew its repugnancy to common

law andjuflice, and to rcprefcnt its injurious afpcft

on the rights and property of the fubjeft. When
the day appointed for a committee of the Lords to

fit upon it arrived, fome of the friends in London

were admitted to an audience. The Bifhop of

London, as chuirmau, interrogated them on the
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grounds of their objeflions to it. Mr. Whitehead

replied, that the reafon affigned in the Act of i
-j

Charles I. for abolifliing the (lar-chamber and high

commiflion courts, he conceived, with fubmiffion,

applied to the pending bill ; as giving abfoluce

power to the ecclefiaftical courts, their judges and

ordinaries, to pafs definitive fentence without appeal,

and conveying to them the power of becoming ar

bitrary and oppreffive. The temporal peers con-

dueled the conference with great civility and kindnefs:

after much difcourfe, the bifhop afked if they had

any exceptions to offer in writing. Pie was aniwered

in the affirmative, and a ftatement of their exceptions

was produced. The general reafon againfl: it, offered

by Mr. Whitehead, was more fully reprefented, and

the application of it to particular parts of the bill

minutely exhibited. Special objections were alleged

againfl: the feverity of the bill in not admitting or

providing for the party cited any legal exctife, in

cafe of abfence on a long journey, or being prevented
from appearing by occafions of emergency; and

againft the indifcriminate equality of the penalties

\vhich it enacted. It was urged, that it exceeded in

feverity the ftatute 32 Henry VIII. c. 7, and inverted

the ecclefiaftical courts with a greater and more

abfolute power. Thefe reprefentations had their

effect. The bill was laid afide.*

When, after the treaty of peace concluded at Ryf-

wick in 1697, addreffes of congratulation were pre-

fented to the king, from many-quarters, and by other

*
Cough s Hiftory, vol.iii. p, 410 414.
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focieties of proteflants, this fociety refpcclfully and

gratefully adverted, in their addrefs, to the liberty of

conlcience granted to his fubjccls of different pcri ua-

fions, and efpecially to their own large participation

of his favours, which &quot;

they efteemcd it their duty
&quot;

gratefully to commemorate and acknowledge, car-

* 6

ncftly befeeching ALMIGHTY Gou to aflifl him to

&quot;

profccutc all fuch his jufl and good intentions; that

&quot;

his days here might be happy and peaceable ; and
&quot; he might hereafter partake of a lading crown
&quot; that would never fade

away.&quot;

31

The Act of Toleration, even in the more benign

afpecl which it aflumed towards this people, though
it retrained, was not, inflantly, efficient enough to

fupprefs the fpirit of pcrfecution. They did no:

long enjoy the pacific advantages of that Act without

molcftation. Jn 1698, fome clergymen of Norfolk,

at the infligation of one who had left the fociety,

challenged fome friends in the neighbourhood, and

others in London, to a public meeting in the parifli

church of Wefl-Dereham ;
at which they endea

voured to draw, from many books written by fome

of the fociciy, with which they had been furniflicd,

conclufions injurious to that community. They were

foiled in this attempt. Disappointed in their hopes

from a verbal comrovcrfy, they had rccourfe to the

prefs ; and publifhcd two calumniating tra&s, in

which they rcprcicntcd the members of ihe fociety

as feditious, and their principles as blafphemous :

and (o prepare the way for further attempts agamft

Cough s Hiftory, roJ- iii. p. 4x6.
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the fecurity and peace of this fociety, they preferred

thefe tracts to the members of Parliament. Mr.

George Whitehead was active in preparing anfwers

to thefe pamphlets, both to detect their ungenerous

aims, and to refute their injurious and acrimonious

affertions. In the mean time Mr. William Penn

drew up, printed, and circulated among the members,

a brief and manly remonftrance againfl the afperfions

and conduftofthe clergy; expreffing not &quot; a fur-

&quot;

prize at being evilly intreated, but a juft expec-
&quot;

tation, that if confcience prevailed more than con-
&quot;

tention, and chanty over- ruled prejudice, they

might hope for fairer quarter than from their

&quot;

adverfaries.&quot; Neither afhamcd nor overawed by
this remonftrance, the clergy and their abettors pro-

ceeded in their dcfign, and prefented to the Houfc

of Commons a petition againfl: the Society of Friends,

replete with general inve&ives. They exprefled their

refentment at the daily increafe of the Quakers, and

the mischiefs and dangers which this increafe threat

ened to the nation: they affected to fufpect their

teachers of being Romijh emiffciries
in difguife ; whom

they charged with boldly fpreading their venomous

doctrines every where under pretenfions to a divine

infpiration; and they profefTed to be alarmed at the

tendency of their blasphemms books and pernicious

principles, as tending to fubvert the fundamentals of

chriflianity, and to undermine the civil government.

The prayer of the petition was,
&quot; that the princi-

&quot;

pies and practices of this people might be (triclly

&quot;

examined, and cenfured, and fupprefled, as to the
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c wifdom of the Houfe might feem expedient, with

&quot; whatfoevcr tendernefs to their perfons and eftates.&quot;

As if, truly, penal ftatutes, deftroying the liberty

and ruining the eftates of men, could confifl with

much tendci nef&amp;gt; and levity ;
as if impriionment and

fines were meafures of mildnefs.

Two clergymen, Mr. John Meriton and Mr. L.

Topcliff, attended at the Houfe tofolicit fome Mem
bers to introduce this petition. A copy of it had

been procured by the active partizans of the focicty,

who lliewcd it to feveral Members of Parliament ;

and pointed out its direct tendency to make void the

Aft of Toleration, and to fu perCede the liberty of

confcience granted by the government. The times

were now ch.mged, and more liberal fentiments \vere

adopted in rcfpec~t to religious liberty, than had pre

vailed in former reigns. The members of Parlia

ment determined to fet their faces againll a petition,

the malignant confequenccs of which were at firft

obvious. The representatives of the county, in:o

\vhofc hands it had been put, were indeed brought

into a dilemma
;

under ihe profpcft of difobligirtg

the clergy and their adherents, or of acting contrary

to their own judgment, and the general fcntiments

of the Houfe. On mature deliberation they declined

moving -it on a petition, which they were fenfiblc

would be immediately rejected. This conduct, how

ever, though at once wife and liberal, did not dif-

courage the corporation of St. Edmundfbury, in

Suflolk, from bringing forward another petition of

the fame fpirit and tendency. It reprcfemcU that

c c
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no ancient herefies had ever been fo formidable in

their rife and progrefs as was that of the quakers ;

who, it ftated, were &quot;

ia their clandeftine conftitu-

&quot; tion oppofite to the eftabliQied policy ; in their

4&amp;lt;

principles of faith, antichriftian ; of government,
* e antimonarchical ;

in points of doftrine, anti-

&quot;

fcriptural ; and in practices, as to their monthly,
&quot;&amp;lt;

quarterly, and yearly meetings, illegal.&quot;
This

petition, after the rejection of that from Norfolk,

\vas foon difpofed of. The members for Suffolk,

who had declared their averfion from the principles

of that application to the Houfe, would not violate

their own judgment and confiftency of character fo

far as to introduce this
;
and to the mortification of

thole magiflrates who, during the exigence of the

penal laws, had fignalized their promptitude to per-

fecution, this attempt to regain the power of

haraffing their innocent fellow-fubjeh was defeated

by the fuppreffion of their petition.*

The lalt aft of the general body of the Society of

Friends in this period of their hiflory was an ad-

drefs to the throne. After the Parliament had

fettled the fucceffion to the crown in Sophia the

Ele&refs of Hanover and her heirs, and while King
William was in Holland, the fuperfeded monarch,

James II. died on the i;th September 1700, at the

palace of Germain s in France ; and his fon, by
order of the French fovereign, was proclaimed King
of the Britifti. This meafure of the French court

roufed the general indignation oftheEnglifh; and

*
Cough, p. 418423-
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on the king s return from the Continent addrefTes

were fent from all quarters, expreflive of gratitude

for the revolution, and of loyalty to him and to the

houfe of Hanover. The Society of Friends, who

heretofore had been conflrained to lay before the

throne complaints of grievances, were ready on this

occafi
&amp;gt;n,

with a lively fenfe of the liberty and

favour which they enjoyed, to approach it with

warm fentiments of du y and gratitude in an addrefs,

prcfentcd by their refpeftable .nembers George

Whitehead, William Mead, and Francis Camfield,

to &quot; a prince whom they believed GOD had pro-
&quot; moted and principled for the good ends of

government ;
whom GOD by his almighty power

&quot; had eminently prefcrved, and made exemplary in

&quot;

prudence as well as goodnefs to other kings and
&quot;

princes, whereby his memorial would be re-

&quot; nowned to
pofterity.&quot;

Their addrefs was favour

ably received by the king, who in anfwer replied,
&quot;

I have protected you, and (hall protect you ;&quot;

and on a perufal of it in his clofet, it was under-

flood that he exprefled his particular approbation.

It was fome years before it appeared in the Gazette^

and fuch was the
fpirit

of the times, that advantage

was taken or this delay to deceive the public by a

ridiculous fabrication, publifhed in fome of the newf-

papers, as their addrefs, in which they were repre-

fented as ufmg expreffions fo blunt and unmannerly
as befpoke audacity an 1 infolence rather than the

honeft limplicity ot this foucty. Such reprcfcnta-

tions fcrved to graiify fplcen, and to make an ira-

c c 2
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prcffion on prejudiced minds ; though the forgery

was foon detected by the publication of the real

addrefs.*

Some characters which appeared during thcfe times

in this community, have received from the pen of

its hidorian a particular tribute of refpech Among
thefe was Alexander Parker, born near Bohon in

Lancafhire, who, at an early period of his life, cm-

braced the principles of this people, and became an

eminent minifter among them. He was the compa

nion of George Fox, when he was fent up by

Colonel Racket to Oliver Cromwell ; and travelled

with him on various journies, in different parts of

England, in Scotland, and into Holland, in 1684.
&quot; He was one in the number of the worthies of that

*
age who were given up to the fervice of their

&quot; Maker, and to the promoting of pure religion
&quot; and the practice of piety, as the principal purpofe
* of their lives/ With this view he took many

journies by himfelf in the excrcife of his miniftry.

He feveral times fuffered by imprifonment and fines.

The lafl twenty years of his life he refided in Lon

don, and was very ferviceable with others in felici

tations to government for the relief of their friends

under fuffcrings; for which offices the comelinefj

of his perfon and deportment particularly qualified

him. He was the author of feveral treatifes and

epiftles to the focicty ;
and concluded his atfivc and

benevolent exertions and well-fpent life with great

peace on the 9th of March 1688 9.!

*
Gough, p. 45j 4j8. t Gough, p. 137-8.
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Another member of the Society of Fiiends at

this period, who diflinguifhed himfelf by his virtues

and labours, was Mr. Robert Lodge, a frequent com

panion of Mr. John Burnyeat in his miniflry and

journics in Ireland. He was born about the year

1636, at Mafham in Yorkfhirc, in which place he

afterwards refidcd. In his youth his mind had a

ftrong tinfture of religion, and his understanding

was opened to behold it under fuch views of its

purity and refinement, before he had heard of the

people called quakcrs, that in frequent converfations

\\hich he had with the clergy, he difcovercd appre-

henfions of its nature fuperior to thofe which were

entertained by them. On the appearance of fomc

members of that focicty in his neighbourhood,

about the year 1654, he embraced their fentiments

in the eighteenth year of his age. lie was after

wards looked on as pofleffing eminent gifts for the

miniflry, and travelled in the exercife of it through

different parts of England and Ireland ; and was

inftrumental to awaken in many ferious confidcration

of their ways, and religious dcfires after the attain-^

mcnt of peace and future happinefs, He was twice

imprifoned ;
once at York 1660, and again at

Wakcficld in 1665. He died on the ;th of July

1690, with a fcrcnity of mind which fupportrd him

above the fear of dritii, like one falling into an eafy

flecp. His laft words were lt lilcfled be GOD, I

&quot; have heavenly peace.&quot;

&quot; He was a man/ \vc are

told,
&quot; of an amiable difpofition,

cultivated by

*

pure religion j
a preacher of rightcoufncfs, no
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&quot;

lefs in the whole tenour of his life and circumfpeft
&quot; converfadon than in word or doftrine

; whereby
cc he acquired the general efteem of his friends and
ic

neighbours, and left an honourable and fpotlefs

&quot;

reputation behind him.&quot;

In the fame year died Mr. Thomas Salthouse, an

intimate in the family of Judge Fell, when Mr.

George Fox came to Swanhmore; whofe preaching

wrought conviction in him, and in the greateft part

of the family. Having been commiiiioned to preach,

he fpent a confiderable portion of his life in travell

ing, and labouring to promote, particularly in the

\veftern counties, the reception of what he deemed

to be the truth
;

and for his leftimony to it he

fuffered repeated imprisonments, attended with

circumftances of feventy and ignominy ; being

detained in gaol, (when thofc who had been appre

hended with him, had been releafed,) through his

inability to pay fines, or to procure fecurities on

account of his great diftance from home, as well as

being treated as a vagrant. After forne years he

appears to have married and fettled in Cornwall ;

but he continued frequently to viiit different parts

of the kingdom ; and although he cfcaped impri-

fonment, he was not fecure againfl the malignity

of informers. At the funeral of a refpcctable

member of the fociety in December 1681, he ad-

dreffcd a mixed audience, in a fuitable exhortation
&amp;lt;& to ferioufntfs and fobriety, reminding them of the
&quot; email y of death and judgment, and a retribution

* $

according to their works. &quot; Onfuch an occafion a
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&amp;lt;c and to fuch an aflembly of many good Chriftians,
&quot;

loyal fubjects, and profeflbrs of the protcftant
&quot;

religion, one would fcarcely expeft,&quot;
obferves the

hiflorian,
&quot; that reminding men of their mortality,

&quot; and inciting them to prepare for death, could have
&quot; been liable to the penalties of the law :&quot; yet upon
the oath of two informers feveral prefent were con-

vifted unheard, and fined for a conventicle by three

juftices ; and the goods in the fhop of Mr. Salthoufc

were diftrained to the value of 29!. 95. gd. to pay

a fine of 2ol. for preaching. In 1683, he and

feveral others were committed to Launcefton gaol j

and for declining to take an oath, they were brought
to the fummer aflizes, where the oath was again

tendered to them in open court. Upon conviction

of refufmg it, they were on a fentence of pr&munirc
detained three years in prifon, till King James s

general pardon rcleafcd them. After this, Mr.

Salthoufe renewed and continued his paftoral vilits,

till, about the 6oth year of his age, death deter

mined all his labours and fufferings. He is fpoken

of as &quot; a man of good natural capacity, and adorned
4&amp;lt; with an excellent gift in the miniftry ; remarkably
&quot; affable and pleafant in his converfation, which
&quot;

procured him the refpeftful regard of many others

&quot; as well as of friends.&quot; He addrefTcd to them ibme

excellent epidles, and was the author of ibmc

valuable tra^s.*

A third character which recommends iifelf to our

notice in the biography of the Society of Friends,

at this period, is tint of Mr. Charles
Marfoall&amp;gt;

*
Cough, ut ante, p. 255 jj8.
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born in Briftol in April 1637; by profcfTion an

apothecary and chemift; a man who was accounted

worthy of double honour in his own religious com-

munity ; and who, for the innocence and integrity

of his life, had obtained a good refpeft among his

acquaintance and neighbours. He defcended from

religious and virtuous parents, who, as the faithful

guardians of his tender youth, directed his education

with a view at once to the cultivation of virtuous

difpofitions in him, and to the furnifhing of his mind

with literature. His mother took him to the reli

gious afiemblies of the Independents which ihc

frequented, and fometimes to thofe of the baptifts ;

and he accompanied her to hear minifters of every

denomination who were in the greattfl reputation

for zeal, experience, and piety. He himfclf from

his childhood conceived an abhorrence cf every

degree of profanencfs and immorality, and delighted

in reading the fcriptures. He accuftomed himfclf,

as he advanced in years, to fpend much time in the

fields and woods, out of the fight and obfervation of

men, in the exercifes of devotion. His inducement

to this was a diflatisfacYion with the conduct of many
in the different religious communities of the day, on

account of their having fallen, as he conceived, into

a mere lifelefs and empty profeflion. He had there

fore left them, and accuftomed himfelf to thefe

folitary retirements, and alfo aflbciated with feme

ether perfons who thought as he did. He fpcnt one

day in the week with them in fafling and prayer,

fteking relief from a conflict of fpirit, in their rcli-
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gious fcvlings and views. This fclec&quot;c party was

vifited, in 1654, by Mr. John Cam and Mr. John

Auckhnd, minillcrs among the people called

quakers. The preaching of the latter arrefted the

attention of Mr. Marfhall, and brought him over to

his fentimcnts. After many years, in 1670, he

became a minifcer among them. In the fame year

he commenced his travels in that character, through
the neighbouring counties of Wiltfliire and Glocef-

terfliire, and purfued them fo far as to Kendal in

Weftmoreland, returning through Chethire and

Worcefterfliire. He continued his journies to the

year 1672, without any interruption from informers,

either by imprifonment or by levying of fines under

the Conventicle Acl. He experienced many deliver

ances from difficulties and dangers which attended

him. Ac one time having the fands to crofs near

Ulverfton in Lancashire, he was on the point of

attempting it, in comoany with four others, being
told by two pcrfons who lived on the other fide of

the river that he might Jo it with fafcty ; but

flopping from an imprdfion on his own mind, he

received intelligence that it would be dangerous to

venture to do it at that time, and defuled ; and in

about an hour the fea overflowed the fands to the

extent of fcveral miles. In 1674, he was dragged

through a gallery out of the nueiing-houlc at Cla-

verton in Somerfetfhire, with fo much violence, by
a magiftrate, that it can fed a fpitting of blood, and

was attended with a contufion, of which he long

after complained. He was a great fufFcrer in the



394- HISTORY OF THE C. III.

forfeiture of his goods for tithes ; and in 1682, was

confined, by a profecution before the barons of the

exchequer, two years in Fleet prifon. He met with

many trials of his faith and patience, in his afliduous

endeavours, conjointly with Mr. George Fox, to

heal diffentions which broke out about 1677, in

the Society of Friends, in confequence of the oppo-

fition made by John Wilkinfon and John Story to

the eftabliftimcnc of an orderly difcipline. He con

tinued his labours and journies, with many trying

exercifes of body and mind, for the greateft part of

twenty years ; giving up his time, fubftance, and

flrength, to the obje&s of his miniftry. On his lad

journey to Briftol and the Weftern Counties, in 1 698,
he was vifited with a lingering indifpofition, which,

according to a prefage and fettled opinion of his

own mind, proved mortal. Having paiTcd a life of

faithfulnefs, integrity, and extenfive benevolence,

in the fervice of GOD and man, he felt, in the

allured profpeft of his approaching change, that the

work of righteoufnefs was peace, and the effect

thereof quietnefs and afTurancc for ever. His ex-

preffions and counfels to thofe who vifited him in an

illnefs of four months, frequently attended with

great pain, clearly evidenced that he felt no decay

in love to his brethren, in univerfal benevolence, or

in his fpiritual abilities
;

and borne up fuperior to

his aiHiclion by the fecurity of his confcience, he

was flrengthened to bear his painful fenfations with

much patience and calm refignation to the divine

He ftrongly recommended to fome of his
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brethren in the miniflry two things, which were

weightily imprcflcd upon his own mind. One point

which he urged on their attention, to ufe his own

\\ords, was,
Ct that they would gather down unto

&quot; the immortal feed and word of life in themfelves,
&quot; and be exercifed in it before the LORD ; and duly
&quot;

prize and fet a right value upon the many out-
&quot; ward and inward blcfTmgs that the LORD has
&quot;

eminently beftowed upon them fmce the morning
&quot; of the day of his blefled vifitation ; then (hall they
&amp;lt;c

grow and be preferved in a living frefhnefs to Him,
&amp;lt;c and the LORD will continue his mercies to them,
c&amp;lt; and they (hall not want his divine refrefhmg pre-

&quot; fence in their meetings together before Him.&quot;

The fecond was that &quot; thofe friends to whom the
&quot; LORD had given great eftates, ought to cad their

&quot; bread upon the waters, and to do good therewith
&quot;

in their life time
; for thofe that are enjoycrs of

&quot; fuch things, fhould fee that they be good ftewards
&quot;

thereof.&quot; As his lafl momenta approached, he

clofed his eyes with his own hands, and with com-

pofurc of mind refigned his foul to GOD in the 6zd

year of his age. He was himfclf a living example

of that virtuous and holy conduft which he incul

cated ; he was the advocate of the poor with the

opulent, recommending felf-dcnial, hofpitality, and

liberality, rather than high living ; and the charity

to which he exhorted others he exhibited in hit

own praftice, particularly in fupplying the Tick with

advice and medicine, the hungry with food, and

tbc naked with raiment.
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Mr. jfohn Crook was another member of the

Society of Friends, whofe name is come down to us

with peculiar teftimonies of refpeft. He was a man
of literature, poITcfTed a good edate, and was in the

commiflion of the peace for Bedford/hire. In the

year 1654, and about the 3 7th of his age, con

vinced by the miniftry of Mr. George Fox and

Mr. William Dewfbury, he embraced the principles

of the Friends, and became a member of their com

munity. On this his commifTion was taken away.
He entered with fuch ardour of feeling into the

fentimcnts and fpirit of this body of chriftians, that

he became not only a very ferviceable member of

their community, but a preacher of diflinguifhed

gifts,
&quot; as an eloquent man, and mighty in the fcrip-

&quot;

turcs, and highly eftcemed.&quot; As long as the

ftate of his health permitted, till he was difabled

by a complication of painful maladies, he travelled

as a minifler through different parts of the nation,

particularly in Bedfordfhire and the neighbouring

counties. He was a great fufferer for the teftimony

of a good confcicnce, being repeatedly expofed to

thefcverities of unmerited profecutions. At differ

ent times he was confined for months in the gaols

of Newgate, Huntingdon, and Ayltfbury. On the

25th of June 1662, Mr. Crook, with two odrer

other brethren, one a&amp;lt; phyfician, and the other a

goldfmith, men of property and character, without

being charged with any crime, or the ground of an

indifhnenr, were tried at the bar of the Old Bailey,

and a fentence of pramunire was palled on them for
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refufing to take the oath of allegiance before Judge

Twifden. On this occafion iMr. Crook pleaded with

ability and intrepidity, on the principles of the

Eng!i(h conflitution and laws, againfl the illegal

proceedings of the court. He and his fellow pri-

ibners demanded, before the jury brought in their

verdict, their privilege to make their defence; but it

was rcfufed them. The Chief Judge on the bench

remarked, that &quot;

if the quakers had liberty to fpeak,
&quot;

they would make themfelves famous, and their

&quot;judges
odious.&quot; An officer of the court was

commanded to flop their mouths, which he did with

a dirty cloth. Immediately after fcntence was pafled,

their eftatcs were leized. On the 23d of July they

were fet at liberty, it was fuppofcd, by the king s

order. During their confinement Mr. Crook drew

up and committed to the prcfs, a narrative of the

the trial ;

&quot; that the king and nation might not be
&quot;

ignorant of the meafures purfued, and their ten-

&quot;

dency to dcfpotifm, and the ruin of the fubjecV
H

As Mr. Crook advanced in life he was afflicted

with frequent and fevcre paroxyfms of the llone,

during which he was never known to utter an impa

tient word; and when the extremity of the fit was

over, he would thankfully cxprefs the inward joy
and peace of mind that he had felt in it. He died

on the 26th April 1699, at his houfc in Hertford,

in the 82d year of his age. Mr. Gough has prc-

ferved a letter to his children and grandchildren,

written fcarccly two months before his death, full of

Cough, vol. i. p. 518516.
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weighty counfels, expreffcd with vigour, and breath

ing a fpirit of elevated piety.*

We have referved for this place the names of two

mod diftinguifhed members of the Society of Friends.

They died, indeed, before thofe whom we have

already noticed ; but they may with propriety clofc

the lift of worthies in that community, as perfons

juflly held in peculiar refpeft. The individuals to

whom we relate were Rob. Barclay and George Fox.

Mr. Robert Barclay, the fon of Colonel David

Barclay,t was born at Edinburgh in the year 1648.

He was dcfcended on the paternal fide from the

ancient and honourable family of the Barclays, of

Mathers, in the kingdom of Scotland
;
and on the

maternal, from that of Catherine Gordon, of the

houfe of the Duke of Gordon. The firft rudiments

of his education were received among the Calvinifts

in his own country. In an early period of his life

he was removed to Paris, for a more extenfive edu

cation, under the tuition of his uncle, prefident of

the Scotch college in that city. Here he received,

from the impreflions made on his immature judg

ment, a ftrong bias in favour of the principles of

the Catholic faith. In 1664, he returned home;

having acquired a competent knowledge of the

fciences, and attained to a great proficiency in the

French and Latin tongues. He could write and

fpeak the latter language with great facility and cor-

reftnefs; and he afterwards made himfelf matter of

*
Gough, vol. iii. p. 433 441.

t See the laft edition of Ncal, vol. v. p. 117.
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the Greek and Hebrew. During his abfence his

father joined in fellowfhip with the people called

quakcrs. The religious converfation and circum-

fpcft example of his father, and his mtercourfe with

others of the fame profcflion, directed the attentiou

of the young Barclay to their principles ; difpofed

him to think very favourable of their religious

views, as producing a conduct in life remarkably

confident with the precepts and fpirit of thegofpcl;
and induced him to attend their meetings. In the

1 9th year of his age he made a public profeflion of

their fencimcnts, and became an active and zealous

member of their communiiy; and received the

miniftry among them as his greatefl honour. A
clear conception, an extcnfive reach of thought, a

clofe and convincing manner of reafoning, delivered

in a plain, unaffected, neat ftylr, combined with con-

fiderable literary attainments, in union with a calm-

ncfs of temper, qualified him to be, both in writing

anid difcourfe, an able and powerful advocate of the

focicty to which he had joined himfclf. In 1675,
on the 1 4th of February, he and Mr. George Keith

held a public difputation with fome fludents in divi

nity, at Aberdeen, on the principles of their reli

gious prolefliun ;
the (ludcnts, having numbers on

their fide, handled the fubject that came into dif-

cuflion with difgraccful levity, fell into clamour and

perfonal abufe, and vaunted themfelves in a victory

which they had not obtained. The difputation

ended as ufual in tumult and difordcr, and alfo with

throwing of clods and flones. Four fludents who
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were prcfent, but not difputants, \vcrc, liowcvcr,

fo impreffrd with the arguments offered by the

advocates of the Friends, that they joined the fociety.

Mr. Barclay afterwards publiflied
&quot; a true and faith-

&quot; ful account of the mod material paffages of this

&quot;

Difputation, conduced before fome hundreds of
&quot;

witnefTcs.&quot; In 1676, fome members of the Society,
to the number of thirty-four, were cad intoprifon by
the magiflrates of Edinburgh, on the ground of a

declaration iffued by the council to enforce the Acts

of Parliament again!! conventicles; and were de

tained three monthe, before they were called to the

tribunal of the commiilioners of the privy council,

to hear the libel exhibited againft them, and to fet

up their defence. After an hour or two fpent by
the court in deliberation on their defence, the pri-

foners were called in one by one, and feverally afked,
&quot; Whether they would oblige themfelves not to go
&amp;lt;s

any more to meeting ?&quot; which everyone of them

refufing to do, fome of them, among whom was Mr.

Barclay s father, were fined each one fourth of their

rcfpeHve valued rents for keeping conventicles; and

an eighth part of the faid valued rents each for

withdrawing from the public worftiip ;
and fcveral

were fined to an eighth part for their wives tranf-

greffions in the fame way. Others who were not

pofTeffed of landed property, were fined in fums

of money of 40!. 30!. 25!. or lefs each ; and all were

remanded to prifon till the fines were paid. Their

numbers were foon increafed by the repeated impri-

fonments of other?, apprehended at religious meet-
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ings. On this, Mr. Barclay being in London, gained

admittance to the king, delivered to him a narra

tive of the proceedings and of the feverity of the

magiftrates, and interceded that the cafe of his im.

prifoned friends might be recommended to the

favourable notice of the Council of Scotland. The

king accordingly directed the Earl of Lauderdale to

recommend it to their confideration. The council

referred it to their former commiilioners, in conjunc

tion with three others. In the iffue it was decreed

that on paying their fines they fhould be releafed,

as were the next morning all who had been impri-

foned fmce the others were fined.

In 1677, Mr. Barclay accompanied his friends,

William Per.n, George Fox, and George Keith, on

a journey to Holland, to vifit the members of their

community in the United States, and in fome pans

of Germany. Barclay and Penn proceeded to K.er-

ford, the refidence of Elizabeth Princefs Palatine,

and aunt to King George I. who, under a folicitous

concern of mind on a religious account, had carried on

an epiftolary correspondence with Mr. Pcnn.* Mr.

Barclay is faid on this tour to have recommended his

doctrines, not only by the exemplarincfs of his man

ners, but by the cheerfulncfs and agrccablencfs of his

convcrfation. In 1677, Mr. Barclay prcfemed an

excellent letter to the public miniflers aflcmblcd in a

congrefs, held at Nimeguen, to reftorc me peace of

Europe ; copies of it in L.itin were delivered to the

ambafladors of the Emperor, of the kings of Great-

Cough, vol. ii. p. 117, 4J 8, 466, 48;.

D D
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Britain, Spain, France, Sweden, the States General,

&c.; and were received, it is related, with great

marks of efleetn and refpeft. The author informs

them, that a fight of the miferies produced by war,

which he wimefTed on his vifit to Holland and

Germany, firfl fuggefted to him the idea of writing

this addrefs. The defign of it was to lay open
the true caufes of war and bloodmed ; the dreadful

and barbarous confequences attending it ; and the

only certain and undeniable means of attaining, by
the purfuit of chriftian principles, true, lading, and

folid peace. Voltaire remarks on this tour through

the continent by Mr. Barclay and his aflbciates,
&quot; The Friends fowed the good feed in Germany,
&quot; but reaped very little fruit

;
for the mode of

&amp;lt;c

thee-ing and tbou-lng was not approved of in a

&quot;

country where a man is perpetually obliged to

&quot;

employ the titles of Higlmefs and Excellency.&quot;*

Mr. Barclay after this &quot;

patted his life in a

cc
peaceful retirement; having a large family, which

&quot; he governed with great dignity, wifdom, and
&quot;

difcretion; living always decently and honourably
&quot;

upon his own fortune, which was confiderable.&quot;

He had attained only to the 42$. year of his age,

when he died at his own houfe at Ury, in Scotland,

on the 3d of October 1690. His ficknefs was fhort,

his temper of mind through it was calm and ferene ;

and he clofed his eyes with firm confidence in

GOD. A friend, in his courfe of travels through
thofe parts, calling on him, he exprefled his love to

*
Goadby s Britiih Biography, vol yii. p. 143.



C. III. PROTESTANT DISSENTERS. 403

all ihe faithful friends in England, who kept their

integiity in the truth; and defired that the af-

furancc of his afleftion might be carried to the

friends in Cumberland where his vifitor refided, and

at Swarthmore, and to the faithful every where,

adding,
&quot; GOD is good dill, and though I am under

&quot; a great weight of weaknefs and ficknefs, yet my
&quot;

peace flows ; and this I know, whatever exercifes

&quot;

may be permitted to come upon me, they (hall

&quot; tend to GOD S glory and my falvation, and in that

&quot;

I reft.&quot; Ample and honourable teftimonies were

borne to his character and talents by thofe of his

own perfuafion.* The eulogy on him by Mr. Wm.
Penn, who was well acquainted with him, may be

acceptable to the reader. &quot; He loved the trutli and
&quot;

way ot GOD, as revealed among us, above all

c&amp;lt; the world, and was not afhamcd of it before men,
&quot; but bold and able in maintaining it ;

found in

&quot;

judgment, fcrong in argument, cheerful in fuffcr-

&quot;

ings ;
of a plcafant difpofuion, yet folid, plain,

&amp;lt;c and exemplary in converfation. He was a learned

&quot;

man, a rood chriftian, an able minitier, a dutiful

&quot;

fon, a loving hulband, a tender and careful lather,
&quot; an cafy mailer, and a good and kind neighbour
&quot; and friend. Thefc eminent qualities in one who
ce

employed them fo ferviceably, and who had not

&quot; lived much above half the life of a man, aggra-
&quot; vatcd the lofs of him, efpecially in that nation

&quot; where he lived/ A more modern writer, in very

For fpccimcns of which fee Gough, TO), iii. p. 247 8 ; and

Kippis s Biographia Britannica, vol. i. p. 599, &c. note 1.

D D 2



404 HISTORY OF THE c. III.

exprcfllve and handfome terms, has concifely drawn
his character: &quot; He was a man of eminent learnino-&
&quot; and abilities, fincerely pious, and uniformly vir-

&quot; tuous. He was very benevolent and charitable,
&quot; and remarkable for the government of his paffions,
&quot; and the meeknefs and fweetnefs of his

temper.&quot;*

A Scots poet, writing of Mr. Barclay s two brothers,

William and John, concludes with thefe verfes

upon Robert:

&quot; But lo ! a third appears, with ferious air,
&quot; His Prince s darling, and his country s care.
&quot; See his religion, which fo late before

&quot; Was like a jumbled mafs of drofs and ore,
&quot; Refined by him, and burnifhM o er with art,
&quot; Awakes the fpirit, and attrads the heart.&quot;

After his deceafe, Dr. Kippis informs us, his widow

received many letters of condolence, not only from

friends of his own religious perfuafion, but from

other perfons of rank and character. Seven chil

dren furvived him, all of whom were alive in

Oftober 1740, fifty years after their father s death.

His defendants at that time amounted to between

Cxty and fevcnty.f

His works, admired for the ftrength and power
of reafoning which they difplay, and for the pcrfpi-

cuity and accuracy of language in which they arc

written, were collected together, and publiflied in

London in 1692. Befides the tracts already men

tioned, the mod diftinguiftied of his publications

* Goadby s Britifh Biography, vol. vii. p. 143.

t Biographia Biiunnica, TO!, i. p. 6oz
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were,
&quot; The Anarchy of the Ranters,&quot; (a fcft of

that day)
&quot; and other Libertines;&quot;

&quot; The Hierarchy
** ot the Romanifts and other pretended churches
* c

equally refufcd and refuted, in a two-fold apology
&quot; for the church and people of GOD, called in de-

&quot; rifion Quakers, &c.&quot; This is pronounced to be
&quot; a learned and excellent treaiife, containing as much
&amp;lt;c found reafoniog as any book of its fize in ours,
&amp;lt;c or perhaps in any modern language.&quot; Another

treatife, in which many weighty points are difcufled

with great judgment and moderation, and which

exhibits a noble dcfcription of chriflian beneficence,

penned by him in the prifon of Aberdeen, was

entitled,
&quot; Univcrfal Love confidered, and eftablifhcd

&quot;

upon its right foundation, cvc.&quot; But the moft

celebrated of his works was his
&quot;

Apology&quot; for the

Quakers, publifhed in Latin at Amfterdam in 1676,

in 410. Two copies of it were immediately fent to

each of the public miniilers then at the Congrefs of

Nimegucn, who received it with all imaginable

favour and refpcft. In 1678, the author publifhed

an Englifh tranflation of it, and it was quickly

tranflated into High Dutch, Low Dutch, French,

and Spanilh. It has been univerfally allowed to

furpafs every thing of its kind, and to fct the prin.

ciples of the Society, in whofc defence it was written,

in the fairtft light poffible. The numerous anfwers

to it at home and abroad only contributed to make it

more read and more cflccmcd. It has given to the

name of the author a diffufivc and permanent cele

brity and reputation. A very elegant edition of it
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came from the prefs of Mr. Bafkerville.* It reflets

no honour on the candour and impartiality of the

German ecclefiadical hidorian Modieim, that he

endeavours to depreciate this elaborate work
;

afcribes to the author a duplicity foreign to his real

character
;
and infmuafes that he has given a fallacious

account of the principles of the Quakers : whereas

it has been obferved by another biographer,
&quot; that

&amp;lt;c the mod bitter of his antagonids have condantly
&quot; owned that the author of the c

Apology* was a
&quot; man of great candour and charity; one who loved
&quot; truth fmcerely ; and did not make ufe of his great
&quot;

learning and abilities in order to impofe, by the
&quot;

flrength of them, his own opinions on weaker
&amp;lt;c

minds.&quot; A writer of the French Encyclopedic,
under the word Quaker, has declared, I am not
&quot; afhamed to own that I have read Robert Bar-
&quot;

clay s Apology for Qiiakerifm over and over
&quot;

-igain with fingular fatisfaftion
;

and am con-
&quot; vinced that, taken altogether, it is the mod rea-

* c fonablc and mod perfcft fydem which has ever
&quot; been conceived.&quot;

This work is addreiTed to King Charles II. in a

dedication, as important, curious, and extraordinary
as any part of it. Among many driking paiTages

the following has been fcle&ed as a fpecimen of the

manly freedom, of the drong yet decent drain of it.

* There is no king in the world who can fo experi-

* For a Kft of the Anfwcrs to the Apology, fee Biogr. Britan.

vol. i. p. 596, rule f.

Biogr. Brit, vol.i. p. 597, note f ; and Cough, vol. ii. p. 405,
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&quot;

mentally teflify of GOD S providence and good-
&quot; nefs ; neither is there any who rules fo many free

&quot;

people, fo many.jrue chriitiuns; which thing ren-

&quot; ders thy government more honourable, thyfelf
&quot; more confiJerable, than the acceflLm of many
&amp;lt;c natious rilled with flavifh and fuperftitious fouls.

&quot; Thou haft tafted of profperity and adverfuy ; thou
&amp;lt;c knowcft what it is to be banifhed from thy native

&quot;

country ;
to be over-ruled, as well as to rule and

&amp;lt;c

(it upon the throne ; and being opprefTed, thou
&quot; haft reafon to know how hateful the oppreflbr is

&quot; both to GOD and man. If, after all thofe warn-
&quot;

ings and advertifements, thou doft not return unto
&quot; the LORD with all thy heart, but forget Him who
&quot; remembered thee in thy diflrefs, and give up thy-
&quot;

felf to follow lufl and vanity, furely great will be
u

thy condemnation.&quot;

About the time of Mr. Barclay s birth, Mr. Gco.

Fox, who is regarded as the author and founder of the

feel called Quakers, began to preach, lie was born

atDraytonin Lancafhire, 1624. About the year 1648,
he commenced public teacher in Manchcftcr, and its

neighbouring towns. From this fpot he extended

his journies and labours through the counties of

Derby, Leicefter, and Northampton ; infilling on

his leading principle,
&quot; that every man was enlight-

&quot; ened by the divine light of Chrift
;&quot; inveighing

againft injuftice, drunkennefs, and other prevalent

vices ; and under an apprehcnfion that he had received

a divine command, aiTuming a particular ityle of

addrdling perfons, and refraining from the ufual
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modes of cxpreffing civility and refpeft to others.*

He expofed himfelf, both by his preaching and fin-

gulamies of practice, to reproach and infult
; was

repeatedly caft into prifon in various towns ; and

at times fcarcely efcaped with his life from the mad-

nefs of an infuriated mob. The trial of confinement

was often aggravated by peculiar circumftances of

rigour and hardlhip; by the menaces of jailors ; by
rudenefs and incivility ; by the exclufion of friends

who were not permitted to vifit him
; by the intrufion

of enemies, who were allowed to force their com

pany on him, to gaze at him, and difpute with him ;

by the peculiar incommodioufnefs of his apartments,

and by the nuifances attached to them. Previoufly to

the period at which we now take up his hiftory, Mr.

ox, in company with other members of his religious

community, took (hipping from England in 1671, to

vifit the Weft-Indies and other parts of the Britifh.

dominions in America. After a pafTage of nearly two

months they landed at Barbadoes. Here, before

and after fome of his friends had left him and pro

ceeded to the iflands of Antigua and Nevis, he held

many large and fatisfa&ory meetings both for wor-

fhip and difcipline, free from any interruption from,

the governor, who had received him on his vifit

with remarkable kindnefs. From Barbadoes he

palled over to Jamaica, in company with fome ad

herents to his principles. The governor, magif-

trates, and people in general, afforded them a kind

reception. Their meetings were quiet and numerous,

* Our edition of Neal, TO), iv. p. 31, and notes, p, 34^51
2d notes p. 36, 275, 5oa&amp;gt; 503, 509, 643*
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Many, and nmongfl them fome perfons of the higher

clafs, were brought over to their profelfion. We
next find him and fome of his coadjutors in Mary
land, after a tedious and difficult paflage, owing to

contrary and tcmpeftuous winds, through the Gulf
of Florida. But thefc pious worthies, zealous of

the caufe of, as it appeared to their minds, evangelical

truth, were not difcouraged or diverted from their

active exertions by perils by land or perils by fea.

Soon after their difembarking, they joined a general

meeting of friends held for four days at Weft

River, and after this another at Cliffs. Thefc two

general meetings being over, the friends from

Europe parted company. Mr. Fox, and they who

joined him, failed by boat to the eaftern fhore, where

they held meetings ; at which, befides many per

fons of quality of the country, one of the Indian

kings and fome other Indians attended, who owned

the truth of his doclrine, and defired that it might

be dated to their people. They then took their

journey to New England, an cntcrprizc of great

difficulty and peril. In their journey they fpcnt fome

little time in Longlfland, and attended a half-yearly

meeting of friends, for four days, at Oyflcr-Bay.

After fome flay in Long liland, they proceeded by

fhip to Rhode liland, to attend the general meeting

to be convened there for the province of New

England, which continued by adjournments fix days.

His next flagc was at Shrcwibury in Eait-Jcrfcy.

From this place, with the alfiftancc of Indian guides,

they purfucd their journey through the woods to
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Maryland. After contending with numerous diffi

culties, they reached Newcaflle in five days, where

Mr. Fox was hofpitably entertained by the gover

nor, and held a large meeting at his houfe
; which

afforded great fatisfa&lun to the people, who in

tendernefs confeffed the truth of the doctrines pub-

lifhed amongfl them. In three days of very fevere

travelling, they reached the houfe of a friend at

Myles River in Maryland ;
where ihc-y held fcveral

meetings, both amongfl: the inhabitants, and amongfl:

the Indians, to whom Mr. Fox fpoke by an inter

preter, who were very fericufly attentive to his

doftrine, and (hewed a very affectionate refpeft

to himfelf. They next vifited Virginia and Carolina.

Their labours were not confined to the precincls of

the Englifli government, but they included in their

tours, ftimulated by the fentiment of univerfal love,

the Indians in the back fettlements, whom they ad-

drefTed by an interpreter ;
and who well received

their labours, profeffing that tc

they underftood
&quot; what was fpoken, and that it was very good.&quot;

In 1673, he embarked at Potuxant for Briftol. It

is a proof of the philanthropy and equity of Mr.

Fox s fpirit and principles, that he exhorted the

members of the fociety to exercife peculiar kindnefs

towards their negro (laves, to inftruft them in chriftia-

nity, and to inflill into them the fear of their Creator ;

to fee that their overfeers treated them with huma

nity and gentlenefs ; and after certain years of fervi-

tude to fet them free. This generous advice, which

was approved and obfervcd by the members of the
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fociety of friends, gave offence to the other inhabit

ants at Barbadoes, and excited a general alarm.*

Alike honourable to Mr. Fox is the epiftle, which

in ihe year 1682, full of anxious concern for the

conducl of his friends in every quarter of the world,

he wrote to thofe in Pennfylvania and the adjacent

provinces, in an elevated drain of morality, exhort

ing them to
juftice

and liberality in all commercial

tranfactions. He advifed them not to let avarice

tempt them to take advantage of the circumftances

or necellity of others, or to enhance their gain in

exorbitant profits, but to fell on moderate terms.

On the other hand, when the prices were too low to

give a profit equal to the ncccflary occafions of the

proprietors, to purchafe at an advanced rate, having
an eye more to the public good than to private in-

tereft. To beware of fetting their hearts on riches,

if their trade increafed through a reputation for

juftice and fair dealing, left they fhould lofe the

image of GOD, in which the dominion over the

creature is retained. Not to extend trade beyond
their capitals and their ability to manage it: to cir-

cumfcribe thcmfelves within fuch limits as would

enable them to be pun&ual to their engagements,
and regular in their payments. Not to let out their

defircs alter extenfivc pofleilions and grcatnefs in the

world, left they (hould be abforbcd in the incum-

branccs thereof, like the rich fool in the parable,

whofe barns were too little : earneftly enjoining

the practice of riijhtcoufncfs, fidelity, and mercy, on

*
Gough, vol. iii. p. 49.
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thofe who were magiflrates, or advanced to public

trufls, by the exhortations of fcripture.*

After his return to England Mr. Fox was caft

into Worcefter gaol, on the ridiculous charge of

having
* held a meeting from all parts of the nation

&quot; for terrifying the king s
fubjecls.&quot; During hit

imprifonment he was attacked with an alarming

Ccknefs, and his recovery was very doubtful. His

wife, (who was the widow of Judge Fell,) to whom
he was married in 1669, wcnt to London to petition

the king for his release ; which he was willing to

grant in the mode of a pardon : this, as it feemed

to imply, if not an acknowledgment, yet confcioufnefs

cf guilt, Mr. Fox declined to accept, and chofc

lather to await the decifion of a court ofjuflice. By
his trial, after a fevere confinement of two years, he

was honourably acquitted. He then went to Hol

land. On his coming home, a fuit was inflituted

againfl him for rcfufmg to pay tithes. His oppo
nents were fuccefsful, and he was obliged to fubmic

to theconfequenccs.J In 1684 he again vifued the

continent ;
and on his return, finding his health

and fpirits
were much impaired by inceffant fatigues

and long imprifonmcnts, he defifled from
travelling,

andfpemhis latter years in London and its vicinity,

as affording him an opportunity of rendering the

moft tfiential fervices to his friends, efpecially to

fuch as were under perfecution. He continued his

public duties as a minifter till within a few days of

*
Gough, vol. iii. p. 147, 148.

1 Rees* Cyclopaedia, 410. article, George Fox,
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his death, which happened, after a fhort illnefs, on

the 13111 of January 1690, when he was in the

6;th year of his age. Mr. William Pcnn, who
was with him, reports, that he was fo calm in his

fpiriis to the lad, as if death were hardly worth

notice, recommending to thofc about him the dif.

perfion of &quot; an epiftlc he had lately written, and,
&quot; above all, the care of friends, efpecially thofc in

&quot; Ireland and America;&quot; twice over repeating, &quot;mind

&quot;

poor friends in Ireland and America.&quot; To fomc

who vifited him, and enquired how he felt, he an-

fwered,
&quot; Never heed; the LORD S prefence is over

&quot;

all weaknefs and death
;

the feed reigns ; blefled

&quot; be the LORD.&quot; He was tall and corpulent ; very

temperate, eating little and deeping Icfs
;

a man of

good natural talents, and veiy conrerfant in the

fcriptures ; though his cxpreflions might found un

couth and unfadiionablc to nice ears, his matter

was inftru&ivc, weighty, and profound ;
and he ex

celled in prayer. The reverence and folcmnity of

his addrcfs and behaviour, and the fervency and full-

nefsof his words, often (truck Grangers with admi

ration.
&quot; To man he was an original, being no

&quot; man s
copy.&quot; High commendation is bcflowed

on his meeknefs, humility, and moderation. His

fuflfcrings bore tcflimony to his fortitude, patience,

and refignation : his piety, Cnccrity, and purity of

intention, were evinced by his inccfTant zeal through

life. His funeral was attended by a great concourfc

gf friends, and others of various panics. Hif
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works were collected in three volumes folio ;

confiding of his journal, epiftles, and doftrinal

treatifes.f

f Encyclopedia, ut ante; Gough, vol. iii. p. 485 5:, 56, 83,

$5, 89, 90,91,92, lor, 102,103, 350, 254.
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CHAPTER IV.

NEW CHARITABLE INSTITUTIONS

THE
mind turns with pleafure from a furvey of

the collifion of fentiments among various feels,

and of the interefts of peculiar parties, to the review

of meafures that unite men in the purfuit of one

good dcfign ; or raife in their breafts an emulation in

promoting knowledge and virtue, and advancing the

improvement of mankind. If the period through
which we have carried our hiftorical refearch was

marked by contefts and diflemions, by fuflferingj

nobly fupported, by virtuous ftruggles in the caufc of

liberty, and by mutual bickerings and jealoufies, it

was diitinguilhed by the commencement of fcvcral

benevolent inftitutions, and by the execution of plans

of extcnfive ufcfulnefs.

When zealous proteftants, alarmed by the fpirit

and meafures of the government in the reign of

James II. were diftrcfled with apprehcnfions of the

rapid fprcad of Popery, many in and about the me

tropolis held meetings for inftruclion and dcvotiou.

Such afTociations had hitherto been maintained only

by the puritans and dificutcrs. The members of
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the eflablifhed church now entered into them with

ferioufnefs and ardour
;
and applied to their minifters,

Dr. afterwards Bifhop Beveridge, and Dr. Horneck,

preacher at the Savoy, to afford them direction and

Jfuperintendance, and to fupply them with forms of

prayer. Bcfides the rules for the management of

their meetings, it was particularly recommended to

the members of thefe focieties,
&amp;lt;e to love one another:

&amp;lt;c when reviled, not to revile again : to fpeak evil

&quot; of no man : to wrong no man : to pray, if pof-
&quot;

fible, fev&n times a day : to keep clofe to the
&amp;lt;c church of England : to tranfacl: all things peace-
c&amp;lt;

ably and gently : to be helpful to each other :

&amp;lt;c to ufe themfelvcs to holy thoughts on coming in

&quot; and going out : to examine themfelvcs every
&amp;lt;e

night : to give every one his due : to obey fu-

&amp;lt;c

periors, both fpirkual and
temporal.&quot;* They were

retrained by the rules of their aflbciation from dif-

courfing at their meetings on any controverted

point of divinity, or en the government of church

or date ;
and prohibited from the ufe ofany prayers,

but thofe, of the church, fucli as the litany and col-

lecls, and others prefcribed to them, and particu

larly from the ufe of fuch, as the abfolution, which

were appropriate to the ufe of minifters. In the

choice of books of practical divinity, which they
read to one another, they were to follow the direc

tion of the prefiding minifter.* Thefe focieties

confided chiefly of young men. After the Revolu

tion they became more numerous
;
and fo improved

* Dr. liorneck s Life, p. 1416.
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their finances hy collections, that they were enabled

to remunerate the attendance of nuny clergymen to

read prayers : thefe aids to devotion were in a ihort

time afforded at fo many different hours, and ex

tended to fo rainy places, as to include every luur

of the day. On every Lord s day there were con-

ftant facraments in many churches. Greater num

bers attended at prayers and facraments, and

greater appearances of devotion were difFufed

through the city, than had been obfcrved in the

memory of man.*

They foon began to carry their views beyond
their own religious improvement to the (late of

morals around them : and they entered into an

agreement to watch the public manners, and to

inform the magiftrates of fwearers, drunkards, and

profaners of the Lord s day, and disorderly houfcs.

In the year 1692 arofe out of thefe communities the

inflitution of &quot; Societies for ihe Reformation of

&quot;

Manners.&quot; From fome magiftrates they met with

fupport and encouragement ; by others they were

treated roughly. The diffencers from the tirft en

tered into their virtuous views, and afforded them

ready afliflance. A part of the fines given by law

to informers was thrown into a (lock, which formed

a charitable fund. They perfilled in their well meant

exertions, and extended their efforts to fupprefs

vice and profanencfs ; and were fanclioncd by the

folcmn and public approbation of the lords tem

poral and fpiritual, and of the judges on their cir-

* Burnct s Hiflory, vol. v. p. 90,91.

E E
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cuits ;
and their meafures were occafionally recom

mended by the biihops in circular letters. In

confequence of the reprefentation of one of the

fecretaries of (late, his Majefty William III. was in

duced to promife the focieties his protection and

countenance ;
and at the felicitation of the Houfe

of Commons, in an addrefs prefented to him in 1699,
he published a proclamation againft profanenefs and

immorality, gave a royal fan&ion to the objects pro-

pofed by thefe focieties, and invigorated their zeal

and ardour in the profecution of them. The mi-

nifters of religion were engaged to exhibit the im

portance and utility of their defign, and to animate

them in their endeavours toaccomplilh it, by fermons,

addrefTcd on dated feafons in the pulpit of Bow
church to the members of the eftablifhmenr, and in

that of Suiters hall to the difienters.* Minifters

of the different denominations of the diflenters took

their turns to plead the caufe of virtue and a refor

mation of manners, and continued thefe fervices in

fucceflion for at lead nearly fifty years.

Similar focieties were foon afterwards formed in

Ireland and Scotland ; and in about twelve years

thirteen focieties inftituted for the fame object

exifted in Edinburgh only, befides thofe which

had been eflablifhed in other parts of the king

dom under the aufpices of the nobility, and of

the commiilioners of the general affembly of the

church of Scotland. Other chriftian ftates in u

*
Bur-net, p. 91 ; Calamy, vol. i. p. 551 ; and an Account of the

Progrefs of Reformation of Manners, 1705, 4to- P-
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public manner applauded and recommended the

indicutlon. The plan and fuccefs of the undertaking,

by the tranilation of the &quot; Account of the Societies&quot;

into the Latin, French, and Dutch languages, were

communicated to other nations, excited great atten

tion, and gave birth to fimilar aflbciations. This

account was printed and difperfed, and the defign of

ic promoted, at Neufchatel, by the exertions of

the learned and excellent Oftervald. It was trans

lated, printed, and much enquired after at Zurich ;

numerous copies of it were bought up and circulated

in other prorcfUnt cantons; and the fynods and con-

fiftories recommended the plan and meafurcs of the

Engliih focieties to be adopted in thofe diftrifts.

The principal perfons in church and (late united to

blcfs GOD for the fuccufs with which the zeal of

thefe religious communities had been crowned.

They were had in veneration
;
and remembered and

prayed for in all the pulpits. All the Helvetic and

Rhetic churches were excited by this ardour to

direft their efforts to the punifhment of vice, and

to promote the fpread of chriftian knowledge and

piety. The narrative of their proceedings was

tranflated into the Danifh and Swedifli languages,

with the view of introducing fimilar inflitutions into

thofe kingdoms ;
verfions of it in the German

language were given and publiflied with great elTcft

by Monfieur Scherer, and Dr. Frank, of the city

of Halle. The fpirit it awakened produced good

cffcfts in Flanders, Holland, and Berlin.

E 2
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The influence of the inftitution was not confined

to Europe. Its operations became known, and were

felt, in the Weft-Indies and North- America. In

November 1700, a fociety for tKe reformation of

manners, confiding of the clergy and many gentlemen

of the country, was formed in the ifland of Jamaica.

An impreflion of the &quot; Account of the Societies&quot;

was printed off and difperfed through North Ame
rica ;

and in 1 702, and afterwards, feveral focieties

for the fuppreffion of vice and profanenefs were

formed in Bofton.

The fame of the Englifh focieties united in the

profecuiiou of this laudable objeft, it appears by
thefe inftanccs, was fpread into many lands : and
&quot;

their example was followed in foreign parts,&quot;

whence they often received letters, written by men
&quot; of the higheft character, extolling the public fpiric
&quot; of the nation, and praying for the ALMIGHTY S

&quot;

blefling on it.&quot;
&quot; Within a few

years,&quot;
faid Dr.

afterwards Bifhop, White Kennet, in the anniverfary

fermon, Dec. 11, 1701, &quot;by
the working

of this public fpirit, a multitude of fmners have
&quot; been reproved, and to appearance at lead have
&quot; been reformed. By a moderate calculation, no
&quot;

lefs than thirty thoufand perfons have been con-
&quot;

vifted for profane fwearing and curfing ; nearly
&quot; the fame number of lewd and diforderly perfons
&quot; have been brought to a merciful punilhment, and
&quot; were hereby reclaimed from their vices, or at

&quot; lead retrained from the public fcandal of them.&quot;
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The efforts of the fociety to difcountenance and

fupprefs vice were not confined to the infliction of

punifhment. This often could not be done to the

extent to which their virtuous zeal prompted them

to carry it, without detecting the haunts of vice

and employing informers
;

a meafure at leafl

invidious, and calculated to indulge evil paffions in

some, while it animadverted on the overt acls of

others. A meafure more judicious, and accompanied
with no mifchief or obloquy, was to diflcininate moral

and religious principles, and to addrcfs the reafon

and confciences of men, by the diftribution of books

of a religious nature, containing diffuafives from the

vices of the age. Dr. Kennet, when he advocated

the views of the fociety, obfervcd that above one

hundred thoufand tracts of this tendency had been

given away. The happy effect of thcfe different

endeavours was, that immorality and profanenefs

had vifibly decreafed. Among other tracls, which

the fociety difpeifed through England in vaft num

bers, was a fmall treatise entitled &quot; The kind Caution
&quot; to profane Swearers.&quot;

&quot; The Soldier s Monitor&quot;

was another traft, many thoufands of which they

diflributed
;
and by the order of ()uccn Anne, it

was given to her foldiers in Ireland, Flanders, and

Portugal. The King of Pruffia, on reading it, ufcd

it as a &quot; vade inecum,&quot; declaring that he had

weighed it with great confideration ; and com

manded an imprcffion of it to be diftributed through

his whole army at his own expcncc. It was tranf-

lated into the Mufcovite language ;
and application
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was made to the Queen of Portugal, as well as to

the Czarifh Emperor, to diftribute it through their

refpe&ive armies. The example of the fociety in

London was followed by thofe in New England.

They circulated through every town of the province

treatises to enforce the obfervance of the Lord s

day, and a ftieet of &quot;

Confiderations&quot; to reclaim

thofe who neglected public worfhip. They com

piled and difperfed an &quot; Abftract of Laws&quot; againil

all punifhable wickednefs. They endeavoured alfo

to introduce a fcnfe of religion among the (ailors,

and to bring them under better regulations than

had been generally obferved. A fociety for the

fuppreflion of diforderly conduct at Bofton printed

and fent through the colonies a fheet, dating the

methods and motives for fuch affociations. The

confequence was, that they were edablifhed with

much fuccefs and falutary effect in many towns ;

and letters were received from various ^

quarters,

reporting with gratitude and rapture the advantages

of which they had been productive. While the

defign of thefe focieties \vas accompanied with

fignal efficacy, it was carried on with great modefty,

difcretion, and filence. It may be feared, that the

meafures of the fociety in London, at lead as far as

relates to the apprchcnfion of delinquents, were not

uniformly conducted with equal care and temper ;

for the hiflory of the inftitution furnifhes two

inflanccs, in which the lives of the conftables were

facrificed in the execution of their office. In May

1702, at May-Fair, the civil officers, under the du
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region of the juftices of the county, endeavouring
to prevent the immoralities of the fcafon, were

afTaulted by a company of foldiers, to the number

of above thirty, with fwon s in their hands, and

execrations and oaths upon their
lips. Some were

wounded; and one conflabk-, Mr. John Cooper, was

killed. The perfon by whofc hanJs he lost his

life, one Thomas Cook, a common fencer, was

convicted of the murder, and executed for it ; and

William Wallis, a ferjc.mt of the guards, was con

demned as concerned in it. In March 1708 9, Mr.

Dent, who, in the courfe of fcventeen years, had

aided the apprehending and profccutin^ of feveral

thoufands of drunkards, fvvearers, and profligate

characters, fell a victim to his zeal in the fervice of

the fociety by the hands of three private foldiers.

It was an honourable teftimony to the virtues o f his

character, as well as to the activity of his efforts

in the caufe of reformation, and of the ardour of the

fociety in the profecution of their object, that his

funeral was attended with great expreflions of rc-

fpcct ; between 20 and 30 clergymen preceded the

corpfe ; twelve juflices
of the peace held up the

pall, or immediately followed it
; gentlemen of

quality, aldermen, ;md above a thoufand citizens,

formed the train of mourners ;
and a guard of more

than thirty conftables and beadles accompanied

the proccflion.
*

The Account, p. 1014; Dr. Bray s Sermon at the funcr.il

yf Mr. DctK, dedication, and p. 35, a6.
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Thcfe events ferved as leflbns of prudence and

caution to the agents who were engaged to promote
the views of the reformers

;
but did not furnifli a

reafon for defifting from the profecution of the great

object, which was the fuppreflion of vice, and the

encouragement of virtue and good morals. This

was an end beneficial to the community, and ho

nourable to thofe who were engaged in advancing
it. The principle on which they acted in unifon

was, that public combinations in virtue are neceflfary

to balance and counterpoife thofe of vice. But as

the mod excellent defigns under the management of

men are liable to cenfure and abufe, from the

influence of the errors, prejudices, and paflions,

which blend with or obftruct their execution ;
it

was to be expected, that this aiTociation in the fup-

port of virtue would incur cenfure, and meet with

oppofition, efpecially from thofe againfl whofe

purfuits and practices it militated. Refentment and

revenge were in fome inftances, inftead of refor

mation, produced in the minds of thofe whofe vices

were detected, retrained, and punifhed. And

though it was not only recommended but infifled

on by the members of thofe focieties, that the infor

mers fhould never receive that part of the penalty

-which the law allowed them ; though the practices

of fuch unprincipled perfons as extorted money
from delinquents were dereiteJ, ftrictly enquired

after, and when difcovered, punifhed ; yet it was

fometimes infmuated againil the inflitution, and even

charged on thofe who conducted it, that not refor-
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ination, but procuring money from the offenders, was

intended. Notwithftanding, however, the impedi
ments and obftru&ions thrown in the way of the

proceedings of the reformers by the refraftory,

and the odium caft on them by the refcntful, thcfe

affbciations were in many inftances efficient and

fucccfsful, and actually produced much good.

Many houfes, the haunts of vice, were (hut up. The
flrects were very muh cleared of the loofc and de

bauched. Many young men were brought tc (hame,

and (lopped in the career of vice and ruin. Many
who were at firft exafperated by the check which

they received, were led to a fcnfe cf their fin and

danger, recovered to a virtuous courfc, and became

thankful for the means of their reformation. The

total number of profecutions in or near London

only, for debauchery and profanencfi, in the fpacc

of forty-two years was calculated at 100,650.*

Thcfe profecutions could not fail, by an immediate

efficacy, to reftrain vice ; and befides the confc-

quences which would be felt by the delinquents,

would prove a warning to others, awaken in men a

regard to their intcreft and good name, and excite a

delegation of profanenefs and vice.

Anodicr inftitution arofc among the members of

the national church at this period, which went not

to correct and punifh the exifting vices of the times,

but to prevent iniquity by implanting ihe principles

of religion and virtue in the minds of men, cfpecially

*
Bifhop Maddox s Sermon to the Societies for Reformation of

Manners, lyth JAQ. 1736, p. j 3*
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in thofe of childhood and youth. This wasthe Society

forpromoting ChriftianKnowledge ; to which the latter

end of the year 1698 gave birth. &quot;

It breathed,&quot;

it has been well obferved,
&quot; the true fpirit of

&amp;lt;e

chriftianity, and followed at a humble diftance the

* c

example of its divine author, by diffufing the light
&quot; of the gofpel more efpccially among the

poor.&quot;j-

The means it adopted to fecure its benevolent and

rational ends were worthy of enlightened and liberal

minds. Thefe were the ereftion of charity fchools,

and the diflribution of books. It originated with

a few gentlemen, who entered into the dcfign with

an unanimity and zeal that fecured its fuccefs. The

fociety confifted partly of/ubferibing, and partly of

torrefponding members. The former at its firfl

cftabliftiment lived in or near London, and were

hence, till 1727, called refiding members, who held

regular meetings for the tranfacUon of bufmefs : the

latter were perfons in Great-Britain, Ireland, and

other proteftant countries, who were chofcn, on

recommendation, to correfpond with the refidlng

members; totranfmit to them an account of the (late

of religion in their neighbourhood ; to fugged hints

on the mod promifing methods to be purfued to

anfwcr its views, to remit occafional bene^a&ions,

and to receive from it for diflribution bibles,

teflaments, and religious traces.

Under the aufpices of this fociety, and other

generous friends to religion and to the rifmg gene

ration, charity fchools were creeled, not in the

f Porteus s Works, vol. iij. p. 301.
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metropolis only, but in all parts of die kingdom ;

in which children, taken from the mod indigent

and helplefs clafles of fociety, were initiated into

fuch Icarningas would qualifythem forfome ordinary

employment ; taught the principles of religion and

found morals; and clothed, and placed out in life.

The leaft fucccfs in the profecution of fuch ufeful

meafurcs is a great and ufeful effeft. The inftitution

has, with increafmg influence, preferved its energy
for more than a century. The area under the

dome of St. Paul s Cathedral, in the year 1782,

exhibited the wonderfully pleafing and afTecling

fpectacle of nearly five thoufaml children, collected

together from the charity fchools in and about

London and Weftminfter, and ranged in a kind of

amphitheatre, as witncfles to the exertions of the

fociety. The number of children then prefent was

reckoned to bear a fmall proportion to the whole

number in the fchools of Great-Britain and Ireland ;

which, it was calculated, exceeded forty thoufand.

t
It was another principal object of this fociety to

provide and to difperfe, at a very conlidcrablc

expence, among the lower people of all ages and

occupations, a very large number of bibles, com

mon-prayer books, and fmall trafts on a variety of

religious fubjech. The number which had been

diftributed by ir, from its firfl: inftitution thirty

years fmce, was fo immenfely great as almoft to

exceed belief. Within fifty years preceding this

date, it had amounted to no lefs than 2,834,371.

* Inconfidenible and trivial,&quot; it has been well
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obferved,
ce as the little treatifcs difperfed by the

&quot;

fociety may feem
; yet it is by the repeated

&quot; efforts of fuch fmall inftruments as thefe, that the

&quot;

greateft effefts are often produced. Their num-
&quot;

bers, their plainnefs, and their cheapnefs, will give
&quot; them an efficacy and extent of circulation, which
&amp;lt;c much more voluminous and more laboured com-
&quot;

pofitions may not be able to acquire ; juft as we
&quot; fee that the loweft, and humbled, and mod nu-

cc merous bodies of men, not the opulent and
&amp;lt;c

fplendid few, are thofe that conftitute the real

&quot;

ftrength and wealth of the community.&quot; The

wifdom and utility of this method of addreffing the

mafs of mankind have been difcerned and confefled

by thofe who are not friends to revelation. Voltaire

wrote innumerable little pieces againft revelation;

he prided himfelf greatly in having difcovered this

method, as he dated it, of enlightening the world ;

M. d Alembert and others applauded his conduft

in this refpeft.* Count Struenfee, in one of the

converfations which he had with the divine who

attended him before his execution, exprelTed an

earned wifh that the rational friends of chriftianity

would learn this method, by which Voltaire had

done much mifchief, and apply it to better purpofes,

by writing fmall pamphlets to acquaint people with

the advantages of chriftianity, which might be of

greater efficacy than preaching.f
* Porteus s Works, vol. iii. p. 307, not* ; 309, note, and 310.

+ Wcndeborne s Narrative of the Conrerfion c. of Countr

Struenfee, p. 150.
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The fociety of which we are fpeaking had been

anticipated by the diflenters in one meafure, by
which i hey generoufly purfued the end of their aflb-

ciation, viz. that of opening charity fchools. In

1687, in the reign of King James II. Mr. Poulton,

ajefuir, gave put&amp;gt;lic
notice that he would inflruft

the children of the poor gratis ;
and on this plan

opened a fchool in Gravel-lane, Southwark, one

of the poorefl neighbourhoods in the city, where a

great proportion of the inhabitants were watermen

and fiuhermen of the lowed clafs. The propofal was

deemed infidious, as it was alfo popular ; and this

perfon, under the appearance of companion and

liberality to the poor, was confidcred as artfully

adopting a fchemc to diflcminate the principles of

popery, and to make converts to it from the riling

generation. Three refpeftablc gentlemen, members

of the congregation of the prorefrant diflrnters,

under the miniftry of Mr. Nathaniel Vincent, Mr.

Arthur Shallet, Mr. Samuel Warburton, and Mr.

Ferdinando Holland, alarmed at the obvious dcfign,

and animated by zeal for proteftairifm, exerted

thcmfelves to counteract the operation of the jcfuit s

meafure, by the foundation of a fchool for the in-

ftruclion or the poor in reading, writing, arithmetic,

and the principles of the proteftant religion, to be

fupported by voluntary fubfcriptions, donations,

and legacies, and by two annual collections.

This was the firft fchool opened by pro:e(lant

diflenters; and it reflects lading honour on its

founders, that it was fet up on truly liberal principles;
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namely, that &quot;

objects fhould be received into it

&quot; without diftinclion of parties, the general good
&quot;

being intended.&quot; The number of fcholars at firfl

was forty ; it afterwards was increafed to fifty, and

in 1794 it amounted to an hundred and eighty.

One of the annual fermons was preached for fome

years at the fchool on a new-year s day ;
but from

January i, 1741,* it was delivered from the pulpit

in St. Thomas s, Southwark ; and for more than a

hundred years was regularly printed and publifhed.

The other was preached in the city.

It does credit to the proteflant difTenters of the

day, that when the Society for promoting Chriflian

Knowledge opened charity fchools for the inftruclion

of poor children, many of them concurred with

the members of that aflbciaiion in their benevolent

meafure, and gave their names as fubfcribers to the

feminaries, formed on the principles of the efla-

blHhed church; till thefe feminaries became nurferies

of disaffe&ion to the government, and flrong pre

judices againfl the diflenters were inflilled into the

indifcriminating minds of the children. After the

acceffion of George the Firft to the throne, the

proteffont fucceffion remained doubtful, and no mea

fure was left untried to defeat it. They who were

governed by thefe views, endeavoured to get the

management of the charity fchools into their own

hands; and to convert the education of children, on

public funds, into an inflrument of averfion and

* Dr. Allen s Sermon for the Charity School, in Gravel-lane,

Southwark, Jan. 1,1741. p. 30.
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disaffection: o the protcflant fettlement.* This con-

duft was fo notorious, and furniflicd fo juft and

weighty aground of complaint in thofc times againft

thefe inflitutions ; that Dr. Wake, the archbiQiop

of Canterbury, addreffed a letter, in 1716, to the

truftees of the fchools in and about London, ear-

neflly exhorting them &quot;vigoroufly to animadvert upon
&quot;

all, whether children or teachers, who themfelves
&quot;

appeared, or fullered others to appear, at any time
&quot; in public to affront the government, and to bear

&quot; a part in the tumults and riots, which were then

&quot; a fcandal as well as prejudice to the good order

&quot; and peace of the realm.&quot; In this letter his Grace

alfo directed, that any catechifms or inftitutes taught

in any of the fchools, that meddled with political or

party principles, (hould be immediately thrown afide,

as pernicious to the original defign of thofe pious

nurfcries. This prelate was fo apprehenfive of the

confequences of this abufe of a charitable inflitution

into a fubferviency to party and political dcfigns, that

he fome time after recommended it to the truftees

to require all the matters and miflreffes under their

direction not only to take the oaths to the govern

ment before their admiflion, but at the time of their

admiffion to fubfcribc to fome fuch folemn promife

or declaration as this,&quot; that they do heartily ac-

&quot;

knowledge his Majefty King George to be the only
&quot; lawful and rightful king of thefe realms j

and will

* Dr. Gibfon, the Bifhop of London s Directions for the

Charity Schools, quoted by Dr. Watts, in &quot; An Eflay towards the

Encouragement of Chaiity Schools, p.4j.
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&quot; to the utmod of their power educate the children
&amp;lt;c committed to their charge in a true fenfe of their

&quot;

duty to him as fuch : That they will not, by any
&quot; words or aftions, do any thing whereby to leden
&quot; their edeem of, or their obedience to, the prefent
* c

government : That upon all public days, when
&quot; their children may be likely to appear among any
c&amp;lt;

diforderly perfons, they will do their bed to keep
&quot; them in; and feverely punifli them, if they fliou d
* hear of their running into any tumults or public

&quot;

meetings, contrary to the good order of fuch
&quot; fchools and fcholars.&quot; His Grace s advice was

adopted, and drengthened by the like exhortations

of other prelates in their fermons at the anniverfary

meetings of the charity fchools
; and the fociety

employed all their influence to fecure a general con

formity to the fentiments and injunctions of the

bifhops iu this matter, as of the lad importance to

the welfare of their fchools.*

Thefe fafh are proofs of the difaffe&ion towards

the exiding government, which in a great degree
characterized the times, and (hewed itfelf in the

edabl idled church
;

and they afford an affecting

example, that inditutions formed at fird on principles

of philanthropy, and the defign of which is to ad

vance knowledge and virtue, may be and have been

perverted from their original end, and prodituted

to party politics. When Bifhop Gibfon publiflied

his directions fame years after, he thought there

* Dr. Tucker, dean of Glocefter s Sermon at Chrift-Church,

;th May, 1766, p. 66 ; 67, of the Appendix.
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was great rcafon to believe that much of that leaven

was worked out
;

and was willing to hope thatfmcc

things were better, true and loyal fubjecb would

begin to think more favourably of thofe femi-

naries.* But in the year 1728, this leaven dill

con inued to work. The divine right of epifcopacy,

and the invalidity of all ordinances adminiftercd by

perfons not ordained by regular fuccefTors of the

Apoitles, were taught in thofe fchools, and inflilled

into the minds of children of fix and feven years of

age ;
and yet the contributions of diiTenters were

foliated to the fupport of thcfe feminaries. Though
the zeal of the managers might in fuch applications

be confpicuous., the propriety and modcfly of their

fuit may be queftioned.f In fact difpleafure was

naturally felt, when it appeared that thcfubfcriptions

of difienters were employed to fupport fchools in

which principles of diiloyalty were taught ; a bigoted

zeal for the word church inftilled into young and

paflive minds; andafpirit of enmity and perfecution

againfl all whom they were inftrufted to call pref-

lytcriam, was cheriflied in the hearts of children

who were in part receiving their bread and clothing

from the hands of ihofe whom they were trained up

to hate. The diiTenters exprefled their dif.ippro-

bation of the illiberality of this conduft; withdrew

their charity which was fo abufed; and from rcfpcft

to their own principles, and a regard to their perfonal

fccurity, were flimulated to inflitute fchools on a

* Watts s Efoy, p. 45-

t Dr. Chandler s Sermon, at Gravel-lane, Southwark, ill Jan. 1738.

F F
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more chriflian and generous plan ;
in which, on the

one hand, the children were taught nothing of the

divine right of prefbytery, and on the other, no

fufpicions of the fcriptural authority of diocefan

epifcopacy were infmuated. In their feminaries the

children were not prejudiced againft any party of

chriflians, nor were they bred up bigots to their

own feel: ; and the catechetical fyftem of religious

principles, into which they were initiated contained

no articles but fuch as the eftablifhed clergy fub-

fcribed, and their belief of which they were bound

by Aft of Parliament to profefs. It will fall within

a future period of this hiftory to fpecify the fchools

formed in fubfequent times.

The next mcafure adopted by the Society for

promoting Chriftian Knowledge was formed on a

more liberal fcale, and animated by a diffufive

fpirit of philanthropy. It extended its views and

its aids to neighbouring and remote countries;

communicating to them religious knowledge, by
the diflribution of books in their refpeftive lan

guages, and by the eftablifhnient of fchools and

millions, particularly in various parts of the Eaft-

Indies, for the converfion and inftrucYion of the

heathens. Such have been the progrefs and effects

of their exertions, that a late venerable prelate,

in the year 1782, from a retrofpeft of their pro

ceedings, was enabled to give a pleafmg view of the

various refults of their comprehenfive defigus.

The fociety had printed and difperfed over the Ifle

of Man many thoufand copies of the Old and New
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Teftament, of the Common Prayer, and other

religious books in the vulgar langu ige of that ifland.

It had publilhcd three ievoal cdu^ns of the

Bible in the \Velfli language, and diitributeJ

them through every part of Wales, to the amount

of fifty thoufand copies. It had made provifion for

the education of youth and the celebrant i of divine

worfhip in the Scilly id T 1-:, v, Iiere there was the

utmofl need of boih. It had printed the New
Teiiament and Pfalter in Arabic ;

and had fent a

Jarge number of both, not to mention fomc other

tracts, into Palefline, Syria, Mesopotamia, Arabia,

and Egypt, from its regard to the Greek church,

and even intoPerfia and India. And it had difperfed

many religious tracts in the Malabar language.*

It is an agreeable tranfition from this general

account of the benevolent operations of this fociety,

to notice another inftitution, to which the period

patting under our review gave birth
;

thr. immediate

and direct object of which was to plant chriftianity in

foreign parts. The way had been prepared for

fuch a noble defign by the occurrence^ of former

years. The pattern had been furniihcd in America,

and the government at home had given its aid and

fanction to it. The puritans, whom intolerance in

religion, and political mcafures of a defpotical afpcft,

had driven over the Atlantic Orean to cultivate the

\vildernefs of the wrflfn continent, no fooncr faw

the colony, raifed in the dreary wilds of this new

region, begin to flouriih, but they applied them-

* Portcus s WoiU, vol. iii. p. 306.

I F 2



436* HISTORY OF THE C. IV.

felves with zeal and affiduity to effeft the converfioii

of the Indians, and not without fuccefs. Maybew,

Sbeppard, and Elliot, the lad of whom in particular

gained the honourable title of the Apoftle of the

Indians ) diflinguiftied themfelves in thefe labours of

facred humanity. The favages were civilized, in-

ftrufted, and formed into regular congregations.

The Fuccefs of thefe pious attempts drew the atten

tion of the people and parliament of England. In

1646,
&quot; a Society or Company, for the Propagation

cc of the Gofpel in New England, and the parts
&amp;lt;c

adjacent in America,&quot; was conftituted under the

fan&ion of an Aft of Parliament ; and by a collection

made in all the parifhes in England, there was raifed

a fum fufficient to purchafe an eitate in land of

between 5 and 6ool. per annum. Upon the reflo-

ration of Charles II. the corporation became dead

in law ;
and Colonel Bcdingfield, a Roman Ca

tholic, who had fold an eftate of 322!. per annum,

xvhich was inverted in it as truftees, availed himfelf

of the circumftance to re-poffefs himfelf of it, refu-

fing at the fame time to refund the purchafe money.
The Hon. Robert Boyle employed his intereft with

Lord Chancellor Clarendon to counteract this in-

juftice. Mr. Baxter, and Henry Afhurft, efq; alfo

joined their influence to obtain a re-eftablifhment of

the fociety under royal patronage ;
and by a new

charter, granted by Charles II. in the fourteenth

year of his reign, in the year 1663 it was incorpo

rated, and the eftate, which had been detained by
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Bcdingfield, wasrcfloird by a decree of the Chan
cellor

;
and Mr. Boyle was appointed the firfl

governor of the revived co poration.* Thcfc fleps

towards the fprend of chrillianity were preparatory to

anew inuitution, formed under the authority of the

royal charter by King William, in 1701, entitled

&quot;

1 he Society for propagating the Gofpel in Fo-
&quot;

reign Parts.&quot;
&quot;

It was, obfervcs Bifliop Burnet,
&quot; a glorious conclufion of a reign that was begun
&quot; with preferving our religion, thus to create a
&quot;

corporation for propagating it to the remoter
&quot;

parts of the earth, and among inn*dcls.&quot;f The

defign of extending into ditlant countries the blcf-

fings of the gofpel received by this inflitution

(lability ;
the royal patronage awakened

activity

and zeal ;
the bifhops and clergy gave it their

generous and adVive fupport ; and its funds, were

enlarged and (lengthened by liberal
fubfcriptions.

The primary and immediate object was &quot; the main-
&quot; tenance of a learned and orthodox

clergy,&quot; to

difcharge the clerical fun&ions in thofe plantation, or

colonies, where either very (canty or no provifion

was made for the public worfliip of GOD. Another

and early object of its attention was to provide, by
catechifls and fchoolmaflers, for the inllruftion and

convcrfion of tlie negroes in the colonies. And
their plan included, as their revenues incrcafed, the

civilization and conrcrfion of the Mohawks; and

Medium s Ecclefiaftical Hiftory, vol. iv. p. 141; Birch s Life of

Boylt, p. 141 i
and the Appendix No. j. is ;i copy of Uic charter-

t Burnci s Hiilory, iol. r. p. 92.



438 HISTORY OF THE C. IV.

other Indian nations. One of the firft fteps adopted

by the fociety was to fend, at the expenfe of its

funds, fifty-four miflionaries through the dates of

Georgia, North and South Carolina, New Jerfey,

Pcnnfylvania, New England, and New York ; to

whom were added two catechifts for the inftruclion

of the negroes. |[

In connection with the exertions of this fociety

to dilTeminatc chriftian knowledge abroad may be

properly noticed the provifion made by a private

and generous individual to vindicate and defend the

truth of chriflianity through future time at home.

The great chriftian philofopher, the Hon. Mr.

Robert Boyle, who during his life had given 300!.

to advance the defign of propagating the chriftian

religion in America, by a codicil annexed to his

will, dated July 28, 1691, charged his meffuagc or

dwelling-houfe in St. Michael s, Crooked-lane,

London, with the payment of the clear yearly rente

and profits to fome learned divine in London, or

within the bills of mortality ;
to be elected for a

term not exceeding three years, by Dr. Tenifon,

afterwards archbi(hop of Canterbury, by Sir Henry

Afhurft, Sir John Rotheram, and John Evelyn, efq;

and the furvivors or lurvivor of them, and fuch

pcrfon or pcrfons us the fnrvivor of them fliould

appoint to fuccecJ. in the trufl. The office afligned

to the lecturer was to preach eight fermons in the

year for proving the chriftian religion againft noto-

t J.ibionilu Infatut. Chriftian. Hiftor. vol. iii. p. 32; Bifliop

Xcv.ton s Uiog. Works, vol. iii. p.m 425.
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rious infidels, viz. athcids, pagans, Jews, and Ma
hometans

;
not defcending lower to any controverfies

that arc among chriitians. In union with, and in

fubferviency to, the primary objeft of the foundation,

the lecturer was enjoined to aflilt and encourage any

focieties engaged in meafurcs for propagating the

gofpcl in foreign parts ;
and to be ready to fatiofy

real fcruples, and to anfwer any new objections and

difficulties, which had not previoully received good
anfwers. The fcrmons it was directed fliouKl be

preached on the fird Monday of January, February,

March, April, and May, and of September, October,

and November. The lectures were feldom conti

nued above a year.

The endowment was liable to defalcation, or at

leait to delay in payment, or to difficulty of recovery,

by the houfe (landing empty, or tenants failing in

due payment of the rent. To remedy thefe incon

veniences, Archbilhop Tenifon procured a yearly

grant of 50!. to be paid quarterly for ever, charged

upon a farm in the paridi of Brill, in the county of

Bucks. This flipcnd is accordingly paid without

fee or reward. &quot; The pious and honourable talk of

&quot;preaching the Boy lean leclnre,&quot; obfirvcs Mofheim,
&quot;

ha.; been committed aKvays to men of the mofl

&quot; eminent genius and abilities; and U dill undertaken
&quot; with zc-al, and performed with remarkable dignity
&quot; ;md fueccfj. The dilVourhs ih it have been
&quot;

delivered in confequencc of thi^ admirable inflitu-

&quot; tion have been mod commonly publilhcd ; and

ct

they form, at this day, a large and important
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&quot;

colle&ion, which is known throughout all Europe,
* c and has done eminent fervice to the caufe of
4C

religion and virtue.&quot;*

This inflitution ha.? given occafion for the publi

cation of fome moft judicious, learned, and popular

works ;
to which an exteniive circulation and a per

manent celebrity have been attached. The fir ft of

thefe lectures was preached by that great fcholar

Dr. Bentley; whofe fermons on this occafion have

been pronounced the moft valuable of that great

critic s performances.! The defign which he purfued

in them was to demonftrate Jthe being and providence

of GOD on the principles of Sir Ifaac Newton s dif-

coveries. Among the hearers were the members

of a club of fceptics or infidels
; who, on being

afked what they had to fay againft them, candidly

owned that they did not know what to fay.5 In

* Birch s Life of Boyle, p. 292, 3, and p. 3534.
* Mofheim, vol. iv. p. 243. t Whiflon s Memoirs, p. 93.

Dr. Bent ey was fo affected with this anfwer, Mr. Whiflon

tells us, as to fay,
&quot; he doubted he had done harm to Chriftianity

&quot;

by thefe fermons, as having diverted thefe fceptics from their

&quot; denial of a GOD and a Providence, from which they might be
&quot;

always driven with great eafe, to pick up objections againft reve-

&quot; lation in general: a mode of attack, which would certainly afford
&quot; them a much larger field for contradiction.&quot;* But furely the

learned preacher had no jufl ground for thisfentiment of concern

and regret. He had fixed upon a fubject peculiarly proper as the

preliminary bafis for a feries of difcourfes in defence of natural as

well as of revealed religion; on a fubject that fell directly within

the intentions and directions of the founder of the lecture. And
there would be no fecurity againft blaming ourfclves, if men were

to be diflatisfied with themfelves, becaufe malignity and prejudice

could and did pervert their good intentions and laudable exertions.

* Whillon s Memoirs, p. 93.
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the fucceflion of more than a century the lecture has

been preached by Come who have ranked with the

firft clais of divines, and whofe names are enrolled

with honour in the annals of the republic of lite

rature. To this lefture \ve are indebted for Dur

ham s Phyfico-Thcology ;
for Dr. John Clarke s

Sermons on the Origin of Evil, which have puffed

through feveral editions
;
for Dr. Samuel Clarke s

&quot; Dilcourfe concerning tlie Being and Attributes
&quot; of GOD, the Obligations of Natural Religion,
&amp;lt;c and the Truth and Certainty of the Chrilliau

&quot; Revelation: &quot;. [the ic. nu/ns which form this trea-

tife were executed in a manner that at once furprifcd

and inftru&ed the mod intelligent hearers
;

&quot;

every
&quot; chriflian in this country, in which they firfl faw

&quot;the light, ought to cftcctn them,&quot; fiys Bilhop
&quot;

Hoadly,&quot;
as bis treatise

;
as they contain the true

ce
ftrength, not only of natural, but revealed, rrli-

ce
gion .&quot;] anl for the courle of iermons by Dr.

Benjamin Ibbott, a moil able, rational, an J judicious

defender of revelation; in which is accurately and

liberally dated the true notion of the exercife of

private judgment or free-thinking in matters of

religion ; the ohjeftions againlt it are anfwercd ;
and

the modern v av of free-thinkin
&amp;gt;,

as treated of in a

late ciiiconrle on thar Mil ject, ib taken into confidera-

tion. The Difcourie on Free Thinking,&quot; here

The prearhc.T niiht have mlcft il, to his comfoit, that he had left

a larg j field open to his (uricfiois in th- inftituti&amp;lt;&amp;gt;n,
in which he

had not precluded th.ni tio.n labouring with (kill, energy, nnd

iucccfs thr &amp;gt;u n m.ny yc.irs ;
and that he lud Lid a good foun-

datiun on winch theymi^lit build.
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referred to, was written by Anthony Collins, efq.

It has been obferved by a very able judge, Dr. Law

the biftiop of Carlifle, much to the credit of ihefe dif-

courfes, that Dr. Ibbot ftands abfolutely clear of all

the exceptions urged in &quot;

Chriftianity not founded

&amp;lt;e on argument ;&quot;
and that he hath fully anfwered

the end of the great and good founder of the lec

ture.* In this lecture originated alfo fome impor

tant and valuable works, thrown, after they were

preached, out of the form of fermons, which have

excited great attention, and been juftly held in high

eflimation. To this clafs belongs
&quot; The Hiftory of

46 the Adls of the Holy Apoftles confirmed from

&quot; other authors ;
and confidered as full evidence of

&quot; the Truth of Chriftianity ;
with a Prefatory Dif-

&amp;lt;c courfe upon the Nature of that Evidence
;&quot; by

Rich. Bifcoe, A. M. ; who had, in the earlier part

of his life, been the minifter of a congregation of dif-

fentersatNewington-Green, till he conformed in 1727.

Dr. Doddridge pronounces this to be an elaborate

and valuable work. It has long been fcarce. An

appointment to preach the Boylean leclure gave

rife to the learned Dr. Jortin s admirable &quot; Remarks
&quot; on Ecclefiaflical Hiftory ;&quot;

in the three firfl vo

lumes of which isinfertcd thefubflance of the fecond

and third heads of his difcourfes on that occafion.

His fubjcc~ts were, the nature and intent of prophecy,

together with an examination of fome predictions in

the Old and New Tellament
;
and confiJerations on

miracles in general, on the miracles of Chrift and

* Confidergtions oi) the Theory of Religion, p. 24, 6th editico.
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his apoflles, r.nd on the fupport which they gave to

the chriiHan religion.* By the trultees of this noble

donation of the chriitian philofopher, Dr. Newton,
afterwards hiihop of Bridal, who had already pub-
lillicd a volume of&quot; Difier.ations on the

Prophecies,&quot;

wa-: encourai /.-d to proceed in his intereftmg and

important inveftigations as to their dcfign and ac-

complifliment. He was invited to preach Mr.

Boyle s lecture: this teftimony of approbation be

llowed on his former work afforded an occafion, and

acted as a ftimulus to animate him, to purfue this

particular fludy. The rcfult was the publication of

two more volumes of &quot;

Diflertations on the Pro-
C(

phecies which have remarkably been fulfilled, and
l at tliis time are fulfilling in the world

;&quot; 1758.
At the firfl impreillon 1250 copies were printed, and

&amp;lt;t thoufand at every edition to the fixth in 1782.

The work met with a very favourable reception

abroad, and was tranilated into the Danidi and

German languages ; ||
and is dill popular. In 1739,

the difcourfes which had been delivered previouily

to that date at Mr. Boyle s ledlure were republilhed

in a collected form in three volumes folio. In 1 737,
the Rev. Gilbert Burnet had given to the public a

judicious, comprehenfivc, and well-digeflcd abridge

ment of the fermons of thofc who had preached it

before that time. This abridgement comprehends

the difcourfes of Bentley, Kidder, Williams, Gaflrcl,

Harris, Bradford, Blackball, Stanhope, Clarke,

*

Difney s Memoirs ofthe Lite and Writings of Dr. Jortin, p. 54.

|i Difliop Newton s Pofthumous Works, Lii c, p. 73, 4-
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Hancock, Whifton, Turner, Butler, Woodward,
Derham, Ibbot, Long, J. Clarke, Gurdon, Burner,

and Berriman. This work was tranflated into the

French and German languages ;
at once a proof of

the celebrity of the inftitution, a teftimony of its

merit, and the means of extending its influence.

Some of the fubjech difculTed in thefe difcourfes

have been already fpecified. As to the other fer-

rnons, thofe of Bifhop Kidder bore the title of u A
&quot; Demonftration of the Mefliah.&quot; Thofe of Bifhop
Williams exhibited &quot; a general Idea of Revealed
&amp;lt;c

Religion.&quot;
&quot; The Certainty and NecefTny of

&quot; Divine Religion&quot;
in general was argued by

Bifhop Gaftrell. Dr. Harris confidered and refuted

the objections of atheifls to the exigence and attri

butes of GOD. The credibility of the chriflian

religion was dated by Bifhop Bradford. The

fufficiency and perfection of the revelation of the

Old and New Teftament were represented by Bifhop

Blackball. Dr. Stanhope defended the truth and

excellence of the chriflian religion againfl Jews, in

fidels, and heretics. The general plan of natural

and revealed religion was the fubjecl treated by Dr.

Hancock. Mr. Whiflon confined himfelf to the

accomplifhment of the prophecies of fcripturc-. Dr.

Turner (hewed the wifdom of GOD in the redemption

of the human race. Dr. John Butler, prebendary
of Canterbury, chofe for his topic

&quot;

Religion no

matter of fhame or
injury.&quot;

The heavenly origin

and incomparable excellence of the chriflian reli

gion was fet forth by Dr. Woodward. The defign
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of Biftiop Long was to prove the natural obligation

to believe in the principles of religion and of divine

revelation. Mr. Gurdon, the archdeacon of Sud-

bury, aimed to prove th.it the difficulties which men
found in natural and revealed reli ion formed no ex-

cufe for infidelity. Dr. Thos. Burnet, rector of Wed
Kington, Wilts, and prebendary of Sarum, entitled

his fermons u a Demonflrationof the True
Religion.&quot;

Dr. William Berriman fekclcd for his
lubjecl the

gradual revelation of the gofpel. This abridgement
of the

Bv&amp;gt;ylean
lectures was accompanied with a

full and well-arranged table of contents.* To the

names of thofe divines already mentioned, whofince

thefe publications have kept up the: reputation and

perpetuated the ufefulnefs of this indication, (hould

be added, Dr. Leonard Twells, Dr. Robert Warren,
Dr. Ralph Heathcotc, Dr. William Worthington,
and Dr. Henry Owen. &quot; In

general,&quot;
it has been,

judicioufly obfcrvcd,
&quot; that though among fuch a

&quot; number of writers, their reafoning will not in

&quot;

every refpcfl and on every fubjeft be alike im-

&quot;

portant and convincing, the fermons at Boyle s

&quot; lecture have done eminent fcrvicc to the caufe of
&quot; natural and revealed religion, and conflitute a

&quot;

fyftem of evidence which no fubtlcty or fophirtry
&quot; can overturn.&quot;! It is alfo a plcafing and ani

mating rtflecVion, which offers itfclf on the hiflory

of ufeful and philanthropic inflitutions, fuch as that

of Mr. Boyle s foundation, that when a man pro-

Bibliothcquc Raifonncc, tcm. xix. p. 449-

|j Dr. Kippis in Bio^. Brit, article Bzylct p. 51;
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vides for the execution of fuch a defign, the good

effech of it, both as to duration and extent, will

very probably reach much beyond any calculation

of its influence which he could make when he formed

his plan.

We cannot conclude this chapter on ufcful infli-

tutions, without making honourable and particular

mention of one clergyman, to whom the Society for

promoting Chriitian Knowledge owed peculiar obli

gations. The divine here meant was the Rev. Dr.

Thomas Bray; who was born in 1656, at Marten

in Shropfliire, and entered of Hertford college, Ox
ford. He was flrfr, after taking orders, curate near

Bridgenorth in Shropfliire ;
he had afterwards the

donative of Lac-Marfm in Warwickshire, the grant

of Sir Thomas Price, of Park hall
;

his next prefer

ment was the vicarage of Over-Whitacre, given

to him by Lord Digby; who, in 1693, P cfentcd

him to the rectory of Sheldon, both in the fame

county: this preferment he held till about a quarter

of a year before his death, when he rcfigned it on

the grounds of his advanced age, and the known
worth and abilities of his appointed fucceffor. He
was alfo minifter of Aldgate in London. This bene

volent man, whofe life was a. feries of public-fpirited

and generous exertions, in 1697, on the failure

of his defigns and endeavours to procure a publick

fund to be cfhibliihed for the propagation of the

gofpel in foreign parts, formed a dcfign of having a

proteftant congregation, pro fidt propaganda, by
charters from the kin&quot;. The circumftances of the
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times not favouring this intention, he bid it afiJe.

But to prepare the way for a chartcr.fociety, he

endeavoured to find out worthy perfons difpofcd to

form a voluntary fociety to propagate chriilian

knowledge at home and abroad. He communicated

his views and fcheme to Dr. Henry Compton, bifhop

of London, in 16^7 ;
and a fociety was formed on

his plan, of which we have given an account : and

the event was, as we have feen, when their numbers

increafed, and new benefactions improved their

finances, the erection of a corporation under his

M.ijcfly s letters patent, May 5, 1701, for the pro

pagation of the gofpel in foreign parts : fo impor

tant, fo extenfively ufcful, often are the benevolent

fchemes and exertions of one individual.
*

Charity
&quot; to the fouls of men,&quot; it is (aid by his biographer,
&quot; was wrought up to the highcft pitch in his own
&quot;

foul.&quot; Mod of the religious focietics and good

defigns in London, at that period, owe great acknow

ledgements to the memory of Dr. Bray, and were

in a great mcafurc formed on the plans which he

projected. Thcfe benevolent undertakings furniflicd

a fource of confolatory reflexions and of joyful prc-

fages in his lad minutes. He died on the ijth of

February, 1730, in the 73d year of his age.
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CHAPTER V.

A CONCISE REVIEW OF THEOLOGICAL

PUBLICATIONS.

THE
Reformation originated in a fpirit of

enquiry. &quot;Wickliffe and his followers, in

particular, gave a manly example of afTerting the

independence of the human mind, and of daring to

think and act for themfelves. The policy and am

bition of princes and ftatefmen had, in fubfequent

periods, great influence in promoting the feceffion

from the church of Rome
j
but as far as the Re

formation was efpoufed from conviction, it owed its

advancement to examination and difcuiTion. The

feceffion from the firfl proteftant eftablifhments in

different kingdoms proceeded from, and was fup-

portcd by, men s prefuming to think for themfelves
;

and by tracing back the exifting femiments and prac

tices into the foundation and authority which they

had in the fcriptures. The invention of printing

gave a great facility to enquiry. As new events

arofe
;
as points of opinion and practice, the autho

rity and rectitude of which had for ages been

admitted, became doubtful and fufpecled; new dif-
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cuffions took place. Many in vindication of their

adherence to eftablifhed forms and creeds, and many
in defence of their departure from them, were con-

ftrained to have rtcourfe to invelrigation and argu
ment. The Aft of Toleration, limited as were its

provifions, and narrow as was its fpirit, gave encou

ragement to enquiry, and in a great degree removed

the obftacles to the difcovcry and profcffion of truth.

The Revolution itfelr called for the aid of the pen
to advocate its neceffity, juitice, and importance : and

the defence of it involved a vindication of men s

religious as well as civil rights ;
of chriltian liberty

as well as of the political conftitution of thefc nations.

Accordingly the Revolution gave rife to many

publications. At the commencement of it there

came from the prcfs,
&quot; The Way to Peace among all

&quot; Proteftants
;&quot; being a letter of reconciliation fenc

by Bifhop Ridley to Bi(hop Hooper, with fome ani-

uiadvcrfions on it. Another tract printed about this

time was &quot; A Memorial of GOD S lad twenty-nine
&quot;

years Wonders in England, for its Prefervation

* and Deliverance from Popery and
Slavery.&quot;

There

was alfo publilhed,
c The abfolute Nccefliry of ftand-

&quot;

ing vigoroufly by the prcfent Government; or a

&amp;lt;c View of what both Churchmen and Diflcntcrs mufl

&quot;

expect, if by their unhappy divifions, power and ty-

&quot;

ranny fhould return
again.&quot;

A third piece prcfcfled

to exhibit a retrofpctfHvc
&quot; fhort view of the methods

&quot; made ufc of in IrcKind for the fubverfion and dc-

&quot;

(trinftion of the Proteftant religion and intereft in

:c
tlra: kingdom, from the beginning of the reign of

r, &amp;lt;:
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&quot; the late King James to the prefent time ; and of
&quot; the fufferings of the Proteftants all

along.&quot;
Ano

ther traft was defigned to expofc
&quot; the myftery of

&quot;

iniquity working in the dividing of Proteftants,
&quot;

in order to the fubverting of religion and our laws,
&quot; for almoft the fpace of thirty years laft pad, plainly
&amp;lt;c laid open ;

to which is added, a fpecimen of a bill

&quot; for uniting Proteftants.&quot; An examination of the

fcruples- of thofe who refufe to take the oaths of

allegiance : King William or King Lewis ;
or the

inevitable neceffity thefe nations lie under of fub-

mitting wholly to one or other of thefe kings :

Reflexions upon the opinions of fome modern

divines concerning the nature of government in

general, and of England in particular, with Magna
Ghana annexed; were, as their titles indicate, trafls

properly fuited to the circumftances and temper of

the day; and calculated to excite difcuflion and exami-

nation of general principles of theology and policy.

There appeared many other publications of the like

nature, the moft confiderable of which are preserved

in
&quot; The Collection of State Trafts,&quot; on occafion of

the Revolution in 1688, vol. 5.*

But one traft, mentioned before, which made its

appearance at this period, from the feafonable im

portance of it, from the name of the author, from

its internal excellence, its influence on public opi

nion, and its permanent fame, deferves particular

notice. This was Mr. Locke s
&quot; Firft Letter on

&quot;

Toleration.&quot; He compofed it at the time, when
*

Calamy, rol. i. p. 483.
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having fallen under a fufpicion of being an accom

pli-^ of die Duke of Moamourh, he took (belter in

the houfe or Mr. Veen, a gentleman of Amfterdam^
in 1685. It was firft written in Latin, and printed

at GouJa, in Holland, 1 689, and entitled,
&quot;

Epiftola
&quot; de Tolerantia a.l clan Himum Virum T. A. R.
&quot; P. T O. L. A. fcripia a P. A. P. O. I. L A.

Ti.e firfl initials fignifying, Thcologiac apud Remon-

ilrantes Profcflbrem, Tyrannidis Oforem Limbur-

gium Amftelodamenfem: and the latter fcries, Pads

Amico, Pei fccutioms Ofore, Johanne Lockio Anglo.

This excellent performance loon excited attention.

It was tranflatcd, as we have before noticed, into

Dutch and French in the fame year ; and two

editions of it in Englifh, the one in quarto, and the

other in duodecimo, were publiflied in London.

To thefe imprcflions was prefixed an addrefs to the

reader by Mr. Popple, in happy imitation of Mr.

Locke s force and ftrength of expreflion. The
writer aims to excite the reader to confider &quot; the

&quot; ufcfulnefs and importance of the work, and the

&quot;

great ncccflity there was, at that time, for both
&quot;

governors and people to attend to and profit by it.&quot;

Referring to the events of party ftrugglcs, then

recent in the memories of men, and complaining

\vith great juftice of the narrow principles on which

each party had aflertcd and vindicated thrir own

exemption from penal (tatuies in religion ; hr adds,

in Itrain of ftrong remonfhancc, for which in every

period fince, and even in the prcfent day, it is to be

lamented, too juft occafion is afforded,
&quot; this lur-

c; o 2
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66 rownefs of fpirit has undoubtedly been the prin-
&amp;lt;e

cipal occafion of our miferies and confufions. But
&quot; whatever has been the occafion, it is now high
&quot; time to feek for a thorough cure. We have need of
&quot; more generous remedies than what have yet been
&quot; made ufe of in our diftemper. It is neither
t; Declarations of Indulgence, nor Afts of Compre-
&quot; c

henfion, fuch as have yet been praclifed or pro-
&quot;

je&cd amongft us, that can do the work. The
St

firft will but palliate, the fecond increafe, our evil.

&quot;

Abfolute liberty^ juft and true
liberty, equal and

&quot;

impartial liberty , is the thing iveftand in need
of.

&quot; Now, though this has indeed been much talked
&quot;

of, I doubt it has not been much underftood
; I

46 am fure not at all pra&ifed either by our governors
* 6 towards the people in general, or by any diffcnt*

&quot;

ing parties of the people towards one another.&quot;

A Second Letter on Toleration, in anfwer to Jonas

Proaft, chaplain of All- Souls colkge, Oxford, who
had written againft the firft, appeared from the pen

of Mr. Locke in 1690. A Third Letter on Tole

ration, in anfwer to fomc new obje&ions, was pub-

lifhed in 1692, written with great ftrength and

accuracy. The controverfy flept for twelve years;

when his firft opponent Mr. Proaft revived it.

Mr. Locke began to compofe a fourth letter on the

fubjeft ;
but died before he had finifhed it. What

he had written was printed in his pofihumous works

in 1706. Celebrity has been attached to the firft

of thcfe letters on toleration. The fubfcquent letters

in defence of it, though they be exceedingly valu-
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able, it has been obferved,
&quot;

carry in them that
&quot; air of controverfy which may have made the
&quot; \\hole Icfs minded by common readers.&quot;

In 1764, Thomas Hollis, efq; the munificent

friend of fcience and literature, and the ardent

advocate of civil and religious liberty, beftowed

incredible pains in promoting a new edition of the
&quot; Letters concerning Toleration

;&quot;
and engaged

Mr. Baron to correct the prcfs. This edition was

publiftied Jan. ift, 17^5. Mr. Hollis himf-lf col

lated the firft letter with the firft 410. and i2mo.

editions in 1689 ; and Mr. Baron wrote the preface.

It is remarkable that this firft letter, notwith-

ftanding the honour it has fecurcd to the name of

the author, was never printed by itfclf, though this

neglect is not much to the credit of EngliQimen,

if we except a fecond edition in 1690, till 1800,

when a neat impreffton of it appeared from the

prefs at the expence of his Grace the late Duke of

Grafion, with an advertifcment prefixed to it by
Mr. Lindfey ; who, with too great propriety, fays,
&quot;

It is mortifying to obfcrvc that a work of fuch an

&amp;lt;c

author, and of fuch ineflimable price, fhould h..vc

&quot; been more than a century before the public, anJ

&quot; have produced fo little of the effect which might
44 in all rcafon have been expected from it

;
and that

&amp;lt;c the original addrefs mould apply equally to tnc

&quot; nation now as at the firft.&quot;*

* The edition in 1800, advertifcment, p. 4 ; Hollis s Memoirs,

vol.i. p. 124, 331, a6;&amp;gt; ;LcC!crc s Account of the Life and Writings

of Mr. Locke, p. j, 34&amp;gt; 31 ; UritiHi Uiography, vol.tii. p. 10, n,



454 HISTORY OF THE C. V.

Mr. Lockf, it has been obferved, and truly \vith

refpeft to the faft, was not the firft writer on the

fubjeft ;
for the argument had been well underftood

and dated during the civil war. But the critical time

in which this work appeared, fo foon after the palling

of the Aft of Toleration, and the eminence and known

abilities of a living author, drew the attention of the

public to it. In the preceding reign the ill policy

of excluding from civil privileges a confidtrable

number of proteftants, who were barriers againft

popery and arbitrary power, had been felt by fome

even of the great churchmen themfelves, as by

Archbifhop Bancroft. But Mr. Locke s treatife,

though it was profefledly, according to the title, a

Plea for Toleration only, as was prefemly per

ceived, had a more extenfive bearing. It was a

leading defign of it to afcertain exactly the diftinc-

tion and bounds between the bufmtfs of civil go
vernment and that of religion ;

and to prove that

the whole jurifdiftion of the civil magiftrate reached

to civil concerns only, to guard and fecure the

enjoyment of them to every individual : and that it

neither can nor ought, in any manner, to be ex

tended to the falvation ot iouls
;

a care which is

not committed to him any more than to others, and

to which he is not competent. Another point

which the author dilcuffcs is the nature of a church,

which he fhcws to be a voluntary focicry of men

13; and Calamy, vol. i. p. 499 506, 523 527, 699, in which

the author has given an abflracl of the principles and reaibnings

Contained in the letters.
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formed into an union for the public worfhip of GOD;
which ought to be tolerated by the magiltrate, but

over which lie has no power, either to conftitute,

to model, or to govern it. His arguments and

rcafonings were grounded on comprehcnfivc prin

ciples, applicable to the defence of all parties in all

countries ; and calculated to evince the right of all

good fubjefts, not only to be exempted and fecured

from all penalties on account of their religious

opinions, but without diftinclion to enjoy the fame

favour of the prince, and the fame benefit of

the laws.

The firft effect of Mr. Locke s rcafoning appeared

in a very fenfible proteft in behalf of the rejected

bill for abrogating the facramental ted in the year

1689.* It may juflly
aifcft thinking pcrfons with

furprife and deep concern, that the liberal rcafonings

of Mr. Locke have not yet had their full influence

on the minds of men, and that they make fo flow

a progrefs ; though the public attention, fmcc that

excellent work was written, has been repeatedly

directed to the difcuffion of the queitions relative

to religious liberty. It is, indeed, afourcc of much

fatisfaftion, a favourable omen of the advancement

of truth, that the fubjedt has never been agitated,

cfpecially in the legiflative aflemblies, without fomc

triumph over intolerance, without gaining over new

converts to the caufe. It is dill, however, ardently

to be wifhed, that the pleas and arguments of Mr,

Locke s work may luvc a repeated hearing, and 4

9 Archdeacon BUckburnc a Works, rol, r. p. &amp;lt;^8, 99,
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more extenfive, improving effect. Nay, admirable

as was thai treatife for the time in which it was

written, it yet left the fubje& open to be difcufled

with more correct precifion, and on a more en

larged bafis.
&quot;

It is an argument that we have
cc made a very poor ufe of it, if we acquiefce in it

&quot; at this day. It is certainly not advifeable to reft

&amp;lt;;

folely upon the authority of any man, as if his

Cc fentiments and maxims were the perfeft and un-
ce alterable (landard with refpeft to it, fo as to

&amp;lt;c abide by any conclufion that may be drawn
c&amp;lt; from his doftrine.&quot; The application which Dr.

Brown* has made of Mr. Locke s opinion, that

thofe are not all to be tolerated who deny the

being of a GOD, is aftriking irftauce to the point;

for he has availed bimfelf of this principle to plead

for intolerance in fome other cafes alfo. The ma-

giftrate might evade Mr. Locke s great argument,
founded on the diftinftion between civil and religious

rights, by choofing to call that a civil which his

fuhjeds would term a religions , concern ; becaufe

many things and rights are of a mixed nature.|

Among other publications, to which the Revolu

tion and the meafures of government gave occafion,

was &quot; A Letter to a Member of Parliament, fhew-

64
ing that a restraint on the prefs is inconfiitent with

* Vicar of St Nicholas in Newcaftle-upon-Tyne, and author of

Efiays on the Characterises of Lord Shaftefbury.

+ Prieftly s Letter of Advice to Diflenters, on an application to

Pailiamentfor relief from certain Penal Laws, 1773, p. 88, 89, 83,
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cc the proteftant religion, and dangerous to the liber-
&amp;lt;f ties of the nation

;&quot; printed in 1698.*
The evils of rrflraining the prcfs are fully repre-

fented in this tract, and the point ib argued with

great ability. Ic is urged, tha rcflraints on rhe prefs

tend to produce a blind fubmiilion to the religious

principle^ in which men chance to have been

educated ; deprive them of the moft proper means

of coming to the truth, by hindering their exami

nation of different opinions and arguments ; obdru^l

that influence of truth which arifes from an exami

nation of its evidences, convincing the under(land ing
and endearing the difcovery of it

; and are a bar to

all thofe important offices of love which confilt in

the mutual communication of our fentimems, and

in afiilling one another to dereft error and arrive

at the knowledge of truth, by offering one another

reafons and arguments.O

Ignorance, fuperflition, and bigotry, it is obferved

33 a matter of faft, prevail and abound even in

proteftant as well as in popifh countries, in propor

tion as thcfe communications arc difcouraged .md

prevented The Reformation, it is alleged, was

built on the freedom of examination, aided by the

prefs. An entire liberty of the prefs it is infilled

on, would by degrees cftablifli religious truth,

becaufe that is fupponed by better, pidircr, and

more cogent arguments than are any falfe opinions.

The excellence and ufcfulnefs of truth, it is urged,

* A Colletf ion of Sute Papers publifhed during the rciga of

VVilJiara III. vol. ii. has prcfcrvcd this piece; p. 614 $.$.



458 HISTORY OF THE C. V.

carry evidence and conviction with it. Every argu
ment advanced to juftify licenfing books that pro-

fefs to interpret the fcriptures, it is pleaded, applies

to defend the papids in retraining by licence the

reading of the bible ; and every reafon offered

to reftrain advancing from the prefs opinions and

arguments contrary to thofe eftablifhcd by the

church in power, holds as ftrongly againft their

being propofed from the pulpit. The art of printing,

it is remarked, has been a noble means employed

by Providence to deliver men from the tyrrany of

the clergy ; but to truft them with the power of

licenfing books is to deliver back into their hands

the means of bringing on again a facerdotal fUvery;

and to put the prefs into their hands is to give the

power over it to thofe who are educated not to try

the eilablifhed religion, but to profefs it; not to

inveftigate the truth, but to earn their bread by what

bears the name of it ; to thofe who are fhackled

with early oaths and fubfcriptions ;
^-to thofe who

who cannot any more be prefumed to have impar

tially examined the tenets they find fettled by law,

than the mercenary foldicrs do the juflice of the

caufe in which they are engaged ;
to thofe who

are in all countries warm and active for the opinions

to which their preferments are annexed ;
to thofe

who cannot but be highly difpleafcd and affronted

10 fee the laity do what they durft not, judge,

for themfelves.

Retraining the prefs, it is added, if committed

to the laity, would imply a
difrefpecl:

of the clergy $
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as not to be truflcd with printing but half a (licet on

religion without the confent of a lay-licenfer, who
is to have an arbrrary power over their works ;

which would undoubtedly be highly rcfented by
them. Retraining the liberty of the prefs, as it is

unfriendly to our religious rights, is alfo inimical to

our civil ones. There never was a nation who loft

the former, that could retain the latter. Pried-

craft and flavery go hand in hand. It deprives

rational and focial creatures of the greatest enjoyment
of which they are capable ; that is, it forbids them

to employ their thoughts on whatever lui jeft they

plcafe, and to communicate them one to another

as freely as they conceive them. It is the engine

of flavery, to prevent the defeft of cither ihc

government, or the management of the government,

from being difcovcred or reformed ; an inilrument

in the hands of arbitrary power to bar true patriot*

from pleading the rights and liberties of the people,

anil to fanction the pen of thofc who argue for the

cxtenlion of the prerogative. The liberty of the

prcfs fccured, all other liberty is lecure ; that denied,

no other is prefcrved.

Retraining the prefs, it is further argued, dif-

courages the ablefl men from writing; who will not

be content to have their works lie at the mercy of

an ignorant, or at the bed an unleifured liccnfcr,

who upon a curfory view may condemn the whole

to perpetual darknefs, or itiikc out the mod material

things. Thus, it concludes, the mod important

difcoveries may be loll, and the rood valuable works



460 HISTORY OF THE C. V.

be fuppreffed. It tends to leave the prefs open to

none but fools and blockades, and to make an im-

frimatur to fignify no more than that fuch a book

is foolifh enough to be printed.

Thefe and many other arguments for the liberty

of the prefs arc placed, by this traft, in a ftrong

point of view.

In 1704, Dr. Tyndal publifhed
&amp;lt;f Reafons againft

&quot;

retraining the Liberty of the Prefs
;&quot; frequently

adopting, in a concife way, the language and argu

ments of this tract; and though not exhibiting a

methodical abridgement of it, yet evidently formed

on its principles. Thefe &quot;

Reafons&quot; were rtpub-

lifhed by Mr. Baron, in the &quot;

Pillars of Prieftcraft

&quot; and Orthodoxy,&quot; in 1768, vol. iv. p. 281.

There alfo appeared at a critical moment, when

the Aft of Parliament for reftraining the liberty of

the prefs, and permitting nothing to be publifhed with

out the imprimatur of a licenfer, was juft expiring,

a nervous pamphlet, entitled
&quot; A jufl Vindication of

&quot;

Learning, and of the Liberty of the Prefs,&quot; by
Chas. Biount, efq. This gentleman, younger fon of

Sir Henry Biount, was a zealous friend to the Revo

lution, and to the liberal principles on which the

defence of that interelting event was founded. This

tract is digefled into nine fections
;

each offers a

diftinct argument againfl the invafion of that liberty,

which the author juftly
flates is at once the founda

tion and fecurity of every other kind of liberty ;

namely, the power of fpeaking and publifhing, the

truth with refpeft to perfons, meafures, and fubjects
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of inveftigation : let this freedom be pofleflcd, the

other liberties of a people are in a great meafure fafe.

Thefe generous efforts to claim and vindicate the

freedom of publifhing had a good cffcft. The

pernicious aft was fullered to expire, and the prcfs

was fet free.*

The fubjeft had been di feu fled with fingular

energy and eloquence by Milton, in his &quot;

Arcopa-
&quot;

gitica,&quot;
written againft the Preibytcrians, who

had contended for the freedom of the prefs, when

it was under the controul of the epifcopal church ;

but rifing afterwards into power, they turned apof-

tates to their own principles, and abufing their

afcendancy in Parliament, procured an order to be

published, June 13, 1043, ^or re-draining the prcfs,

and placing
&quot;

this formidable engine under the lame
&quot;

ccntrol, of which they had lately indignantly
&quot;

complained. &quot;f But, norwithflanJing the excel-

lencc and authority of Milton s work, the fubfcqucnt

reftraints on the prcfs, the great object of the Revo

lution, namely, the fecurity and extcnfion i&amp;gt;f liberty,

and the particular tenor of the A&amp;lt;ft of Toleration,

rendered the publication of the other tracts now

reviewed fcafonablc and pointed. And though licen-

fers and imprimaturs have been, fincc that period,

confined to Oxford ; yet repeated attempts made to

reft rain ir, and frequent profccutions of authors and

publilhcrs,
in fubftqucnt ai.d recent times, tvi.itc the

propriety and even nccellity of oficn rcciillin^ the

Britifh Biography, vol. v. p. 196.

t Ur. Syminon s Life of Miiton, p. s j, edit
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public attention to the equity, policy, and wifdom of

watching the infidious defigns, or refilling the more

open attacks of Minifters of State againft the

liberty of the prefs. It fhould be alfo confidered,

whether the arguments which apply againft pre

venting, do not hold good againfl punifhing, the

publications of opinions, that, with or without

reafon, may be thought pernicious?

Dr. Johnfon, fpeaking of Milton s
&quot;

Areopa-
*

gitica,&quot; fays,
&quot; The danger of fuch unbounded

&quot;

liberty, (of unlicenfed printing) and the danger of
&quot;

bounding it, have produced a problem in the
&quot; fcience of government, which human understanding
&quot; feems unable to folve.&quot;

&quot; Let us then have
&amp;lt;f

rccourfe,&quot; replies a judicious writer to a divine

understanding for the folution of it :
&quot; Let both the

&quot; tares and the wheat grow together till the
&quot;

harvefl, left while ye gather up the tares, ye root
&quot;

up alfo the wheat with them.&quot;*

Thefe publications immediately arofe from the

political events and occurrences of the day, and

were connected with them. But the fpirit of enquiry
did not confine itfelf to topics of this tenor ; it alfo

ihewed itfelf on many queftions purely theological.

The way for fuch inveftigations had been prepared

by the controverfies which had arifen in preceding
times. It would be foreign to the defign of thefe

pages to detail them. But one publication, which

made its appearance thirteen years before the Revo

lution, was, confidering the genius of the age, of

* Memoirs of Thomas Ilollis, cfq; vol.ii. p. 551.
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fo (insular a kind, created fo much notice, and

called forth fo much oppofuion, that though the

extent and permanence of its influence on the public

mind cannot be afceruiincd, it dcferves to be men

tioned ; efpccially as it has had the credit given to

it,* of mollifying, when it was rirft publiihed,
c&amp;lt; the

&quot;

fpirits of fome men that were let upon perfecution
&quot; of the Diflenters

;&quot;
and it was re-printed and pre-

ferved in a collection of fcarce and valuable trach,

called &quot;The Phoenix,&quot; 8vo. No. xxx. It was

entitled a tc Treat ifc on Human Reafon.&quot; It is a

fmall work in 141110. rlrft printed in 1^75. The
author was Merlin Cljj .rd^ efq\ mutter of the

Charter Hculc ; educated in \Veftminfler fchool,

and thence elected inio Trinity C oiL-ge, Cambridge,
a man of talent, and a polite fdiolar, who lived in

great intimacy with moll of the \vi:s of Charles

Jld s reign. An idea may be formed of the

nature and defirm of this tract from the following

paffag s :
&quot; He bids you fcarch

;
there is therefore

41 in man a natural ability of fcarchin;* fphituul
*

truths, and that can be nothing elfe but his un-

u
dcrflanding : he who gave rules which admit of

*
fo many interpretations, is well contented that

* By Dr. W^ti, lie Dr. Johnfjn s Life of Dr. Wa t

notes, 17^5. In this publication arc givjn, in the Appendix N\. I.

Ionic ftritfures of that excellent man on the &quot; Ticatii:

&quot;

Reaion,&quot; as A fpecinicn of the Doflor*s manner of ic-

N. B. The writer of this rccollctfs, that uhcn he was a
&amp;gt;

receiving his clafTical learning at St. I aul s School, the Ro

Allen, an aflilbnt ma(U-r in that feminaiy, and the JcarncJ Editor

of Dcmofthcncs, paffcJ a commendation on Mr. C!
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*
they (hall be interpreted feverally : we lay the

&quot;

blafphrmous accufation of injuftice upon GOD,
&quot; if he punifh us for an error which we could not

&quot; avoid : reafon is the eye, true religion is the ob-

&quot;jeft:
*all other helps, divine and human, are as

&quot; the light, as fpecl icles, &c. Now it is impoflible
&quot; to fee with any thin * but our own eyes, / . e. our

&quot; reafon. Yet a clear light is neceffiry, without

&quot; which our own eye cannot fee the object, nor our

&quot; reafon find out the true religion.&quot;
The author,

it appears, was the advocate of enquiry, candour,

and freedom. His book was attacked by a fcholar

at Cambridge, in a tract tending towards perfecu-

lion, entitled
Cw Plain Dealing.&quot;

It was defended in

a tract, callt-d
&quot; An Apology for the Difcourfe of

&quot; Human Reafon, &c.&quot; i2mo. by Albertus Warren.

It alfo drew from the pen of an anonymous writer,
&quot;

Obfervations, &c.&quot; charging the author with

confufion and inconfidcncies. But the mod marked

teftimony to the attention which it had excited, and

to the alarm which fome had taken at it, was the

anfwer of Dr. B. Laney, biihop of Ely ; who,

dining with many perfons of qualicy in the Charter-

Houfe, foon after its publication, on being afked

what he thought of the book, replied,
&quot;

It was no
&quot; matter if all the copies were burnt, and the author
&quot; with them.&quot;* Dr, Watts, in a fpirit worthy of

liimfclf, paffed a more candid opinion on it, &quot;as

&quot;

having many ufeful notions;&quot;
&quot;

though,&quot;
he adds,

* Wood s Atlienx Oxonienfes, vol. ii p 381 2; and Gran

ger s
&quot;

Biographical Hiftory of Eng.and,&quot; vol. iv. p. 96,
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&quot;

it exalts reafon as the rule of religion, as well as

&quot; the guide, to a degree very dangerous.
*

The controverfies which had been agitated in the

preceding reigns, on the queftions that relate to the

conflitution, difciplinc, and worfhip of the chriflian

church, between the members ol theEngltfheftablifhed

church, the prefbyterians, the independents, and the

baptifts, excited the attention of a young gcut!cman,t

flrongly bent on learning and theological enquiries,

then an apprentice to his father, a grocer, in

Exeter ;
and engaged him, by a diligent examination

of the authentic writings of the three firft centuries,

to invedigate the ufages of the nnticnt church within

that period. The refult of his enquiries into the

matter of fact on thcfc points appeared in a work

publifhed in 1691, the 22d year of the author s

age, entitled,
&quot; An Enquiry into the Conditution,

&quot;

Difcipline, Unity, and Wordiip of the Primitive

&quot;

Church, that flourished within the fird three

&quot; hundred years after Chrift ; faithfully collcfted

&quot; out of the extant writings of thofe ages ; in two

&quot;

parts.&quot;
The drift exaftnefs and care with which

this treatife is drawn up; and the learning which it

difplays, have judly fccured to it great reputation,

and rendered it a ftandard book of authority to this

day. In 1717, Mr. Sclater, a norjuring clergy

man, attempted to undermine its authority by an

anfwer to it, entitled,
&quot; An original Draft of the

&quot; Primitive Church/ 8vo. But this work has long

fince funk into oblivion. The author of the

T Mr. Pcicr King, afterwards Lord CiuDcciior.

H H
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&quot;

Enquiry&quot; affures the public, that by the trouble

and affliction which the animofities and quarrels of

the day occafioned him, he was induced to make his

refearches, and publifh the refult of them j for, if

he could be the happy inftrument to compofe and

heal thofe quarrels, he was ready to facrifice not only
that book, but all that he was or had. Thefe were

the feelings of a tender, ingenuous, and youthful
mind. Two reafons particularly fwayed him

;

namely, to inform others, and to inform himfdf. So
far was he from aiming at applaufe, and feeking to

gratify vanity, he fo contrived to conceal his name,
that his bookfeller did not know it ;

and through
out the work, he fupported the character which he

aflumed in the title-page as his fignaturc, that of
* an Impartial Hand.&quot;

Some of the queftions confidered in the preceding

treatife were difcufled about the fame time, with

learning and temper, in two pofthumous works, by
a man of uncommon erudition and abilities, and of

fmgular modefty and humility, Mr. David Clarkfon,

who was ejecled from Mortlakc in Surrey, and had

been the tutor of Archbifhop Tillotfon, at Clare

Hall in Cambridge. Thefe treatifes were entitled,

the one,
&quot; Primitive Epifcopacy, dated and cleared

&quot; from the Holy Scriptures and Ancient Records
;&quot;

the other,
&quot; A Difcourfe on Liturgies.&quot; The

fubjecT: of the former traft had in fome meafure

palled under the author s review, in a treatife pub-
Jiflied during his life in anfwer to Dr. Stillingfleet;

and which was the mod noted of his works, and
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&quot;

fhew&amp;gt; him,&quot; fays Mr. Granger,
&quot; to have been a

&quot; rmn of great reading in church
hiftory.&quot;

It was

entirlcd &quot; No Evidence of diocefan Epifcopacy in

the primitive Times ;&quot;
1681, 4:0.*

In 1 6.; 2, there appeared a work of celebrity, now

fcarce, from the pen of a learned and ingenious

writer, who had already gained great reputation

by a performance in Latin, on *
the- Sacred Theory

&quot; of the
Earth.&quot;-)-

The work to which we allude,

has a claim to our notice in this place, on account

of its connexion with facred literature. It was

compofed in Latin, and was entitled &quot;

Archceologia?
*
Philofophicae ;

five Doclrina Antiqua de Rerum
fC

Originibus :&quot; that is, an Enquiry into the

Doclrine of the ancient Philofophers concerning

the Original of the World ;
in two books. The

fecond edition was printed in London, 1728, 8vo.

It is addrefled, in an elegant panegyrical dedication,

to King William. The author was Dr. Thomas

Burner, matter of the Charter-Houfe, chaplain in

ordinary and clerk of the clofet to King William.

&quot; His
dcfign,&quot;

as it is dated in the preface,
&quot;

is to

&amp;lt;c

enquire into the opinions nf thcancients concerning
&quot; the nature of things, in order to vindicate and

*

give ami ;uity its due praife; and to (hew that

&quot; neither were our anceftors dunces, nor was wif.lom

&amp;lt;c or true philofophy, born with us.&quot; The fubjcft

* Sec the Preface to the Treatifc ;
and for an analyfc of the

work, Calamy, v i. p. ji/i 523.

| For an analyfisof this work, or a Hiort view of its dcfign, fee

Britifli Biography, vol. vii. p. 73-77-

H H 2
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of enquiry in this .treatifc is the {late of the old

world) or according to the Vulgate tranflation of
2 Pet. ii. 5,

&quot; the original world
;&quot;

that is, the ante

diluvian, but inclufive alfo of the flood itfelf, and

its concomitants and immediate confequences. The
firft book offers a profpe&us of the ancient philo-

fophy through the various nations of the earth, the

Scythians, Celts, and ^Ethiopians ;
takes a furvey

of the oriental nations, including the philofophy and

learning of the Chintfe and the Brachmans, of the

Affyrians and Chaldseans, of the Perfians and their

Magi, of the Arabs and Phoenicians, of the Hebrews

and their Cabbala ; exhibits a view of the various

literature of the Egyptians ; then paffes over to

Greece, and examines the philofophical principles,

firft of Orpheus, then of the lonians, afterwards of

Pythagoras and his feel
;

in fucceflion to him the

principles of Eleatic feel, a fchool formed of phi-

lofophers, differing in country, manners, and tenets ;

after them follows a review of the doctrine of the

Stoics, Platonics, Ariftotelians, and Epicureans.

A difcuffion on the origin of the barbaric philofophy,

or the philofophy prior to the Grecian, concludes

the firft book.

The fecond book is a kind of commentary on the

fcripture theory of the earth. The fubjefts difcuffed

in it are the ancient univerfal tradition concerning

the chaos
;
the firft form and external appearance

of the earth, as diftinguifhed from fubfequent ftates

of it
;

the nature, manner, and caufes of deluges,,

efpecially of the univerfal flood ; the perpendicular
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portion of the earth, with refpeft to the fun and its

properties, as a perperual fpring or equiuox, an

atmofphere wet with rain, but no rainbow, and the

longevity of mankn d ; the change of its pofuion
into an oblique direftion, and the confcquent pha?-

nomena ; the Mof;iic account of paradife, and of

nature and man in the new world ; the origin ofO

things as reprefented in the firft chapter of GcneGs,
and the interpretation of the Mofaic Hcxaemcron, or

the creation diftributcd into the works of fix days ;

the doubts and objections which may be urged

againfl the author s explanation of the Hexacmeron,

by thofe who adhere to the literal fcnfe of the word.

The author, anticipating the ofTence and odium

which his fentiments on the Mofaic narrative, and

the firfl (late of mankind, might and did raifc,

calls the attention of his readers, in the laft chapter,

to fome confulerations and teftimonies of authors,

which appeared to him of great moment to a fair

and candid judgment of his opinions ; fuch as, the

nature and genius of the oriental ftyle ; the flow

conception and narrow genius of the people of Ifrael,

when the Mofaic narratives were written ; the opi

nions and comments of learned men,who had written

before him on thcfe points ; and the reverential

regard to the Divine Being to be prefcrved in the

interpretation of thcfe paflagcs, that a fenfe becoming
his perfections and greatncfs may be affixed to

them. In an appendix, the author gives a concifc

view of the doctrines of the modern Brachmans.

This is followed by two letters to a learned friend,
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who had reprcfented to him the reflexions cafl on

his work in vindication of it. But offence once

conceived does not eafily yield to calm remonflrance,

nor does prejudice impartially weigh arguments.

This Dr. Thomas Burnet experienced. In vain

did he plead the raodeft and unafTuming fpirit in

which he wrote : in vain did he appeal to the fervent

and devout wiftics, with refpeft ro thefe points, as

exprefTed at the conclufion of his treatife, that his

errors might be pardoned from divine companion

towards human weaknefs and darknefs, and that he

might be enlightened with clearer views : in vain

did he urge that he had not written his femiments

in the vulgar tongue, to unfectle the minds of the

illiterate, and to dart fome fubjecls of converfation

in alehoufes ; but he had compofed his work in the

Latin language, for the confideration of the learned,

and of the miniflers of religion. The influence of

the clergy was excited againft him. He was pre

cluded from any other preferments in the church
;

and the King was obliged even 10 remove him from

his poll at Court. The manner in which he rc-

prefented the hiftory of the Fall, with a view to

fhew in a ftrong light the difficulties which attend

the literal fenfe
;
the neceflity of having recourfe

to a figurative interpretation, efpecially by catting

into the form of a dialogue between Eve and the

fcrpent the brief narrative of the temptation; was

the part* which gave peculiar offence. The author

*
It may be confidered as a proofof the more liberal fpirit of our

qwn times, and of the progrefs of free enquiry, fmce the days of
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afterwards defired a Dutch bookfcller to fupprefs

this dialogue, in an edition of the work, then print

ing in Holland, f It is alfo omitted in the edition

of 1733. And from the fcarccnefs of the original

work, it has been read by few perfons in the

prcfent clay.

In 1693, there appeared a critical work, formed

on a more comprehenfive plan than is compatible

with the difculHon of any particular theological

queflion. It was profcflcdly an invcfligation of the

fenfe and grammatical conduction of many paflagcs

of fcripture, independently of any fyftcm. This

was one of the firft, if not the fir ft, work of the kind

after the Reformation. It proceeded from the pen

of a layman of rank and title, whom the editor, for

it was a pofthumous publication, characlerifes as

fmccrely religious, and profoundly judicious as well

as learned. Its title is,
&quot; Annotations upon fomc

*
diflicult Texts in all the Books of the New

&quot;Teftamcnt
;&quot; by Sir Norton Knatchbull, knight

and baronet; Cambridge, 1693. ^ con ^ ^ s f ori

ginal and felcft obfervations. It had been fairly

tranfciibcd, and prepared for the prefs by the author

himfrlf; and was a more complete and perfect

draught, enriched wiih fupplemental and new re

marks, as well as a transition of a Latin work, which

Dr. Thomas Burner, ili:it different authors Hartley, Price, and

Bifhop Newton, have nviintaincd, without drawing an odium oa

Ihcmfelvcs, that a figurative rather than a real lcrpc-n: was in

tended, and that the narrative o! the 1 all is founded on hiciogly.

phical delineations, or is in reat mcafurc allegorical.

| ::. li s J-ifeof Tillotfuu. p. 279.
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had been thrice printed at Oxford ;
and was offered

to the public as a more uleful, elaborate, and fuc-

cefsful effay in its kind than had been before pub-
lifhed. The defign purfued by the author is to

afcertain the proper fenfe and right ufe of each

ambiguous particle, word, and phnife, which came

under his fcrutiny ; and to vindicate and elucidate,

by a more plain and accurate verfion, and a more

intelligible and appropriate expofition, the genuine
conftru&ion of the intricate periods, obfcure tranfi-

tions, and perplexing traje&ions, in the paflages on

which he beftows his attention. This edition is

introduced by the Latin preface of the former edi

tions in that language. Benfon and Doddridge
have both referred to thefe &amp;lt;e

Annotations,&quot; with

expreilions of great refpecl ; though they have in

the fpirit of liberal criticifm examined, and either

adopted or difcarded the author s critiques, as that

examination of them fuggefted. Sir Norton Knatch-

bull ranks in the lift of principal critics on the New
Teflameiu affixed by Dr. Harwood to his edition

of the Greek Teftament, and by Archbilhop New-

come to his &quot;

Attempt for an improved Verfion of

&quot; the Nc:w Teftament.&quot; It reflects credit on this

work, and oa the acumen and judgment of its author,

that die celebrated Dr. Hammond, in the fecond

edition of his Paraphrafe and Annotations on the

New Teftament, availed himfelf of fome of the

notes, of Nvhich
3
at his requeft, Sir Norton Knatch-

bull had given him the fight in manufcript ; Sir

Norton indeed was encouraged to purfue his critical
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difquifitions, and to publifh them, by Dr. Hammond.
The learned Baronet, while he profcflcd a great

refpect for ancient and modern expofitors, yet often

differed from both with a becoming and generous

independence of mind, exprelTmg his wiih to be

allowed, and his difpofition to grant to others

liberty of opinion.

In the fame year in which this critical workiflucd

from the prefs, Mr. Tong, then a diflenting miniiter

at Coventry, and afterwards at Saltern-hall ia

London, well known as the biographer of Mr.
Matthew Henry, and eminent for his own character

and talents as a miniiter, attracted the attention of

the public by
&quot; a Vindication of

Nonconformity.&quot;

In 1689, Mr. M. Henry publiflied a filial 1

&quot;

Difcourfe

&quot;concerning the nature of Schifin;&quot; intended to

clear the diflentcrs from the obloquy and odium

under which they lay, as charged with that fin. The

dcfign was to examine the meaning of the word

fchifm in all the places of fcripturc in which it is

found, and to fliew that it fignifies uncharitablenefs

and alienation of affection among chriftians
;
and the

conclufion drawn from the enquiry i
, that there

may be fchifm where there is no feparatc commu

nion, and that a feparatc communion mayexiil with

out fchifm. This tract was given to the public at

the pcrfuafion of Mr. Tong. It called forth fin-

gular and illiberal an imad verfions. Mr. Tong took

up his pen in defence of Mr. Henry s
&quot; Brief En-

&quot;

quiry into the nature of Schifm, and the Vindi-

&quot; cation of it ; with Reflections upon a pamphlet
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&quot; called the Review ; and a brief Hiftorical Account
&quot; of Nonconformity from the Reformation to this

&quot;

prefent time.&quot; 4to.|| The nature of catholic unity,

a term tortured on the one hand to frighten the weak

and timorous, and on the oth^r to reproach the

oppofers of fpiritual ufurpation and tyranny, was

the principal fubjecl:
difcufled in this traft. The

author confidered it in two views; either as political,

in the union of all fmcere chriftians, by faith in one

GOD and one Mediator, unto Chrifl their head
; or

as moral, in mutual love towards one another
; from

\vhichprinciples arifes the conclufion, that none are

out of the unity of the church but thofe who are

deftitute of thefe fundamental graces. To affirm

this of proteftant difTenters in general, and merely on

the ground of their difTent, the author looked upon

us &quot; a piece of diabolifm which the gofpel abhors,
* 6 and of which humanity itfelf will be afliamed.&quot;

The remainder of the treatife was defigned to clear

the nonconformifts from the different charges of dif-

obedience to fuperiors, and of indecorum and irregu

larity as to religious ceremonies and worfhip, in their

expreffions, gefture, and habit. The vindication of

the nonconformifts againfl the firft charge turned on

three pleas, viz. that bifhops had no power diftinft

from or fuperior to that of prefbyters by the law

of GOD ; that the whole
jurifdi&amp;lt;5tion

of Englifh

bifhops, and the authority of the canons, was derived

from the civil magiflrate an 1 the laws of the land ;

and that the civil power had left the nonconformifts^

M Tong s Life ofMatthew Henry, i amo. 1716, p.zSit
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at th:it period, to their liberty in the cafe of confer,

mity, and that therefore no charge of difobcdiencc

to authority lay againft them. The nature and rale

of decorum or decency, as connected with any cere

monies of religion, fomc reflections on panfh order,

the terms of conformity, the reafons of nonconfor

mity, and the arguments produced for ihe impofition

of ceremonies, were the points confidered in reply

to the fecond charge. The nature of fchifm and

other matters came under review ; and the hiftorical

appendix, though (hort, is reprefented to have been
&amp;lt;c clear and drong/ ^
An anonymous churchman at this time had the

candour and liberality to take up his pen in the

caufe of the difTenters, and to plead, by many very

affecting and earned confiderations, for fuch abate

ments in matters relative to the ceremonial part of

worihip. as might obviate the fcruples of fome at

lead, and gain them over to the eltabliflied church,

and prevent the feceffion of others. He particu

larly recommended, among other alterations, that

the furplice and habits, the fign of the crofs in bap-

tifm, and kneeling at the LORD S fupper, mould be

dropt or left indifferent. He propofcd a review of

the form and method of the liturgy, as partaking

much, in its prefent (late, of the Romifli (lamp ;

and wifhed the length of it to be confidered. He

fuggcited the propriety of an alteration of ihe Atha-

nafian Creed, that * 4 the gate of heaven might net

e&amp;lt; be made narrower than GOD had made it
j&quot;

and

J CaUmy, vol. i. p. 530, 531, 5ja.
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recommended fuch an order and dire&ion of church

rnufic as would prevent men s miftaking the tickling

of the ears for an elation of mind and heavenly rap
ture. The title of this treatife was &quot; A Plea for
&quot; Abatement in matters of Conformity to feveral

&quot;

Injunctions and Orders of the Church of England.
&quot;

By Irenaeus Junior, a conforming Member of the
&quot; Church of England.&quot; 410. Some of the expodu-
lations of the author, quoted by Dr. Calamy, arc

proofs of the fpirit of the times, while they exprefs

his own jud and generous refentment at it. He

urged,
&quot; that if many earned and repeated promifes

&quot; of perfons in extremity could lay an obligation of
&quot;

performance upon them, to pay their vows when-
&quot; ever they became folvent, there were many, of no
&quot; fmall figure or intereft in the church, under no
&quot; mean tic to find out an expedient and temper to

&quot; heal thofe breaches which feveral controverted

&quot; rites and ceremonies in the church had unhappily
&amp;lt;c

occafioned.&quot; He reminded the public,
&quot; that fome,

&amp;lt;c who in the height of the dorm promifed a candle
&quot; as tall as their main-mad, when that was allayed,
&quot;

thought one burnt into the focket too codly a fa.

&quot;

crifice to offer up for the peace and unity of the
&quot; church.* The author delineated another feature

of the times in the comphint which he brought
forward ;

that u whereas non-refidance and paffive
&quot; obedience had been the univerfal cry of the church,
&quot; and fqueezed till the blood came; the mifchief was,
&quot; when they had nurd the prerogative till it had
&quot;

dung fome of them, and hifled at all the red, they
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&quot;

prefcntly let the world fee they never brewed this

cc doclrine for their own drinking. Then,&quot; he

added,
&quot;

they acknowledged we fuffer juftly; but
&quot; what have our brethren done whom we purfued
&quot; \vith fuch revenge and rage ? Then they confcfTed

&amp;lt;c

they facrificed the intereft of the church to their

&quot; malice
;

but if the diflfcnters would forbear to
&quot;

comply with the common enemy, they would do
&quot;

great things for them whenever they came again
&quot; into their kingdom. But alas! there is too much
&quot;

reafon,&quot; he fubjoined,
&quot; to cry our,

&quot;

TEgrotat dccmon, monachus tune cfle voleb;;t ;

&quot; Convaluit dxmon, daemon ut ante fuit.&quot;

&quot; Witnefs that great i egret fome of them have
&quot;

cxpreflcd againit that kiiidncfs and favour which
&quot; the king and two fuccecding parliaments have
* evinced to difTenting proteftants, while they with

&amp;lt;c

fury bite the chain which retrains them from
&quot;

falling foul on their former prey ; bcfides their

&quot; unreafonable flicklc to prevent the lead abate-

* c mcnt in. matters which rcfpcct the ceremonial

&quot;part
of worfhip, a conformity to which goes

&amp;lt;c with them for the whole duty of a miniftcr.&quot;*

The publications of the period which have been

noticed, related to points of difference between thofc

who were equally attached to revelation as a rule

of faith, worfhip, and difcipline ; and who made

their appeal to the fcripturcs as an authoritative and

divine rule. Thcfe difcuffions tended to open the

mind, to (limulatc enquiry, to cxcrcife fagacity, and

t Calainy, vol. i. p. Jj-Jj;.
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to ftrengthen the judgment. But whilft chriftians,

the profeffed advocates of revelation, were contending

amongft themfclves on doch-ines and ceremonies,

the times were not deftitute of writers, whofe pub-
Jications tended, if they were not defigned, to un

dermine the authority of the fcriptures. Thofe

publications naturally led men alfo to examine the

grounds of their faith
; to elucidate the meaning and

true fenfe of the fcriptures in paiTages which appeared
to furniih ftrong obje&ions to their divine authority;

and to difcriminare between the genuine doftrines of

revelation, and the corruptions of chriftianity : an

employment of the mind, which, after along night of

ignorance, fuperdiuon, and error, required patient

enquiry, cool confideration, and length of time.

At the beginning of the feventeenth century,

Edward Lord Herbert of Cherbury, held in equal

admiration for his perfon, understanding, learning,

and courage, with a view to difcard all extraordinary

revelation as ufclefs and unnecefTary, though he

made no attempt to refute the evidences of the Jewifh

and Chriftian revelations, aflerted the fuilkiency,

Univerfality, and abfolute perfection of natural reli

gion ; which hs reduced to five articles, viz. that

there is one fuprcme GOD
;

that he is to be wor-

fhipped ; that piety and virtue are the principal parts

of his worfhip : that fin, on repentance, will be for.

given ; and that there will be a future (late of

rewards for good, and of puniftiment for wicked men.*

* Le!and .s View of the Dciftical Writers, vol. i. p. 3, 4, 8vo-

cd. i;9g.
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About the time of Lord Herbert s death, Mr.

Thomas Hobbes, of M.ilmlbury, publifhcd fcvcral

treatifes, in which, though they were not dirctfly

levelled againft revealed religion, he advanced prin

ciples fubverfive of all religion, by deriving it from
&quot; the fear of power invifible, feigned by the mind,
&quot; or imagined from talcs publicly allowed

;&quot;
and hi*

fyftem of ethics had a ftrong tendency to corrupt
the public morals. &amp;lt;k There was,&quot; it has been ob-

ferved,
&quot; a great difference between Mr. Hobbes anJ

&quot; Lord Herbert. This noble writer confidcrcd the
&quot; belief of a future llate among the common notices

&quot;

naturally obvious to the minds of all men: but Mr.
&quot; Hobbes grounded it upon other men s faying,
&quot; that they knew it fupernaturally, or that they

knew thofe who knew tru &amp;gt;rn tint knew others

&quot; that knew it fupernaturally.&quot;*

Thefe writers were followed by Mr. Charles

Blounr, youngelt fon of Sir Henry Blount. This

author gave offence to many by fevcral publications,

which were viewed as unfavourable to revealed

religion. One was entitled,
&quot; Anima Muiuli; or,

an Hiftoricul Narration of the Opinions of the

** Ancients concerning Man s Soul after this Life,

&quot;

according to unenlightened Niuurc.&quot; Another was
&quot; the two firft books of Philoflratus, concerning the

&amp;lt;c

life of Apol!onius Tyanocus, with philological

&amp;lt;*

notes;&quot; written \vich a defi.jn to oppofe the cha

racter and miracles of tiic magician and philofopher

to thofe of Chriih A third publication in 1^83,

LcUnd, utant:, p. 35, 57, j8.
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entitled &quot;

Religio Laid,&quot; was little more than a

tranflation of Lord Herbert s treatife under the

fame name.

The work which more particularly folicits our

notice as published in the period under our review,

ifTued from the prefs in 1693, after the author s

death, under the care of his friend Mr. Charles

Gildon, afterwards diftinguifhed as a dramatic

writer, as its editor. This treatife confifts of various

fmall tra&s, not very fuitable either in fubjeft or

execution to the pompous title which it bore * nor

all written by Mr. Blount. The firft is a letter with

his name to it, in vindication of Dr. Burnet s

&quot;

Archseologia ;&quot; fixcy-fix pages out of 226 arc oc

cupied with a tranflation by H. B. of the 7th and

8th chapters of that learned work, with the appendix
on the Brachman s religion ; which, as Dr. Leland

obferves, were very far from being intended to fub-

vert the authority of the Mofaic writings, though

they were defigned to flate, and to place in a ftrong

point of view, the difficulties that attend a literal

interpretation of many pafTages in them. The

next fliort article,
c a Summary Account of the

&quot;Deill s Religion, addreffed to Dr. Sydenham,&quot;

is to be confidered in connexion with another, under

the form of a letter to Charles Blount, eiq; with the

figndtiire of A. W. &amp;lt;c on Natural Religion as op-

pofed to Divine Revelation.&quot; The writer of thefe

treaufes advances the lame general principles with

Lord Herbert. He extends, however, the five

* The Oracles of Reafon.
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articles to feven, by defining the worfhip of GOD
to confiil in prayer and praife ; and by adding one

article in afTerting the government of the world by
the providence of GOD ;

and another, on our obe

dience to the rules of right rcafon, as conflicting

moral virtue. In the letter to Dr. Sydenham from

Mr. Blount himfelf, prefixed to the firfl of thefe

trafts, there is a remarkable conceilion.
&quot; UnJoubt-

&quot;

cdly,&quot; fays he,
&quot;

in our travels to the other
&quot; world the common road is the fafeit ; and though
&quot; deifm is a good manuring for a man s confcicnce,
&quot;

yet certainly if fowed with chriflianity it will pro-
&quot; ducc a moil profitable crop.&quot;*

The next traft

written by Mr. Blount, and addreiled to Mr. Hobbes,
&quot; as the great inftruftor of the mod fcnfible part of
&quot; mankind in the noble fcience of philofophy,&quot;

exhibits a (hort hiftoricil view of the Arians and

Trinitarians, and of general councils, at the time

when thofe feds divided the chriltian world. A
fhort

eflfay to elucidate the proportion,
&quot; that felicity

&quot;

confifls generally in
pleafure,&quot; by Rd. Richard-

fon ; another,
&quot; Of Beneficence and Gratitude,&quot;

figned Robert Yaxley ; and a third,
&amp;lt;e Of Fate and

&quot;

Fortune,&quot; with the fignaturc An. Rogers, follow

each other. Thefe are fuccecded by a letter to the

right honourable the moft ingenious Strcphon,
**
concerning the Immortality of the Soul ;&quot;

and

by another letter
&quot; to the dcfcrvedly honoured and

&quot; mod ingenious Major A. concerning the original of

&quot; the Jews;&quot;
both written by Mr. Blount. He ap-

Oracle* f Reafon, p. 19,$, *nd p. I*.

1 I
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pears in the former a ftrong advocate for the do&riwe

of the immortality of the foul, of the evidence of which

he gives this general flatement :
&quot;

befides, my lord,
&quot; the authority of the holy fcriptures, as alfo the

&quot; innumerable other arguments which may be de-

&quot; duced as well from philofophy as reafon to prove
* 4 the immortality of the foul, together with its rc-

&quot; wards and puniftiments, (though I determine not
&quot;

their duration ;) yet there is no argument of
&quot;

greater weight with me than the abfolute necef-

&quot;

fity and convenience that it fhould be fo, as well

&quot;

to complete the jutlice of GOD, as to perfect the

&quot;

happinefs of man, not only in this world, but in

&quot; that which is to come.&quot;* In the other letter

Mr. Blount betrays a want of franknefs, and raifes

fuipicions of his fmcerity ; for while it confifls of a

^ong tranflation from Tacitus, relative to the hiftory

of the Jews, and of appeals to Trogus and ancient

Egyptian writers to invalidate the fcripture narrative,

and to fix a fligma on that people as banifhed out

of Egypt for an epidemical fcabies, he affects, at the

conclufion, an implicit reverence of &quot; the holy
&quot;

fcriptures, dictated, as every good chriftian ought to

&quot;

believe, by the Holy Spirit, as the bed and only
&amp;lt;c

hiftory on the fubjecl to be relied on;&quot; and pro-

fefles to give his friend the other accounts only

for the fake of gratifying curiofity, and to treat them

as &quot;

only uncertain accounts of partial authors
;&quot;

in evident repugnance to the general {train and fpirit

of this performance. The next eiTay difcuffes, with

Oracles of&quot; Reafon, p. 124.
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&amp;lt;j

learning and addrefs, the queftion on the lawfulness

of marrying, one after another, on the death of the

firft, two filters. This was written to remove, but

without fuccefs, the fcruples of a lady, the filter

of his wife, with whom, after his wife s death, he

became enamoured. Two more letters to Strephon
follow : one, in Latin, flates the thoughts of his

father, Sir Henry Blount, concerning the action of

the foul on the body ; and the other is a difquifition

on the fubverfion of Judaifin, the foundation of

chriftianity, and the origin of the millenaries. The
fcveral forts of augury as practifcd among the an

cients come next under a curfory review. The

regulations of corporations, and the furrcndcrs of

charters, in reference to fomc recent
tranfa&amp;lt;ftions,

through a few following pages, are the objects of

Mr. Blount s cenfure. The two fubfequent cflays,
&quot; Of a GOD,&quot; and &quot; Of the Materiality of the

&quot;

Soul,&quot; were written by Mr. Gildon. The volume

clofcs with a tranflation from Ocellus Lucanus, a

Pythagorean philofophcr, on the eternity of the

world, by Mr. Blount s own pen. With the fame

general view to weaken the authority of the Mofaic

account of the creation, there are difperfed through

the work fevcral pages together translated from the

author of the Hypothecs of the Pro?- Adamites ; and

an appeal is repeated in different places to the antiquity

pretended to by the Chaldeans and Egyptians, and

to records and hiftorics fet up by the Cl.incfe, alleg

ing a date four or fix thoufand years before the

Mofaic age of the world. The author, who ad-

I I 2
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vanced the opinion of the exigence of Pra?-Adamites

afterwards renounced the fentiment ; and Dr. Stil-

lingfleet, in his learned work, the Origines Sacra,

about thirty years before the publication of the
&quot; Oracles of Reafon,&quot; had confidered and difcufled

the quedions concerning the eternity of the world,

and the pretenfions of the Chinefe and of fome

ancient nations to an antiquity fo remote and prior to

the Mofaic asra. But Mr. Blount is on thefe points

perfectly fiient, as if the fentiments which he was

fond of advancing had never been controverted. J
&quot; The Oracles of Reafon&quot; did not fail to provoke

a reply to the infinuations which they contained

againfl revelation. Mr. John Bradley animadverted

upon them in a work, publiflied in London, in i2mo.

entitled, An Impartial View of the Truth of
&quot;

Chriftianity, with the Hiftory of the Life and
&quot; Miracles of Apollonius Tyanceus ; to which are

&quot;

added, fome Reflections on a book called Oracles
&quot; of Reafon.&quot; Dr. Nicholls, a learned divine, fel-

J Ifaac Le Peyrerc, author of&quot; the two fmall treatifes on the

cxiftencc of Prae-Adamites, to reconcile his notion to the authority

of the books of Mofes, maintained that they were records of the

origin of the Jewifh nation, and not of the human race ; and that

Adam was the father of the Jews, not of mankind. His work was

publiftied at BrufTels, 1655. Though a proteftant, he was apprc-

hendcd and caft into prifon by the influence of the doctors of the

catholic church, as broaching an error which they conlidered as

ftriking at the foundation of revealed religion. To recorer his

liberty, if not to fave his life, he publicly renounced his opinions.

A recantation under fuch circumflances is fufpicious ; and the fin-

cerity of it may be doubted. This may be regarded as an apology
for Mr. Blount s paffing it over without notice. Lampe Epitome,
Eccles. Iliftor. lib. ii. cap. iiv. . 41. Mofhcim, vol. jr. p. ,314.
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low of Merton college, Oxford, and afterwards

reclor of Selfey in SufTex, in a work under the

the form of &quot; A Conference with a Thcift/ left

no material part of the book unanfwercd. It is

particularly worthy of notice, that Mr. Gildon,
the editor and the particular friend of Mr. Blount,

gave a ftriking proof, fome years afterwards, that

whatever deference he entertained for the fcntiments

of the author, when he brought his treatife before

the public, he had not facrifked his own judgement
and principles on the altar of partial friendfhip. In

1705, he appeared from the prefs as the author of

&quot;The Deift s Manual,&quot; a valuable work, chiefly

taken up in a vindicition of the great principles of

natural religion; becaufe he found that they were

cither denied, or reprcfcnted as doubtful and uncer

tain, by many deifts in the circle of his acquaintance;

and that their not admitting natural religion in its

juft
extent gave occailon to fome of their principal

prejudices againfl the chriftian revelation.f

The &quot; Oracles of Rcafon&quot; can fcarcely be men

tioned, without reviving, in candid minds, a painful

recolleftion of the flate of its author; who, in a

phrenzy brought on by the inflexible adherence of

the lady whom he was fo defirous of marrying, to

her religious fcruples, (hot himfclf in the head
; a

cataflrophe which humanity will deplore, but which

the experience of life, and the particular circum-

(lances of the cafe lead equity of judgment to con-

Oder as altogether independent on the fccpticaj

Leland s View of the Deiflical Writers, rol. i. p. 4.
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principles of Mr. Blount. The caufe of the

phreniy, which had fo fatal an effect, fuggefled, it

may be fuppofed to the editor of his pofthumous

work, to take up and purfue the queftion handled

in one of the treatiles comprifed in it, namely, the

lawfulnefs of marrying two fifters in fucceflion, on

the death of one. The difcuffion of this point oc

cupies nearly half of Mr. Gildon s preface. The

former part advocates every man s right to exercife

and follow, without rcilraint by human authority,

his own reafon and underftanding in religion, and

in the interpretation of the fcriptures. This is

argued in defence of Dr. Burnet, a tranilation of

two chapters of whofe archaologia^ as we have

noticed, forms part of the &quot; Oracles of Reafon.&quot;

With reference to which the author of the preface

obferves,
&quot; Let reason be our judge, and we can

&quot; never fear being cenfured by it for eitablifliing

&quot;

its fovereignty ;
nor can the niceft devotee that

&quot; hath any deference to reafon deny, but that Dr.
&quot; Burnet has difcovered more veneration for the

&quot;

great prophet Mofes, by reducing him to that

&quot; noble ilandard of freeing him from all the abfur-

&amp;lt;c dities which vulgar apprehenfions have caft on

&quot;

him, than thofe who ftickle them, that involved

cc him in them. In fhort, it is not Moles but his

&quot;

interpreters, that the learned Doctor has expofed;
c&amp;lt; and by confequence it is not that holy lawgiver,
&quot; but the blind bigots of the old abfurd interpreta-

ct lion of him, that we have offended in publilhing
&quot; this in

Eiighfh.&quot;
Mr, Blount s death is not re-
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ferrcd to in this preface, nor docs his name occur.

He is only alluded to fcveral times, as the writer s

honoured and learned friend.*

This article has been extended to too great a length.

To proceed : in the next year, 1 694, the attention f

the public was called to a work, which in a furprifing

manner turned the argument which the difTenters

had ftrenuoufly urged againfl the eftablifhed church,

on thcmfelvcs. It was written by a prelate of

great abilities and learning, an a&amp;lt;ftive friend to the

Revolution, Dr. William King, then bifhop of

Londonderry, afterwards archbifliop of Ireland.

His treatife was entitled, &quot;A Difcourfe concerning
&quot; the Inventions of Men in the Worfliip of GOD.&quot;

The parts of chriftian worfhip on which the author

infifted, were praifes, prayers, hearing, bodily wor

fhip, and the LORD S Supper. His dcfign was to

(hew the agreement of the worfhip of the cfta-

blifhed church, in thefe inflanccs, with the precepts

and precedents of the Old and New Tcfbmcnt j

* The aborc icmark is made to correct a ftatcmcnt concern

ing the tenor and dcfign of the preface, in two very rcfpcct.ibJc

publications, viz. The Biographia Hrittanica, and Goadby s BritilU

Biography, under the article of Blount. The former fays, fpeaking

of the &quot; Oracles of llcafon,&quot;
&quot; in the preface Mr. Gildon gives fomc

&quot; account of eur author, alfo defends Mr. Mount s manner ot

&quot;

dying, and threatens to follow his example;&quot; the latter informs

its readers, that Mr. Oildon ufliered it into the world with a prc.

face &quot; in defence of -il-lf-murder.&quot; On what autlioiiiy thclc aficr-

tions arc made the writer has no means of afccrtainiag ;
but this he

can aflirm, that they havj no foundation in the edition of the

&quot; Oracles of Reafon&quot; now before him, which was printed in

London in 1693, and appears to have been the firit, though it

might not be the only imprcffion of this work.
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to convict the diffrnters of departing from both,

and adting on a plan of their own invention. He

charged them with doing this, by not ufing whole

pfalms and refponfes, and by rejecting mufical inftru-

rncnts, and fmging the praifes of GOD in metre

only. He inftanced alfo their rejection of forms

of prayer, and not joining the minider with their

voice. lie urged againil them that they did not

read the fcriptures in their public alTemblies, or that

the felection of the leiTons from it was left to the

choice of the minifter. He charged them with

difallowing bodily worfhip ;
and he alleged againft

them that they had no fixed times for the adminif-

tration of the LORD S Supper.

Mr. Jofcph Boyfe, a diifenting minifler in Dublin,

eminent in point of character and abilities, repel

led this attack in
&quot; Remarks on the performance

cc of the Bilhop ;&quot;
who returned an anfwer under

the title of &quot; An Admonition to the DhTcnting
Cl

Inhabitants, &c. of the diocefe of Derry, con-

&quot;

cerning a book lately publifhed by Mr. J. B.
cc

entitled Remarks/ To this Mr. Boyfe replied

in a u Vindication of the Remarks, c.&quot; in 1695,

4to. The Bifliop rejoined in the fame year, in

&quot; A fecond Admonition to the Diffcnting Inha-
&amp;lt;c

bitams, ^cc.&quot; Here the controverfy clofed.

The bifhop was conficlered as mifreprefenting the

dilTenters of his diocefe by charges, which, if they

had been juft in thcmfelves, did not apply to the

body of difTentcrs in general, who were known to

e free from feyeral of the faults imputed to thofc
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of Derry. The event of the comroverfy was, that

the cliiTenters being better known to the world than

to the bilhop, incurred no lofs of reputation by it ;

nor did his argument leave much impreflion, or

reflcft any great credit on his own community.*
About the fame time that the diflcnters were cen-

fured for introducing many human inventions into

the worihip of GOD, by the pen of a prelate in the

fifler kingdom, a learned writer of their own body,
Mr. James Owen, of Shrewlbury, undertook to

defend in this kingdom a principal inflance of their

difciplinc ;
and vindicated the office of a chriftian

minifter, as entered on among them, againft the

depreciating views in which epifcopal claims placed

it, in a treatife entitled,
u A Plea for Scripture

&quot;

Ordination.&quot; This was written to prove the

validity of ordination, by the laying on of the hands

of prefbyters without diocefan bifhops, by ten argu

ments from fcripture and antiquity. The author

argued from this mode ot ordination being admitted

as valid in the primitive church, and being fanc-

tioned by examples and precedents in the Nevr

Teftament, Ah i. 2, 3, i Tim. iv. 14; from the

identity of bifliops and prefbyters, on the authority

of fcripture, Acts xx. 17, 28, i Pet. v. 12,

Phil. i. i
;

and from the conccflion of the Church

of England by the whole clergy in their provincial

aflembly 1537, as appears from &quot; The Inllitution

&quot; of a Chriflian Man,&quot; fct forth to be preached to

the whole kingdom, by the King and Parliament ;

*
fjiitifh Biography, vol. fii. p. 317 &amp;gt; Calamy, vol. i. p. 54i54l-
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from the authority granted to prcfbyters, and ex-

crcifed by them, to preach and to adminifter baptifm

and the LORD S Supper, afts not inferior to ordi

nation ; from the practice of the foreign reformed

churches; from the practice of ihe Church of

England itfelf, in which prefbyters are not only

allowed, but required to join with the bifhop in the

impofuion of hands; and from the evident principle,

that being in orders connects with it a power to

confer orders.* It is obvious that the queflion con

cerning holy orders, and thefe arguments, proceed

on this ground, that ordination inverts the or

dained with an authority to exercife facred functions;

and is not merely a teflimony of refpect and fricnd-

fhip, but a commendation to the divine afMancc

and bleffing.

This tract of Mr. Owen produced
&quot;

Exceptions&quot;

to it from Mr. Thomas Gipps, rector of Bury in

Lancafhire; to which Mr. Owen replied in a

&quot;

Defence&quot; of his &quot;

Plea,&quot; in 1697.
In the year 1695, appeared from the prefs a pro

duction, of the firft excellence as a fpecimen cf

didactic theology, and of the firft importance as to

its
object, the chriftian religion itfelf, a fubject of

evident fuperiority to any queftion concerning difci-

pline and ceremonies, or even the explanation of

any particular doctrinal principle ; and it was foon

diicovered to have proceeded from the firft pen of

the age, though it was anonymous, and the author

Calamy, vol. i. p. 543 ; Dr. Charles Owen s Life of Mr,

James Owen, p. 101193.
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carried the point of fccrecy fo far as to conceal his

concern in it from his moll intimate friends. This

work was entitled,
&quot; The Reafonablcnefs of Chriil-

&quot;

ianity, as delivered in the
Scriptures.&quot; It excited

much attention, as appears from a letter which its

author, Mr. Locke, wrote to Mr. Molyneaux at

Dublin, dcfiring to know what people thought of it

there :
&quot; for here,* fays he,

4:
at its firll coming out

&quot;

it was received with no indiiFerency, fome fpcaking
&amp;lt;c of it with great commendation, and mod ccnfuring
&quot;

it as a very bad book.&quot; His friend, in reply,
&quot; informed him that a very learned and ingenious
&amp;lt;f

prelate faid he liked it very well ; and that if

&quot; Mr. Locke writ it, it was the bed book he ever
&quot; laboured at. But,&quot; fays he,

&quot;

if I fhould be known
&quot;

10 think fo, I fhoukl have my lawn flccves torn
&quot; from my fiioulders.&quot; Abroad it was greatly

efteemed by two of the bed divines who were

then living, Le Clerc and Limborch. Le Clerc

pronounced it one of the moll excellent works on

the fubjcct that had for a long time appeared.^

Limborch preferred it to all the fyftcms of divinity

he had ever read. Soon after its publication it was

tranilated into French and Dutch. But we arc in

formed it was extremely offenfivc to the corrupt and

fclfifh part of the clergy, both high and low. Its

doftrine, it fccms, militated too flrongly againft the

foundation of their favourite idols, power and intercft,

inafmuch as it teaches salvation by Chriit alone\
* &quot; Un dcs plus cxccllens ouvragcs qui ait 6tc fait dcpuii long,

terns fur cclJc maticrc ct dans ccttc vuc.&quot;

\ See the preface to a late edition of this trcatifc in i8i. p. i.
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The principal deft
:̂ t\ of this treatife is to ihr\v,

by A review of ihc Gofpei and the A^K that Jetus

Chriil an\l his Apotiles required ivthirt* of thoi?

to whom they preached, as the condition or&quot; their

beiu baptised anxl acknowledged a&amp;gt; converts, but

kith in Jetu* of Narjirrth. us ihr Me:u.ih , tor the

belief of this article nevxiiurily includes a readineU

tv&amp;gt; he inftnivtcvl in the
huK&amp;gt;ry

% Joclrxue, and com-

nuiuU of this heavenly kh^ ; to nxxtve the truths

he tau
:;Xi, and to o vy the

i&amp;gt;rx\vp:&amp;gt;
he JelivereJ,

when known jd undcnLxvl.

This priacipte the axu-u&amp;gt;r illutlraicd and pTovrd

by A ^rrat uu:uber of j\d\c i but h the ditcutHo.:i

ct his main Ar^un\ent he was lead to urat vv.\ fexxral

ether points which had not txxu handte\! by any
writer before hin\ The tlr.t \va&amp;gt; % the reaion why
Jems dtd no:, from the be^inma^ v^t his mmutry,

explicitly and ojxnly JevUre himfclf to be the Mealuh,

but ocly by decrees ojvae^d h;s character, till \\hen

near his death* hcavowro. it without trier ve. I his

caution was practiced o:n aceoun; of the
m&amp;gt;j&amp;gt;a:

;.ent

cxpcclano;\ of a ienv
t
&amp;gt;ora! Me::uh % who would deUrer

thrm from a forc?n yoke* haviu& been entertained

by the Jevv^, to pivvent a tcditious rUIn;:; and to

uard ayxauvd h;s reli^on bein^ coaudercd as a jvIU

t.cal fa.fho:\ itulcad of an heavenly dv\ftrine.

Another jviat which, iu coiu&amp;gt;cc:io with this* the

au;lu&amp;gt;r i.;a,lra:e^s is the region which vie;ernune\J
.

Chru to felect fox his daoples and atteiKUnis ivea

v&amp;gt;: !o\v raus, unlearoed aud unpracli^ iu thewiidorrt

^ud \\,-ys of the world. Mea of higher binh. of
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afpiring genius and entcrpri/c, would have been lef*

fubmilFivc to the rcflraints of caution and rcfcrvc;

would hardly have been hindered from whifpcring,
at lead to their friends and relations, that their

matter was the Meffiah
;

and would have been too

ready to form fchcmcs to announce him to the world,

and to enlift numbers under his flandard.

It is alfo a fubjcft of enquiry difcuflcd in thif

work, whether we arc to fcek in the epiftles of the

apoftles other and new articles of faith, which are

not taught in the gofpels ? The author anfwcrs in

the negative, and fupports his dccifion by many argu

ments which defcrve to be well weighed. There

are many who think with him that the holy fpirit

which the apoflles received, did not inftruft them

in any new doctrines, but only enabled them better

to underftand and comprehend thofc which they

had heard from the lips of their divine matter.*

Several other topics arc incidentally touched opoi
in this work, that claim the reader s attention ; fuch

as, the nature of juflifying faith, the laws and re

quirements of the gofpel, the final doom of thofc

who lived before our Saviour s time, and of all the

reft of mankind who never heard of him; and
laflly,

the advantages we have received by Jcfus Chrifl.

Under this Jail head the author takes a fine and com-

prchenfive view of the excellence and fuperiority of

a fyftcra of morals by revelation ;
in which he dif.

plays
&quot; a vafl knowledge of human nature, an cx-

*
Bibliothequ: ChoiGe, par Lc Clerc, torn. u. p. all 191



4^4 HISTORY OF THE C. V.

** tcnfivc acquaintance with antiquity, and a prodi-
&quot;

gious fagacity and penetration of mind.&quot;f

Neither the candour of the author, nor the clear-

ncfs and llrength with which he treated his fubjecls

of enquiry, could procure
&quot; The Reafonablencfs of

&amp;lt;
l

Chriflianity&quot;
a fair hearing. It alarmed the advo

cates for the jargon of the fchools and the eftablilhcd

fyflems of theology.
&quot;

He,&quot; it is juflly obfervcd,
&amp;lt;c who has to combat with prejudices fupported by
&quot;

bigotry and power, will find the taik difficult.

cc Some zealous hireling,&quot; or blind adherent to

fyflems,
&quot;

will attack him with the venom of the

&quot;

ferpent, mifreprefent him, and anfwer what he
&quot; has not written. Such treatment did Mr. Locke
&quot; receive from Dr. Edwards, a divine of the Church
&quot; of England, though the fon of a furious prefby-
&quot;

terian, the author of * The Gangnena, a curious

&quot;

picture of religious opinions and fec~ts of his
day.&quot;

Dr. Edwards dated various objections againil Mr.

Locke s principles, in a defultory manner, encum

bered with repetitions, in a language that was not

merely low but fcurrilous in the extreme
;
and not

fatisfied with the declarations and words of fcrip-

tures, as ambiguous and common to the orthodox

and heretics, he blended v/ith them the decifions

of the father of fchoolmen. Mr. Locke replied in

two vindications of his work, in a mafterly manner,

and in language becoming the gentleman and the

chriftian
;
and contrary to his antagonifl s manner of

f Benfon s Reafonablencfs of the Chriftian Religion, vol. ii. p.

322, 3d edition.
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writing, preferred through the whole anfwera pure

refpeft and attachment both to the words and fcnti-

mcnts of the New Tcflament, fcrupuloufly adhering
to them in every indance.*

&quot; The reafonablcnefs of
Chriftiunity&quot; founJ alfo

an advocate in a worthy and pious clergyman, Mr.

Samuel Bold, reftor of Steeple in Doifctfhirc
; who,

unconnected with its author, and unknown to him,

and embracing the popular fentiments of the times

concerning the deity of Chrilt, the doclrine of the

Trinity, and other points, and who had before this

fullered by a legal profccution for preaching a fermon

againfl perfccution, ftcpped forward, with a firmncfs

and laudable liberality of mind in the caufe of free

enquiry and moderation, in vindication of Mr.

Locke s performance, and in an anfwer to Dr.

Edwards, and did not hcfitate to pronounce it
&quot; one

&quot;of the bed books that had been publiihed for at

&quot; lead fixtecn hundred
yrars.&quot;

Mr. Bold, on whofc

defence the learned Lc Clerc palled an encomium, as

being well and ably written, ingenioufly obfcrvcs,
&amp;lt;c Were the Reafonablcnefs of Chrii tianity, &c. gc-
&quot;

ncrally read with deliberation, and rightly nndcr-

&quot;

flood, and (what I apprehend to be) its main dcfign
&quot; well followed, it would be of eminent uie, amonglt
&quot; other good purpofcs, to tbrfc two : firft, tocfL&amp;lt;fr

&quot; a hnppy alterat on in particular perfons ; for if

&amp;lt; more time an-1 pains were c -iploycd in bringing

&quot;people
to a found couviftion and full perfu.ifion

&quot; that Jtfus is the drift and onlyfiviour or fmncrs,

*
Biblioihcq-ic Clioilie, p. 304-
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&quot; and of their own perfonal need of him
;
and lefs

&quot; of each in fquabbling about terms men have de-
&amp;lt;c

vifedto exprefs their own conceits, relating to points
* c which Chrift and his apoftles have delivered in eafy
&quot; and unaffected words, there would not be fuch
&quot;

great numbers every where who pretend to be
&quot;

chriftians, merely bccaufe it is the fafhion and
* mode of the country to make that profeflion ;

4C but we might, upon good grounds, expect that

&quot; multitudes would be chriftians upon a rational

&quot; and wise choice.&quot;*

Mr. Locke s work, while Dr. Edwards s Reflec

tions on it have long fmce been forgotten, maintains

its credit by its perfpicuous reafoning and intrinfic

merit to this day ;
and a neat and new edition of it

was publifhed, in 1810, by a Society for promoting

Chriftian Knowledge and the practice of virtue.

It has alfo a place in Dr. Watfon s, bifhop of Llan-

daff, valuable &quot; Colleaion of Theological Tracts.&quot;

A work which we had occafion to notice as having

fallen underthecenfure of the Convocation, and which

from this circumftance, as well as from the celebrity

of the author and the peculiar defign of it, attracted

much attention, namely, Bifhop Burnet s
&quot;

Expofi-
&quot; tion of the Thirty-Nine Articles of the Church
&quot; of England,&quot; was not publifhed till 1699; though
it was drawn up in 1694. The author was firfl

induced to undertake this ta/k of giving a clear and

full explanation of the Thirty-Nine Articles by his

* See the preface to the edition of 1810 ;
and Memoirs of Mr

Bold, in the Monthly Magazine for September 1806, p. 150.
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friend Archbifliop Tillotfon. His Grace s influ

ence, it appears, was not fuflicicnt to overcome the

reluctance which Bifhop Burnet felt at the propofal ;

till the Archbifhop engaged the Queen to unite her

commands with his recommendation of the dcfign.

Thcfe commands were at firft limited to the articles

:hat feemed fo entirely to lean to an abfolutc pre-

deflination, that fome, upon that account, fcrupled

to fubfcribe them ; and the church was reproached

with the conduct of its miniders, who wcreconfidered

as going one way, while the articles looked another.

This point appeared to require to be well cleared.

But her Majefty s directions were afterwards ex

tended to the whole thirty-nine articles.

&quot; The
Expofition,&quot;

a performance the rcfult of

great abilities and indefatigable induftry, was begun
and finifhed in lefs than a year ; and fent to Arch-

bifhop Tillotfon, who read it over with great pica-

fure, and an exactnefs peculiar to him ; corrected it

with a care that defcended to the fmallcil matters,

and returned it with exprefling his aflonifhmcnt at

the execution of fo vaft a work in fo (liort a time.

It was afterwards perufcd and approved by Arch-

bifhops Tenifon and Sharp, Bifhops Stillingflect,

Patrick, Lloyd, Hall, and Williams. The Queen
and Archbifliop Tillotfon dying after the expoficion

was fmifhed, fomc of his friends advifcd the author

to poftponc at Icait the publication, apprehending,
as he himfclf did, that fuch a work would lay him

open to manyjnalicious attacks. The event, in the

fabfcqueut proceedings of the lower Iloufc of COIN

K K.



498 HISTORY OF THE C. V.

vocation againfl it, juftified
this opinion. He kept

it by him five years ;
at the end of this interval, after

it had received new corrections from his revifals of

it, he was prevailed on by the Archbifhop Tenifon,

and many of his own order, to delay the pubiifhing

of it no longer. His epifcopal rank, and theinterefl

which his brethren took in the publication, give us

the key to the oppofition and difcountenance which

the attack made on it by the lower Houfe of Con

vocation met with from the upper. The unafluming

manner in which the author introduced his work,

ought to have fcreened it from every malicious

attack, as it recommended it to the attention of the

candid. Modeflly referring to the teftimonies in

its favour, with which not only his epifcopal friends

but many learned divines had returned the manus

cript, after a careful perufal, he adds,
&quot;

yet after

&quot;

all thefe approbations, and many repeated defires

&quot; to me to publifti it, I do not pretend to impofe
&quot; this upon the reader as the work of authority.
&quot; Even our moft reverend metropolitans read it

&quot;

only as private divines; without fo fevere a can-

Cf
vafling of all particulars, as mud have been ex-

&quot;

pcfted, if this had been intended to pafs for an
&quot; authorifed work under a public (tamp. In what
&quot;

I have done, I am, as to far the greateft part,
&quot; rather an hiftorian and a colle&or of what others

&quot; have writ, than an author myfelf. This I have

&quot;

performed faithfully, and I hope with fome mea-
(l fure of diligence and exa&nefs ; yet if in fuch a

&quot;

variety fome important matters are forgot, and
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*
if others arc miftakcn, I am fo far from reckoning

&quot;

it an injury to have thofe difcovercd, that I will

&quot;

gladly receive any advices of that kind
; I will

&quot; confiJer them carefully, and make the bed ufe of
&quot; them I can, for the undeceiving of others, as foon
&quot; as I am convinced that I have mifled them.&quot;*

The objeft of the author in this work: was to {hew

that the Articles, efpecially thofe on the predefli-

narian controverfy, were capable of the fcvcral fenfes

of different doctors ;
and that an article being con

ceived in fuch general words that it can admit of

different and grammatical fenfes, even when the

fenfes given are plainly contrary one to another,

they who affix different and repugnant fen&s to them,

may each fubfcribe them with a good confcience,

and without any equivocation. For the bilhop

was decidedly of opinion, that fubfcription imported

an affent to the ariicles ; was a declaration of the

fubfcriber s opinion, and not a bare obligation to

filence
;
and that the articles were a flandard of

do&rine, and not merely bonds of union and peace.

But admitting that the articles may have different

fenfes, and on this ground be fubfcribed without

prevarication by thofe who put different conftruftions

on them, the confequence would be that the ncccfiity

ofaboliihing fubfcription on part of the church was

fupcrfcded. His lordfhip, after all, it has been

obferved by the author of the Confeflional, had

but a flender opinion of the effcft of the expedient

be adopted to bring men to a bencr UBdcrftunding

*
Preface, edition in 8vo. 1746, p. X. *v

K 2
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of one another, and to promote union. &quot; The
&quot;

fettling on fomc equivocal formularies will never,&quot;

fays he,
&quot;

lay the contention that has arifen con-

&quot;

cerning the chief points in difference between the

&quot; Lutherans and the Calvinifts.&quot;* This prelate,

it may be obferved, while he attempted to conciliate

all parties, by placing fubfcription on fuch grounds

as he conceived might juftify a fubmiflion to it by
men of difcordant fcntimems, yet it appears, did

hi mfelf entirely difapprove of it as a condition of

ferving in the Church. For the conclufion to

&quot; The Hiftory of his own Times,&quot; written nine

years after the publication of his Expofuion, de

clared this explicitly and ftrongly ;
&quot; the requiring

&quot;

fubfcriptions to the thirty-nine articles,* he

fays, &quot;is a great impofition I believe them all
&amp;gt;

&quot;

myfelf. The greater part fubfcribe without
&quot; ever examining them

j
and others do it, though

&amp;lt;&amp;lt;

they can hardly fatisfy their confciences about

&amp;lt;c fome things in them. Churches and focieties arc

&quot; much better fecured by laws than by fubfcrip-
* tions ;

it is a more reafonablc as well as a more
c&amp;lt;

eafy method of government.&quot;! This opinion

was not the refult of late experience, but had been

long entertained by him. More than twenty years

before he wrote the above, when he faw, on. his

travels into Switzerland and Italy, how ftrongly the

principal men at Geneva, where he was much

efteemed and carefTed, infifted upon
&amp;lt;c confent of

* Blackburne * Works, vol. r, p. 218.

f Bu/nct s
&quot;

Hiftory,&quot; vol. vi. p. 176.
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&quot;

doftrine,&quot; to which they required a fubfcriptiou

from all who were admitted into orders, he cm-

ployed all the eloquence he could command to

rcprefent the folly and ill confequences of fuch Tub*

fcriptions, and to obtain an alteration in this praifticc.

The force of his argument, the warmth and carnefl-

nefs with which he exprcfled himfelf on this head,

and the weight of his charafter, prevailed ; the

clergy at Geneva were relcafed from thcfc fub-

fcriptions, and left to punifhment or ccnfurc only in

cafe of writing or preaching againft the eftablifhed

doclrine.* This conccffion, though it might afford

fome relief to tender confciences, and be an alte

ration for the better in the ecclefiallical eftablifh-

ment of Geneva, yet proceeded on the fame

principle as the impofition of fubfcription, namely,

that of human authority in religion ;
it was as real,

though not in an equal degree, a bar to freedom of

enquiry ; and it laid a fnare for many upright minds,

who would cftecm it a duty to expofe errors of

doftrine and practice as well as to deleft them, and

openly to avow the truth as well ;is to embrace it.

It reflcfts honour, however, on Dr. Burnet, that

he, not then a dignitary of his own church, and a

dranger, could carry a point in a foreign country,

which afterwards he could not, even \vhcn a prelate,

attempt at home ; where he was obliged to fatiafy

himfelf with placing fubfcription on un equivocal

ground, inftead of obtaining the abolition of it.

The method adopted by him in bis celebrated work,

T0 |. fi. p. a6j,
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was not likely to fatisfy every mind. The latitude

of interpretation for which his lordfliip pleaded,

was inconfiftent with the clearnefs and precifion

which are eflential qualities in a ftandard of faith
;

it flood in direct contradiction to the defign expreiTed

in the title of the articles, which is declared to be
&quot; for the avoiding of the diverfities of opinion,
c and for the eilablilhing of confent touching true

&quot;

religion ;&quot;
and the prelate s explanation of the

nature and end of fubfcription was only the opinion

of one individual, though a perfon of high rank ;

it was unfupported by any authority, by any decla

ration from the head of the church of England, to

explain or fuperfede theftatute of the 1310. of Queen

Elizabeth, which gives the legal authority to the

requifition of fubfcription, and which enacts it with

the exprefs defign, not to allow, but to prevent a

diverfity of opinion. This delign can be fecured

only by believing them to be true in one precife

uniform fenfe. On this fubjeft the judgment of

Bifhop Taylor, who wrote before Burnet, carries

conviction with it.
&quot; He that fubfcribes mud do it

&quot; to thofe purpofes, and in that fenfe and figniii-
&quot; cation of things, which the fupreme power intends

&quot; in his commanding it.&quot; As to that latitude of

interpretation, which admits the fubfcribers to afTent

to the fame form of words in what fenfe they pleafe,
&quot;

this,&quot; obferves the prelate,
&quot;

is the laft remedy
&quot;

againft the evils and difficulties arifing from the

&quot;

requifition of fubfcription, but it is the worft ; it

* hath in it fomething of craft, but very little of
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&quot;

ingenuity ; and if it can fcrve the ends of peace, or
&quot; of external charity, or of a phantaftic concord ;

&quot;

yet it cannot ferve the ends of truth and holinefs,
&quot; and chriftian

fimplicity.&quot;*

&quot; The Expofuion,&quot; however it may be thought
to fail in attaining the end which the author prin

cipally propofed to himfclf by its publication, is a

monument of his talents and abilities, and defcrves

to be regarded as a work highly ufeful to the theo

logical fludent
;

as a work compofed on a large and

extenfive plan, on laborious refearches into the

works of the mod learned divines in the feveral

divifions of Chriftcndom, begun by this very able

writer, when he filled the divinity profefTbr s chair

at Glafgow, and to which his attention had been

direfted for more than thirty years.

It was attacked with great warmth and vehemence,

in
&quot; A Prefatory Difcourfe to an Examination of

&quot; the Bifliop of Sarum s Expofition on the Thirty*
&quot; nine Articles;&quot; generally afcribcd to Ur. Binckcs.

Then came out cc An Examination of his Expofition
&quot; of the Second Article

;&quot; by Dr. Jonathan Ed

wards, principal of Jefus college in Oxford ;
this

was followed by
&quot; A Vindication of the 23d Article

41 from his Expofition of it.&quot; The Bifhop pub-

lifhed afheet, which he entitled,
&quot; Remarks on the

&quot; Examination of the Expofition of the Second

&quot; Article of our Church
;&quot;

and from the pen of a

friend came,
&quot; An Anfwcr to the Prefatory Dil-

&quot; courfe ;&quot;
and &quot; A Defence of his Expofition of

Blackburru s Works, vol. ?ii. p. 3* JJJ
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&amp;lt;c the 23d Article
55

clofed with apropofal, that they

\vho were fo angry with the Bifhop s Expofition

Ihould give the world a better.*

Calamy, vol. i. p. 643-
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CHAPTER VI.

BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCHES OF EMINENT
CHARACTERS AND WRITERS.

MANY
of the minifters

everted by the Bar-

tholomew Aft, in 1662, lived to hail the

Revolution, and made a confiderablc figure in the

reigns of King Willam and Queen Mary ; and in

different years of that period fimfhed their virtuous

and honourable courfe of labours and fuifcrings.

A
jufl rcfpeft has been paid to their names in the

(hort memoirs of them from the pens of Calamy and

Palmer : to whom the reader is referred. But there

is a propriety, without entering minutely into their

hiftory, in taking fome notice of them in this work

according to the chronological order of their deaths.

Among ihcfe, the firft who was removed from this

world,

In 1689, was Dr. Obadiah Grew, who had held

the vicarage of St. Michael s, Coventry ; beloved

by all parties, and had in great veneration by the

gentlemen of the county. He difplaycd a fmgular

integrity and fortitude of character in freely remon-

flrating with Lieut.-Gcncral Cromwell in pcrfoD,
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when at Coventry, on a defign then vifibly on foot

againft the life of King Charles I. and obtained his

promife to endeavour to prevent it
5 of which Dr.

Grew afterwards reminded him by letter. He could

not by any threats be induced to read, on the rifing

in Chefhire, the proclamation againft Sir G. Booth.

And when the plague alarmed the city, he kept open
the meetings, till he was forced to remove by the

Oxford Aft. He was the father of Dr. Nehemiah

Grew, who died March 25, 1711 ; well known for

his C4

Anatomy of Plants,&quot; and other ingenious

works ; and efteemed for his ikill in the medical pro-

feilion, his philofophical knowledge, and his piety.*

In 1690, aged 66, died John Collins, D.D. who

had been vicar of St. Stephen s, Norwich, and forty-

four years a minifler in that city :
&quot; a man of various

&quot;

learning, and excelling as a textuaryand a critic;

&quot; and generally efteemed for his great induftry, hu-
&quot;

inanity, and exemplary piety.&quot;
His virtues and

abilities gave him an intereft, notwithflanding his

nonconformity, with many illuflrious and celebrated

perfons. He drew up the Annotations of feveral

books ofPoole s Expofition of the Bible : and bcfides

many controverfial and practical works, was the

author of a work entitled
&quot; The Weaver s Pocket

*
Book, or Weaving Spiritualized,&quot; Svo. formed

on the principle of adapting his devotional and prac

tical remarks to the ideas and employments of a

people famous for the manufacture of fluffs.J
* Noble s Biographical Hiftory of England in continuation of

Granger, vol. i. p. 331, 232.

t Granger s Biographical Hiftory of England, vol. iii. p. 306, 307.
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February 7, Mr. John Fa/do, aged 57; who had

been a chaplain in the army, and had no benefice

when the Aft of Uniformity took place, but was
filenced by it. He became afterwards pallor of a

congregation in London.

In 1691, on June the 26th, aged 63, Mr. Jcbn
Flavell, cjccled from the re&ory of Townllall alias

Si. Clement s, Dartmouth. lie was educated at

the Univerfity college in Oxford. His works col-

le&ed together form two volumes folio, and eight

8vo. diftinguifhed by a plain, popular, and tender

drain, and by a fpirit of piety. He adopted the way
of fpiritualizing the common objects and employ,
uicnts of life in two treatifcs, one on the praflice

of &quot;

Hufbandry,&quot; and the other on the art of
&quot;

Navigation.
*

In 1685, feveral aldermen of the

town fo forgot the decorum, duty, and dignity of

their office, as to head the rabble in carrying about

a ridiculous effigy of the worthy and excellent man,

to which were affixed the Covenant and the Bill of

Exclufion: on which he withdrew from the town,

under an apprchcnfion that fuch infults, counte

nanced by the magiftratcs, might be followed with

injuries
to his pcrfon.

In December, aged 76, the cclbratcd Richard

Baxter i
fixtcen years lecturer at Kicldcrminfler. The

peculiar traits and contrafts in his character and

hiftoryarc delineated with propriety and energy by

the pen of Mr. Granger; who dcfcribes him as &quot;a

&quot; man famous for wcakncfs of body and (Ircngth

Granger, tol. iii
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tc of mind ; for having the ftrongeft fenfe of religion
&amp;lt;c

himfelf, and exciting a fenfe of it in the thoughtlefs
u and the profligate; for preaching more fermons,
&quot;

engaging in more controverfies, and writing more
&quot;

books, than any other nonconformift of his age.
61 He fpoke, difputed, and wrote with cafe ; and dif-

&quot; covered the fame intrepidity when he reproved
ft Cromwell and expodulated with Charles II., as

&quot; when he preached to a congregation of mecha-
&quot;

nics.&quot;!
He was chaplain to Charles II. and de

fended the monarchy in a conference with Cromwell.

When government in the year 1672, in the reign of

Charles II. ifTued an order that a yearly penfion of

50!. each (hould be paid to mod of the prefbyterian

miniders, and of lool. to the chief of the party,

Mr. Baxter fent back his penfion, and would not

touch it.* A rare indance of difmterefted integrity

and firmnefs. He was interred in Chridchurch,

London, and his funeral was attended by a number

of perfons of different rank, and by many dignitaries

of the eflablifhed church. His works confided of

145 different treatifes.

In 1692, Feb. 15, Mr. Thomas Rofewell ; pre-

vioufly to the Act of Uniformity, rector of Sutton-

Mandeville in Wiltdiire. In 1674 he accepted an

invitation to fucceed Mr. James Janeway at Rother-

hithe; having patfed the intermediate years in feveral

families of rank, particularly in that of Lady Hun-

gerford. The mod remarkable event in the life of

this pious worthy was his being arraigned, tried,

f Grader, yol. iii, p. 330
* Burnet s Hiftory, vol. ii. p. i6
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and convi&ed of trcafon, on the 23d of October, in

1684, before Lord Chief Jufticc J cileries. Pie was

charged on the ground of treafonable words uttered

by him in a fermon delivered on the 1 4th of the pre

ceding September at Rothcrhithc. The wituciTes

againft him were three women, common informer*

againft conventicles, lewd and infamous perfons,

laden with guilt of former perjuries, who could not

prove by any circuraflance that they were at his

meeting, or that any perfon law them there on that

day; and yet they fwore to or two three periods with

fo much exaclnefs, that there was not the fmalldl

variation in their depofitions ; and though they

affected fuch great clearncfs and precifion as to the

words alleged, they could remember no other pafTage

in the fermon, not even the text. Several who

heard it, and fome who wrote it in fliort-hand, de

clared that Mr. Rofewell faid no fuch words, nor

any thing to that purpofe. He made a flrong de

fence of himfclf, proving his loyalty even in the days

of Cromwell ;
and urging that he condaiuly prayed

for the king in his family, and had inculcated the

obligations to loyalty in his fcrmons. * He otlcrcd

&quot; to put the whole upon this iflue; that he would
&quot;

pronounce a period as long as that to which they
&quot; had fworn, with the ufual tone of voice w ih which
&quot; he preached, and then leave it to them to repeat
&quot;

it if they could.&quot; He oflcrcd his own ncres to

prove the falfchood of the accufation ; but no re

gard was paid to thcfe pleas by the Court, though

his defence was applauded by moft of the hearers,
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and was pronounced by fome gentlemen of the long
robe to be the beft defence made by any man in

thofe times. The judge, however, conduced the

trial, which laded feven hours, with vehemence, and

urged the convicYion of the prifoner; laying it down
as a firft principle, that all preaching at conventicles

was treafonable, and that this ought to difpofe the

jury to believe any evidence upon that head ; fo the

jury brought Mr. Rofewell in guilty: upon which,

Bifhop Burnet relates,
&quot; there was a fhameful re-

&quot;

joicing.&quot;
The palling of fentence was poflponedto

the 24th of November. When, in the mean time,

the words on which Mr. Rofewell was convi&ed,

came to be examined by men learned in the law,

they were found not to be treafon by any ftatute.

On this he moved for an arreft of judgment, till

couafel could be heard on that point. Several cir-

cumftances concurred to fecnre the fuccefs of this

petition. Sir John Talbor, a gentleman far from

being accounted a friend to diffenters, was prefent

during the trial, and was fo affefted by the mode of

itsprocefs, that he went immediately from it to the

king, and reprefented to him that he had feen the

life of a gentleman and a fcholar in danger, upon
evidence on which he would not hang a dog ; and

urged it on his Majefty, that if he fuffered him to

die, none of his fubje&s could be fafe in their houfes.

Before he had withdrawn, Judge Jefferies came into

the royal prefence with an air of exultation and

triumph, and congratulated the king on the convic

tion of a traitor; who received the information with
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cxpreffing a concern for the life of Mr. Rofewcll,

and an injunction on the chief juftice to find fomc

way to bring him off. The king felt afhamed of

the proceedings, on many other reports made to him

of the witnelles. He was alfo induced, from particu

lar refpeft to Mrs. James, a lady, who, it appears by
the event, had great influence with his Majefly, to

promife his life, when from a conviction of the

innocence of Mr. Rofewell, and the injury done him,

(he went to the king and begged it. The attorney-

general had orders to yield to the arrefl of judge
ment. &quot;

This,&quot; Burnet obferves,
&quot; was thought

&amp;lt;c a good point gained, which might turn to the ad-

&quot;

vantage of the fubjeft, to allow that a point of
&quot; law might be argued after conviction.&quot; The

jury foon felt great compunction at the verdict which

they had given; and invited Sir Peter Rich, who

appeared on the trial as the friend of Mr. Rofewcll,

the day after it to dine with them at the Swan

Tavern in Old Fim-flrect, to confult what fleps

could be taken to fave his life ; urging, that if Mr.

Rofewcll fuflcred, it would be very unjuflly. But

no method of retrieving what was done occurred to

his thoughts.

On the 24th of November, Mr. Rofewell was

brought up to the court to receive fentence, when

he rcqucflcd to be heard on the caufcs for which he

prayed an arrcft of judgment. After fomc debates

between the bench and the king s counfcl, the lord

chief juflicc, who now aflumcd the character of an

advocate for ihc prifoncr, fupportcd his rcqucfl, and
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ance of candour and equity, but forgetting thedeco-

rum and gravity to be preferred on the bench,

indulged in levity and jocularity.
4t He could not

&quot; contain himfeif, but openly rejoiced at cheaccidecr,
&quot; and was tickled with mirth and laughing at the

&quot;

king s council. But the ferious obferration
was,&quot;

fays my author,
&quot; that alter he had urged the pro*

** fecution of Rofewcil, and a fault flipt, he ihould
&quot;

fo merely discharge him.&quot;*

It will, it is prdumed, be deemed aa agreeable
addition to this narrative, if the lentiments of the

late great ihtefman, the Right Hon. Charles Janet

Fox, be laid before the reader. &quot;

I have little doubt
&quot; bu: the account you have feen of Jctteriea s coo
&quot; du and motive is the true one ; at the fame time

*
it mull be confeiTcd, that, according to the ac-

&quot; count in the ihte-trials, he acted his pan very
&quot; well ;

and the pardon coming after the legal
&quot; doubts looks rather as if it vras given, cot to

&quot;

let off Jeffcri^s ealy, but on the contrary to avoid

bringing the king s lawyers to (haaie, by expofing
&quot; the imperfection of their indiciraent. Ho\rcvcr,

even without this (lory, Jcfferies s character is

&quot; fuch that one cannot for a moment believe his

&quot;

having done right, but with forac crookcvi motive.

ft
I have read before, I know not where, an account,

&quot; without the name of Talbot, fcincthing fiailar to

Life of Sir Frincii Dudley, lord keeper, rol. ii. p. 107 ; Rofc*

well s Lihr itd Tnil, p. 54, &amp;lt;$. 59t3 *
T&quot;^ P- * $4 ^ **

iocs 105, et alibi, p. u* s.&amp;lt;c, 5&amp;gt;
*** P- ) ;

p 444446-
L L



HISTORY OF THE c. VI*

* 6 that which you cite
;

and I think it the more
&quot;

likely, bccaufe Charles II. had a very good and
&quot;

quick underftanding, efpecially in regard to mat-
&quot; ters which were ridiculoufly abfurd, as the evi-

&quot; dence againft Rofewell is.&quot;*

By a warrant dated 2 8th May 1687, hTued by

King James, Mr, Rofewell and his fureties, he in a

bond of 500!. and they in one of 2000!. were dif-

charged from their bail. After he had received

the king s pardon, he immediately returned to his

miniftcrial work ; though for the fake of his bail

he carefully kept within the limits of the law : but

after the indulgence was granted, he refumed his

character in an open and public manner ; and with

great affiduity and diligence difcharged its duties to

a very numerous congregation for feven years after

his honourable acquittal, in the enjoyment of a

* A Letter with which the author was honoured, 3d May 1802,

in reply to one which he wrote to Mr. Fox, in confequence of fome

enquiries communicated to him from the Hon. Gentleman, re

lative to the account of the circuit of Judge JefFeries, in the
&quot;

Hiftory of Taunton,&quot; chap. ix. p. 109, &c. It feems to have

efcaped the attention of Mr. Fox, that the pardon came too late

to fave the reputation of the king s counfel, as the imperfections of

the indictment had been prcvioufly pleaded in arreft of judgment;
and it is prefumed that in his approbation ofJefferies s conduft, Mr.

Fox refers to the part he took in favour of the piiibner. After the

author had written the above narrative of Mr. Rofewell s cafe, he re

ferred to Neal s Hiftory, where he found, though he did not

recolitft it, the proceedings had been ftated ; but he tiufts that

from the nature of them, and the rrew matter which he has been

able to furnifli, no apology is necefTary tojuftify the appearance of

the narrative agaii in thi; work. The account without the name of

Talbot, to which Mr. Fox alludes, was the ftate of this affair given

by Biuliop Burnet in hisj* Hiftory of his own Times.&quot;
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great meafure of health, till his laft ficknefs, (the

cffeft of a cold caught at the funeral of Mr. Baxter,)
which terminated his life at the age of 62, on Feb.

i3th, 1692. It deferves to be mentioned to the

honour of two clergymen, his contemporaries, and

as teftimonies of the opinion entertained of his in

nocence, and the efteem in which his character was

heki, that one of them, Mr. Meriton, minilter of

St. Nicholas Cole-Abbey in Old Fifli-flreet, pub

licly prayed for him in the church during his im-

prifonment ;
and the other, Mr. Jckyll, of the New

Chapel at Weftminfter, frequently vifited him in the

Gatehoufe. Many hundreds of people attended the

funeral from Draper s Hall, whence he was carried

to interment in Bunhill ; and in the fpirit of that

union which had been lately formed between the

two denominations, his pall was fupported by three

prefbyterian and three independent miniflers.*

On the 1 6th of November 1692, died Mr. Rich.

Steel, ejected from the living of Hanmere in Flint-

fhire, and during his refidence there the intimate friend

of the excellent Mr. Philip Henry. He was born

near Nantwich in Chefliire, on the loth May 1629 ;

ftudicd feveral years in St. John s college, Cam- .

bridge; and was afterwards incorporated into the

univerfity of Oxford. The difficulty in rcfpcd to

conformity which prcfled on his mind with pccrJiar

weight and ferioufncfs, was that the publication
r

the book of common prayer, to which the ^ Qf

Uniformity required a declaration of
unfeigned

*
J.ifc, p. 66-68, 71, ;j, 76.

I. L 2
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aflent and confent, had been fo deferred, that he

had not feen nor could fee it before the Aft took

place. This was the cafe with many others.

Before and after this Mr. Steel met with much

trouble, and was harafTed by vexatious proceedings

againft: him on the account of his nonconformity.

About 1667, he removed from London, where he

afterwards gathered a congregation, which aflembled

for divine worfliip in Armourer s Hall in Coleman-

ftreet. His principal works were, i .
&quot; An Antidote

* c

againft Diftraftions in the Worfhip of GOD
j&quot;

written in prifon, and which went through feveral

impreflions. 2.
&quot; The Tradefman Calling ;&quot;

one

of the treatifes given away by the Society for pro

moting religious knowledge.*

In 1694, on the i5th of July, at the age of 83,
Mr. Thomas Gilbert, B. D. of Edmund s Hall,

Oxford, ejected from Winchenden in Bucking-

hamfliire, finifhed his courfe. He was efteemed as

a man of extraordinary acutenefs and an excellent

fcholar ; who was perfectly familiar with all the

fchoolmen, and yet took great delight in poetry,

and was himfelf a good Latin poet. It is related of

him, that on a particular occafion when he was in

company with Dr. South at Oxford, and fome emi

nent characters of the Univerfity, the converfation

turning on fome Arminian points, and Mr. Gilbert

maintaining that the predestination of the Calvinifts

did neceflarily follow from the prescience of the

Arminians, Dr. South challenged him to prove that

Wilfon s Hiftory of Diffenting Churches, ?ol. ii. p. 448457*
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aflcrtion, engaging in that cafe to rclinquifh his

Arminian fentimcnts. Mr. Gilbert undertook to do

ir, and managed his argument and opponent in a

way that was highly plcafing to the company, and

fatisfactory and convincing to the Doctor, who
became and continued to the lad a zealous afTertor

of predeflination. It fliould feem, that though Mr.
Gilbert was on this head a Calvinift, he was not fo on

every queftion connected with the Calviniflic fyftem;
for among his publications was a fmall Latin tract
&quot; on the

poflibility of pardon without a fatisfaction;&quot;

in anfwer to Dr. Owen s
&quot; Diatribe de Divina

&quot;

Juflitia.&quot; It reflects honour on his memory, that

at Oxford, where he fpent the latter part of his life,

he met with great refpcct from thofe who were able

judges of real worth Dr. Hall, bifhop of BriftoJ,

J)r. Bathurft, Dr. June, and others.*

The next year, 1695, clofed the fuflfcrings and

lives of three others of the pious worthies, Mr.

Robert Billio, Mr. Henry Ncwcome, and Mr.

Richard Mayo.
Mr. Robert BiHio, of Trinity college, Cam-

bridge, ejected from Wickham, near Maiden in

Eflex, died on April 19, aged about 73. He was

a zealous, fervent preacher, whofe plain and metho

dical fermons, exprdlwc of the earncflncfs with

which he fought the glory of GOD, and the

liolincfs and f,ilvation of his hearers, (hewing him

to be the good man. and uttered with a ftrong voice,

were heard with great effect on the minds of his

*
Palmer, vol.i- p. 143
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hearers, and were very ufeful in promoting the ends

which he had in view. He was wonderfully pre-

ferved in feafon of perfecution ; and once narrowly

efcaped being taken, as he was preaching at the

houfe of Ifrael Mayo, efq; at Bayton near Hertford,

by being conveyed into a garret, and covered in a

dark hole with billets.

On the 8th of September terminated the life and

miniflry of Mr. Richard Mayo, in the 64th year of

his age ; who, before rhe Aft of Uniformity, held

the vicarage of Kingfton-on-Thames in Surry ;

and during his refidence in that town had preached
for feveral years to crowded auditories a weekly
le&ure in Whitechapel Church, London, with more

than ordinary animation and zeal. After his fccef-

fion from the eftablifhment, he experienced a variety

of changes ; till, towards the latter end of the reign

of Charles II. he became the paflor of a large and flou-

rifhing congregation at Buckingham-houfe, College

Hill, which afterwards creeled the prefent mceting-
houfe in Salter s Hall, London, where he was many

years an afFe&ionate and ufeful preacher. His fermons

were derived from the text, and were diftinguifhed

by clearnefs and method. He was a man of great

learning and ingenuity, and well Ikilled in polemical
and practical divinity ;

a friend to peace and union.

Sincerity and prudence marked his conduct, and an

excellent fwectnefs of temper ran through his de

portment , and his unwearied zeal was not checked

by any difcouragemems.
&quot; His end was like the
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&quot;

light of the evening when the fun fetteth, an even-
&quot;

ing without any clouds.&quot;*

On the 2oth of the above month, Mr. Henry

Newcombc, M. A. of St. John s college, Cambridge,

where he had made great proficiency in philofophy

and theology by a clofe attention to ftudy, and who
had heartily appeared with Sir George Booth in

the interefh of Charles II. was cad out of the living

at Manchcfter ;
and afterwards, by the Oxford Aft,

forced to remove into Ellenbroke. He fubfequently

returned, when he could do fo with fafcty, to his

family and flock, and preached privately, till under

more aufpicious times he could procure a licence for

a place of worfhip. At length a (lately chapel was

built by his congregation ;
but he had not long

preached in it before he was removed by death, in

the 6 8th year of his age. He kept up an amicable

correfpondence with many conforming clergy. His

mind was enriched with a large (lock of folid learning

and knowledge. His temper was fincere, candid, and

generous. His deportment wa grave, yet fweet

and obliging. An inartificial humility veiled and

adorned his other excellencies. His charity to thufe

who differed from him was accompanied with great

veneration for their worth. As a preacher he

excelled in a natural elo-ucnce not cafily imitated

by others, and in a happy way of infinuating him-

felf into the bofoms of his hearers, whofe only regret

was that the fcrmon mud foon be at an end. An

* Mr. Taylor s Funeral Sermon for Mr. Mayo, p. a6, 17, 39 j

Hiilory of Diflcatiin; Cbuichcs, vol. ii. P- o
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eminent divine on hearing him once faid,
&quot;

if I had
u this man s tongue, I could not help being proud of

it.&quot; His attachment to the royal family was ex-

prefTed by a fermon on the reftoration of Charles II.

entitled
&quot;

Ufurpation defeated, and David reftored.&quot;*

Two men of eminence in the lift of eje&ed mi-

nifters were called to their reward in the year 1696,

Dr. Samuel Annejley, and Mr. Philip Henry.

The name of Dr. Samuel Anne/ley, born at Kennil-

worth near Warwick, A. D. 1620, of noble family

connexions, being firft coufm to Arthur Anneftey,

earl of Anglefey, and lord privy feal in the reign of

Charles II. will be tranfmitted down in the pages of

ecclefiaftical biography as that of the maternal grand

father of the celebrated Mr. John Wefley. When
he was fifteen, he was admitted a ftudent in Queen s

college, Oxford, where at the ufual periods he took

his degrees in arts. In 1644, he became chaplain to

the Earl of Warwick, the admiral of the Parliament s

fleet. By his interefl with perfons in power he ob

tained the valuable living of Cliff in Kent. In

1648, he was honoured by the Univerfity of Oxford,

at the inflance of Philip earl of Pembroke, with

the title of doctor of laws. In the fame year he

refumed his ftation at fea as chaplain to his patron

the Earl of Warwick, who was employed in giving

chace to that part of the Englifh navy which went

over to the prince, afterwards Charles II. In 1662,

he was elected minifter of St. John the Evangelift in

London, by the unanimous votes of the inhabitants.

* Palmer, Tpl.ii. p. 98.
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In 1 65 2, he was nominated by Oliver, lord-protcftor,

lefturer in St. Paul s. In 1660, after three prcfcnt-

ations, firft by the Protector Richard, then by the

trudees for the maintenance of minifters, and
laflly

from King Charles II. the mod legal and fccure

title, he was fixed in the vicarage of St. Giles s, Crip.

plegate. From this living he was ejcftcd for noncon

formity, on Bartholomew day 1662. Upon the

indulgence in 1672, he licenfed a inecting-houfe in

Little St. Helen s ; where he continued thcpaftor of

a flourifhing congregation till his death. After the

fecefiion of Dr. Bates and Mr. Howe from the Pinner s

Hall lecture, he was chofcn one of the lecturers with

them on the eftablifhment of a new lefturc at Sahcr s

Hall. On the death of Mr. Cafe, the chief manage
ment of the morning lecture, of which he had been

the main fupport, with his own confent devolved

upon him. Several minifters, whofc ufcful labours

the church would not otherwife have enjoyed, owed

to him, principally if not folcly, their education or

fubfiftence. By his ufcful active exertions preaching

was introduced into many obfcure and benighted

villages. The poor looked to him as their common

father. lie expended a confiderabJc fum in the

diftribution of bibles, catechilms, and other ufcful

books. He poileflcd a good paternal eft ate; and

devoted the tenths of all falaries and incomes, before

any part was fpcnt, to charitable purpofcs. His

character was drawn in few but exprcflwc terms

by Mr. Baxter, as that of &quot; a mod finccre, godly,
&quot; and humble man. His rctrofpcft in his .lad
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ficknefs, was fatisfa&ory, ferene, and confolatory.
&quot; BlcfTed be GOD,&quot; faid he,

&quot;

I have been faithful

c in the work of the miniftry above 55 years.&quot;*

On the 24th of June in the fame year, died, at the

age of fixty-five,
Mr. Philip Henry^ a name of great

celebrity in the annals of Englifh nonconformity.

The life of this pious worthy, written by his fon,

and of late years republilhed by Mr. Job Orton, is

well known. It was a favourite piece of biography,

with the late Sir James Stonhoufe, who bears tefti.

mony to the merit of the fubjeft of it as &quot; an ex-
&quot; cellent man.&quot; It does honour to the work itfelf,

and to the virtues of the character it exhibits, that

a dignitary of the church has introduced it at full

length into the valuable biographical collection, with

which he has favoured the public, and enrolled the

name of Mr. Philip Henry, with fome of the firft

characters that have blefled the world, and been the

glory of England.! Another hiflorical biographer

and a clergyman, fpeaking of Mr. Henry s refufmg

to conform, fays,
&quot; his non-compliance was a great

&quot;

injury to the church, for he was eminently qua-
&amp;lt;c lifiedas a divine, a fcholar, and a gentleman, for

&quot; one of its
minjflcrs.&quot;J

In the next year, 1697, the caufe of noncon

formity loft the aftive exertions of three other

minifters, who hacl been its advocates and ornaments.

One of thefe was Mr. Nathaniel Vincent, who died

*
Palmer, vol. i. p. ic4, 106; Wilfon, vol. i. p. 365, 370.

\ Wordfworth s EcclefiaftiVal Biography, 6th vol. 8vo. 1810,

; Granger s Biographical i/iftory/rf England, vol. i. p. 134*
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on the cad of June, aged 53 ; fo fuelJen and violent

was the attack of illnefs which carried him out of

life, that he had leifurc only to exclaim with deli

berate pathos and devotion, &quot;

I find I am dying ;

&quot; LORD, LORD, LORD h:ivc mercy on my family
&quot; and my congregation !&quot; He was the fon of a

pious minider, Mr. John Vincent. Such was the

early pregnancy of his genius, and fo retentive was

his memory, that he ufed, at fcven years of age, to

repeat the fermons of his father in the family on

the evening. He became a member of Magdalen

college, Oxford, in the eleventh year of his age

took the degree of Matter of Arts, when he was

about eighteen ; preached as a lecturer at Pulborow

in Eflex, before he was twenty ;
and at twenty.one

he was ordained, and fixed as rector of Langlcy
Marfli in Buckinghamshire, from which place he

\vas ejected,
&quot; He foon became,&quot; Mr. Granger

obferves,
&quot; a very noted preacher and writer

; and
&quot; as he was one of the mod aflidtious, fo he was
&quot; alfo one of the mod unfortunate,&quot; rather it flhiiild

be faid, mod haraflcd and perfecutcd,
&quot; of his

&quot;

nonconforming brethren.&quot; lie once cfcapcd an

imprifonmcnt of three years, to be followed with

banifhment, on an Act of the 2jth of Elizabeth, by
;i flaw in the indictment. After his ejectment he

fpent a few years in a private family, and then, foon

after the great fire, he removed to London, and

preached to multitudes amidd the ruins ; where

undoubtedly the awful fpcctaclc before him and his

hearers, would much add to the effect of his fcrious
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and fervent addrelTes. The conferences of many
were awakened, and a refpe&able congregation was

formed under his miniftry in Southwark. It is

related of him, that he fcarcely entered into any

company, but he was like a box of precious oint

ment, and left fome fweet perfume from his heavenly
difcourfe after his departure.*

About a month after Mr. Vincent, on the 28th

July, died Mr. Nathaniel Mather, ejected from

Barnftaple in Devon, thefecond fonofMr. Richard

Mather, an eminent puritan divine, who was twice

fufpendedfor his nonconformity, and to avoid fuch

harafling proceiTes, removed to America in 1635,
&amp;lt;c

leaving the fair fields of his own country for the

&quot; obfcure places of the wildernefs.&quot; He fettled as

the paftor of a congregation at Dorchefter, Augufl

$3d, 1636 ;
in which connection he continued till

his death, April 22d, 1669, in the 73d year of his

age, leaving a name and a family of great celebrity

in the northern part of the weftern continent. His

fon, of whom we are fpeaking, was only five years

old when his father emigrated to New England,
where of courfe he received the firft rudiments of

claffical and academical learning, and became a gra

duate of Harvard college in 1 647 ; but he finifhed

his ftudies in England. His firft preferment was the

living of Harberton, near Tiverton, in Devon ; and

in 1656, Oliver Cromwell prefented him to that of

Barnfhiple in the fame county. On his ejectment
*

Granger s Biographical Hiftory, vol.iii. p. 318 ;
Mr. Nathaniel

Taylor s Tuneral Sermon for Mr. Nathaniel Vincent, p. 24 26.
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he went into Holland, and fettled as a miniftcr at

Rotterdam, and then returned to London; and in

1671, on the death of his elder brother Mr.
Samuel Mather, he fucceeded him as paftor of a

congregation in Dublin. In 1688, he became

paftor of an independent congregation in Paved

Alley, Lime-ftreet, London, and was chofcn one of&quot;

the lefturersat Pinner s Hall. lie died in the 68th

year of his age, having difcharged the duties of the

minhtry with diligence and fidelity for forty-feven

years. A Latin infcription on his monument in

Bunhill fields delineates his talents, endowments,
and virtues, and perpetuates his name with ho

nourable praife. Dr. Watts a!fo paid a tribute of

refpec~t to his character, in a very defcriptive epitaph,

in his lyric poems. In his miniftrations he had the

facred art of concealing the man, that GOD alone

might be fcen and exalted ;

&quot; In facrae funftioni*

&quot;

exercitiis arte pia celavit bontinem, ut folus con-
&quot;

fpiceretur Dcus.* *

In September 1697, died Mr. VbomasCotti M.

A. ejected by the King s comniiflioncrs, 1660,

from St. Mary s HaJl, Oxford, where he became

principal in 1656, and tutor to fomc who afterwards

were diftinguimed as divines in the church of Eng
land, or as eminent fcholars, and particularly to the

great Mr. Locke. He was the fon of Mr. William

Cole, a gentleman of independent fortune in the

city of London, where lie was born in 1627. lie

received his claflical education io Wcitminfter,

, rol. i. p. jj9 ; WiifuD, roL i. p. ja.
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whence he was elected (Indent of Chrift-Church,

Oxford. After his ejectment, he opened an aca

demy at Nettlebed in Oxfordftiire. He then

removed to London, and was the paftor of an inde

pendent congregation, gathered during the protec

torate of Oliver Cromwell, which removed its

meetings to different places, and during his connection

with it affembled firfl in Tallow-Chandlers Hall,

then in Pinner s Hall, and laftly in Lorimer s Hall.

Mr. Cole was afterwards elected one of the Tuef-

day s lecturers at Pinner s Hall ; and in that relation

he took an active part in the controverfy concerning

what was called the Neonomian doctrine, which he

oppofed with flrict integrity and fteady zeal, under a

firm perfuafion of the truth and importance of the

views that he entertained on the queflions in debate.

His name is tranfmitted down as that of a man of

good learning, of polite manners, of a mod inno

cent and fpotlefs life, and ofeminent virtue and piety.

The converfations which he had with feveral friends

in the profpect of his approaching end, evinced a

raoft tranquil and happy frame of mind
;
and the

fentiments which he occafionally uttered on rifing

incidents were remarkably cxprefllve of ferenity,

refignation, and hope. &quot;Upon
its being remarked to

him, that he was fleepy ;
he replied,

&quot;

I fhall fleep
&quot;

quickly, and awake in everlafling day. Ere long
&quot;

my days and nights will be all one. The appre-
&amp;lt;( henfion that faith gives of a better life, is my
&amp;lt; comfort. As for my going, GOD can make it

&quot; no lofs to you. He can fet on and take oiF his
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&quot;

workmen, as He
pleafes.&quot; On enquiring what

time it was, he added,
&quot; Time pafleth into eternity,

&quot; we live but dying lives in the body, till death is

* fwallowed up of life. I long to be immortal. *&quot;

In the year 1698, on March 25, died Mr. Mjttbtsiv

Barker, M. A. of Trinity college, Cambridge, a

man of confiderable learning, great piety, r.nd

univerfal candour and moderation
; ejected from

St. Leonard, Eaftcheap, London. He wrote ilu.

annotations, in Poors Continuation, on both the

Epiftlcs to the Theflalonians. A reflexion on the

(late of his mind, on the weekly return of his public

rniniilerial fervices, which occurs in a MS. account

of himfelf, is an amiable and (triking cxprefiion of

his diffident and pious folicitude in the difcharge of

them. &quot;

I am commonly more humbled and troubled

&quot;

in my mind on a LORD S day than on any other

&quot;

day of the week, through the fear of my failings

&quot; in the work of the mir/iflry/ f

In the courfc of the next year, 1699, two pcrfons

of peculiar note,. as nonconformist mioifters fiaiihed

their c^rfe. One of thcfe, who died on the 141)1

July, reputed one of the belt orators and. polked

writers of his age amon^ the prcfbyterians, at one

time chaplain to Charles II.
&quot; much a fcholar, much

&quot; a gentleman, and no Icfs a chriflkm,&quot; as Mr.

Granger delineates his charaftcr, was Wiiiizm Bates,

D. D. born 1625, and rjc^cd from St. Dunfhn s in

Wood s Atlienx Oxonienfes, TO!. i
:

. p. 773 ; Wilfun, vol.

iii. p. 79, 89; Palmer, ?ol. ii. p. iyj, 196-

t Palmer, j*\. i. p. iai*
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the Wed. He was the friend of Archbifhop Til-

lotfon, by whom he was greatly efteemed both for

his learning and good temper.
cc His

abilities,&quot;

fays the writer
j\i(l quoted,

&quot;

qualified him for the

&quot;

highefl dignities in the church ; and it is certain

&quot;

great offers \vere made to him, but he could never

&quot; be prevailed with to conform.&quot; He publifhcd,

befides various theological and practical works, a

biographical one, entitled,
ec Vitre feleclos aliquot

&quot; virorum
;&quot;

which is principally a collection.*

The other eje&cd minifter, who, at the age of 70,

died on the i6th of Otober, this year, the author

of feveral fingle fermons, and of a tracl: of celebrity,

and efteemed an excellent performance, entitled

&quot; The Almoft Chriftian,&quot; was Mr. Matthew Mead,

whom the Bartholomew Aft difpoflelTed of the living

of Stepney, near London. He afterwards, upon
the liberty granted to the diflenters, colle&ed a

congregation in this place, and built a fpacious

meeting, the four large pillars in which were a prc-

fent from the States of Holland. He was defcended

from a good family in Buckingharnfhire, long an

eminent preacher, of confiderable fame as a cafuift

and a writer, and derived honour to his name from

the great eminence of his fon, as a fcholar, as a

patron of learning, and as a phyfician -,
who for

many years attended on George II. in that pro-

feffional charafter. Mr. Mead, among other innocent

perfons, was accufed as an accomplice in the Rye-

Houfc plot, but was acquitted, on a full vindication

*
Palmer, vol. i. p. 101, &c. } Granger, vol. iii. p. 304 J
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of his innocence by Charles II. when he was

heard on the charge before the privy council.

He was a gentleman and a fcholar, and a mofl

excellent preacher, according to the grateful tef-

timony ofrcfpeft paid to his name and memory by
one who had been his ward.*

*
Palmer, vol. ii. p. 185; Granger, vol. iii.p. 331, 333; Pcircc s

Vindication of the Di/Tcmcrs, parti, p. 258.
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NUMBER I. to Page 11.

The Case of the Protestant Dissenters represented

and argued. 2ty Mr. John

THEY
are under one common obligation with the

reft of mankind, by the univerfal law of nature, to

worfliip GOD in affemblies.

Men of all forts of religions that have ever obtained in

the world, Jews, Pagans, Mahometans, Chriftians, have

in their pra&ice acknowledged this obligation. Nor can

it be underftood how fuch a practice fhould be fo univerfal,

otherwife than from the dictate and impreffion of the

univerfal law.

Whereas the religion profdfcd in England is that of

reformed chriftianity, fomc things arc annexed to the

allowed public worfhip which are acknowledged to be no

parts thereof, nor in themfelves necefTary; but which the

diflenters judge to be in fome part finful.

They cannot, therefore, with good confcience towards

GOD, attend wholly and folely upon the public worfliip

which the laws do appoint.

The fame laws do ftrictly forbid their
aflfembling to wor

fhip GOD otherwife.

Which is, in effect, the fame thing aa if they who made

or (hall continue fuch laws, fliould plainly fay, if you will

M M 2
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not confcnt with us in our fuperadded rites and modes

againft your confciences, you (hall not worfliip GOD ; or

if you will not accept of our additions to the chriftian

religion, you {hall not be chriflians ;
and manifeftly tends

to reduce to Paganifm a great part of a chriftian nation.

They have been wont therefore to meet however in

diftinctafTemblies, and to worfliip GOD in a way which

their confciences could approve; and have many years

continued fo to do, otherwife than as they have been

hindered by violence.

It is therefore upon the whole fit to enquire,

2. 1. Whether they arc to be blamed for their holding
diftinct meetings for the worfhip of GOD?

For anfvvcr to this, it cannot be expected that all the

controverfies ftiould be here determined, which have been

agitated about the lawfulnefs of each of thofe things which

have been added to the chriftian religion and worfliip

by the prefent conftitution of the church of England.
But fuppofing they were none of them limply unlaw

ful, while yet the mifinformed minds of the diflenters

could not judge them lawful, though they have made it

much their bufinefs to enquire and fearch
; being urged

alfo by fevere fufferings, which through a long tracl of

time they have undergone, not to refufe any means that

might tend to their fatisfaction ; they could have nothing
elfe left them to do than to meet and worfliip diftinctly

as they have.

For they could not but efteem the obligation of the

univerfal, natural, and divine law, by which they were

bound folemnly to worfliip GOD, lefs queftionable than

that of a law, which was only pofitive, topical, and

human, requiring fuch and fuch additaments to their

worfliip, and prohibiting their worfliip without them.
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The church of England (as that part affects to he

called) difl mguifhed from the red by thofc additional*

to chridian religion] (pretended to be indifferent, and 16

confe(Ted unneccflary) hath not only fought to incrofs to

itlclf the ordinances of divine worihip) but all civil power.
So that the privileges that belong either to chriliian or

human fociety are inclofed, and made peculiar to fuch

as are diflinguifhed by tilings that in themfelves can fig-

nify nothing to the making of perfons either better

chriltians, or better men.

2. 2. Whether the laws enjoining fuch additions to

our religion, as the exclufivc terms of chriltian worlhip

and communion, ought to have been made; when it ii

acknowledged on all hands the things to be added were

before not neccflary; and when it is known a great

number judge them fmful, and mud thereby be rellraincd

from worshipping the true and living GOD ?

A. The queftion to any of common fenfc anfwcrg

itfelf. For it is not put concerning fuch as diflent from

any part of the fub(lance of worlhip which CJuu hath

commanded, but concerning fuch additions as he never

commanded. And there are fuflicient teds to diltinguifh

fuch diflentcrs from thofc that deny any fubftantitl part

of religion, or alien any thing contrary thereto. Where

fore to forbid fuch to worth ip that GOD that made them,

becaufc they cannot receive your dcvifed additions, is to

exclude that which is necellary, for the mere \\anl of

that which is unncccflary. And where is that man that

will adventure to Hand forth, and avow the hindering of

fuch perfons from paying their homage to the (JoD that

made them, if we thus cxpoihilatc the matter on GOD S

behalf and their own ? Will you cut off from GOD his

right in the creatures he hath made ? Will you cut off
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from them the means of their falvation upon, thefe terms ?

What reply can the matter admit?

Tis commonly alleged that great deference is to be paid

to the laws, and that we ought to have forborne our affem-

blies, till the public authority recalled the laws againft

them : and we will fay the fame thing, when it is well proved
that they who made fuch laws made the world too.

And by whofe authority were fuch laws made ? Ts there

any that is not from GOD ? And hath GOD given any
man authority to make laws againft himfelf, and to de

prive him of his jnft rights from his own creatures?

Nor if the matter be well fearched into, could there be

fomuch as a pretence of authority derived for fuch pur-

pofes from the people, whom every one now acknowledges
the firfl receptacle of derived governing power. GOD
can, it is true, lay indifpu table obligations by his known
laws upon every conicience of man about religion or

any thing elfe. And fuch as reprefent any people can,

according to the conftitution of the government, make
laws for them about the things they entruft them with;

but if the people of England be afked, man by man, will

they fay they did entruft to their reprefentatives their

religion and their confciences, to do with them what they

pleafer When it is your own turn to be reprefented by
others, is this part of the truft you commit ? What Dr.

Sherlock* worthily fays concerning a bifhop, he might

(and, particularly after, doth) fay concerning every other

man, he can be no more represented in a council than

at the day ofjudgment: every man s soul and con

science must be in his own keeping, and can be represented

by no man.

It ought to be confidered that chriflianity, wherein it

fuperadds to the law of nature, is all matter of revelation.

And it is well known that even among pagans, in the
*

Vindication of fomc Protdhnt Principles, &c. p. 5 a.
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fettling rites and inftitutei of religion,* revelation was

pretended at leaf), upon an implied principle lhat in fuch

matters human power could not oblige the people s

confciences.

We mufl be excufed, therefore, if we have in our prac
tice exprefled lefs reverence for laws made by no authority
received either from GOD or man.

We are therefore injurioufly reflected on, when it is

imputed to us, that we have, by the ufe of our liberty,

acknowledged an
illegal difpenfing power. We have

done no other thing herein than we did when no difpen-
fation was given or pretended, in confcience ofduty to Him
that gave us our breath; nor did therefore pra&ifc oiher-

wife becaufe xve thought thofe laws difpenfed with, but

becaufe we thought them not laws. Whereupon little

need remains of enquiring farther.

.. 3. Whether fuch laws mould be continued?

Againft which, befides what may be collected from that

which hath been faid, it is to be confidercd, that what is

moft principally grievous to us was enacted by that Par

liament, that, as we have too much reafon to believe, fuf-

fered itfelf to be dealt with toenflare the nation, in other

refpcfts as well as this; and which (to his immortal

honour) the noble Earl ofDanby procured to be diflblvcd,

as the firft ftcp towards our national deliverance.

And let the tenor be confidcred of that horrid law, by
which our Magna Charta wis torn in pieces; the worit

and mod infamous of mankind, at our own cxpcnfe, hired

to accufe us; multitudes of perjuries committed; convic

tions made without a jury, and without any hi-armg of

the perfons accufcd; penalties inflidicd, goods rifled,

As by Numa from his Egcria. And their priefh, to whom

the regulation of fuch matters were left, were generally bclitvcvi

to be infpircd.
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eftates feizcd and embezzled, houfes broken up, families

difturbed, often at unfeafonable hours of the night, with

out any caufe or fhadow of a caufe, if only a malicious

villain would pretend to fufpeft a meeting there ! No
law in any other cafe like this! As if to worfhip GOD
without thofe additions which were confeiled unnecef-

fary, were a greater crime than theft, felony, murder, or

treafon ! Is it for our reputation to pofterity that the

memory of fuch a law fhould be continued ?

And are we not yet awakened, and our eyes opened

enough to fee, that the making and execution of the laws,

by which we have fuffered fo deeply for many by-pad

years, was only that proteftants might deftroy proteftants,

and the eafier work be made for the introduction of

popery that was to deftroy the reiidue?

Nor can any malice deny, or ignorance of obferving

Engliflimen overlook, this plain matter of fafl : after the

diflblution of that before-mentioned Parliament, diflenters

were much carefled, and endeavoured to be drawn into a

fubferviency to the court defigns, especially in the election

of after parliaments. Notwithftanding which they every

where fo entirely fell in with the fober part of the nation

in the choice of fuch perfons for the three parliaments

that next: fucceeded, (two held at Weftminfler, and that at

Oxford,) as it was known would, and who did, mofl ge-

neroufly aflert the liberties of the nation and the pro-

tertant religion. Which alone (and not our mere diflcnt

frolh the church of England in matters of religion,

wherein Charles II. was fufficiently known to be a prince

of great indiiTerency) drew upon us, foon after the diflb

lution of the lad of thofe parliaments, that dreadful florin

of perfecution, that deftroyed not a fmall number of lives

in gaols, and ruined multitudes of families.

Let Englifti freemen re-member, what they cannot but

know, that it was for our firm adherence to the civil



APPENDIX. 537

.interrfls of the nation, (not for our different modes of

religion from the legal wav, though the la\vs gave that

advantage ag:iinfl us which they did not again fl otlicrs,)

that we endured the calamities ofTo many years.

When by the late king fome relaxation was given u%
what arts and infinuations have been ufed with us to

draw us into a concurrence to defigns tending to the pre

judice of the nation ? And with how little effecl upon the

generality of us it muft be great ignorance not to know,
and great injuftice to denv.

But he that knoweth all things knowcth that though
in fuch circumflances there was no opportunity for our

receiving public and authorifed promifcs when we were

all under the eye of watchful jcaloufy ; yet as great

aflTurances as were pofllble were given us by fomc that we

hope will now remember it, of a future eftabliflied fecu-

rity from our former preffiires.
We were told over and

over, when the excellent HeerFagePs letter came to be

privately communicated from hand to hand, how eafily

better things would be had for n*, than that encouraged

pipifls to expect, if ever that happy change (liould be

brought about, which none have now beheld with

greater joy than we.

We arc loth to injure thofe who have made us hope for

better by admitting a fufpicion lhat we (hall now be dif-

appointcd and deceived, (as we have formerly been, and

\\c know by whom,) or lhat we fliall fuller from them a

religious slai fry, for wh&amp;lt;&amp;gt;fc fakes we have fullered fo

grievous things, rather than do the leafl thing that

might tend to the bringing upon them a ci-il tlavcry.

We cannot but expert from Knglifhmen that they

be juft and true. \\ e hope not to be the only inU.inces

whereby the Angllta Fides and the Punica (hall be

thought all one.
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But if we, who have conftantlydefired, and as we have

had opportunity, endeavoured the faving of the nation,
muft however be ruined, not to greaten (one hair) the

wealth and dignity of it, but only to gratify the humour
of them who would yet deftroy it

; we who are competently
inured to fufferings, (hall through GOD S mercy be again
enabled to endure

;
but He that fits in the heavens will

in his own time judge our caufe, and we will wait his

pleafure ;
and we hope fuffer all that can be inflicted,

rather than betray the caufe of reformed chriftianity in

the world.

But our affairs are in the hands of men of worth and

honour, who apprehend how little grateful a name they

Ihoukl leave to pofterity, or obtain now with good men of

any perfuafion, if under a pretence of kindnefs to ua,

they (hould now repeat the arts of ill men in an ill time.

Great minds will think it beneath them to fport them-

felves with their own cunning in deceiving other men;
which were really in the prefent cafe too thin not to be

ft-en through, and may be the eafy attainment of any
man that hath enough of opportunity, and integrity little

enough for fuch purpofes. And it is as much too grofs to

endeavour to abufe the authority of a nation, by going
about to make that itoop to fo mean a thing as to make a

ihew of intending what they refolve to their utmoft {hall

never be.

But fome may think by conceffions to us the church of

England will be ruined, and a great advantage given to

the bringing in of popery.

To which we fav, the generality of diflenters differ from

the church of England in no fubftantials of do&rine and

worihip, no nor of government, prorided it befo managed
as to attain its true acknowledged end: ihe favouring of

us therefore will as much ruin the church as its enlarge
xncnt and additional ftrcngtli will figmfy to its ruin.
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And doth not the world know, that whcreiu we differ

from them, we differ from the papifts loo? And that

for the mofl part wherein they differ from us, they fcem

to agree with them ?

We acknowledge their ftrong, brave, and profpcrous

oppofition to popery ; but they have oppofed it by the

things wherein they aeree with us. The differences from

us are no more a fence againtt popery, than an inclofure of

draw is again ft a flame of tire.

But it is wont to be faid we agree not among ourfclves,

and know not what we would have.

And do all that go under the name of the church of

England agree among thcmfclves ? We can (hew more

confiderable difagreements among them than any can

between the mod of as, and a conliderable part of them.

They ail agree, it is true, in conformity ;
and we all agree

in nonconformity, And is not this merely accidental to

chriflianity and protelianlifm: And herein i- it not well

known that the far greater part of reformed chriilcndom

do more agree with us?

An arbitrary line of uniformity in feme little acci

dents fevers a fmall part of the chriftian woild from all

the reft. How unreasonably * it expected that therefore-

all the reft mull in every thing elfe agree among them

felvcs? Suppofe any imaginary line to cutoff a little

fegment from any part of the terrcmal globe; it is as

juftly expected that all the reft ftinuld be of one mind.

If one part of England be tailor, they might as well

expect that all the people befides mould agree to be of

one profeflion.

Perhaps fome imagine it difhonourable to fuel) a* have

gone before them in the fame eccldialtical fta .inns and

dignities, if now any thing fliuuld be altered, which

their judgment did before approve and think fit.
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But we hope that temptation will not prove invincible,

viz. of fo cxceffive a modefty as to be afraid of feeming

wifer, or better natured, or of a more chriftian temper,

than their predeceflbrs.

Bat the moft of us do agree not only with one another,

but in the great things above-mentioned with the church

of England too : and in (hort, that the reproach may
ceafe for ever with thofe that count it one, they will find

with us, when they pleafe to try, a very extenlive agree

ment on the terms of King Charles lid s declaration about

ecclefiaftical affairs in 1660.

2. 4. Whether it be reafonable to exclude all that in

every thing conform not to the church of England, from

any part or (hare of the civil power ?

A. The difference or nonconformity of many is fo

minute that it would be as reafonable to exclude all whofe

hair is* not of this or that colour. And what if we fhould

make a diftermi nation by the decifion this way or that

ofany other difputed queftion that may be of as fmall con

cernment to religion ? Suppofe it be that ok eating blood,

fc/r the decifion whereof one way there is more pretence

from GOD S word, than for any point of the difputed

conformity: would it not be a wife constitution, that

whosoever thinks it lawful to eat black-pudding shall be

capable of no office, &V.

But we tremble to think of the exclusive sacramental

lest, brought down as low as to the keeper of au alchoufe.

Are all fit to approach the facred table, whom the fear of

ruin or hope of gain may bring thither? We cannot

but often remember with horror what happened three or

four years ago; a man that led an ill life, but frequented
the church, was obferved not to come to the facrament, and

prelTtd by the officers to come; he yet declined^ knowing
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hirafelf unfit ;
at length being threatened and terrified he

came, but faid to fome prcfent at the time of the lolemn

action, that he came only to avoid being undone, and took

them to \vitnefs that what lie there received he took

only as common bread and wine, not daring to receive

them as the body and blood of Chrirt. It is amazing
that amoticr chriftians fo venerable an inftitution (houldO

be profti tuted to the fcrving of fo mean purpofes, and

fo foreign to its true end! And that doing it alut

the manner of the church of England mull be the qua i-

hcation ! As if England were another chrinYndom
; or

it were a greater thing to conform in every punclilio to

the rules of tins church than of Clirift himfelf!

But we would fain know w hofe is that holy table ? Is it

the table of this or that party, or theLORD S table? If

the LORD S, are not perfon-; to be admitted or excluded

upon his terms ? Never can there be union or peace in the

chrillian world, till we take down our arbitrary inclofure &amp;gt;

and content ourfclves with thole which our common

Lord hath fet. If he fall under a curfe that alter? a man s

landmark, to alter GOD S is not likely to infer a blcfling.

The matter is clear as the light
of the fun, that as

manv perfons of excellent worth, fobriety, and goillincfr,

are entirely in the communion of the church of England,

fo there are too manv of a worfe character that arc of it too;

and divers prudent, pious, and fober-mindtd perfons that

arc not of it. Let common rcafon becouluhed in thiscalc.

Suppofe/the tables turned, and that the rule were to be made

the contrary way, viz. that to do this thing, but not by

any means after the manner of the church of England,

wen: to be the nullification; and now fuppofc one of meatier

endowments as a man and a chrillian, do what is re

quired, and not in the way of the church of England;

and another that is much better, does the fimc tlnng in

that way ;
vverc it fui table to prudence or jultiee, thai be-
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caufe it is done after the way of the church of England,
a fitter man fhould be reckoned unqualified, and one of

Jefs value be taken qualified, becaufe he does it a different

way? Then is all that folid weight of wifdom, diligence,

fobriety, and goodnefs, to be weighed down by a feather.

It muft furely bethought the prudence of any government
to comprehend as many ufeful perfons as it can, and no

more to deprive itfelf of the fervice of fuch for any thing
kfs confiderable than thofe qualifications are by which

they are ufeful, than a man would tear off from himfelf

the limbs of his body for a fpot on the (kin.

And really if in our circumftances we thus narrow our

interefts, all the reft of the world will fay, that they who
would deftroy us do yet find a way to be our inftruclors,

and our common enemies do teach us our politics.

P. S. The names of Mr. Hales, of Eton college, and

of a latter moll renowned bilhop of the church of England,
who afierted this principle, that if things be imposed
under the notion of indfferent, which many think sinful,

and a schism follow thereupon, tht imposers are the

schismatics, will be great in England, as long as their wri

tings fhall live, and good fenfe can be underitood in them.

NUMBER II. to Page CO.

An Abstract of the Reasons for and against the

Bill of Union.

I. The Reasons for the Bill.

THIS Bill was commonly fpoken of under the lefs

proper name of a comprehension ; and was intended,

not as prejudice reprefented it, to break the frame of the

church, but to give it ftrength and firmnefs. No altera-
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lion \vafe meant, but in points declared by the church

itfclf, (fee the preface to the Book of Common-Player,)
to he alterable

; while the eflentia! part of the doctrine,

government, and wormip of the church was lo be pre-
ferved entire. The alterations were lo be made upon the

grounds of prudence and charity, to reftore what had

been abufed to its proper ufe, and to revife and improve
the compofition of its Cervices. It had been through all

times the cuftom of the chriftian church, not excepting
the church of Rome itfelf, to change its offices in all

ages, without incurring the cenfure of inconftancy. Con-

defcenfions in accommodating things to fcrupulou^mindi
had been promifed, and were neceffary to remove from

the church the imputation of perfection. At fuch a

diftancc from the Reformation, after fo many revolutions,

and after fo many objections had been brought forward

and confidered, a review of the conftitution was become

feafonable, and could be more cafily directed to a deter

minate point than formerly; and it was the o.ily way to

remove the fcrup es of dilfenters. It could not under

mine the church, as it was not to be made without

the fanelion of ecclefiaflical power. It would not take

away, as was feared, its fences ; for after the cflTcntult

and conveniences of religion are provided for, unity and

numbers are, under GOD, the ftrongclt fences. Fences,

which, as hitherto, were always attacked and perpetually

called for defence, had more trouble than fecurity in them.

Conceflions, fit in themfelves, and made for the peace of

the church, would not encourage demands of further con-

ceflions, but would juftify to the world a refufal of them.

Should the conceflion* not be received, it would leave

thofe inexcufable who would advance when tnc friends

of the church were bound and could not meet them j and

when the church could, an-J came forward, ran back to

their old extremes of avcrfation.



54-4 APPENDIX.

The Bill, it was urged, was fo framed as to give all

reafonable fatisfatilion to the diflenters.

As tominifters, the forms of fubfcriptton andordainino-

were, to be fo adjufted that iliofe who were cpifcopally
ordained might come into parochial cures without fcruplc
at that which was to be required. For them who had

epifcopal orders, iuch a provision was to be made as

would fatisfy all the minifters of foreign churches, and

it was hoped would
fatisfy the Engli(h diflenters.

As to the laity, tilings indifferent in their own nature

were to be left indifferent j and the grand objection of

their being made unlawful by impofition would be en

tirely removed : fo that whether ufcd or not ufed, there

would for the future be no bar againft lay communion.

Though it may be feared, that they who cover intereft

under the pretence of conference, and fome few paftors

of wealthy congregations,, might be tempted to defire a

continuance of the diftance between diflenters and the

churchmen, yet they had more charitable thoughts of the

fincere diflenters; and a confident expectation was enter

tained that the Bill, as offering terms full of chriftian

moderation, and adapted to unite proteftant?, would cer

tainly meet with the approbation of foreign proteftants,

who look upon the church of England as the center of

proteftant unity; as, indeed, they had teftified by letters

from Holland, Geneva, Switzerland, and other places ;

and thofe of them in England had in converfation ex-

prcfled their fatisfaftion. And while it would at prefent
have its effect with fmcere diflenters, though it fliould

not fucceed with all, it would fecure the next generation
who would not have thofe prejudices inftillcd into them,
which the public law would take away.

It was fuppofed that had the IF fliers Sandcrfons, Ham
monds, and others of the molt worthy men of the lalt

age, been alive, the Bill of Union would have had their
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cordial fupport. It was even then approved by the trueft

fons of the church. It would, though there were not a

dillenter in the nation, be the intereft of the church to

propofe fuch a bill. The conftitution of the church

would be improved by giving fome of its offices a greater

folemnity ; by additional prayers, hymns, and Icflbns; and

by fome new offices for cafes for which none were pro
vided. One juncture for fuch ameafurchad been loft at

the return of Charles II. A new and favourable one

now offered from the league at that time between the

proteftant princes and ftates.

Sec &quot; A Letter in defence of the Bill for Uniting of
&quot;

Proteftants, from a Divine to a Member of Parliament,&quot;

printed in 1C69, and liccnfrd by the Earl of Shrewsbury s

command April 1; and prcfcrvcd in the State-Tracts of

King William III. vol. ii. p. 71, &c.

II. Reasons against the Bill.

A Reply to the preceding was published, entitled,
&quot; A Letter from a Member of Parliament in anfwcr to

&quot; the letter of the Divine concerning the Bill for uniting
&quot;

Protcftants.&quot;

The writer did not object to the word comprehension,

nor was he difpofed to reject all projx)fals of alteration;

but would be glad to fee the good old houfc improved,

lie was riot fo unrcafonablc as to fay that all the appoint

ments of the church were unalterable; but would grant

that they were capable of amendment, and would be fu

even after the intended amendments and fupplies.

It is granted, that condcfccnfions were promifed; but

fucli as would meet the approbation of a parliament and

convocation; and thai a bill of toleration, without one

N N
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of comprehenfion, was fufficient to remove the charge
of perfecution from the church.

Yet his judgment was for a review of the conflitution;

but that would be &quot; a bill of difcreet
charity,&quot; indeed,

which would takeaway all fcruples, prevent all prejudices,

and reduce the nation to perfect union.

The ecclefiaftical power which he and all divines of his

acquaintance defired, was the power of hearing and deli

berating concerning the propofed alterations in convoca

tion. He had various objections againft the plan defigned,

that twenty divines under a royal commiflion (hould

confider and determine of the alterations to be prefented

afterwards to Parliament ; he hoped alfo to the convo

cation. The ecclefiaftical community, he thought 3

fhould be reprefented, not by a few men of a lort, but by
a convention at lead of their own choice.

The natural and fecure fence againft falfe doctrines and

divifions in the church was, he thought, an approbation

required from every mini fter of the church to what is

ordered in it
5

for if he fcruple* to fay he approves the

doctrine, he is not to be trufted with the teaching of it ;

and if he approve not the difcipline, he will practife it

untowardly.
That leaving the ufc of the ceremonies indifferent, and

at the choice and judgment of the miniflers or the

laity, each for himftlf. would introduce fuch difcordant

practices, fome obferving, others omitting them; that;

though the church might grow numerous by taking
diflenters in, it would be no Wronger than an army that

filled up its companies with mutineers.

His judgment was, that the Houfe, i. t. the Commons,
\vould not yie d to the propofals, and that the difienters

would refule an acquiefcence in them, and that books

ngainft epifcopacy and the liturgy would (till
fly about;

that, therefore, the church fliould perfect herfelf as (be
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can, in the belt manner for the fcrvicc of GOD and th$

cclilication of the people, and commit the event to the

Divine Providence.

Ilcaflced, why mi^ht not the few paftora of wealthy

congregations be provided for by church preferments r

1 his would be a lets chargeable gratification to them, than

to cxpofc the church, for their pretended eafe, to immediate

diforders and fictions: that the church was not To ill

provided as to want their ininiiUrs : that if after compe
tent Ihidy they really continued to think the ceremonies

unlawful, it was to him fuch a proof of their weakncls,
as that they ought not to undertake to teach, but mould

modcftly be contented with lav communion,
He granted that a great tendcrnefs was due to the

laity, as they took up prejudices from the wrong infor

mation of ihofe, who, pretending to inltrucl them, ought
to know better; having not leifurc, capacity, or oppor

tunity of correcting their prejudices. The impofition of

the ceremonies of kneeling at the facrament, and of the

lign of the crofs, and the ufe of the furplice, as to them,
fhould be difpcnled with.

As to the approbation of foreign proteflant churches,

they would hardly admit into their churches a man who
ihould deny to approve their doctrines and difciplinc ;

they kept to their own rules, not, it is to be fuppofed, from

humour and oppofition, but upon wife confederation,

and for the fake of order and peace. A Calvinilt mi-

nHler may be glad that he maybe confidercd as capable

of Knelim preferment, and may write fuch a letter of

compliment to get one
;
but this is neither authority not

motive for our change; and &quot; what need is there for a

tl
foreign oracle, or going to Switzerland for a direction

ff for us in England r
1

Shall ftrangcrs be fuppofed to know

our circuinitaiice.s better than we? And Oiall we never

think nirMvr* :ible to do our own bufin^fi o;:rf-lve$
v
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He was glad that the church of England was looked

upon as the center of proteftant unity : fuch he hoped fhe

would prove: that me feemed already to have the proper

pofition for this office, and would, if (he vary much, go
out of her true place ;

for fo much as me approached to

the Calvinift, fo far me departed from the Lutheran church,

as friendly and a much more confiderable body : that

if fhe would be a center, fhe mud be fixed fomewhere: for

fhe could never be ferviceable to thofe abroad, if fhe were

in diforder and confufion at home. And that we mould

be guided by the (landing confederation of unity and peace

at home, and hot by the temporary conjunction of princes

and dates, which may alter the next year.

That he knew many, and thofe not inconfiderable,

friends to the church againft the bill as it was reported to

be framed, and who thought it highly for the caufe of the

church to have it amended.

Though there be rcafons for improvement, though

peace and piety may be promoted, which is granted, it

mould be regularly confidered, and not done by a few

friends, and on their own head. The prudence of the

grand change designed is the more fufpe&ed, as there was

great reafon todiflike the preparatory expedient.

One caufe that the juncture in Charles Lid s reign was

loft, was the extravagance of the diffenters propofals.

Some were ftifffor every mile of the old form, and fome

were more unreafonable againll the whole. The fanatics

and the papiils were for no fettlcment at all. For fear the

juncture mould be entirely loft, it was thought advifeable

to refolveupon the prefent eftablifhmenh

That the church, though it be not abfolutely perfect,

is more perfect than any other in the chriflian world. The

papilts would take advantage of our difcords. He would

have the bill fo framed as not to occafion their doing it.

&quot;

I he church,&quot; he laid,
&quot; without the diflenters, aiid
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&amp;lt;: united as (lie is in hcrfelf, has been able to make A glo*
* rious ftand againft popery regnant; but if by the ad-
&quot; million of dilfentcrs (lie ihall be broken and divided,

&quot; (he may grow weaker by her new company, and not
&quot;

refill fo fuccesfully a fccond time.&quot;

The feafon might be favourable, but that did not a rife

from the proteftant league abroad
;

for what breach ol

any articles of that league would it be, if the church re

mained unaltered
;
or how doth the league enabled us to

make ever the better alterations. Circumttances at home

render the feafon favourable, if we who were almoft

comprehended in the ruin, we at leaft who svcrc united in

the defence of our religion, vsoulcl abate of our ItifTnef* for

or again ft finaller maiteis, and would be ready to form

fucli a body as may be more firm and lalting.

NUMBER III.

/hads of Agreement assented to by the United

Ministers in and about London, formerly tailed,

Presbyterian and Congregational ; not as a measure

for any National Constitution, but for the Prcser*

nation of Order in our Congregations, that cannot

come up to the common rule by law ettiblithcd*

I. Of Churches and Church Members.

1. WE acknowledge our Lord Jcfus Chrifl to have

one catholick church, or kingdom, comprehending

all that are united to him whether in heaven t&amp;gt;r

?arth ; and do conceive the whole multitude of viliblu
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believers, and their infant feed, (commonly called

the catholic vifible church) to belong to Chrift s fpirituul

kingdom in this world : but for the notion of a catholic

vifible church here, as it fignifies its having been collected

into any formed fociety, under a vifible human head on

earth, whether one perfon fmgly, or many collectively,

we, with the reft ofp&amp;gt;oteslants, unanimoufly difclaim it.

2. We agree, that particular focieties of vifible faints,

who under Chrift their head are ftatcdly joined together

for ordinary communion with one another in all the

ordinances of Chrift, are particular churches, and are to

be owned by each other, as inftituted churches of Chrift,

though differing in apprehenfions and practices in fome

lefler things.

3. That none mall be admitted as members, in order

to communion in all the fpecial ordinances of the gofpcl,

but fuch perfons as are knowing and found in the funda

mental dodtrines of the chriftian religion, without fcandal

in their lives; and to a judgment regulated by the word

of GOD, are perfons of vifible godlinefs and honefty,

credibly profefling cordial fubjedtion to Jefus Chriil.

4. A competent number of fuch vifible faints (as before

defcribed) do become the capable fubjecls of ftated com
munion in all the fpecial ordinances of Chrift, upon their

mutual declared confent and agreement to walk together

herein according to gofpel rule. In which declaration,

different degrees of explicitnefs (hall no way hinder fuch

churches from owning each other as inftituted churches.

5. Though parochial bounds be not of divine right,,

yet for common edification, the members of a particular

church ought (as much as conveniently may be) to live

near one another.

6. Tl.a^ each particular church hath riirht to chufe their

own officers
;
and being fumimed with fuch as are duly

qualified and ordained according to the gofpel rulea hath
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authorif^ from Chrift for cxercifmg government, and of

enjoying all the ordinances of worfliip within itfelf.

7. In the ad miniftration of church power, it belong*
to the pallors and other ciders of every particular church

(if fuel) there be) to rule and govern ; and to the brother

hood to confcnt, according to the rule of the gofpcl.

s. That all profcflbrs, as before defcribed, arc hound in

duty, a* they have opportunity, to join thcmfclvcs as fixed

members of fume particular church
;

their thus joining

being part of their profeflcd fubjection to the gofpel of

Chrift, and an inllituted means of their eftabliibment and

edification ; whereby they are under the paftoral care,

and in cafe of fcandalous or offenfive walking, may be

authoritatively admoniftied or ccnfured for their recovery,

and for vindication of the truth, and the church pro-

feffing it.

0. That a vifiblc profcflbr thu&amp;lt; joined to a particular

church, ought to continue ftedfaftly with the faid church ;

and not forfake the miniflry and ordinances there dif-

]&amp;gt;eufed,
without an orderly fee-king a recommendation

to another church : which ought to be given, \\heu the

cafe of the peribn apparently requires it.

II. Of the Ministry.

1 . We agree, that the minitlcrial oflicc is inftitutcd

by Jefus Chrifl, for the gathering, guiding, edifying, and

governing of his chuich ;
and to continue to .the end

of the world.

Li. They who arc called to tins office, ought to be

endued with competent learning and miniftcrial gifts ;

as alfo with the grace of GOD, found in judgment, not

novices in the faith and knowledge of the golpel ;
without

fcandal, of holy convcrfation, and fuch as devote iruiii-

(elvesto the work and fervicc thereof.
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3 That ordinarily none fliall be ordained to the work
of this mmiftry, but fuch as are called and chofen there

unto by a particular church.

4 That in fo great and weighty a matter, as the calling

and chufing a pallor, we judge it ordinarily requifite, that

every fuch church confult and aclvife with the pallors of

neighbouring congregations.

5. That after fuch advice, the perfon confulted about,

being c.hofen by the brotherhood of that particular church

over which he is to be fet, and he accepting, be duly

ordained, and fet apart to his office over them ; wherein

it is ordinarily requifite, that the paftors of neighbouring

congregations concur with the preaching elder or elders-,

if fuch there be.

6. That whereas fuch ordination is only intended for

fuch as never before had been ordained to the miniflerial

office; if any judge, that in the cafe alfo of the removal

of one formerly ordained, to a new ftation or paftoral

charge, there ought to be a like folemn recommending
him and his labours to the grace and bkfling of GOD;
no different fentiments or pra&ice herein {hall be any
occafion of contention or breach of communion among us.

7. It is expedient, that they who enter on the work of

preaching the gofpel, be not only qualified for commu
nion of faints; but alfo that, except in cafes extraordinary,

they give proof of their gifts and fitnefs for the faid work

unto the paftors of churches, of known abilities to difcern

and judge of their qualifications: that they may be fen t

forth with folemn approbation and prayer, which we

judge needful, that no doubt may remain concerning

their being called to the work ; and for preventing (as

much as in us lies) ignorant and rafh intruders.
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III. Of Censures.

\. As it cannot be avoided, but that in the purcft
churches on earth, there will fomctimes offences and
fcandals arife by reafon of hypocrify and prevailing cor

ruption ;
fo Chi ill hath made it the duty of every church

to reform itfelf by fpiritual remedies appointed by him
to be applied in all fuch cafes, vi&amp;lt;. admonition and

excommunication.

_ . Admonition, being the rebuking of an offending
member in order to conviction, is, in cafe of private

offences, to be performed according to the rule in Matth.

xviii. 15, Hi, 17: and in cafe of publigk offences, openly
before the church, as the honour of the gofpel and nature

of the fcandal fliall require : and if cither of the admo-

nitious take place for the recovery of the fallen pcrfon, all

further proceedings in a wav of cenfure are thereupon

to ceafe, and faiisfaclion to be declared accordingly.

3. When all due means arc ufed, according to the

order of the gofpel, for the reftoring an offending and

fcandalous brother, and he notwithstanding remains im

penitent, the ccnfurc of excommunication is to be pro

ceeded unto
;
wherein the palior and other elders (if

there be fuch) are to lead and go before the church, and

the brotherhood to give their confent, in a way of

obedience unto Chrilt, and unto the elders, as over them

in the lord.

4. It may fomctimcs come to
paf&amp;gt;,

that a church

member, not otherwifc fcandalous, mayfmfully withdraw,

and divide himfelf from the communion of the church

to which he belongcth ;
in which cafe, *hen all due

means for the reducing him prove ineflfeilual ;
he having

hereby cut himfelf off from thai church s communion,

the church may jufily eflecm and declare itfelf difchargtd

pf any further infpc&iou over him.
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IV. Of Communion of Churches.

1. Weagree/that particular churches ought not to walk

fo cliflincl: and feparate from each other as not to have

care and tendernefs towards one another : but their

pallors ought to have frequent meetings together, that

by mutual advice, fupport, encouragement, and brotherly

intercourse, they may ftrengthen the hearts and hands of

each other in the ways of the Lord.

2. That none of our particular churches mall be fub-

ordinate to one another, each being endued with equality

of power from Jefus Chrifl : and that none of the faid

particular churches, their officer or officers, mall cxercife

any power or have any fuperiority over any other church

or their officers.

3. That known members of particular churches, con-

flituted as aforeiaid, may have occafional communion

with one another in the ordinances of the gofpel, viz. the

word, pra\ er, facraments, finging pfalms, difpenfed ac

cording to the mind of Chrift ; unlefs that church with

which they defire communion, hath anyjufl exception

again!! them.

4. That we ought not to admit anyone to be a member
of our refpeclive congregations, that hath joined himfelf

to another, without endeavours of mutual fatisfa&ion of

the congregations concerned.

5. That one church ought not to blame the proceed

ings of ancthcr, till it hath heard what that church

charged, its elders or meflengers, can fay in vindication

of themfelves from any charge of irregular or injurious

proceedings.

6 That we are mod willing and ready to give an ac

count of our church proceedings to each other when

dcfired, for preventing or removing any offences, that

may arife tmongus. Likewife, we (hall be ready to give
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;:ic right hand of fellow(hip, and walk together according
to the gofpcl rules of couiinunioii of churches.

V. Of Deacons and Kuling Elders.

\\ o agree, the office of a deacon is of divine appoint

ment, and that it belongs to tlu:ir office to receive, lay

out, and diftribute the church s Hock to it* proper ufes,

by the direction of the pallor and ciders, if fuch there be.

And whereas divers are of opinion that there is alfo the

office of ruling elders, who labour not in word and

doctrine; and others ihink otherwife, \\cagrcc that this

difference make no breach among us.

VI. Of Synods.

1. \Ve agree, that in order to concord, and in any
other weighty and difficult cafes, it is needful, and

according to the mind of Chrift, that a fynod be called to

confult and advifc about fucli m. liters.

2. That a fynod m iy confift of finaller or greater

numbers, as the matter (hall require.

3. That particular churches, their refpccYive elders

and members, ought to have a reverential regard to the

judgment of fuch fynods, and not diflent therefrom,

without apparent ground* from the woid of GOD.

VII. Of our Demeanour towards the Civil

Magistrate.

J . We do reckon ourfelves obliged continually to pray

for GOD S protection, guidance, and Netting upon the

rulers fet over u ,

2. That we ought to yield unto tli- m not only fub-

jcclion in the Lord, but fupport, according to our itanon

and abilities,
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3. That if at any time it (hall be their pleafure to

call together any number of us, or require any account

of our affairs, and the flate of our congregations, we {hall

mod readily exprefs all dutiful regard to them herein,

VIII. Of a Confession of Faith.

As to what appertains to foundnefs of judgment in

matters in faith, we eiieem it Efficient, that a church

acknowledge the fcriptures to be the word ot GOD, the

perfect and only rule of faith and praftice ;
and own

either the doftrinal part of thofe commonly called the

Articles of the Church of England, or the Confcffion, or

Catechifms, (horter or larger, compiled by the aflVmbly

at Weftminller, or the confeilion agreed on at ttie Savoy,
to be

agreeable
to the faid rule.

IX. Of our Duty and Deportment towards them that

are not in communion with us.

1. We judge it our duty to bear a chriftian refpect to

fellow chriftians, according to their feveral ranks and

(lations, that are not of our perfuafion of communion.
2. As for fuch as may be ignorant of the principles of

the chriftian religion, or of vicious converfation, we (hall

in our refpe&ive places, as they give us opportunity,
endeavour to explain to them the doctrine of life and

falvation, and to our utter moft perfuade them to be

reconciled to GOD.
3. That fuch who appear to have the eflential requi-

files to church communion, we fhall willingly receive

them in the LORD, not troubling them with

about Icfler matters.
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NUMBER IV.

Dissenters Address on the Death of 2ueen Mary.

May it please your Majesty,

THOUGH we come in the rear of the train of

mourners to pay our tributary tears for the invaluable lof&amp;gt;

in the death of your royal confort, and our molt gracious

queen, yet our refentmentsof it arc with as tender a fym-

pathy as are in the breads of any of your fubjects. This

gives the (harped accent to our paffions, that the confidc-

raiions which are mod proper and powerful to allay our

forrows, exafpcrate them ; for while we remember what
flie was, how general and di flu five a blotting to three

kingdoms, the ievere ftroke of Providence in laking her

from us is mod
afflicting. Such a concurrence of liifik

perfection mined in her pcrfon and actions, that would

have made her illuftrious in a low condition; and in In.*

exalted dation, they were attractive of the eyes and admi

ration of all. Her mind was above the temptations that

attend the throne. Majefty was mixed with that condc-

fccnding humility, that tender and beneficent goodnek ,

that fhe was cafily acccttiblc to all for their relief ami

fupport. Her piety and purity were fo confpicuous, her

affections were fo compofcd and temperate, that the court,

that is ufually the centre of vanity and voluptuoufncfs,

became virtuous by the imprcflion of her example. HIT

convcrfation was fo regular, that her enemies (if goodnefc

in fuch brigfit emiueucy had any) could not fallen a taint

upon her. Her roval endowments for government, wil-

dom, magnanimity, vigilance, and care in man.iging

affairs of (tale, (without which the higheft princer arc hut

civil idols, ufelefs and unprofitable to the \\orld,) tl.clc

were in fuch a degree of excellency, that in your Mftjeity s
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conftrained abiVnce, while you were defending the interci!

of chriflendom again ft a potent enemy abroad, with the

Iword of war, (he fxveelly ordered all things at home with

the fccptre of peace. She is gone, and mnft return no

more: oh, aftonimmg grief! But it becomes U3 with

humble fubmiflion to acquicfce in the divine difpofnl.

The will of GOD is always direcled by infinite wifdorn,

and is the rule ofgoodnefs. We mult refrefh oiiriorrows

with the hope that ihc is entered into her Saviour s joy,

whom flie imitated and honoured
;
and that me is made

happy in the love of GOD, and the light of his counte

nance for ever.

We humbly befcechyour Majefty to accept the renewed

aflfurances of our inviolable and conflant fidelity to your

perfon and government; and that we (hall influence all

that are within our compafs to perfevere in their duty ;

we mall earneftly pray to the bleflfcd GOD to keep you in

the bed protection, his encompaffing favour; to fupport

your fpirit with divine comforts; and to continue long
voiir precious life, fo neceilary for preferving the pure

religion, and the civil rights of this kingdom*
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NUMBER V.

of Students educated in the different Seminar it^
of which an account has been given, from page 125
to page 26 1 .

I. to Page 230. J/r. Jl oodhouse s Pupils.

5. Thomas Hunt, efq; of

Boreaton, Shropmire ; the feat

of an honourable and worthy

family, fpokcn off with great

refpcft in the lives of the Hen
ries, father and fon.

6. T Winnington.

7. Mr. Yatcs, of Demnford.

who in 1674 was the only fur-

viving ftudcnt educated at She

riff-Hales.

The following gentlcnvn

v, ho received academical barn-

ing at that frm nary, appea*cJ

afterwards in the charter of

8. Mr. Rob. Traven, who,

in 1715, was fc:;lcd at Lich-

f.cld, and prcr.rhrd at L^ng
near that city, whcro he f.ctletl

27th Sept. i6 ;z.

9. Mr. John Njrris, a

preacher of fmgular tAlents,

and a mm of a grncroui, can.

di , and benevolent temper,

and of amiable piery ; who

died at Wclfordin Northamp-

tonfhirc, Feb. 8, 1738, in the

63d year of his age, where he

Sir Edward Harlcy s t^vo

(bns, viz.

1. Robert, afterwards Earl

of Oxford, born in London in

1661; he died in .724. His

name the hiftory of this coun

try has tranfmitted to us with

celebrity as a flatefman and a

political character, and as a

liberal patron of learning and

a great collector of books; hi-.

MSS. are preferred in the Bri-

tifh Mufc im.

2. Auditor Harley.

3. Henry S.. John, Vifcount

Bolingbroke, born at Batt^ rfca

in 1672, where he died 17^1.

He fecured to himfelfgreat and

permanent honours by his po

litical careerundcr three reigns,

and bv his works, compofcd in

a neat and flowing ftylc, and

dictated by a fine and vigorous

genius, though unhappily

warped by inveterate preju

dices againft chriflianity.

3. Thomas Foley, efq; after-

w ards Lord Foley.

4.
** Lecchmfre, cfq.
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had been a mnitfter of a church,

originally collected and formed

by him, near thirty-eight years,

having declined, in the mean

time, earned and unanimous

invitations from very confi-

deiable congregations at Bir

mingham and Nottingham.
He died fuddenly, as he was

going from one apartment of

h is houfe to another; he preached

on the preceding Sunday, and

concluded the public fervices,

as if he had a prefentiment

that he was then taking his

farewell, with a pious, lively,

and affectionate prayer for his

people. Doddridge s Sermons

and Tracts, vol. i. p. 151

155, I2mo.

10. Mr. Chewning Black-

more, fon of Mr. Wrn. Black-

more, M. A. of Lincoln college,

Oxford, ejected from St. Peter s,

Cornhill ; fcribe to the provin

cial affembly in London
5
and

for his loyalty to Charles II.

imprifoned in the Tower under

the protectorate ; hut on his

parole by the influence of his

elder brother Sir John Black-

rnore with Cromwell. Mr.

Chewning Blackmore fettled

with a congregation of pro-

refhnt dlfTenters in the city of

Wnrcefter, of which lie was

many yjars thep.iftcr; and died

about the year 1742, leaving

the character of a truly valua

ble perfon, highly cftecmed for

his fingular talents and abilities

by his brethren in the miniftry.

n. Mr. William Willets,

who fettled at Dudley in Wor-

cefterftiire, and died of a de

cline about the year 1 702. Dr.

Calamy has enrolled his name in

a lift of the worthies of the day.

Vol. ii. preface, p. xxxii.

12. Mr. Daniel Greenwood,

who was firft fettled at Weft..

Bromwich, Staffordmire, and

then minifter in connection

nection with Mr. Turton, of

the firft congregation of pro-

teftant diflenters in Birming

ham, called from its fituation

the higher, and which now

bears the name of the old,

meeting.

13. Mr. George Flower, a

native of Burtou-upon-Trent.

In 1696 he became domeftic

chaplain to Mr. Foley ; in

1698 he was chofen minifter of

the congregation of proteftant

diiTenters formed that year in

the town of Stourbridge in

Worcellerfhire, of which he

remained the paftor till his

death in 1 7 3 3 , in the 6oth year

of his age. He was a man of

confiderable accomplishments,

and of an amiable temper, ami
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in his character the fcholar,

the gentleman, and the christ-

tian \vcrc gracefully united.

Memoirs of the Rev. Samuel

Bourn, p. 275, &c.

14. Mr. J jhnSpilfbury, foa

of Mr. John SpilOmry, M. A.

fellow of Magdnlen college,

Oxford, and ejcfted from

Bromfgrove in Worccftcrftiire ;

and oi the maternal fide, ne

phew of Dr. John Hall, bimop
of Briftol, who appointed him

hh executor. lie was thirty-

three years paftor of the con

gregation of diffcnters at Kid-

derminfter, whofe place of

H orfhip was erefted for him.

He died Jan. 31, 1727, aged

Co. &quot; A graceful nnd familiar

tl addrefs from the
pulpit,&quot;

fays Dr. Latham, &quot; and wife,

*

prudent conduft out of it,

&quot;

gave him great weight and
tf influence in the place of his

&quot;

rcfidcncc.&quot; His fon,

Mr. Francis Spilfbury, an

amiable and refprclable cha

racter, fuflained the minirterial

office, as paftor of the congrc.

gation of di (Tenters at Salters*

Hall, London, for forty years,

with a dignified propriety and

fmgular acceptance ; and died

March 3, 1782, aged 77.

15. Mr. lames Warner, wiio

titled .it Tewkefbury.
Q

16. Mr. John Xewmin, a

native of Oxfordfhire, and born

about the year 1676. He

began to preach when he was

about nineteen years of age, and

in 1 696 was chofen afiillant to

the Rev. Nath.Taylorat^Salters*

Hall, and was elcclcd co-paflor

of the fame congregation with

Mr Tong in 1706. During
the long period of foriy-fivc

years he fupportcd his connec

tion with this focicty with

ufefulncfs and reputation. Sec

VVilfon s
DifTenting Churches,

vol. ii.p. 5336.
17. Mr. Hay Icy t who

fettled in Ijcominftcr, and die J

in 1719.

1 8. Mr. Edward Oafland,

who was in 1715 minillerof the

congregation at Bewdley in

Worc.Mterfhire; from the living

of which tcnrn his father, Mr.

Henry OafUrtd, an active,

fervent, and acceptable miniftcr,

had bern cjetfted.

19. Mr. Benj. Robinlone,

who Succeeded Mr. Woodhoulc

in Little St. Helen s, I&amp;gt;ondon.

of whom we have fpoken before,

p. 251 253.

20. Mr. Jofeph Stokes, who

fuccccJcd Mr. Willcti at Dud-

Iry; and died partor of the

JilFenting congregation in tha?

town in 1745-
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21. Mr. Benjamin Bennet,

born at Willfborough, a village

near Market-Bofworth, in the

county of Leicefter, in 1674;
he commenced his minif-

try in a fmall congregation
at Temple-Hall, a village near

the place of his nativity j
and

in 1699 was invited to fucceed

Dr. Gilpin at Newcaftle-upon-

Tyne, where he died Sept. i,

1726. His works, efpecially

his &quot; Memorial of the Refor-

&quot;

mation,&quot; the
&quot;

Irenicum,&quot;

and the * Chriftian Oratory,
*

have tranfmitted to us honour

able teftimonials of his piety

and temper, his talents and

character. For more particu

lars fee the Monthly Repofitory,

vol.ii. p. 341, 453; and Me-

moirs of him prefixed to the

late refpeftable Mr. Samuel

Palmer s edition ofthe Chrifliau

Oratory.

22. Mr. Richard Carver,

who was ordained minilter of

the congregation at Stretton in

Warwicklhire, and remained in

that connexion in 1715.

23. Mr. Ruffel, near Wol-

yerhampton.

24. Mr. James Thompfon,

minilter of the diflenting con

gregation at Bromfgrove, where

he died in 1729. He was

iiftingnifhed by holy zeal, vi

vacity, and eagernefs in the

fervice of GOD, and the duties

of the miniftry.

25. Mr. John Warren, whom
Dr. Latham chara&erifes as the

polite and amiable Mr. War

ren, began his minifterial life

in an agreeable retirement, as

chaplain to Philip Foley, efq;

Preftwood, near Kidderminfter;

and afterwards, for about fifty

years, adorned a public flation

among the diflenters in Coven

try; firfl as affiftant to Mr.

Tong; then as co-paftor with

Mr. JofhuaMerrel; and then as

sole pallor till his death, at

near feventy years of age, in

1742. He greatly excelled in

the functions of his office.

His mind was ftored with the

ological knowledge.
&quot; The

&quot; clcarnefs of his thoughts,
&quot; the propriety and freedom of
&quot; his expreflions, the juftnefs
&quot; of his method, and the de.

&quot;

cency of his elocution, all

&quot; animated by a true fenfe of
&quot; the importance of the things
&quot; he delivered, rendered him
&quot; a very entertaining and ufe-

(
ful preacher : he had a happy

&quot; talent in prayer, and was
&quot; afliduous in all paftoral dudes.

t On the day before his death

&quot; he declared to a friend, I

&amp;lt;

f t hare that peace and comfort



APPENDIX. 565

&quot;

1 .vuulj not be withojt for

&quot; a war;,}.&quot; Prote.lant Dif-

icntrrs Magazine, vol. v. for

1798, p. 282.

26. Mr. Warren, fettled al

BurbicI:, Wilts.

27. Mr. FerdinanJo Shaw,

the fon of the excellent Mr.

Samuel Shaw, M. A. of St.

John s college, Cambridge, and

cjeded from the reflory of

Long-Whatton, Leicefterfliirc ;

he fettled with a congregation
of proteftant diflenters in the

town of Derby, of which he was

for forty-fix years the paftor.

His charadler was drawn in the

town print of the day as that of

a gentleman of great worth,

and endued with many chriltian

virtues ; patient under many

years confinement and the mod

acute pains, and, during any

mitigation of the paroxyfms, of

a cheerful and agreeable tem

per. Notwithflanding his bo

dily infirmities, he was diligent

and faithful in his miniftry.

His manners to all were affable

and courteous. His charities

to th- poor wcfe generous and

extcnfive, not confined within

the narrow boundaries of any

particular fcft, and liberal to his

utmoft power. His amiable

virtues gained him univerfal

eftcem and good will. He died

O

the 20th of fan. 1 743 , aged 72.

Hisfuneral fermon was preached

previoufly to his interment by
the Rev. Joseph Rogcrion, and

he was followed to his grave, in

the parim church of St. Wer-

hiirgh, by his congregation ;

his pall was supported by
Ax minifters of the neighbour

hood, viz. Dr. Latham, of Fin-

dern, Mr. Rogerfon, Dsrby,

Mr. Murray, Burton-upon-

Trent, Mr. Walton, Caftlc-

Donnington, Mr. Peat, Wirkf-

worth, and Mr. Gregory, of

Findern. N. B. Thefc par

ticulars are taken from the

Derby Mercury, vol. xiii. num.

47, communicated by tylr.

Peyton, of Birmingham, on the

maternal side dcfccnded from

Mr. Shaw. The culogium on

his characler was echoed by the

pen of a clergyman in elegiac

lines, in the Gentleman*! Mt

ga/inc for February 1745.

28. Mr. Samuel Philips who

fettled with a congregation at

Bromyard, and died there 1721.

29. Mr. Mitthew Clark, an

eminent minirter among the

Independents, fon of thr Rev.

Matthew Clarice, ejected from

Nai borough in Lciceflerlhirc,

was born zd Feb. 1664 ; where,

on the commencement of his

minilterial character, he fi::t
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afiifted his father for three years,

and laid the foundation of feveral

diflenting churches. He then

fpent two years with a congre

gation at Sandwich in Kent.

About 1690 he accepted an

invitation from an indepen

dent congregation, Miles s-lane,

London. He continued his

connexion with this fociety till

his death, March 27, 1726,

aged 62. Much beloved and

much lamented, an admired and

ufeful preacher, leaving behind

him at his death one of the moft

numerous and flouriihing con

gregations in the metropolis;
he was ranked among the beft and

moft ufeful divines of the age
in which he lived; and united

in his charafter, to an eminent

degree, the gentleman and the

chriiKan . See a full memoir of

him in Wilfon s Hiftory of Dif

lenting Churches, vol. ii. p. 474

491.

30. Mr. John RatJiffe, born

in 1677, commenced his acade

mical liudies under Mr. Wood-

houfe, which he afterwards

purfued and finifhed under Mr.

Lorimer, Mr. Spademan, and

Mr. Oldfield, near London.

He wasdefeended from a family

belonging to the eftablifhed

church; but becomingacquainted
with fotne ferious diftenters in

his youth, and meeting with

fome of their practical works,

particularly Baxter s Saint s

Reft, his mind received deep

impreflions of piety, and he was

led to examine the reafons of

diiFent, and was determined to

adhere to its principles. When
he had fmimed his academical

{Indies, his refidence was for

fome time in Effex. Here he

fell into a depreflion of fpiriti

and a religious diftrefs ofmind ;

which induced him to confult

fome eminent minifters in Lon

don, firft by letter, and then to

remove to the city for the bene

fit of free and frequent perfonal

intercourfe with them. The

gentlemen, to whom he fully

opened his heart, were Mr.

Sylvefter, Mr. Howe, Mr.

Spademan, and Mr. Shower;

the event was the happy fettle-

met of his mind. At this

time the death of Mr. StanclifF,

at Rotherhithe, and an occafi-

onal fermon he preached there,

opened the way for an harmo

nious invitation to become the

paftor of the congregation ; to

which office he was folcmnly

ordained in 1705, and con

tinued in it for nearly twenty-

three years, with conftant and

indefatigable application to its

duties, till his death on the i6th
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i
;eb. 17.-.8. He was exemplary
in conduit, and remarkable for

univerfal benevolence, formed

upon truly generous and catho

lic principles, as w&amp;lt;:ll as for

the pinus ferioufnrfs of his

fpirit. His catechetical exer-

cifcs, b~gan in the year 1707
and continued to the year 1715,

formed an eminent part of his

mini .lcrial labours. He firil

entered upon them with a frmll

number of catechumens in his

houfc. On a llrong difpofition

exprcfled by many to attend

them, and by other public fpi-

ritcd perfons to encourage and

pruroni/e them, he removed

them to his place of worfhip,

and devoted every Monday to

this fervice from five o clock in

the morning to eight at night.

Sometimes there were not fewer

than 2oco on a day. The

numbers thus inftrudled within

the eight years were efUmated

at 10,000. The catechumens

were young perfons of all par

ties and denominations. The

younger children recited the

anfwers in the aflembly s cate-

chifm ;
thofe of farther Handing

were employed in hearing them ;

others prcfcrvcd order ; and

cxaft accounts of every one s

proficiency and behaviour were

returned. Mr. Ratcliftc after

this fp?nt two hours in exa

mining the grown youths upon
the parts or fenfr of an nnfwcr,

or more frequently of a text of

fcripture. He clofed the fer

vice with fume pra.Tical infer

ences, a pathetic exhortation

adapted to the capicitio and

temptations of children, and

an earned prayer. Afccr din

ner the time was given to frc

and profitable converUtion.

The evening was i pcnt in like

endeavours with the other f x.

Rewards were bellowed accord

ing to thjir proficiencies, to

excite amulution. Among the

rewards were Allen s Sure

Guide, Baxter s Call, and, on

the recital of the whole catc-

chifm, a bible. The rxpcnces

incurred by thcfe excrcifcs ur

c.-c

great, notlef* than pol. a year,

and fometimcs they amounted

to 4 or ^ool. Thcfe were de

frayed by ftated fubfcriptions,

and by confidcrable donation*

from unknown perfons. Mr.

Ratclifto received no remune

ration for.il! his incredible pains;

but out of his own income,

his though the circumlhnces of

family would have j
j tificd his

waging any pecuniary aid, he

fubfcribcd himfc-lf lol. per

annum. It mould be mentioned

to tlic honour of Mr. RatclifT:,
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as a confiftent proteftant, that

though he ufed and valued the

catechifm particularly adopted

by the diflenters, as a very ufe-

ful fummary of, in their judg

ment, chriftian principles, yet

the Bible alone was his fland-

ard : this he inculcated upon
the children. He was far from

cenfuring others, when their

appreheniions differed from his,

and always expected to be

allowed the liberty of judging
about the fenfe of the Bible in

the baft manner he could. See

his &quot; funeral fermon,&quot; by Dr.

John Evans, p. 24, 32.

N. B. The preceding lift of

Mr. Woodhoufe s pupils is

furnifhedby the late Mr. Jofiah

Thompfon s Account of the

&quot;

Diflenting Academies,&quot; MS.
at prefent penes me, p. 2.

Mr. Thompfon adds, that Mr.

John Southwell, who was ne

phew to Mr. Rich. Southwell,

ejected from the chapel ry of

Bafwick in Staffbrdfhire, and

fometime afliftant minifter with

Mr. Woodhoufe at Dudley in

Worcefterfhire, and who after

wards removed to Nevvbury

inBerkfhire, continued for fome

time the feminary of Sheriff

Hales ; (he names of two gen
tlemen only are given, as having
Hudied under him ; viz.

I. William Harris, D. D.

forty-two years paftor of the

congregation of proteftant dif-

fenters in Crutched-Friars, a

celebrated preacher, an eminent

divine, and in high reputation

as an author. He was reckoned

the greateft mafterof the Englifli

tongue among the difTcnters ;

which was thought, by a good

judge, to have derived fome

embellifhments from his manner

of writing. His compofuions
on divers fubjefts and occafions

were laboured and finimed.

He was particularly a true friend

and excellent pattern to young
minifters, in preaching and

converfation. He wrote with

judgment in the deiitical con-

troverfy with Woolfton and

Collins j
with the former in

two difcourfes on &quot; The reafon.

&quot; ablenefs of believing in Chrift,

&quot; and the unreafonablenefs of
&quot;

Infidelity; with brief Remarks
&quot; on the cafe of Lazarus

j&quot;
and

with the latter, rather in way
of reference than of direcl

anfwer to &quot; The Grounds and
&quot;

Reafons,&quot; in a volume of

fermons, under the title of
&quot; Practical Difcourfes on the

&quot;

principal reprefentations of

the Ivlefliah throughout the

&quot; Old Teftament. It was a

favourite obfervation with him,
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that without Tome knowledge
of fcriptmc criticifm, no man
can thoroughly ur.dcrftand his

Bible, or make a proper ufc of

it. For a fuller memoir of this

excellent chancier fe^ Protef-

tant DifTenters Magazine for

1795, p. 217, ,ic. And Wil-

fon s
Diflenting Churches, vol.

i. p. 6677.
2. Mr Thomas Lcavefly,

firft paPor of a congregation at

Little Baddow in Eflex ; and

then, as i uccefl/jr to Mr. Simon

Brown, at the Old Jewry, in

London, from about 1723 to

1737 ; a man of excellent tem

per, and diilinguillied by a gift

in prayer. He was one of the

preachers of the leclure at

Saltcrs* Hall againft popery, in

1735. See Wilfon .. Diflenting

Churches, vol. ii. p. 358, 360.

P. S. It appears, from an

article in the obituary of the

Monthly Magazine for Decem

ber 1 797, p. 493, on the death

of Mr. John Southwell, Novem

ber 21, in that year, in the

75th year of his age, the grand-

fon of the tutor, that Mr.

Thompfon s accounr of him i?

not quite correct, ar.y moic than

complete. It is there Hated,

that he, having been educated

under Mr. Woodhoufc, was

fucccfiivt-ly chaplain to Philip

Folcy, of Bcttwood, cfq; affift-

ant to Mr. Woodhoufe. matter

of an academy at KiJdermin-

fter, which he removed to

Dudley, and thence to Nc\\-

bury; and died of a confump-

tion, about 1694, aged about

32. Hisgrandfon was 3 3 years

matter of the grammar-ichool

at Stafford : a correct and ele

gant fcholar, and a man of

difHnguifhing and amiable ex

cellencies of chamber, who in

the latter part of his life fyfte-

matically cultivated cheerfulnef,

as a duty, an.l whofe mod

favourite author \va r
. Joi tin.

II. Mr. Warren s Pupils.

Befidcs Mr. Grove, the names

of the following gentlemen arc

prefcrvcd, as having received

academical learning under Mr.

Warren.

i. Mr. John Enty, a native

of Cornwall, the fon of a taylor,

v. ho worked at the houfcs of hi;

cuftomcrs, and who had begun

to initiate the youth in the fame

employment; till being once at

Tregothnan, the fcal of tle

Bofcawens, the in licatoni he

gave of intelliget :c and part*

attracted the notice of Mr*.

Fortefcur, a hdy, *ho WAI a
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great friend of the diflenting

caufe, and induced her to take

him under her patronage, and

to iupport the expence of his

education, firfl at a grammar-

fchool, and then in his acade

mical courfe ; which lie finifhed

with the character of a bright

and ferious young man. He
was invited to fettle, asfucceflbr

to Mr. Shirwell, with a congre

gation at Plymouth. Though
the topics on which he difcour-

fed were common and trite; yet

the pains he is faid to have

bellowed on his competitions,

a ftrong mufical voice, a lii cly

imagination, and a great com

mand and flow of words, adapted

to the tafte ofhis hearers, pleafed

the car and moved the paflions.

After the ejectment of the great

Mr. Peirce, he was chofen one

of the minifters of the united

congregations at Exeter, in 1 7 20.

At this time the diflcnters thro

Devon and Cornwall were

greatly agitated by the warmth

with which the trinitarian con-

troverfy was carried on ; and at

the afTVmbly of minifters, fays

my author, had fet up a fpiri.
&quot; tual tyranny, and fuccefsfully
&quot; and fmoothly carried it on
&quot; for many years under the

H cover of three words, Avrec-

&quot;

ment, Order, Decency.&quot;

Mr. Enty became a ftrenuous

advocate for the orthodoxy of

the day, and a leader in the

tranfaftions of the affemblyj

and all ecclefiaftical affairs were

directed by him with the ap~

plaufe of his friends, by whom
he was much carefied, but with

a peculiar hauteur and contempt

which provoked and difgufted

others. But, in private circles,

his manners were eafy and free,

and without any affectation of

diftance and gravity. He had

a great afcendancy over his

principal hearers, without pry

ing into the fecrets of families,

or interfering in domeftic af

fairs. He outlived the con-

troverfy, and furvived his

opponents, enjoying the peace,

power, and reputation, which by
a ftedfaft adherence to his party

he had firmly eftablimed. An

epidemic difeafe terminated his

life about the end of the year

1743, an&amp;lt;i he met death with

great compofure and decency,

taking a diftinct and folenm

leave of his family. Mr.

Fox s Lives of his old and

particular friends ;
a MS.

communicated by his grandfou,

Mr. George Cleather, ofStone-

houfe, near Plymouth,



AI PLNDIX.

N. B. Mr. Fox, a native of

Plymouth, was a fellow iludcnt

with Dr. Chandler, and Arch-

bifliop Jcclccr, at Mr. Kames s.

Us was educated fur the mi-

niftry, and preach: 1 once ; but

Coon aftw-r lay afi-Je ihc character,

and afterwar us conformed, as a

layman.

2. Mr. Jacob Sandercock,

who fettled at Taviftock, De

von, in 1688, and was a cha

racter that carried great weight

and authority. Fox s MS.

3. Mr. (Jc-orge Brett, who

fettled at Lifkeard in Corn

wall ; a genius a man of a

&quot; clear head and a great roe-

&quot;

mory ; ab!c to talk off hand

on any point, as if he had

&quot; ftudied no oth^r; his learning
*

laid not only in divinity and

&quot;

hiftory, but he was an acute

&quot;

philofopher; underilood more
&quot; of thegrounds of phyfic than

&quot;

many who profefled it ; he

11 had a tafte for painting and

&quot; mufic; he difclnimcd the

&quot;

powerafTumcd for fome years
&quot;

by the Exeter aflcmbly, and

&quot; held in contempt the prefby-
&quot; terian hierarchy.

&quot; Fox s MS.

lie fettled at Lifltcard about

the year 1705, and was living

in 1761. His grand-daughter

by bis only daughter and child,

married to\ r. John Wcyraoutk
of Evctrr, vas the firrt wife of

the late Rev.Timothy Kmrick,
of that city.

4. Mr. Cariftopher Taylor,

wbjO, with t Opacity futfkiently

great and cxjnfifc to qualify

him for any if the learned pro-

fdlions, clioft :o devote himfelf,

under the dficulties and dif-

couragrmcntsof the times, to

the minillry among the diflVn-

ters ; and it his academical

courfe made a very confidcrable

progrcfs in raional and polite

learning, whih he afterwards

cultivated anc improved. He
was folemnly ordained to the

oflice of minHcr on the 25th

Auguft 1687, ind was recom.

mended to fill ip a very public

Ration at Bat!) and in 1699
was invited to t ie fervice of the

congregation inl latton-Gai den,

London, wheie he difcharged

the paftoral office to their great

fatisfitlion abcut twenty-four

years; and fcarcclyany rainifter

in the city was more conftantly

attended on, or m re valued and

regarded by his people: though
hU minifterial la!x&amp;gt;urs wcr

chiefly confined to them, his

ufefulneG was much more ex.

tenfive, cfpecially to the com

mon welfare of prottffUnc
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diflenters ; and he . as engaged

by fome of the bft judges rf

men to aft in t&amp;gt;me public

tranfaftionsofgreaconfequence

both to Scotland sd England,

viz. thofe of the mion of the

two kingdoms, in 1707. On
the completion o which, he

preached and priced a thanks

giving fermon. He was zea

lous for the civil and religious

liberties of manknd. He de

livered his difcarfes as one

deeply fenfible of:he weight of

the fervice in vhich he was

engaged , and gratly concerned

for the honour of GOD, and the

edification of his hearers, with

vigour and affection. He united

in his cha^-after a quick appre-

henfion, a found judgment, and

a good tafte of things ; wifdom

in council, and a confiderable

infight into the affairs of the

world; a large mare of natural

firmnefs and integrity, a fteady

honefty, and a true greatnels

and generofity of mind. He
died on the 26th of Otfober

1723. The funeral fsrmon by
Mr. Jomua Bayes.

III. J/r. Charles Mortons Pupils.

i . Mr. Sarmrl Lawrence, a

native of Wen in Shropfhire,

born in 1661 ; vho, after fome

time fpcnt at Mr. Philip

Henry s, and then at Mr. Mai

den s, at AlkinDn, near VVhit-

ehurch, where he improved
himfelfvery much in Greek and

Hebrew, went through a courfe

of univerfity learning under

Mr. Morton. He was, firft, for

fcveral years domeltic chaplain

to Lady Irby, relift of Sir

Anthony Irby, of Weftminfter.

Jn 1688, he accepted an unani

mous invitation to become the

miniftcr of a congregation of

diflenters at Nantwich in Che-

mire j
where he difchargfd the

duties of his paftoral office,

embracing all opportunities of

doing good, with diligence and

earneltncfs, for nearly 24 years.

His whole conversation in the

world, was blamenefs and

earneft. lie was a good fcholar,

and a judicious and ferious

preacher. He died April ith

1712, in the 51!* year of his

age. Some of the lad words

he wr.s heard to utter were,
&quot; I

&quot; do not fear, I do not fear.
*

His fccond fon was the very

amiable Dr. Samuel Lawrence.
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m.viy y*ir. palloi of the con-

gr:-Cation in Mon &amp;lt; well-llreet,

London. Mr. Mitt Henry s

funeral fv-rmo:! for the father,

P- 33 4 5 : J) r- Fordycc s

ditto for th.- Ion. p. 26 32.

2. Mr. Join Braumont, of

whjm we have
al.-e.idy made

mention, p. 250,1.

3. Mr. Fh -mis Reynolds,
born in Ixmdon about the year

1667, and a Imittcd into Mr.

Morton s ,v;vi&amp;lt;-tnv 1683. He
aftcrvard itu !i &amp;gt;! at (ieneva

and LJ:rcchf. He was mvitrd,

in 1 6 ^ , to fjccred Mr. Thoraai

Kcntifh, as mini^pr of a froall

congregation in Cinnon-ftrcct,

London; -A &amp;gt;.!&amp;lt;.?: in afhorttime

became nu iieroui, and ere&ed

a. new and more commodious

place of worfhip, over tlc

King s Weigh -Houle in Little

Eafl-chcap ; where Mr. Rey
nolds continued hii minirtcrinl

labours for above thirty years

v. ith celebrity and repu .iuon,

diligence and fuccef , till 1727.

lie was one of the tir;t f:x

nuniften, who conduced a lec

ture at the Weigh-Houfc on Fri-

dayevening, and was one of the

le&urers at Sailers Hall on a

Tuefday. He took a diftin-

guifhed part in the trinitarian

controverfy in 1719; and wa^

a ftrcnuotij advocate for the

fubfcriptnn required by many
to the firrt article of the Church
of Kngland, and to the anfreri

to the Hfch and fmth queHiorm
in the aflcmbjy s catechifm.

through a mifguided /cal im
f

&amp;gt;rv

ftn^ on others their ovrn views

of the chriiUan define. For

a memoir of Mr. R-ynoldi,
fee Wilfon i DifTent ing Chor-

che, vol. i. p. i CT, 172.

4. Mr. Jofeph Hill, born the

nth of O:1ob-r loV.io Si-

liibury j who on hn rerun-, il

from the fr;-e fcho &amp;gt;l of that

city, into which h* entered it

the ajT of fevcn, and where he

continaej nine
year&amp;gt;, affording

eirly f^ciiien . &amp;lt;ifa ?ood geriiu

f &amp;gt;t learning, wat placed under

th* tuitio-i f.f Mr. Morton
;

after the breaking up of whofe

fcminary, he rtujicd under Mr.

.Snrint,adiflrntingminifter.near

Andover.undtr the learned Mr.

Richard Stretton, and ondrr

Mr. Glafcoclc. When he had

finiilied his aca.iemica! courfe.

he fpcnt fcr?n yrari as chaplain

in the family of Lady Irbjr.

His firft connection in the
pftfto-

ral ofnce was with a congre

gation of prtxeflant diflemtert

in bwallow-ftrect. S. |ame$ i.

In 16^9. he accepted in inn.

talion from the Rnglifti church

at Rotterdam ; where he con-
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tinued his mintftry for nineteen

years, and was held in great

refpeft by the Dutch as well

as Engljfh Churches. On the

loth of February 1718, he

became paftor of the congre

gation of difienters of the pref-

byterian denomination, which

then affembled at Haberdafhers

Hall, where he fucceeded Mr.

Coningham. Here he laboured

nearly eleven years, approving

himfelf, though not a popular

preacher, a learned, pious, and

judicious divine. He died in

his fleep on the 2 ift of January

1729. The congregation,

which had declined in numbers

for many years, diflblved itfelf

in 1734* when Dr. Theophi-
lus Lobb was its miniiter.

Wilfon s Diflenting Churches,

vol. iii. p. 137 139.

5. Mr. William Hocker, a

fellow ftudent with Mr.Thomas

Reynolds, was defcersded from

refpeftable and religious parents,

atTrelill, near Warbridge, in

Cornwall, where he was born

in 1662. He received the

rudiments of claflical learning

from the Rev. Jofeph Hal fey,

ejected from the reftory of St.

Michael Penkevel in that

county ; whofe houfe, on its

being known, that for want of a

convenient fchool, he had taken

on himfelf the inftruftion of his

own children, was thronged with

gentlemen s fons of the belt rank*

tho many of them were averfe

from nonconformity. After Mr.
Hocker had finimed his academi

cal courfe under Mr. Morton, he

engaged as achaplain to a worthy

family at Edmonton, near Lon

don, where, befides his daily of

fices, he preached every LORD S

day evening, on which fervice the

neighbours were permitted to

attend. The event was, that

by this means he formed the

firfr congregation of proteftant

diflenters in that place, which

afterwards became refpeftable

in numbers and wealth. Here

he exercifed his miniflry, with

energy and fuccefs in ftriking

the confcience and healing the

wounded mind, for above thirty

years ; when he accepted an

invitation, in 1719, to be the

colleague of Mr. Samuel Pom-

pet, minifter of the congrega
tion, in Gravel-lane, Houns-

ditch. In this connection he

died on the 1 2th of December

1721, greatly honoured, uni-

verfally beloved, and much

lamented
; having exhibited a

pattern of laborious diligence

in the duties of his office, efpe-

cially of indefatigable attention

to vifiting the fick and
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whether rich or poor ;
and an

amiable pattern of modeity,

meeknefs, and humility. A

iingular fad connects itfclf with

his hiftory. A young gentle

woman, a relation of his tutor,

vifiting Mr. Morton with her

mother from Barbadoes, while

he was a ftudent, was much af-

fccled by the example of his

piety. Previoufly to their

leaving England, Mr. Mocker

drew up and put into her hands

a paper of chrillian counfcl and

advice. On their voyage back

to Barbadoes theie ladies were

taken by a Sdt/?e man, and car

ried away captives to Mcr/uine-z.

They were ftript of all they had,

but the daughter found mer.ns

cf preferring this MS. The

mother, after feveral years fpent

in captivity, was fet at liberty,

and came to England ; where

fhe exprefTcd a lively fcnfe of

the benefit and confoiation (he

and her daughter had derived

in their afFiiTdon from this pa

per, which was the only me-

morandumofchriitian principles

they were permitted t j keep.

The young lady, who was

detained, was prcfcntcd to the

Kmncror of Fez and Morocco.

Hewasfo captivated with her

Lcauty, that no means of al

lurement to make her renounce

her religion, were uneJfayed.

When theie art? did not prevail,

(he was beaten in a mofl barba

rous manner, her fkin was laid

open in lev-era! places, and fire

was fet to the gunpowder
with which the interlaces were

filled. Yet Ihc continued lied-

fall. When (hs was alin^lt kil

led, the Emperor declared that

he would marry her, notwith-

(landing her religious profeilion;

which he did, and fhe becanvr

one of his four queens. Rey
nolds * funeral fermon for Mr.

I locker, p. 36 55.

6. Mr. Jofeph Bcnnet, whofc

father and grandfather were

worthy minifters, the former

ejcdled from Brightling in

SufTcx, was born in 1665, and

received his grammar learning

under Mr. Thomas Goldham,

at Burwafh in the fame county,

a polite fclvolar, whom the aft

of uniformity ejected from that

vicarage. From whofe femi-

nary he removed to Mr. Mor
ton s academy, to purfuc a

courfe of univerfitv fludies ; of

which in fubfcquent life l:c

always fpoke with iingular

plcafure, and of his tutor with

great refpeft and veneration.

He preached for fomc time, ai a

probationer, at Stratford in

hflcr. In
&amp;gt;6&amp;lt;92, June 22, he
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and fix other young miniilers,

viz. Mr. Jofhua Bayes, Mr.

Thomas Reynolds, Mr. Jofeph

Hill, Mr. Ebcnezer Bradmaw,

of Ramfgate in the county of

Kent, Mr. William King, of

Rumford in Eflex, and Mr.

afterwards Dr. Edmund Calamy,

were folemnly ordained at Dr.

Annefley s meeting-houfe in

Little St. Helens. The fervice

was conduced by Dr. Samuel

Annefley, Mr. Vincent A Hop,

Dr. Daniel Williams, Mr.

Richard Stretton, Mr. Matthew

Sylvefter, and Mr. Kentim.

This was the firft indance of a

public ordination in the city

ef London, after palling the

Aft of Uniformity; as thofe

fervices had been performed till

then with great caution and

privacy. Mr. Bennet s firfl

fettlement after this was as a

colleague with Mr. William

Wickins, venerable for cha

racter and years, at Newington
Green. In 1708, he was

chofen afliftant to the eminent

Mr. Shower in this connexion

with whom, and with his fuc-

ceflbr Mr. Simon Brown, he

continued his minifterial fer

vices to the congregation in the

Old Jewry, greatly adeemed,

till his death, February 21,

1725, aged 61; fupporting the

charader of a fcriptural and

judicious preacher, of the man
of learning, and of the Chris

tian and minifter, didinguiflied

by modelty, humility, drift

piety, and ofan &quot;

Ifraelite in-

&quot;

deed, in whom there was no
&quot;

guile.&quot;
The remark he made

when he delivered the dif-

courfe, which proved his lad

fermon, from Luke ii. 14,
&quot;

Glory to GOD in the highed,
&quot; and on earth peace, good
&quot; will towards men,&quot; that he

thought that a good fubjeft to

end with : and the text, Pfalm

ix. 10,
&quot;

They that know
&quot;

thy name will put their truft

&quot; in thee : for thou LORD haft

&quot; not forfaken them that feek

&quot;

thee,&quot; on which he defircd

that his funeral fermon might
be preached, and prefled on

the hearts and attention of the

hearers, as the fum of his own

obfervation and experience ;

were expreflive indications of

the turn of his thoughts, and

the excellent date of his mind.

Dr. Calamy s fermon for Mr.

Bennet, p. 4, 34 46. Wil-

fon% DifTenting Churches, vol.

ii. p. 331 358.
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IV. Mr. Frankland s Pupils. To page 235.

We have, probably, no lift

of ftudents educated in the fe-

minarics of diflcnlers fo minute

and full as that which was af

fixed by Dr. Latham, of the

pupils of the above-named emi

nent tutor, to a funeral fermon

for the Rev. Daniel Madock, of

Uttoxeter, s6th May 1745.
&quot;

When,&quot; as he exprefled it,

many of thofe young lights
&quot; were fet as to us, but would

&quot; mine out again in the firma-

&quot; ment above.&quot; The date of

tlie commencement of their aca

demical courfe is fpecified againfl

each. A corrcfpondcnt under

the fignature of P. has repub-

limed this lift through feveral

numbers of the Monthly Re-

pofitory for 1811, with fuch

biographical notices as the in

formation he had obtained could

furnim. To thcfe authorities

the reader is referred ; and this

account will be confined to

thofe names only, cfwhom we

are able to fupply fome biogra

phical notices from other

quarters; prefixing to each name

a number correspondent to the

order in Dr. Latham s catalogue.

No. 3. Mr.Thos. Whitaker,

7th April 1670, was of a very

anticnt family in Lancashire.

In 1676, he became minifter

to a large congregation of non-

conformiils in Call-lane, Leeds,

and had a full (haie of the

hardfhips and perfections o^

the tirr.es; yet he was fo rc-

fpeftcd by the mayor an- 1 al

dermen, that they often abfented

thcmfelvcs. when they had rcafon

to expeft the informers. At

length one Kirkmaw lodged an

information againil him, and

he was committed to the gaol
in York, January 1683. This

trial was aggravated by the

death of his wife while he was

in prifon. After his liberation,

he renewed and purfuej his

miniftry in pe.icc, and refpefted

by all, till his death on Nov.

19, 1710, in the 3^th year of

his paitoral connection at Leeds.

He left two fons; William, af

terwards a phyficiin in London,

and Thomas, who fuccccdcd

him. His works were a vo

lume of fermons on the parable

of rhc unclean fpiric, to which

are annexed feveral funeral Itr-

mons: alfo two fingle fermons,

viz. &quot; Comfort for Parcnls

&quot;

mourning over their children

&quot;

dying young ;&quot;
and &quot; The

&quot; Chriitian Sanctuary, or Room
&quot; for returning Sinner:..&quot; Mr.
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Thomas Whitaker, jun. pur-

chafed the eftate of Kirklhaw,

the informer againfi: his father;

and aftually relieved his pof-

terity, greatly reduced by the

vices of their parent. MS.

additions to a copy of Mr. J.

Fawcett s
&quot; Life of Oliver

&quot;

Hey wood,&quot; prefented to the

author of this Hiftory by the

late R. \V. Moult, efq; of

Wickerflcy, near Rotheram.

1 6. Mr. John Heywood,
26th May i674 f eldell fon of

Mr. Oiiver Heywcod, ejefted

from Coley, Yorkfliire, fettled

firft as a fchoolmafter at Kirk-

hsaton, in that county, 2/th

May 1678. He had previ-

cufiy to this fpent fome little

time in the univeriity of Glaf-

go\v. On the 23d Auguft

i6$ij he was folcmnly fet

apart to the work of the

miniftry ; the fervice was con-

dueled in a private houfc at

Craven. See the Life of the

Father, p. 127 8. November

18, 1684, he was appointed
tutor to Thomas Weftby, fon

and heir of Weftby,

efq; of Raven field, near Ro
theram. March 14, 1693,1112

was invited to become the

minifter of the congregation
of diflcnters in Rotheram.

Soon after, on his marriage,

he left Mr. Weftby s family,

and fixed his refidence in the

town
5

where he remained

about eight years, and then

removed r.oPontefraft,at which

place he died. Moult s MS.

17. Eliezer Heywood, 26th i

May 1674, was ordained to

the miniftry, June ift, 1687,

at the houfe of his father ; the

fervice was conducted by 1:U

tutor Mr. Frankland, Mr.

James Bradmaw, Mr. Dawfon,

Mr. John IfTut, and others.

Ha then became domeftic

chaplain to Major Taylor, of

Walling Wells, near Carlton,

Nottinghamlhire j and conti

nued in this retired fituation

for feveral years. Soon after

his maiviage, January 18,

1700, .he removed to Drom-
field in Derbyfhire, and

preached to a fmall congre

gation there till his death.

His fon, educated under Dr.

Latham, was paftor of the

congregation at Mansfield,

where he died about 1805.
This gentleman s fon, Mr.

Samuel Heywood, a moft ex

cellent and amiable man,

attorney at law, and town-clerk

of Nottingham, died greatly la-

merited, 25th July 1789, aged

34. Moult s MS. and Wake-
field s Life, vol. i. p. 296, 299.
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1 8. Mr. Thomas Cotton,

26th May 1674. This is the

name in Dr Latham s HI, and

in Mr. Thompfon s MS. on

diflcir.ing academies; bat P.

in the Rjpofitorv, has it Coltnn.

About the year 1715, there was

a gentl- man *f this name, with

the initials M. D. after it,

mini Icr of a congregation in

the city of York.

22. Mr. John Nelbitt, June

28, 1674 He was a native of

Northumberland, bom 6th

Oflober i6*&amp;gt;\. His /.cal fvn

the proteltant religion, expref-

fed in the mod public manner

in the prefence of the Duke of

York, afterwards James lid.

expofed him to no light fuf-

ferings before he was twenty

years of age. He was obliged

to withdraw from Edinburgh,

foon after he commenced his

ftudies in the univerfitv there,

and with fome others to feck

fecurity in a foreign land. But

going from London to Hol

land, they were feizcd, and

committed clofe prifoners to the

Marmalfea
j where he was laid

in iron s, and confined for more

than four months, in hopes of

making him an evidence. But

neither the evils he fuffcred,

nor the advantageous offers

made to him by the King in

P

council, could corrupt the in

tegrity or (hake the firrmcfs

of his mind. During hi; con-

nncment he had no books ex

cept his Bible, which he was

obliged to conceal, left it

fhould be taken from him.

This he read much ; and from

the principles and excrcifes of

divotioa he derived fuch plea-

fure and conlolation, that he

ofren declared, in fubfequent

life,
&quot; the prefcr.ce of GOD

&quot; made the prilbn a palace to

him.&quot; He died 27th Oclo-

b:r 1727, in the 6710 year of

his age ; having been paftor of

the fame congregation, in

Hare-Court, Aldcrfgate-ftrecr,

London, thirty-three years,

with great acceptance to the

laft. See Hurrion s funeral

fcrmon for Mr. Nrfbitt, p.

34 42. Wilfon s DifTenting

Churches, vol. iii. p. 282 286.

38. Mr. Nathaniel Hey-
wood, 2 jth April 1677, was

miniitcr of a congregation at

Ormfkirk, from the vicarage

of which town his father had

been ejected ; and died there

Oftobcr26, 1704. St-r Faw-

cett s Life of Oliver Heywood,

P- J 33-

42. Mr. Jofeph or Jofhua

Euton was fettled at Maccles-

fi .ld in 1^96; and according

P
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to Dr. Clegg, removed firfl to

Nottingham, and then to Col-

chefter, ?.nd was afterwards a

very nfefnl phyfician in Lon

don, and reached to a very ad

vanced age; for Dr.G;ofvenor s

&quot;

Eflay on Health&quot; is dedi

cated, with fentimems of great

refpecl and gratitude, to Dr.

Jofeph Eaton, of the College

of Phyficians, London, fecond

edition, 1748. See Proteftant

DifTenters Magazine, 1798,

vol. v. p. 403, note.

44. Mr. Peter Finch, 3^

May 1678. According to

Mr. Thcmpfon s MS. ?nd

Neal s Lift of DifTenting Con

gregations and Miniuers, he

fettled with the independent

congregation at Norwich, in

1715. In which connection

he died, having lived to bury

three fuccelLve generations.

46. Mr. Thomas Len, May
n, 1678. According to the

preceding authorities, he was

fettled at Knutsford, Cheftiire.

56. Mr. John Gledhill,

through miflake, in the Monthly

Repofitory, called Gleadhall,

October ift, 1678, born in

Yorkfhire, was the fon of an

excellent man, diiVmguifhed by

knowledge and piety. He
entered en the miniftry when

young, with great courage and

zeal, in a time of perfccution.

After a few years he fettled aL

Colcheftcr, where his peacea
ble fpirit and prudent conduft

reftored and maintained tke

harmony of the congregation,
which he found in a divided

ftatei He fulfilled his minis

terial duties with pleafure, fer

vour, ai.J zeal ; befides preach

ing twice erery LORD S day,

catechifing the young perfons

publicly every other Lord sday.

He continued in this con

nection, beloved and refpe&ed

by his people, for thirty-four

years, to his death on Decem
ber 20, 1727, in the 66th

year of his age. Barker s

funeral fermon for Mr. Gled

hill, p. 3236.
61. Mr. Adam Holland,

March 2, 1680; according to

Neal s MS. was M.D.

67. Mr. Abraham Dawfon

I3th April 1680; was fettled

at Cottingham, near Hull, in

1715. Neal s MS.

75. Mr. William Tcng, 2d

March 16 So.

84. Mr. Nathaniel Priedly,

Feb. 2, 1681; was fettled at

Halifax in 1715.

107. Mr. Jomua Bayes, NOT.

15, 1686; was minifter cf the

congregation at Leather-lane,

in Hatton-girden, London, in

connection withMr. Chriflopher

Taylor. He puLifhed a funeral
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iermon for tn.it gentleman; a

fccond for Mr. Cornim, alfo

his colleague; and a third

preached at Sa!ters -hall, againft

popery, on the worfhip of GOD
in ao unknown tongue. He had

a brother, a
refpeclablc minifter

at Tunbridge; and author of

a tract that excited attention,

entitled &quot;Divine Eenevoloncc,&quot;

1731, in the controvcrfy, on

thefpring of the divine actions,

between this writer, Mr. Bal-

guy, and Mr. Grove. Sec

DoJJridge s Divinity Lectures,

by Kippis, TO! i.p. 177 1 84.

112. Mr. John Piggot, a id

of January i6S6; fettled

with a baptirt congregation in

Little Wild-ftreet, Lincoln s.Inn

Fields London
j
and died 1713,

after a long ficknefs, during

\vhich the piety and charity

which adorned his con ver fat ion

in the time of his health, fecmed

to increafc in ftrength and

lulJrc. lie was a man of learn

ing ; and his difcourfcs, in

which were happily blended

reafon and eloquence, were

adapted at once to improve the

mind and touch the heart. Mis

publications were collc&amp;lt;ftcd after

his drath, and reprinted in one

volume 8vo. Crofby s Hiftory

oftheBaptifts, vol. iv. p. 315

31. A letter to his con

gregation, 6th Augufl 1708,

is prefervcd in the Protcilant

Diflenters
1

Magazine, vol. vi.

1799, p. 2212:3.
129. Mr. Samuel Haxter,

6th Feb. 1687, the fon of Mr.

Nathaniel Baxter, ejecled from

St. Michael s, Manchefter, was

pallor of the prefbyterian con

gregation in Ipf^ ich 39 years,

and died July 19, 1740, aged

70. Monthly Repofitory, vc-I.

iv. 1809, p. 6, note; and Pal

mer s Noncon. Mem. vol. ii.

p. 101.

134. Mr. John Am, May
7, 1688, was born at Ticief-

well in Derbyfhire, i !th Feb.

1672 ; the fcenes of his minif-

try, to which he was ordained

in the meeting-houfe at Malcaff,

1696, were feveral congregra-

tions among the mountains

called the Peak ; amongft whom
he laboured with diligence and

earncflnefs till his death, Ocl.

i, 1734, *n tne 64th year of

his age. It marked good judg

ment and fcrupulous reverence

for the fcriptures, that he never

quoted texts from a found of

the words, but only fuch as in

their real fenfc fuitcd his dcfign;

for he eftccmcd it the grcatcit

abufe of the facred writings to

prcfs them into any fcrvicc for

which they were not intended.
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His quotations from them were,

therefore, though very frequent,

always pertinent, and generally

accompanied with a brief illuf-

tration; and he had a peculiarly

happy talent in explaining an

obfcure text by a mort clear pa-

raphrafe. Proteftant Diflenters*

Mag. vol. v. p. 404; where

there is an interefting memoir

of this excellent man.

143. Ratcliff Scolfield, iSth

July 1688, was fettled firft at

Whitworth in Lancaihire ; and

in 1727 removed to Ringhay

chapel in Chefhire.

190. James Wood, more

eorreftly Woods, 22d April

1691, was the fon of Mr. Jas.

Woods, ejefted from Afhton in

IMackerfield. He fettled with a

congregation of diflenters at the

old chapel in Chowbent, Lan-

caftiire, which he ferved with

affeclioa and fidelity in the

fpirit of meeknefs and&quot; piety

above 60 years, dying February

1759. He is flill remembered

as a firm friend to the liberties

of his country, and a facetious

companion, as well as a faithful

fcrvant of the LORD JESUS. At

the time of the rebellion in

1715, he headed a body com-

pofed of all the hale and cou

rageous men of his congrega-

*ion, armed with the inftruments

ofhusbandry, and marched them

to Prefton, and fecured the pof-

fefllon of Walton bridge, at the

order of Gen. Wills. George
I. acknowledged this brave and

loyal conduct with an honour

able memorial of his favour.

Mr. Woods was, after this,

called General Woods. When
his fociety, through refentment

of their ileadinefs to the caufe

of liberty, at the general elec

tion in 1722, were deprived of

their place of worfhip, Mr.

Woods, by his active exertions,

procured affiftance to ereft the

prefent large and commodious

chapel. My fon, H. Toulmin $

Life of Mr. John Mort, p. 7,

8,9.

200. Mr. Samuel Wood,

3d May 1692, fucceflively mi-

nifter at Wivenhoe, Eflex;

Lavenham, SufTex ; Bifliop-

Stortford, Herts j
and Wood-

bridge, Suffolk, where he died

in September 1748. Thomp-
fon s MS.

201,202. Samuel Dawfon,

Eli Dawfon, May 13, 1692,

fans of Mr. Jofeph Dawfon,

ejected from Thornton chapel,

Yorkfhire. A brother of thefr

gentlemen (lands No. 67 on

the lift of Mr. Frankland s

pupils. See Theol. Rev. ut

anee, p. 326. Mr. Eli Daw-



APPEN DIX.

fon had fevcn fons ; fix of whom
were educated diflenting mi-

nifters, but four of them after

wards conformed. Dr. Thos.

Dawfon, who united the pro-

fefTion of phyfic with the cha-

ra&er of a divine, was for fome

years minifler of the congrega
tion at the Gravel Pit, Hack

ney ; but before his death

confined himfelf to the practice

of phyfic, in which he was

eminent. Dr. Benjamin Daw-

fon began his public life as

affiftant to Mr. Read, at St.

Thomas s, Southward. After

conforming he became rector

of Burgh in Suffolk; and, it is

apprehended, is Hill living.

He is well known by feveral

learned publications, cfpecially

in defence of religious liberty,

and as author ofa volume of fer-

mons at Lady Mover s lecture.

Another brother, Mr. Abraham

Dawfon, reftor of Ringsfield,

Suffolk, publifhed, in 1763, a

new tranflation of the three firft

chapters of Genefis, and with

notes critical and explanatory ;

and in 1772, a tranflation of

the fourth and fifth chapters, on

the fame plan. The fourth

brother, Eli Dawfon, publifhed

a fermon from Pfalmsxviii. 46,

Cm taking Quebec, in 1763, as

chaplain of his Majcfty s fhip

Stirling-Caflle.

219. Thomas Letherland,

July 7, 1693, fettled as a mi-

nitler at Stratford. Thomp-
fon s MS.

256, 257. John Fletcher,

and James Clegg, Feb. 26,

1696, were minirters of a con-

gregacion at Chapel Ic Frith,

Derbyfhirc. The fame.

230. Mr. Chriftopher Baf-

nett, ift April 1696, was fettled

in Liverpool. The fame.

231. Mr. Robert Murrey,

27th M.iy 1696, appears to

have fettled firlt at Burton in

Staffordshire, where he was

ordained zd Auguft 170$. lie

removed afterwards to Cheftcr

about the year 1720; to the

congregation of which Mr.

Matthew Henry had been the

pallor.
His works were

&quot; Chrirt every Chriflian s Pat-

&quot;

tern,&quot; i 2mo. &quot; The F.xam-

&quot;

pte of St. Paul rcprefented to

&quot; Minifters and private Chrilt-

&quot; ians out of the A&amp;lt;fts of the

&quot;

Apoftle-),
and his own divine

&quot;letters,&quot; i2mo. ;
and 4&amp;lt; Clo.

fet Devotion,&quot; I2mo.

346. Mr. Richard Lefling-

ham, 3d of April 1697, was

minifter, in 1715, at New.

nam, Norfolk, where waj
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formerly a meeting. Thomp-
fon s MS.

347. Mr. Richard ChorJey,
was a native of the North,

preached for fome time at

Framlingham in Suffolk, and

afterwards conformed in a lay

capacity. Id.

351. Mr. afterwards Dr.

John Evans, 36th May 1698,
was fon of Mr. John Evans,

Baliol college, Oxford, ejected

from Ofweftry, Shropfhire, af

terwards pattor of the congre

gational church at Wrexham in

Denbighshire ;
where this fon

xvas born, and afterwards fettled

as the paftor of another con

gregation. After fome time he

removed to London, firft as

afliftant to, and then as co-paftor

of, the congregation at Hand-

alley in Bifhopfgate-ftreet. He
died 2 id May 1730, in the

5 1 ft year of his age; leaving

behind him a name honoured

for virtues, abilities, and iffflu-

ence; and of celebrity for many

publications, particularly in a

controveifv with a learned

divine, Dr. Gumming, on
* f the importance of Scripture
&quot;

Confequences ;&quot;
and for

tu O volumes of fermons on
&quot; the Chriitinn Temper.&quot; S^e

Tlarri^i Funeral Difcoarfes,

P. 285296. Wilfon s H.s-

tcry, vol.ii.p. 212 221.

253. Mr. Thomas Wain,

man, 5th July 1697, fettled

at Bingley in Yorkfhire, where

he was minifter about 1715.

535. Mr. Daniel Madock,
I ith Augufl 1697, was the fon

of a learned phyfician, Dr.

Jofluia Madock, at Whitchurch

in Shropfhire, the friend of Sir

Ifaac Newton. His firft years

were fpent with Mr. Philip

Henry s family; where he was

early inrtru&ed in literature,

and formed to piety. His fa

mily could be traced back

through collateral branches and

alliances to princes of the name

of Madock, amongft the an

cient Britons ; to one of

whom their hiftorians, fo early

as the 1 2th century, afcribe the

difcovery of America. He en

tered on his miniftry in the

neighbourhood of Charter; from

whence he removed and fettled

at Utoxeter, StafFordfnire, in

1709; where he died May
1745. His preaching was plain

and eafy, and adapted to the

meaneft capacity of his audi

tory; his manner of life was

ftill, quiet, and inofFenfive;

though he conftantly performed

the public fervices of the
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LORD S Day, his tender con-

dilution confined him almoft

entirely at home. Dr. Latham s

Func;al Serm ,n for Mr. Ma-

drck, p. 27 31. N V. Mr.

Madock finifhr-i nis acAdemic.il

ftudies under Dr. Henion. Dr.

Latham !ia&amp;gt; prefcrv;-d a Latin

letter of Sir Ifaac Newton to

Dr. Ivladock, on optic , dated

Feb. 7th, 679.

339. Mr. William Cook,

Jan. 5 169^.

342. Mr. Joha King, zzd

March, .6y3.

352 Mr David Some, July

A, 169^. Dr. Lath;im fays of

Mr. Cook ir.J Mr. Seme, that

they left a fragrant odour of

their names.

Mr. John King, who was of

the family of Lord Chancellor

King, was a person of fine

ge ius .in the moil polire parts;

but too much refembled Mr.

Ma^o .kin excefi of raodcflyand

the a fftclation of retirement. As

they \verealmoH unifoim inthoir

lives, they were not long uivid-jd

in their deaths ; and pjfted thro

the world like fubtcrraneous

11ream , unheard and unknown.

Latham * S-.-rraon. p. 27, 28.

Mr D;:vid S.mie (ettk-d at

Market-Barborough, and after

wards took upon him th paf-

toral care of a finall iocicty at

Kibxvorth, in conjunflion with

his own ; in which he was for

fevrral years afliii-d by Mr.

afterwards D . Piiilip Dod-

dridgc, to wh.m, next to Dr.

Clarke, he was the belt friend

he over experienced. Mr. Same
died on the 29th of May 1737.
He was a perfon of uncommon

piety, zeal, prudence, and fa-

gaci:y. lie never printed

more than two fermom; one in

the year 1729, concerning the

proper methods to be talceu by
miniflers for the revival of re

ligion ; and another in 1736,

at the funeral of the Rev. Thos.

Saunders, of Ketrer;. .g: a fatal

modefty conligncd tjtlie flames

with hi. ciying breath thofc

wri .ings,
&quot;

which,&quot; Tiys Dr.

Doddridge,
&quot; would hive pro-

&quot;

bably been the mcins of
&quot;

fpreadtng amonc; thoufand*

&quot; tin: fpirit of wiiUom, piety,
&quot;

at^l Ir/ve, into which the

&quot; whole loul of the author

&quot; f^emed to be tran cformcd.

Th^ doctor has p referved a

remark of Mr. Some, as a (pe

cimen of his judgment and

acutenef 1

, on the finidi- d hy-

pocrify of Judas Ilcarict, viz,

that this man is never found

faying a woid of C.irilt t, tem

poral kingdom, though u &amp;gt; to

be iuppulcd that he followed
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him from the hope of prefer

ment and gain. Some years

after Mr. Some s death, Dr.

Doddridge publifhed a judicious

tracl written by him, which

was of confidcrable utility in

removing the fcruples of fome

worthy minds with refpecl to

inoculation. Mr. Some, in con

junction with Mr. Norris, of

Welford, and Mr. John Jen

nings, of Kibworth, overruled

an attempt, about the year 1723,

to introduce fubfcription to ar

ticles of faith in words of hu

man device, as a teft of ortho

doxy, at the time when the

queilions on that iubjecT: were

agitated in London. Dod-

dridge s Family Expofitor, vol.

ii.feft. 174, noted; Kippis s

Life of Doddridge, p. 26, 27.

V. List of Mr. DooliltU s Pupils. To page 237.

1. Mr. Bozier. See before

p. 242.

2. Mr. Matthew Henry.
See his life by Mr. Tong.

3. Mr. Samuel Bury, who

was firft minifter of a congre

gation at Edmund s-Bury in

Suffolk; and in 1720 removed

to that of Lewin s-Mead in

Briflol, where he died. He

publiftied the life of his wife,

a lady of eminent piety ^and

difHnguifhed virtues. He was

contemporary at Mr. Doolittle s

feminary with Mr. Matthew

Henry, of whom he faid, de

lineating his charafter with

high encomiums,
&quot; he was to

me a molt defirable friend,

&quot; and I lote Heaven better

&quot; fmce he went there.
*

Mr. Doolittle s academy was

then kept at Iflington, but the

iniquity of the times, that is,

the malignant fpirit of intole

rance, obliged him firft to re

move to Batterfea, and foon

afcer to difperfe his pupils into

private families at Clapham.

Henry s Life, p. 27, I2mo.

4. Mr. Henry Chandler,

father of the learned and cele

brated Dr. Samuel Chandler,

was fiift fettled at Malmfbury,
and afterwards at Hungerford,
in Wilts ; but the greateft part

of his miniftry was exercifed

at Bath, where he died in

1719, and was fucceeded by
Mr. afterwards Dr. Benjamin

Stevenfcn. Mr. Chandler pub

lifhed, in 1705, a practical

Treatife, entitled &quot; Plan s

&quot;

Higheft Happinefs.&quot; In

1713, a charge delivered at

the ordination of Mr. Jofeph
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Penham, at Gloucefter, who

afterwards became the pallor

of Mr. Pompet s congregation

in Alie-ftreet, Goodman Vrields.

Among other
go*&amp;gt;d

advices

addreffed to Mr. Dcnham, he

is exhorted to preach intelli-

gibly ; for if the preacher be

in the clouds, it would be a

Grange thing if thofe that fit

under his miniftry be not in

darkncfs. Another rule he lays

down is,
&quot;

to preach good

fenfe, and to back it with

Crong fcripture argument.&quot; In

1717, he introduced to the

public from the prefs a fermon

and charge delivered at the

ordination of Mr. Thomas

Morgan, who afterwards be

came a phyfichn, and well

known as the author of &quot; The

Moral Philofopher,&quot; by a pre

face, in which, to the credit of

his good fenfc and liberal way
of thinking, he argued, from

the nature of the thing, and

from the form of ordaining

pricfts in the church of Eng
land, that ordination did not

and could not give authority

to the perfons ordained. This

was at a time epifcopalians and

prefbytcrians flrenuously ad-

vanced and dcft-ndcd claims of

communicating authority to

preach and administer the or

dinances of the gofpel. Air.

Chandler had a fon. Mr. John

Chandler, an eminent apothe

cary in the city of London,

and the author of a piece on

Coldi and Catarrhs, well re

ceived by the public, who
lived to a great age : and

a daughter, who difcovcred

a peculiar taflc for literature,

and was much celebrated as

the author of feveral poems,

particularly one on Bath, in

which city (he refid&quot;d. Sec ray

notes to the life of Dr. Samuel

Chandler, in Protcrtant Dif-

fenters Maga/.ine for June

1794, p. 217, &c.

5. Mr. Ebenezer Chandler,

who was the fccond paftor in

fucceflion, at the beginning of

the la ft century, to the church

formed by Mr. John Bunyan,
the well-known author of

&quot; The Pilgrim s
Progrefs.&quot;

HJ was a worthy charter ;

and undjr hi-&amp;gt; minidry which

was remarkably fucccf.ful, the

congregation incrcafed fo much

as to require the erection of a

larger rmeting-houfe. Mr.

Samuel Palmer s fermon , for

Rev. Samuel Sanderfon, p. 21,

22, note.

6. Mr. Thomas Emlyn,
eminent for great piety and

learning, born at Stamford, in
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Lincolnmire, 2;th May 1663,

and died July 30, 1741. His

character, marked by an ex

cellent fpirit, particularly dif-

played under Offerings, the

perfecutioa which he fuflained

for his :eligious fentiments, and

the temper, candour, and abi

lity
with which he aflertcd and

vindicated the caufe of wuat

appeared to him important

truth, have given a celebrity

to his name, and perpetuity to

Ms memory, which fuperfjde

any enlargement here. See

Biographia Britannica, under

the name of Emlyn.

7. Mr. af erwards Dr. Tho

mas Ridgley, a native of Lon

don, born about the year 1667,

who fucceeded Mr. Thomas

Gouge, as paftor to the con

gregation, near the Three

Cranes, Thames-ftreet, Lon

don, and died on the 27th

March 17341 became an emi

nent tutor, in conjunction with

the learned and modeft Mr.

John Eames, of a feminary for

academical education, founded

and fupportcd by the independ

ent fund in London. Under

this character his name will

be entitled to refpedtful men

tion in a fubfequent part of

this hiftory. See Wilfon s

Hiilcry, vol. ii. p. 72 81.

8. Mr. Samuel Doolittle,

the fon of the tutor, was born

about A.uguft 1662. He
received his educarion under

his father ; and after he had

laid in a good foundation of

human literature and ficred

knowledge, he {pent about

eighteen years of his miniftry,

as afliihir.ttot ieRev. John Tur

ner, (wh.;, after his ejcftment

from Sunbury in Middlefex,

had a private congregation in

Fetter-lane,) and to his father.

In 1700 he became the paftor

of a congregation at Reading,
where dc died on the loth

of April 1717. In this con-

nefiion he was afiiduous in

preaching, and in the inftruc-

tion of youth, by catechiftical

exercifes ; difplaying great mi-

nifterial abilities, and flci l in

the cpntroverfies of religion ;

for fom? years beloved and ad

mired -

y
but afierwards, becaufe

without ground fufpe&ed of

inclining to fome Arminian

fentiments, condemned at the

fynnd of Dort : he fuftered

greatly in his fpirits from the

unjuft prejudices ^ntertuined

againft him by fome, and by

unhappy diiTencons and fewds

in the fociety, which haftencd

his death. This gave occafion

for his friend, who had been
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Acquainted with him thirty-

fevcn years, and knew that his

fentimcnts on the extent of

Quill s death were in union

with the learned divines who

were ilrenuous op^ofcrs of the

Remonflrants, to remark in the

fcrmon 0:1 hi; death, that,

&quot; if we be prejudiced againit
&quot; one ap.othfrr about dou!-!ful
&quot;

points of religion, in which
lt learned and i/oo./ men cn-

* tertain different fentimcnts,
&quot; or ufe a ({([fere :t manner of
t(

expression, there mu3 be a

&quot; u cak head, cr a corrupt
&quot;

heart, which makes men

judge of truth by a parti/,
&quot; and offer a Tacrifice of peace
&quot; thereto. Wators s funeral

fermon for Mr. Doolittlc, p.

50, 31. Wilfon s Hiilory, vol.

iii. p. 200, 201 .

9. Mr. John Motterdiead,

born in 1665, was willingly

and cheerfully, in a time of

perfecution, during the reign of

Charles lid. educated for the

chriftian miniftry; and in the

duties of it, under thofe tempta

tions to cafe and indulgence

which the opulence of his fortune

furni(hcd, he pjrfcvercd to the

end of life. He was a con

temporary at Iflington with

Mr. and afccrwardi Dr. Ed

mund Calamy ; reading logic,

while the Utter applied only

to grammar. He imbibed

under the miniftry of his tutor

an early fen fe of religion, and

tinder his academical leftures

made confiderable progref both

in human and divine literature
j

generally rcfp~-cled by his fel

low (ludcnis, as in the fubfe-

quent periods of his life he

was by perf &amp;gt;ns of the bell re

putation and worth. Before

hi* appearance in public, he

fpcnt fome tim? in Holland ;

where he formed an acquaint

ance with Monfieur Bayle,

fiom whofe converfation and

leclures he derived great ad

ditions to his knowledge, ef-

pecially in belles Jettres:

though, as he ufcd to reflect

with great thankfulnefs to GOD,
he was prcferved from the

pyrrhonifm into which that

great man fell. On commen

cing his minirtry, he was firfl

a c -nfiderablc time affiltant to

Mr.Goffc, paftor ofacongrcga-

tion at King,1on-upon-Thamcs,
to whom he rendered his

f.Tviccs gratis. He alfoafliftcd

his tutor in the pulpit in

Monkwell-llreet, approving

himfclf b^th to him and to the

congregation, by his pious life

and ufeful preaching. In 1697,

he removed to Ratcliife, as
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fucceflbr to Mr. George Day,
who had been ejected from

Wivelfcombe in Somerfetfhire.

Here he would have alfo given
his fervices for nothing, if he

had not been advifed to the

Contrary by his father-in-law ;

who on this principle, that it

would be a prejudice to thofe

who ftiould fucceed him, dif-

fuaded him from it. He was

referved in his natural temper,

and fond of privacy and retire

ment j but was an example of

beneficence and charity; and

in his public miniftry, he was

governed by^ an earneft aim to

honour GOD, and to edify his

hearers ; and fpreading the

knowledge of Chrift among
his people was his fmgular

pleafure. He is reckoned to

have tranflated into Latin

fome works of the learned Dr.

Lightfoot. He died i3th

Odober 1728. Wilfon s His-

tory, vol. iii. p. 200.

10. Mr. Edmund Calamy,

Celebrated for the refpectabi-

Uty of his character, the weight

of his influence, his
controverfy

with Bifhop Hoadly on the

principles of
nonconformity,

and numerous publications,

particularly the abridgement of

Mr. Baxter s Life, and a con

tinuation. This laft work will

perpetuate his name in Eccle-

fiaftical Hiftory, and the exe

cution of it will be an honour

able memorial of his abilities

and principles. See Biographia
Britannica, by Kippis. Dr. Ca

lamy was born on the 5th April

1671, and died 3d June 1732.
II. 12. Mr. after Dr. Kerr,

M. D. and Mr. Thomas Rowe,
who afterwards were themfelves

eminent tutors ; the former, firft

at Highgate, and then in St,

John s-fquare, Clerkenwell; the

latter in London
; and whofe

names and characters will

claim a tribute of refpeft in

a fubfequent period of the

hiftory ofDiflenting Academies.

13. Mr. Walters Bedford.

N. B. The preceding M
is formed on the authority of

Mr. Thompfon s MS,

6. Mr. John Shuttlewood s Pupils. To p. C3D.

i. Julius Saunders, who, at

an early period of life, was

entered at Oxford, with a view

of taking orders in the efta-

blifhment ; but after clofe and

ferious examination, he was.
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induced to take his lot among
ihc difTentcrs. During the

reign of Charles II. he fufFered

three years* imprifonment in

the gaol of Warwick for his

nonconformity. He formed an

independent congregation at

Bedworth, a populous village

near Coventry; and wasalfo the

means of fupporting, if not

railing, another church of the

fame denomination in the city.

He was a gentleman of great

piety, but of the frernefl cafl;

and for many years fupported

a character of groat weight and

influence in the neighbourhood;

and his name is tranfmittcd

down to us as one who was &quot; a

&quot;

burning and fhining light.&quot;

Evangelical Mag. p. 578, fup-

plement to 1806; and Proteflant

DifTenters Mag. 1797, p. 242.

2. Mr, Thomas Emlyn, in

1678, commenced his acade

mical ftudies at this feminary,

and fpcnt four years in it
;

though, it is obferved by his

biographer, the obfcure privacy

of it did not fuit his inquifi-

tive mind, eagerly thirfting

after knowledge; for he was

kept unacquainted with the

learned world, and could fee

but very few books, and thofc

chiefly of one fort. Memoirs

of his Life, p. 6; and before the

lift of Mr. Doolittle s pupils.

3 Mr. Ebenezer Wilfon, fan

of the Rev. John Wilfoa, many

years pallor of the baptift con-

gregntion at Hitchin, Herts,

and father of the Rev. Samuel

Wilfon, a popular miniftcrofa

church of the fame denomina

tion in Goodman s
field&amp;lt;,

Lon

don. Mr. Ebenezer Wilfon re

ceived his academical education

partly, alfo, undt-r Mr. Jollie,

at AtterclirTe. He was for

fome years fettled with a con

gregation at Briftol, as affiilant

to Mr. Thomas Vaux, paftor

at Broadmead. In 1704 he

accepted ?n invitation to the

paftoral office in a baptift con

gregational Turner s hall, Lon

don; which, though fmall, con-

fiftcd of fome wealthy pcrfons,

by whom he was greatly re-

fpccled, and who contributed

liberally to his fupport. He
was a worthy man anda fcholar,

but not popular as a preacher.

Crolby, vol. iv. p. 326 328;
fcWilfon s Hilt. vol. i.p. 144.

4. Mr. John Sheffield, fon

of the Rev. William Sheffield,

ejected from Ibilock in the

county of Leicefter, by the

Act of Uniformity; under th

prcflure of which Act he and

his fon continued to groan all

their days. He was intended
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for trade, but the ftrong bent

of his mind for learning deter

mined his father to place him

under the tuition of Mr. Shut-

tlewood, then a refident in the

neighbourhood;
&quot; a worthy

&quot; and learned man,&quot; fays Dr.

Calamy,
* who deferved much

better treatment than he met
* with from an illnatured

&quot;

world;&quot; and whom Mr. Shef

field followed in his fcveral

removals, purfuing his ftudies

with great diligence and ap

plication. He entered into

public life with a mind well

flared with ufeful knowledge,

and with a warm heart, preach-

hic as one who did himfelf be-o

lievewhat he delivered to others.

He. had fludied his bible dili

gently, making that his only

ftandard, and was reckoired by
the great Mr. Locke, whom
he often met with at a friend s

houfe in EfTex, to underftand

it well, and to excel in explain

ing difficult texts. He bgan
his miniftry, for a continuance,

at Temple.hall in Leicefterfhire,

where he officiated as chaplain

to a lady, whofe name was

Palmer, and opened a meeting-
houfc for ffated religious wor-

ihip; preaching alfo at Ather-

ftone, and in the courfe of the

week making frequent excur-

fions into the country to preach

lecture?. In 1697 he vras in

vited, on the death of Mr.

Nathaniel Vincent, to fucceed

him as paftor of the congre

gation of difTenters at St. Tho
mas s, Southwark. In this con-

nedion he remained to his death

on Jan. 24, 1726, aged 73:

afliiled at one time by Mr.

Jofhua Bayes, and then Mr.

Henry Read, as his colleagues.

He was a man of great inte

grity and plain-heartednefs, an

enemy to diHimulation. His

charity was not confined to a

party, but embraced ail who

adhered to the common Head ;

an advocate for catholic chrift-

ianity, he difapproved of the

national eftablifhment, and was

contented to decline the emo

luments of it; for &quot; he thought
&quot;

it fet up fuch a fort of uni*

&quot;Jbrrnity as hindered unity,
&quot; and turned the national
&quot; church into a mere party.

*

Where he thought the honour

of Goo and the religious edi

fication of men were concerned,

his courage was undaunted, and

his nund not to be intimidated

from its purpofcs. His affairs

were managed with difcretion,

nnd without much noife
;
his

favourite motto being,
&quot; Qui

&quot; bcne latuit, benc vixit.&quot; He
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maintained in all refpe^s very

mild deportment towards his

colleagues and brethren in

the miniftrjr, by whom he was

greatly refpeftcd. In the latter

years of his life his piety and

refignation were greatly exer-

cifed by very painful diforders;

and on opening his body after

his death two ttones were ex-

traded, one from the bladder,

fmooth, not ib large as is often

feen, and fo lodged as probably
not to come often at the neclc

of the bladder; the other,

rough, craggy, and very large,

filling up the whole peluis of

the kidney, with feveral protu.

berances, and a rough fpike of

confiderable length, which ran

into the ureter. He bore the

exquifite puin occafioned by
thefe concretions with remark

able patience, and even compo-

fure; andj in momenta of great

uneafmefs and acute fenfation,

often anfwered the enquiries of

his friends with a fmile that cx-

prefled the ferenity of his mind.

His grcateft dcpreflion of fpirits

arofe from being hid afide from

his work ; but when complain-

ing that he was quite ufclefs,

he would recoiled himfclf and

exprefs the refignation of hi*

BlefTed Matter, who in the fc-

verelt trials faid,
&quot;

Father,

not as I will, but as Tii^u
&quot;

wilt.&quot; He was an excellent

man, greatly honoured, living

and dying. Calamy s Funeral

Sermon for Mr. Sheffield, p.

33 40. He left a fon, Mr.

Win. Sheffield, in the mi .;ifcry.

5. Mr. Matthew Clarke ;

6. Dr. JolhuaOldficU;

N. B. Thefe gentlemen are

named by the late Mr. Samuel

Palmer (Noncon. Mernor. v.ii.

p. 126, id ed.) as ftudrnts

under Mr. Shutdewood; bat it

is apprehended the author was

nufinformed. The former, we

have fccn before, received his

academical learning under Mr.

Woodhoufc; the latter, Dr.

Harris informs us, fludicd piii-

lofophy under Mr. Rayncr, and

then refided fomc time in

Chi ill s
colleg&quot;, CunVidgc,

in the latter years of thofe

learned and excellent perfons,

Dr. Henry Moore and Dr.

Cudworth. Fun. Dif. p. 380.

VI[. Mr. Cradock s Pupils. To page 23i&amp;gt;.

i. Mr. Robert Billio, who of the congrcgatiou in Marc-

was Mr. Matthew Henry s im- Urcct, Hackney,
mediate fucceflbr as miniftor
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2. Mr. Porter, who fettled

with a congregation at Nay-
land, Suffolk.

3. Sir Francis Brickley, of

Attleborough, Norfolk.

4. Mr. Paget, gent.

5.
** Warner, of Bunsfield,

Suffolk, efq.

6. Roger Rant, of Swaffam,

Cambridgefhire, efq.

7. Dr. Edmund Calamy.
The following gentlemen were

his fellow ftudents:

8. Charles Lord Fitzwil-

liam, Moul (ham-hall, EfTex.

9. Air. Henry Martin.

10. Mr. Corbet, of Shrop-

ftiire; who afterwards applied

himfclf to the ftudy of the law

in London.

n. Henry Afhurft, efq; fon

of Sir Wm. Afhurlt, afterwards

town-clerk of London.

12. Mr. after Capt. Roll.

13. Mr. George Mayo, only

fon of Ifrael Mayo, of Beyford,

Herts, efq.

14. Mr. John Godfrey.

15. Wm. Ellis, efq; eldefl

fon of Sir William Ellis, of

Norton, Lincolnfhire, who af

terwards died in Holland.

16. Mr. Timothy Goodwin,

a good Grecian, who was de-

figned for phyfic ;
but after

wards turned his attention to

divinity. He took orders in

the church; travelled as chap

lain with Lord Shrcwfbury,

when he went over lord lieu

tenant to Ireland; and was firft

bifhop of Kilmore and Ardagh,

and then was advanced to the

archiepifcopal fee of Camel.

He died 1729.

There were feveral other

young gentlemen of good fa

milies. Amongft thofe wholly

fixed for divinity were

1 6. Mr. Jofeph Kentifh, fon

of Mr. Thomas Kentifh.

17. Mr. Thomas Bantoft,

fon of the Rev. Samuel Bantoft,

ejected from the vicarage of

Stebbing in EiTex. He after

wards died infane.

1 8. Mr. John Keeling, pro

bably the fon of the Rev. Francis

Keeling, ejefted from Cogfhot
in Shropfhire. He fettled with

a congregation at New Sarum,

and then removed to Circncefter

where he died in 1726.

Dr. Calamy s Hiftory of his

own Life and Times, MS. p.

109, no, in.














