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- From the nature of the tranfa&ions in
which Barillon was employed, we have
httle reafon to fuppofe him a,man of very
ngid vitue. . 'We: have known foreign
minifters, as well as thofe of ‘our. own

country, capable of very bafe ations:: and
s it not more -probable, that. Barillon
mught charge money:in . his accounts as
paid to SYpNEY, which in. fat -never was
paid to him, but put into his own pocket,
than that 2 man of SYpNEY’s noble, birth,
high fpinit, and inflexibihity of temper,
fhould be prevailed on. to take money
from the court of France, at leaft for any
unworthy purpofe ?

THE fentiments -advanced by SYypNEY,

m his celebrated ¢ Difcourfes concernin g
*¢ Government, > are fuch as muft naturally

rcndcr ‘him odious to a defpotlc court
th that of France. He was the de-

termined affertor of the richts of human

nature,
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nature, againft every.ipecies of defpotifm 3

and has therefore ever been- an objet
of averfion to the advocates for tyranny.
And of the particular hatred of the
French to the charafter and principles
of SypNey, we have a firiking inftance
i‘elated i)y Lord Molefworth, in the prefage
to his Account of  Denmark. ¢ At the
¢ tlrne, fays he, when_ Mr. ALGERNON
¢ SypNEY was ambaflador at that court,
¢ Monfieur Terloﬂ, the French ambaf-
¢ “fador, had the confidence to tear out of
¢ the book of mottoes, in the King’s
¢ _llbmry, this verfe, which Mr. SYDNEY.
¢ (according to the cuftom allowed to all
¢ noble ftrangers) had written in it :

—* Manus haec inimica tyrannis
< Enfe petst placidam fub libertate quicten.—
¢ Though Monfieur Terlon underftood not

* a word of Latin, he was told by others
¢ the meaning of that fentence, which he

¢ cone-
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¢ ‘confidered ‘a5 ‘2 Wbel “upon ‘tié Fierich
‘- sovernment; “and Upon futh'ds Was then
< fetting up in Benmark by JFﬂéﬁcl-x aﬂiﬂ‘-
¢unce ‘or exatnple ‘

B ‘one French thimﬁér Hat¥éd 'to’ thé
pel‘fon and principles ‘of S DRNEY, ‘could
Red - him ‘to teftify his ariimiofity ‘a"é‘ra‘iriﬁ
hith in this“opeii and indécent mahner,
what reafon’ have we to - ﬁ'ippofé ‘tliat
another French minifter might fiot’ be

r —J-‘ALLL-"-; _.

- capable, ‘of inferting SYDNEY’s name m

e lift of French penﬁoners, and of in-
trdutmd‘ a paﬂ'a 5¢ or two n fns lettérs

to tountenancé thi impofition, ‘With- 4 inew
of ijuring his hemory and chatiser?

Trar Sybrey poffeffed “a” wirdh, ‘an
ardent attachinént to the’fibeHies- of his
comittry, is evident frotty the “whols ténor
of his life; and of his writigs; and hard
myoft it be if the reputation of - fuch a
mdn. could . be: blafted, by the unproved

aflertions
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affertions of. a. foreign. ‘minifter. - Siirely
fach a life as that of SYypNEY, fupported
by his: admitable writings**, and fealed
with his blood, are more than fufficient
to -counterbalance. fuch evidence againft

him, as that contained in the -papers of
Barillon, as. publithed by Sir John :Dil-
rymple! A great part of the hfe of this
illuftrious man was fpentin. defending the
caufe of public hberty, by his pen, and:
by his fword; and when his fteady ad-
herence to the fame principles at length-

** The writer of the ¢ Memoirs of Amr:ﬁnox
¢ SyDNEY,” prefixed to the 4to edition of his works,
obferves, that “¢ his Drscourses coNcerNING GoO-
¢ VERNMENT alone will immortalize his name, and .
are fufficient to fupply the lofs of Cicero’s fix -
““ books De.RepurLica, which has been fo much
“ regretted by men of fenfe and probity. In fhort,

¢ it is one of the nobleft books that ever the mind"

(¥4

£¢

of man produced ; and we cannot wilh 2 greater;

or more extenfive blefling to the world, than:that.

&6

‘“ 1t may be every where read, and its principles

¢ univerfally received and propagated.”
brought
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breught him to the fcaffold, * he met
¢ death,” to ufe the words of . bithop
Burnet on the occafion, * with an uncon-
¢ cernednefs, that became one who had
¢ fet up MAarcus BruTus for his pattern.“-;

Having faid thus much 1in . juftifica-
tion of lord RusseL and Mr. SYpNEY, I
thall readily acknowledge, that the charges
againft Montague are better fupported :
for letters are produced from him, which
countenance the affertions of Barillon.
~ But it cannot be expe@ed of all the indi-
viduals of which any party is compofed,
that they fhould be men of ngid and
inflexible virtue. And whatever difadvan-
tageous 1deas we may be led to form, from
the papers publithed by Sir John Dal-
rymple, of fome individuals profefiing pa-
triotifm, we fhall not be led by them to
entertain more honourable ideas of regal

virtue; or find any new reafons for put-
ting
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ting confidence in princes. On the con-
trary, Charles II. will be an immortal
evidence of what mean, bafe, and difho-
neft arts, the Sovereign of a great People
may be guilty **, - -

It has been fmd, that Sir John Dal-
rymple’s publication has afforded much
fubje of exultation to the fons of ve-

nality, who are defirous of feeing all pre-
tenfions to patriotifm placed in an unfa-
vourable light; and who are glad of an
opportunity of infinuating, that they have
not 2 much better opinion of the patriots
of the laft age, than of thofe of the pre-
fent. But the reality of the exiftence of
public {pirit 1n this country, does not de

** Charles I1I. was eminently profligate as a privaic

man, as well as in his charaller as a prince ; and yet,
to the memory of this unprincipled tyrant, a new and
pompous f{tatue has lately been erefted in the Royal
P.xchange.

pend
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pend merely on ‘3 Russer or 2 S¥diiy,
dear as thofe mames defervedly are to us:
Our anmals are adomed with the names of
illuftrious men;, who may be ranked with
the moft celebrated patriots of- antiquity.
If Gaeecr.produced an ARISTIDES, a Ti-
MOLEON, and an EpamiNoxDAs; Rome
a Fapricrvs, a- CaTo, and 2 BRurus:
ENGLAND has alfo produced her WeNT-
worTH *4, her ELLIoT *9, her HamrdzEN,

- her

4 .-PeTErR WENTWORTH was a member of the
houfe of commons in the reign of queen Elizabeth.
He was a man of a2 moft undaunted and inconuptfblé |
fpirit, and defended the rights of the fubje&® with more
vigour tham any other man in that reign. He ap-
pears to have had more juft and enlarged notions of

liberty than any of his contemporaries. He was three

feveral times committed to.the Tower, for the freedom: -
of his fpeeches in parliament.

28 Sir JouN EL110T was one of the moft able
and active leaders of the oppofition to the tyranny

of James the Firft and Charles the Firft. He was an
cloquent,
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her Luprow, her ANDREW MARVEL, and
her GEORGE SAVILE.

AMONG the many attempts Wthh havc
been made by fuperﬁcml modern wits, to
‘throw an air of ridicule upon the love of

freedom, it has lately been reprefented, by
fome writers, as a propenfity which was
ehieﬂy found among the low, the vulgar,
and the illiterate. Thefe fublime ge-
niufles have difcovered, that the love of
liberty is a paffion fuited only to rude and
uncultivated minds. But the truth is, that
among thofe who, 1n different ages of the
world, have rendered themfelves moft con-
{picuous by their zeal for public freedom,
there have been many who were pofiefled

of every quality of the head, and of the
heart, that coyld render them ornaments

eloquent, incorrupt, and independent fenator; and
died 1n a conhinement, which was folely brought

gpon him by his manly and ﬂ'eady adherence to the
principles of a free conftitytion.

Yor, II. S of
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of humgn nature. And it is obfervable,
that three of the greateft men which this
country has produced, were not morc
diftinguifhed by the force of their under-
ftanding, their extenfive learning, and, the
fplendour of their genins, than by their
ardent zeal for the liberties of their coun-

try. I mean SeLpeEN, LOCKE, aud
MiLToN.

THE name -of SgepEN is univerfally
celebrated for his various: and profound
erudition; and, 1 the chara&ter of .an
Englith fenator, he exhibited the ftrongeft
| attachment to the rights of the. fubjelt,
and defended them with a degree of ars
dour, which caufed him to be more than
oence imprifoned by an arbitrary court.
As to Mr. Locke, who was one of the
moft virtuous men, and one of the great-
eft Philofophers of the laft age, his Trea-
tife on Government, and L.etters on Tole-
ration, will ever be a lafting and honourable

MCINQ-
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memorial of his folicitude to promote the
caufe of civil and religious liberty. And
of our immortal MirTon, one of the -
moft fublime poets who have appeared
among mankind, 1t has been juftly faid,
that ¢ the darling paffion of his foul was
¢¢ the love of liberty;”’ and at the clofe of
his life, he frequently exprefled to his
friends his eqtiré fatisfaétion of mind,
¢¢ that he had conftantly employed his
¢ firength and faculties in the defence of
¢¢ liberty, and in oppofition to flavery.™
No age ever abounded more than the
prefent, with men who affe€t to ridicule
all who profefs an affe&ion for their coun-
try, and a zeal for 1ts' honour and its in-
terefts. They are {fo far from being ani-
mated by any fuch generous fentiments
themfelves, that they cannbt even form
an 1dea of the poffibility of their exift-
ence. ~ But it 1s certain, that ng man can

S 2 be



[ 260 1

be  truly virtuous, who does not love his:
country, and who is not {folicitous ta
promote its felicity, It was the ob-
fervation of lord Delamer *°, a virtuous.

nobleman.

*¢ Sir John Dalrymple obferves, (vol. 11. p. 339.)
that there are, in the cabinet at Kenfington, letters
from the lords Delamer, Stamford, and Brandon,
“ making apologies to the Prince (of Orange).
¢ for their want of fpeed in joining him (after his
“ landing): offences, however, which he never af-
¢ terwards forgave.” But it is not very probable,
that lord Delamer could delay to join William after
his landing, in fuch a manner as to excite a degree of
refentment in him which never fubfided ; when it is

fuppofed, that his lordfhip was one of the original
projeltors of the Revolytion; and when it is cer-

tain, that this nobleman, with the lords Halifax and
Shrewfbury, was fent by William, on the 17th of
December, 1688, with a meflage to King James to
remove from Whitehall. King William alfo made

lord Delamer a privy counfellor, chancellor and
under-treafurer of the exchequer, and lord-lieutenant
of the county and city of Chefter; and in 169e

created
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‘hobleman who had a confiderable fhare in
‘bringing about the Revolution, that “ there
¢ never yet was any good man, who had
“ not an ardent zeal for his country.™

It

created hi:l'; earl of Warrington. Surély thefe are

‘no evidences either of lord Delamer’s want of zeal

in the promotion of the Revolution; or of any re-

fentment of king William again{t him on that account,
But it is true, that lord Delémer was too fincere a
patriot to approve of all king William’s meafures ;
and I have obferved of him in another publication,
which is not now reprinted, that he was not per-
feltly fatisfied with the manner in which fome points

were adjufted at the Revolution. He appears to
have wifhed for more retrenchments of the regal
prerogative, and to have thought, that the liberty of
the fubje& was not fufficiently fecured and afcer-
tained even under the new fettlement. Mr. Granger
fays of him, in his Biographical Hiftory of England,
that ¢ he was a man of a generous and noble nature,

‘“ which difdained, upon any terms, to fubmit to

¢¢ fervitude ; and whole paflions feemed to centre
¢ 1n the love of civil and religious liberty.”

> 3 I~
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' It is, however, probable; that the
declaimers againft all pretenfions to pa-
triotifin; have little more concéption of
the

In the fame puBlication I have alfo obferved,
that among the promoters of the Revolution, of in-
ferior rank, but not of inferior mgerit, the Rev. Mr:
SaMueL JoHNsON, who had been chaplain to lord
Ruffel, deferves to be particularly remembered. -This
gentléman publifhed, before the Revolution, a number
of pieces in fupport of the Proteftant Religion, and
the caufe of civil liberty; and in particular, ¢ An
¢s Addrefs te the Proteftants in king James’s army.”
This is fuppofed to. have produced a great effelt
on the minds of king James’s foldiers, and to
have contributed much towards inducing them to
abandon the royal caufe. It Wwas deemed a feditious

libel ; and Mr. Johnfon fliffered on account of it,
with the utmeft fortitude, a moft rigorous punith-

ment, which no court of juftice, but one eminently |

infamous, could have inflilted on fuch a man. He

was re@or of Corringham, in Effex ; and was much

beloved and efteemed by his parifhioners. His
writings were fuppofed, by the Jacobites, to have

COonn-
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the exiftence of other virtues, and believe:
all men to be adtuated by motives of bafe
and fordid intereft. But he who labouss
to propagate the notion, that all men are
more or lefs knaves, may reafonably be
fuppofed to poflefs more modefty, than
to make an -exception. in favour. of hime
{elf. The man who draws general con-
clufions of this kind, muft always find
fomte evidence of the truth of them in
his ewn heart. He judges of others by
humfelf; and finding no honour, or vir-

contributed Yo miich towards the Revolution, that,
after that event had taken place, they attetnpted to
affafinate him ; and though they .did not fucceed in
their defign, he received from them two wounds in
the head. He was a ftrenuous advocate for anpual
parliaments ; and thought that, after the Revolution,
fufficient care was not taken to guard againft the
danger of a ftanding army. His works were col-
leCted together, and publifhed, in one volume, folio,
in 1710,

S 4 tue,

P |
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tue; or ptiblic fpirit, in his own breaft, hé
at once concludes that they are to be found
no where elfe.

THAT there have been too many meti
dmong us profefling patriotifm, whofe
condut has fufficiently demonftratéd, that
they were utterly uninfluenced by any fuch
noble principle, is a melancholy truth
which we are forced to acknowledge. But
furely it would be unjuft to fuppofe, that
becaufe fome men are infincere, therefore
every maii is a hypoctite. To 1magiiie,
that no man profefles to ferve the public
without fome 1indire& views of his own,
15 a fentiment, that, unlefs mankind are
befome wholly abandoned; muft be falfe;

and the propagation of which, if it were
true, could not poffibly anfwer any good

purpofe. Let us rather chenfh the thought,
that there are ftill men remaining among
us, who would ferve the public en the

pureft
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pureft principles; and who have * fo juﬁ
2 fenfe of what they owe to the mempry
of their brave anceftors, of what they
owe to themfelves, and to their pofterity,
that they will defend their privileges as
freeborn men at whatfoever hazard, and
Yather facrifice their lives than fubmit to
an ignominious ftate of fcrviiude, thould
thofe who are invefted with the reins of
power ever form the iniquitous proje& of
enflaving them.

" BuT there is one obfervation, which
"may" afford us fome confolation, though
there fhould in fa& be but-an inconfider-
able portion of public {ipint | remaining
among us; and though fé“; thould be
found who would ferve their country, un-
lefs they derived {ome benefit from it them-
felves., And that 1s, that it muft be the
INTEREST of the greater number, to make

fome fland againft the approaches of de-

{potifm.
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fpotifm. Many may derive a temporary
advantage from a compliance with the am-
bitious defigns of a prince, or of a minifter;
but it muft ever be the mtereft of the
bulk of the people to fupport their own
privileges. The great danger is, left they
fhould not have a juit. {enie of their value
and importance, and of the neceflity of
guarding with the utmpﬁ vigilance, againdt
the encroachments of power.

TuERE feems to be one unhappj 'err-or,

which has prevailed too much m .the
prefent age, as well as at former periods.

I mean, an opinion which has been en-
tertained, by many perfons of cenﬁdcrable

property, that it is their intereft on all
occafions to fupport the meafures of go-

vernment, on the fuppofition, that this is
the beft means of preventing any fuch
civil diffenfions, as would endanger the

fecurity of their own property. But the
truth
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truth is, that the beft method of renders
ing property fecure, is for the members
of the community in general to take
every juft, legal and conftitutional method
of aﬂerung theu' native rights. Under a
defpotic government no property can be
{ecure; every thing is at the mercy of the
ptinée, and his minifters. And in a li-
mited government like ours, there cang

not be a greater encouragement to the
arbitrary views of thofe invefted with

the reins of power, than to fee great
nombers of the moft confiderable land-
holders, and wealthieft merchants and tra-
ders, ready to fubmit with tamenefs and
fervilnty to all the meafures of government,
however - injurious and oppreffive. The
confequence of this is, the miniftry pro-
| ceed to greater lengths than they would
otherwife dare to do; and a great part
of the nation may become fo much exafpe-

rated,
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pited, as to refider fome viole nt conirulﬁons
in the ftate almoft inevitable. '

~ THuis appears o have beén in a O'reat
meafure the cafe in the rela'n of Charles

" the Firft. - That arbltrary prince and his

minifters were éncoufaged' in their mif
thievous defigns, by the mamféft want of
public fpmt in too thany pérfons of rank
ind" fortune ; and the puﬁllamtmty of the
Juxurious and wealthy brought on them
that civil war, and thofe evils,” which théy
{fo much dreaded; which- would proba-
bly have been prevented by a more manly
and patnotlc condut:.  The fame caufes
will naturally produce ‘the fame efféQts at
other periods ;' and ‘the beft method that
the opuleht ‘can take of fécuring their
property, 1s to 'bppofc," in a ]egal' mahnér,
all thofe violent and unconftitutional mea-

fures of government, which have a natu-
| ral
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ral tendency to exafperate the bulk of the

nation. | |
As to thofe refle&tions which are often

thrown out, whether with reafon or

otherwife, againft individuals who are
embarked in the -caufe of the peoplé, it
may be remarked, that it can never be

admitted to be a juit fentiment, that, in

an oppofition to an oppreflive fyftem of
admimftration, we ought to a& in concert

with none but men of pure and virtuous
principles. If this were to be admutted as
an effential point, it would be impoffible

that any oppofition to tyranny could be
fuccefsful. It were, indeed, greatly to be
withed, that all who engage in a good
caufe fhould be influenced by the moft
honourable and worthy motives ; but this
never can be univerfally the cafe. All
large bodies of men muft confift of perfong
of different charalters, views, and in-

terefls ;
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terefts; and thofe who would promote
any great national defign, muft join with
them without fcrutinizing minutely into
their various motives of afien. The
number of perfons of pure and rigid
virtue will ever be too incopfiderable ta
effe@uate any great purpofe, without the
affiftance of perfons of mere exceptionable
principles and manners. A virtuous man
will not join. in any meafures that his con+
{cience difapproves; but, at a time of dan-
ger, no man {cruples to receive affiftance
from perfons whofe condu& and charalter
be may know to be cenfurable. He who is
affaulted by a robber, or an affaffin, never
inquires into the chara&er of the man who

comes to his relief. And when our country
is attacked by foreign enemies, or by thofe
more dangerous ones at home, who would
deprive us of our moft valuable rights,

it is the ingereft of all the clafles of the
people,
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people,. without diftin&ion, to unite in
the moft vigorous eppofition to the com-
mon- nemy. |

As it was the primary defign: of thefe
pages to attempt a juftification of thofe
illuftrious. patriots, Russer. and’ SYDNEY 3
{o 1t - was intended by fome of the preced-
ing ablervations to fthew, that no. reflex~
ions which have been thrown.out againft
any. perfons celebrated. for their patriotifm,
whether with or without foundation, nor

any inferences which may be drawn from
their condu&, thould lead the people to.

decline a vigorous oppofition to every
{pecies of oppreflion. RusseL and SYpNgY

appear to have defended the caufe- of
national freedom on the moft virtuous

principles : but even thofe men who have
oppofed an 1niquitous adminiftration from
motives not of the moft commendable
kind, have yet heen, often highly fervice-

“ able
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able to the public. "And whatever fenti-
ments we may entertain of any individvals,
who have been applauded for their public
fpinit, whether in antient or in modern 1

times, it is ftill our intereft and our duty

to maintain, with firmnefs and with ardour,
the nights of our country. Civil liberty
will ever be confidered, by generous and
noble minds, as the greateft of all tempo-
ral bleflings ; our anceftors have acquired
it for us at an immenfe expence of blood
and of treafure; and if we inherit any
portion of their wifdom, or of their vir-
tue, we fhall never fuffer it to be wrefted
from us: but defend it againft every
attack, either of open violence, or fecret
corruption, with a zeal proportioned to igs
value and its importance.
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BETWEEN

TWO GENTLEMEN,

CONCERNING

The late Application to Parliament, for
Relief 1n the Matter of SusscripTION

‘to the THIRTY-NINE ArTiCcLES and
Liturcey of the CrurcH of ENGLAND.

© If the ScrirTURES be the rule of my faith, indeed and not in’
“ words only; how can it be fo, if I be not to judge for myfelf,

¢ what is in ity and what is not? For, if the DETERMIXATIONS
“ of others, are to bind me vp, or tie me down, to fuch a par-
& ticular aINTERPRETATION; then, it is not the Scripture

¢ which is the rule of my faith; but thofe prTErMINATIONS

¥ of others.”
Bithop Hoabpivy.
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DIALOGUE, ée

Mr. FRANKLAND, Mr. HANMER.

FRANKLAND,

S it 1s not long, my dear
friend, fince you arrived
out of the country, I

,. fhould be glad to learn
' from you, what are the

fentiments of the gene-
rality of your neighbours, relative to the
{icheme lately fet on foot, of petitioning to

T 2 parh-
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parliament for {fome relief, in the matter of
fubfcription to the Thirty-nine - Articles,
and the Litargy of the church. of England.
- HANMER. In truth; Mr. Frankland, the

generality give themfelves very little con-
cern about it. For though we compliment

the land of our nativity {o far as to ftile it
a Chriftian country, yet there are compara-
tuvely few to whom reli gion is 1n any degree
an objet of attention.

FrankL. I believe there 13 too much
juftice in your obfervation ; and I am fen-
fible, that many of thofe who do appear
to be in {fome degree influenced by religion,
are far from having imbibed rational or
confiftent fentiments concerning it. But I
wifth to know,.what is the idea entertained
concerning the petitioners and their defign,
By thofe who do pay fome attention to fuch
matters, and with whom you have con-
verfed ¢ |

Hanwm.
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HANM. They are confidered bykmany as

3 pragmatical {et of people, who aim only

to difturb the peace of the church, in order
to cftablith their own notions, in- pre-

ference to.thofe which have been long
eftablifhed by lawful authority; but Qtﬁhers
think more favourably of them, and wifh
that their endeavours may be attended with
fuccefs, |
FrankL. The gentlemen, who haye em-
barked in this defign, are far from having
any defire to impofe their fentiments upon
others. They are only folicitous, that they
may not be obliged to fubfcribe a fet of
articles drawn’ up by fallible men, and
which do not appear to them to be {fuffi-
ciently {fupported cither by fcripturc or by
reafon. |
Haxm. It may be {fo; but if you wil}
allow me to give you my own feﬁtiments,
as well as thofe of my country neighbours,
T 3 I muft
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I muft oBﬁ:rvc, that T do not fee why
articles which have been fo long efta-

blithed, fhould now be either altered or
abolifthed.

FrANKL. As to the length of time during
which thefe articles have fubfifted, that con-
fideration cannot be admitted to be an ar-
gument of much weight. If fuch reafons
had prevailed at the time of the Reforma-
tion, that event could never have taken

place. The fuperflitions of the Romifth
church had been eftablithed much longer

than the articles of the prefent church of
England. But no length of time can
fantify error, or juftify the continuance of
unjuft and unchriftian impofitions.

Hanm. Admitting the juftice of your
obfervations, it does hot appear to me, that
the bufinefs of {ubfcription to the tharty-

nine articles, is a matter {o important as

fome people {feem to apprehend.
' FRANKL.
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FraNgr. To you, who are a layman, it
may appear o ; and others, I belieye, are of
your {entiments in this refpeét. The laity are
under no obligation to fubfcribe thearticles,
and may, therefore, be little affeéted by
grievances that may feem to concern the
clergy only. But the point is, whether it be
not a real hardfhip, that all the clergy of a
natignal church fhould be obliged net only
to fubfcribe thirty-nine articles of faith,
many of them on abftrufe and controverted
points ; but alfo folemnly to declare, theit
unfeigned affent and confent to ALL and
EVERY particular contained and prefcribed
in the book of common prayer; though it
will be acknowledged, by the generahty
of candid and inquifitive perfons, who are
converfant with fuch fubje@s, that there
are many very exceptionable particulars in
that book, excellent as othér parts of 1if
undogbtedly are ! '

L 4 Hanm,
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HawnMm. You fpeak; Mr. Frankland, as if
the clergy were obliged to fubfcribe to the
articles and liturgy. But you fhould re-
member, that no man’ is compelled to
fubfcribe either.

FrankL. It is true, he is not. After
having been educated for a clergyman, if

he has any objeions to {fub{cription, he has
liberty to fhift for himifelf in what way he
can. If he can get any other employment,
he may; and if he cannot, the church

will give him leave to ftarve without. But
it fhould be confidered, that this 1s too

ftrong a temptation for ordinary virtue;

and it muft not be expefted that the ma-
ority of the clergy, or thofe educated for

that profeflion, can be entirely free from
human frailties. After a man has gone
through a tedious and expenfive courfe of
education, to qualify him for a particular

profeflion, he may find it difficult to with-
{tand
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ftand the temptation of complying with a
fubfcription which he does not approve,
when that is the only method by which he
can be admitted into the profeflion for
which he was intended, and which may be
the only one in which he can have a
rational profpe& of fucceeding,

HanMm. Thofe who do not approve of
the terms required by the church, may join
themfelves to the diflenters, and officiate
as munifters among them.

FrankL. They would not, perhaps, find
that fo ealy as you imagine. There are at
leaft as many brought up in the dilenting

academies for the minifiry, as can procurea
comfortable {ubfiftence from thé voluntary
{ubfcriptions of the diffenters; who are

obliged by law to pay as much as others to
the eftablithed clergy, and confequently

have the lefs to {parc for their own
minifters. There s, therefore, very littlg

10011}



{ 282 ]

room among them for fuch as have been
educated at the univerfities, and who after~
wards find, that they cannot confcientioufly
comply with the terms of fubfcription
required 1n the church, I know a gentle-
man, who was fome time fettled among
the diffenters as a minifter, a man of
parts and learning, of amiable charaéter,
of good addre(s, and an elegant preacher;
and who yet has quitted the miniftry for
a fecular employment, becaufe he could
not procure a tolerable maintenance as 3
divine.

Hanm. There may be hardthips with
refpe& to fome individuals, in the re-
quifition of fubfcription to the articles
and liturgy, and yet infifting on fuch 3
fubfcription may be advantageous npon the
whole. |

Frankr. I do not fee that there are any

advantages procured by the impofition of
ﬁ_]br
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fubﬁ:nptmn, Wthh are in any refpe&t ﬁ:f—
ficient to balance its dlfadvantages.

HanwM, Is not fubfcription to the articles
neceflary to preferve an uniformity of
opinion among the clergy?

Franke. It 1s certain, that preferv-
ing an uniformity of opinion is one of
the chief purpofes, for which fubfcription
was prafefled to be originally impofed ; and
it is equally certain, that this purpofe has
not been anfwered by it. Is it not noto-
rious, that notwithftanding the articles,
there has been a great diverfity of fenti~
ment, upon important points, among the
clergy of the church of England ¢ Of this

the numberlefs treatifes in controverfial
divinity, written by clergymen of the

eftablithed church in oppofition to one

another, are an inconteftable evidence.
And very few thinking men among them

will ever refer to the articles as a proof of

any
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any contefted point. They know that
men of fenfe, and fuch as have a juft

reverence for the {criptures, as a divine

revelation, require better and more fa-

tisfaCtory proof. And as to umty of opi-
nion, it is not I believe to be found even
among the prefent de_fcnderé of fubfcrip-
tion. Are Dean Tucker, Dr, Randolph,
Dr. Ibbetfon, Dr. Halifax, Mr. Samuel
Roe, Mr. Toplady, and Mr. Madan, all of
the fame fentiments with refpe& to the
do&rines of original fin, free-will, juftifi-
cation by faith, and predeftination ? Thofe
who know them, I apprehend, will hardly
fuppofe that they are: and yet they are
all extremely zealous to fuppbrt the fame

articles. |
HanxMm. Well, but I would afk, whethe;
every fociety has not a right to make laws
for the regulation of its members? and
whethet
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whether the fociety itfelf be not the fole
judge of the propriety of thofe laws !

Frankr. Every fociety has, undoubts
edly, a right to make laws for the regula-

tion of the condu&t of its members; but
laws for the regulation of mens AcTIoNsS,
and laws for the regulation of their BELIEF,
are very difin&t things.

HanM. Granted: but has not every
RELIGIOUSs {ociety a right to inquire, from
thofe who are admitted into it, fome
account of their religious fentiments ¢ and
do not even diffenting congregations, as
well as eftablithed churches in other
countries, require {fome teft of this kind ?

FrANkL. It does not neceflarily follow,
that becaufe a pratice is very general, it
muft therefore be confonant to reafon.
There 1s, however, a material difference
between requiring fome account of the

f2ith of thofe who are admitted inta the

church,
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church, and infifting upon their fubferibing
unplicitly a long lift of articles, ready
drawn up by others. As to the Diffenters;
many of them, like Chnftians of other
clafles, have been too ready to aim at
umpofing their own fenfe of fcripture upon
others; but their minifters, even when they
make formal confeffions of faith, at their
ordination, are permitted to‘deliver their
fentiments in their own words. To the

honour of fome diffenting minifters, it
thould allo be remembered, that, from

a convittion of the evils which have arifen
in the Chrifhan world, from the impofition

of human creeds and articles of faith,
they have, at their ordination, refufed to
make any particular enumeration of their
opinions; contenting themfelves with
making a folemn declaration of their
belief in the fcriptures as a divine reve-

fation, and of their refolutions to ftudy
thefe



[ 287 1] .
thefe facred writings diligently, to teach
the people committed to their care what
fhall appear to them to be the real do&trines
of the gofpel, and to endeavour to regu-
Iate their own condu& by its precepts.
And thi has been confidered and admitted,
by fome of the moft eminent men among
the Diffenters, as a good confeffion.

Hawnw. Ifit be fo, I muft ftill atk, whether
thofe who drew up the articles and liturgy,
{ubfcribing to- which is now fo much
complained of, were not men emi‘nenﬂy
diftinguithed for piety, learning, and zeal
for the Proteftant religion ?

Franki. They were, and I honour their
memory. But though good and exe¢ellent
men, they were but men, and therefore
liable to error. Even Craniner and Ridley,
two of the moft eminent of the reformers,
fullied their charadters in being concerned
i the burning of Joan Bocher and George

Yan
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Van Parre for herefy. Allowances ought
to be made for the age in which they lived,
and the prejudices in which they had been
educated. But {hl] this tranfalion alone

18 {ufficient to prove, that great as their
merits were mn other refpe@ls, they. were

not infallible; and, confequently, that we
are under no obhcratlon to {fubmit 1mp11-
citly to their opinions. Thofe who could
fuppofe the buming of heretics to be juf-
tifiable, may furcly be confidered as Lable
to other errors in matters of opinion.

Hanm. You fpeak, Mr. Frankland, of
allowances to be made for the age in which
the reformers lived. Was not that: age a
learned ane ¢

FrANkKL., It was, Mr. Hanmer, com-
pared with that which preceded it. At
the period of the Reformation antient

hterature was much cultivated, and con-
fiderable advances were made in almoft

every
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evetry branch of learning. But it is natural
that the progrefs of truth fhould be gra-

dual ; and it was not probable, that men
educated in a religion fo corrupted- as_ that

of the church of Rome, fhould immedi-
ately fhake off all their antient prejudices ;
nor have we any reafon to fuppofe that
they did. |

HanM. Notwithftanding what you have
advanced, 1t appears to me, that the
removing fubfcription altogether, would
introduce great confufion into the church.
We might, perhaps, have .different forms
of prayer in different churches; at leaft,
there would be room given for the ad-
miffion even of Deifts and Papifts into the

church.

FrankL. As to new forms. of prayer,
nothing of this kind need be apprehended,
unlefs they fhould be appointed by the go-

vernors of the church. The petitioners
Vor. I, U do
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do hot decline the ufe of the prefent

liturgy, though they may with for a few
alterations in fome of the moere exceptions

able parts of it. - They only defire to be:
excufed from making a folemn declaration-

of their approbation of every part of i
With refpe& to Papifts, if the oaths “of.
allegiance and fupremacy are not thought
fufficient to exclude them, the petitioners
are willing. to make the moft folemn:
renunciation of ‘Popery that can be re«

quired of them ; and, with equal folemnity,
are they ready to declare their firm belief
of the divine origin of the Chriftian
religion § which muft be fufficient to keep
out Deifts, fo far as any fubfcriptions caf’
do it. For, 1n truth, no fubﬁ:nptioh"
whateveér can poflibly exclude men of no
principle, who will, for their own advan-
tage, comply with whatever teft can be
propofed to them. It is ene of the great

evils
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evils of fubfcription to creeds and articles
of faith, that its chief tendency is to make
men hypocrites. None are excluded by
it. but honeft and confcientious men, who
are on that account the beft fuited to the
facred office of the miniftry. But, in fa&,
the power aflumed of  impofing: human
creeds and articles of : faith partakes too
much. of the fpint of Popery, not: to
be flagrantly inconfiftent. in a . Proteftant
church. . -
HawnM. : In'what manner do you make
that out, ‘my good friend ? -
FRANKL. Why, in this manner: Th#
it 1s a palpable abfurdity for a church,
which profefles itfelf not to be infallible,
to infift .on an implicit aflent to- her
articles of faith. If the church of England
acknowledges herfelf not to be infallible,
as the has always done 1n worbs, it follows
that the is liable to error. On this prin-
U2 ciple
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ciple the fhould be a little more modeft in
her requifitions. A church, avowedly
fubje& to error, fthould permit the mem-
bers of her communion to -examine for
themfelves. For, in the name of common
fenfe, what difference is there between
affuming infallibility, and requiring an
abfolute fubmiffion to her authoritative
decrees in matters of opinion? If the fcrip-
tures are a fufficient rule of faith and
pratice, what right has any man, ‘what
right have any fet of men, to impofe their
opinions upon . others? If the facred
writings are in truth a divine revelation,
they require no human additions : and it is
a grofs inconfiftency, in a Proteftant church,
to infift on a fubfcription to human creeds
and articles of faith from all the clergy of
her communion. In this refpé@, the
church of England exaltly copies the
church of Rome. The advocates for the

authority
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authority of the latter fay, ¢¢ The Bible of

¢ itfelf 1s not fufficient; you muft add to
“ it tradition, and the decrees of the
¢¢ church.” And, in hke manner, the

advocates for thie fubfcription impofed by
the church of England, fay, ‘¢ The Bible
‘¢ alone 1s not fufficient ; you muft add to
*¢ it the thirty-nine articles.”

HanM. But furely, Mr. Frankland, if
2 fubicription to the {criptures alone were
fufficient, with the ufual qualifications in
other refpe@s, to admit men into the
miniftry, we fhould often hear very con-
tradiGtory do&rines from our pulpits.

Frankr. Your articles at prefent un-
doubtedly do not prevent this. Hear Mr.
Romaine at one church, and Dr. Adams
at another, or in the fame, and do you
not find them advancing the moft contra-
dittory {entiments; and it is the fame

with refpect to many others of the clergy.
U 3 And
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And, indeed, "if I could admit, which 1
never can do, the night of the church to
impofe articles of faith, I think very
plaufible arguments might be urged againit
the prefent articles, without inquiring
particularly into the truth of the dotrines
contamed 1n them. ..
Hanm. Why, if the church had a right
to require a fubfcription to articles of faith,

what objection have you to the pr0pncty
of the prefent ?

FrANKL. I do not, as I intimated before,
inquire now into the truth of the do&rines
contained in them, however juftly that may
be queftioned : but I think, that they may
be objected -to on this principle, that they
do not appear to be agreeable to the fenti-
ments of the majority of the prefent

church of England. If the impofition of
articles of faith were at all defenfible,

it is certainly reafonable, that they fhould
be
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be agreeable to the fentiments of the major
part of the clergy of which the church is
eompofed. We may admit, that the ma-

jority of the clergy, when the articles
were firft formed, really believed them to
be {fcriptural. But if "the clergy, two
centuries after, change their fentiments,
T do not fee why they thould adhere im-
plicitly to the old articles; or why they-
fhould not be altered or removed, if the
majority of the clergy judge them to be
~erroneous. And that thefe articles are not
in general really believed by the major

part of the clergy, appears to me ex-
tremely evident.

Hanm. Whence can you infer this, as

all the clergy muft have fubfcribed thefe
articles ?

FranNkr. I infer'it from the general
tenor of their preaching and writings,
from which, I apprehend, a much better

U 4 judgment
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judgment may be formed of the real fen-
timents of the clergy, than from the fingle
circumftance of their having fubfcribed
the thirty-nine articles: which too many
of them feem to confider merely as a
matter of form, without complying with
which they cannot be admitted into orders.
It is manifeft, I think, that the do&rinal
articles of the church of England are cal-
viniftieal ; the controverted points, per-
haps, not carried to fo ricid a height as
fome have fuppofed; but ftill upon.the
whole evidently calviniftical. But will
any man who is much acquainted with
the writings of the generality of our
clergy, for many years paft, and with
the fermons that commonly iffue from
our pulpits, take upon him to affirm,
that they are confiftent with calvimftic
principles, or conformable to the do&rines
contained in the thirty-nine articles? 1

hink
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think it cannot be affirmed: and that, if
we may be allowed to judge of the fenti-
ments of the clergy from their preaching
and their writings, by much the major
part of them do not believe the articles.
I fpeak not of the doétrine of the Trinity,
but with reference to the do&trines of
original fin, predeftination, free will, and
juftification,

HanM. You would then, perhaps, with
to have a fet of Arminian articles drawn
up ¢

FrRANKL. By no means: though I think
they would be more confonant to the gene-
ral fentiments of the clergy than the prefent.
But if a fet of articles were drawn up ex-
altly conformable to my own fentiments, I
would vehemently oppofe the impofition
of them; becaufe I confider all impofi-
tions of human creeds and articles of faith
as unjuft and unchriftian, And from what

I have
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1 have advanced on this fubje&, I only
mean to draw this inference: that if the
~ doQrines contained in the thirty-nine arti-
cles are evidently not conformable to the fen-
timents of the majority of the prefent clergy,
the abfurdity of continuing to impofe thefe

articles is greatly augmented by this con-
fideration. h
HanM, You obferved, juft now, that if

a fet of articles were drawn up, perfeétly

agreeable to your own f{entiments, you
would oppofe the impofing them. From
the manner in which you exprefled your-
felf, I prefume I may infer, that you do
pot believe all the do&rines contained 1n
the thirty-nine articles ?

FrankL. I certainly do not. I have
taken fome pains to underftand the prin-
ciples of Chriftianity, as I fincerely believe
it to be a divine revelation ; and I have no

bias to influence my mind the one way or

the
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the other ; and yet, fo far as I can form any
judgment upon the matter, many particu-
lars, in- the articles of the church of Eng-
land, - are utterly repugnant to the dorines
taught by Jefus Chrift, and by his apoftles *.
It 1s true,- I have no right to impofe my
fenfe of {cripture upon any other man;
but neither has any other man a right

to impofe his fenfe of {cripture upon me.
- Hanm. Mr. Madan has juft publithed a

treatife to prove, that the thirty-nine ar-
ticles are agreeable to the {criptures.
Frankr. He has fo; but 1t appears: to
me, that there 1s not much more juft
reafoning in Mr. Madan’s pamphlet, than

there was honefty in the difpofal of the

2 Dr. Jortin fays, ¢¢ There are propofitions con-
¢ tained in our LiTurcy and ARTICLES, which no
¢ man of common fenfe amongft us believes.”
Tra&ls, Philogical, Critical, and Mifcellaneous; by
the late Rev. John Jortin, D.D. publithed by his
Son, Vol. I. P- 419.

reCtory
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retory of Aldwinkle. There is, however,
an abundant fhare of bigotry; and this
reverend author very confidently and .mo-
deftly fpeaks of the petitioners, as ¢ a fet
*“ of vipers in the bofom of the church,
¢¢ who, in the fhape of clergymen, would
¢¢ kNAW ouT her witals:” and very de-

cently confiders their meeting as ¢¢ an
‘¢ attack upon the Chriftian religion,”
HanM. 1 remember the tranfaltion
relative to the reGory of Aldwinkle, of
which you fpeak. But Mr. Madan’s
condu& in that affair, however exception-
able, cannot invalidate the force of any

thing that he may have advanced in fup-
port of the thirty-nine articles.

Frankr. It 1s very true; it cannot.
But when men, who are juftly chargeable

with fuch aAcTions, take upon them to
abufe others fo grofsly for a mere difference
of oPINION, fuch tranfaltions neceflarily

force



