
This is a reproduction of a library book that was digitized  
by Google as part of an ongoing effort to preserve the  
information in books and make it universally accessible.

https://books.google.com

https://books.google.com/books?id=T7LiIJLgaBkC


- +

~
- - - -

-

>†<<<><}&#333

A

L E T T E R

A U T H o R.

P A M P H L E T,

Pietas Oxonienſis.



|
-
…

|
-

|
-
*

·
*

*
*
*

→

·
a

*
*

*
|
-

*
i

.
'

*
-
-
-
-
|
-

*
·

·
|
-

·
*
|
-

·

*

-
-
-
-
→

·

：
„
（
）

·
！

!
！
！
！
！

·
！
”
ſ
a
e
！
|
-
：
*

-

|
-
•
.
*
a
e
ş
，
·

（
~
~
~
~
）
;
（
）
|
-
-
-
-
-

*
-
±
，
-
-
-
-
.
.
.

•
º
.
-
-
-
-
，
！
|
-

i
ſ
ſ
ſ
ſ
！
！
！
,
，
,
•

，
，
ſ
º
ſ
,
|
-
×
·

×
×

×
×
|
-

*
（
）
，
,
|
-
|
-

，
，
:
*

-
.

·
·

*
|
-

e
•
|
-

{
,
！
·
*
|
-
|
-

！
|
-

*
…
-
*

…
*
|
-

^
_
*
-
-
-
-
•
·

·
|
-

*
-
-
-
-
|
-

！

！
|
-

�
-
-
-
-

··

+
|
-



Á222. * . . . . . . . . .” --

***** * * *

A U T H O R

P A M P H L E T,

I N T I T L E D,

Pietas Oxonienſis.

“Where two extremes are propoſed, either in matters

“ of Speculation or Pračtice, and neither of them

“ has certain and convincing Evidence, it is generally

“ ſafeſt to take the middle Way. Moderation is more

“ likely to come near the Truth, than doubtful Ex

“ tremes.” Dr WATTs,
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L E T T E R, &c.

S I R, y

*****T is not my Deſign in the follow

§ I ing Pages, to enter upon any li

4. § terary Diſpute reſpećting either
%ºf ‘’’ Dočtrines or Principles; nor would

I be underſtood to impeach the goodneſs of

your Intention, or detraćt from the merit

of a late Performance, intitled, PIET As

OxoN1 EN sis; wherein you undertake, with

great juſtice, to prove what almoſt all con

fiderate People are now very ready to give

their Aſſent to, namely, that the Proceedings

of a learned Body were attended with an

unbecoming (not to ſay illegal) ſeverity and

rigour. But as we can only judge of the

tendency of Things by their Effects, I am

inclined to believe your performance had

A 2 been
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been attended with much betterConſequences

had you reſted the matter there; but we

find in the proceſs of your Work, an at

tempt to maintain certain particular Doc

trines, which the wiſdom of former ages

was not able to ſettle, and which hitherto

have never been clearly-explained by any

Man; and I make no doubt, but that who

ever remains diſſatisfied till they are ſet in a

clear unclouded View, may wait with Ho

Race's Clown, -: * ,

-, * : * > *

-

- - - -

; :

—“dum diffuat Amnis, i.

—“ In omne volubilis avum.”

-
--

-

-

* * : - - - ,

It might have been a ſufficient Vindication

of the young Men who were objećted to, on

accountof certain tenets (amongother things)

that the ſame tenets have been continually

held by many great and good Men ſince the

Reformation, at leaſt, who for the exem

plarineſs of their piety, as well as their firm

attachment to the eſtabliſhed Church of

England, may be juſtly ſtiled the more ex

cellent of the earth, Fathers of the Church,

“Men of renown, who were for a name

“ and a praiſe in their day and generation.”

-

Not
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Not that this is any concluſive argument in

defence of their particular principles, fince

we may admire and eſteem the Men, without

fully embracing all their ſentiments; nor will

any truly good man make an exačt confor

mity, to their opinions in diſputable points

the only Criterion of goodneſs in another.

* A very little real knowledge of human,

nature, and its deceitfulneſs, will ſoon con

vince us with what difficulty we get rid of

that darling paſſion, Self-love : nor has it

been ſaid without great propriety, that a man

who ſo conquers this enemy as wholly to

ſubdue it in himſelf, does more than even

ALExANDER, though he had conquered the

world. PROTEus-like, its diſguiſes and ſpe

cious artifices are ſo many and various, that

nothing leſs than an underſtanding ſpiritually

enlightened can diſcern its ſecret operations.

Hence it is no marvel, that the beſt of

men are influenced in ſome meaſure by ſo

fly and infinuating a Gueſt, and at one time

or other are led to imagine, they are urging

the dićtates of Truth and ſound Judgment,

when in fact they are nothing but the fond

perſuaſions
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perſuaſions of Opinion, ſtrengthened by

Habit, and confirmed by Inclination: nor is

it to be deemed a matter of ſurpriſe, if we

often loſe our way by following a falſe light,

which when more cloſely purſued, is found

to be but a deluſive vapour of the earth.

BUT, however, not to fatigue you with a

tedious Introduction, I come now to aſſign

the Reaſons for my preſent writing. In page

35, &c. of your pamphlet, I find it poſitively

aſſerted that “ the Articles and Services of

“ the Church of England are full of ſtrong

“Calviniſm, ſuch as alſºlute Election, Repro

“ bation, and final Perſeverance:” But before

I proceed to any Remarks upon this aſſertion,

give me leave to obſerve, that almoſt all your

arguments produced in order to ſupport

theſe particular points of doćtrines, (you ſay)

are founded upon the authority of our

Church; therefore I ſhall make it my buſi

neſs to confine myſelf to the ſame authority,

without any intended deviation at all. To

return then to your aſſertion, viz. “ That

“ the Church holds, the doćtrine of abſolute

“ Ekāion, Reprobation, and final Perſeverance;”

This induced me to take up my Prayer-book;

- and
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and having carefully read it over, you muſt

excuſe me, SIR, if I ſay, I cannot find, from

the beginning to the end, anything that does

at all favour ſuch doctrines, but rather the

reverſe, excepting the Seventeenth Article;

and that is held forth in ſo mild a manner,

as to juſtify only a particular Election, (what

this Election is may appear hereafter.)—

Now, SIR, if I may be allowed the liberty

you have taken in many particulars, of put

ting my own meaning on the Seventeenth

Article, and laying down the plain literal

ſenſe ofthe following paſſages, (though many

more of the ſame import might be produced)

there is nothing in the whole Church-Service,

(Articles, Prayers, &c.) as it now ſtands, or

as it has been ſince the reign of Queen

Elizabeth, which can at all juſtify ſuch

dočtrines.

IN Article the Second, our Saviour is ſaid

to be “aſacrifice, not only for original guilt, but

“ alſo for the ağual ſins of men;” and to ſee

that this ought not to be underſtood in a con

fined or limited ſenſe, we need only compare

it with the Thirty-firſt Article, which ſays,

tº that the offering of CHRIST ºnce made, is

“ that
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“ that perfei Redemption, Propitiation, and

“ Satisfaction for A L L the fins of the

“w Ho L E world, both original and ačual:”

alſo the Communion-Service, ſpeaking of the

ſame thing, ſays, “ that by his one oblation

“ of himſelf, once offered, be made a full, per

“feči, and ſufficient ſacrifice, oblation, and ſa

“ tisfaction for the fins of the whole world;"

Moreover, in our Church Catechiſm, the

ſecond anſwer to the Queſtion, “what doſt

“ thou chiefly learn by theſe articles of thy

“belief?” is, “I believe in God the Son,

“ who hath redeemed me and Al 1, man

“ kind.” What ſtill ſtrengthens, and in

ſome meaſure confirms me in the opinion

that the above ſhould be taken in the moſt

ſimple and literal ſenſe, is, that when the

Miniſter in the Communion-Service offers

the Bread and Wine, he declares, “ that

“CHRIST died, and that his Blood was

“given for every reſpective communicant;”

though at the ſame time he may ſee from a

perſonal knowledge (if he has been but a

ſmall time in the Pariſh) that many who

come to the table, have no marks at all of

being born again, or of being the children of

GoD ; and yet, how could any conſcentious

- -
Miniſter
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Miniſter make ſuch a ſolemn declaration,

unleſs he believed the Sacrifice and Death of

CHRIST extended to the whole, world, or to

ALL mankind, which ſhould rather, in con

formity to the rigid doćtrine of CALVIN, run

thus, “ The body of our Lord Jesus

* CHRIST (if it was given and decreed for

“ thee) preſerve thy body and ſoul, &c. :

“ Take, and eat this, in remembrance that

“Christ died for thee, (if elečied,) then thou

“mayeſt feed on him in thy heart by faith

“with thanksgiving.”

HAD the compilers of our Church-Arti

, cles, Service, &c. intended the interpretation

of the above ſhould have been ſo foreign to

the plain ſenſe as you would have it, they

- ought to have been more conſiſtent, and not

to have laid a faithful Miniſter under the

difficulty either of declaring what in his

Conſcience he believed to be a falſity, or of

being compelled to the neceſſity of quiting

the Church. Beſides, a few words added to,

or altered in thoſe paſſages I have quoted,

might eaſily have brought the ſenſe to your

interpretation; ſuch as, “ CHRIST was a

“propitiation and ſatisfaction for the fins of .

B “all
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º

“all His people—his eleči—or his choſen :”

Had this been the caſe, our Church would

have ſupported you in your opinion (“that

“what is ſaid of CHRIST dying for All men,

“ having redeemed All mankind, and being

“a propitiation for the fins of the world :

“ means, that his ſacrifice and undertaking

“ are infinite and all-ſufficient, he being the

“ very and eternal God:” “) And I ſhould

have ſuppoſed that your proof upon proof,

which, you ſay, might have been produced

in favour of what you have aſſerted, muſt,

when known, have been worth attending to:

But that there is any propriety in your af

firming, that the words ALL MANKIND, the

whole world, &c. only mean a very ſmall

part of the whole world, and of all mankind,

is what I am not able to diſcern; and am

rather inclined to believe, you have made

them ſpeak a language never intended by

the original Authors; if ſo, you have no

reaſon to be diſpleaſed with any one who

ſhall view them in a different light.

HN regard to the Seventeenth Article, what

is there mentioned of Predeſtination and

Election, muſt be underſtood of GoD's e

- - ſpecial

* See PIFTAs OxoniENsis, page 55.
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ſpecial love to ſºme of his eminent Saints, and

not as the one only way of his dealing with

all thoſe who ſhall eventually be heirs of

ſalvation; otherwiſe the latter clauſe of the

Article would have been quite needleſs,

which ſays, “God’s promiſes muſt be received

“ in ſuch wiſe as they be generally ſet forth to us

“ in holy Scripture:” Then the queſtion will

be, how are thoſe promiſes held forth in holy

Writ?—why, to “every creature—whoſo

“ever will—to the ends of the earth;” for

God declares “he is no reſpecter of perſons;”

and, as it is expreſſed in the Morning-Service

of our Church, “he deſireth not the death

“ of a ſinner, but rather that he may turn

“ from his wickedneſs and live.”

But further, that this Article of Predeſti

nation and Election muſt be underſtood in

a limited ſenſe (as to ſome great Inſtruments

or eminent Saints of God) is evident; other

wiſe it would contradićt all the ſeveral paſ

ſages I have mentioned before, and alſo what

is poſitively declared in the Sixteenth Article,

and in our Church Catechiſm. But here I

ſhall only mention the Article which ſays,

“ that after we have received the Holy

B 2 Ghost,
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“GHost, we may depart from grace given.”

This Article, I know, has given great offence

to many zealous Calviniſts; an inſtance of

which I will now produce —You mention,

“ that at the famous Proteſtant Synod of

“ Dort, the doćtrines of univerſal Redemption,

“ and falling from Grace, were condemned by

“ all the refºrmed Churches:” but it is not

probable the Biſhops, &c. ſent by King JAMEs

the Firſt concurred in the ſaid reſolution; not

only becauſe the ſaid Sixteenth Article con

tradićts it, by ſaying, “we may after we

“ have received the Holy Ghost depart

“ from grace given;” but at a Conference

at Hampton-Court beforethe ſaid King, Dočtor

REYNoLDs and ſome Divines (who were all

ſºrong Calviniſts) adhering to him, wanted

the ſaid Article to be explained by ſome

words added thereto; —ſuch as, “we may

“ depart from grace given;" yet neither totaly,

nor finally * : but this motion was overruled.

Therefore it is very plain, if thoſe Gentlemen

did concur in the ſaid reſolution, their opi

nions were never adopted as Articles of Faith;

and that our Church doth hold we may fall

. . . . . . . . . from

* See Doëtor BARLow's Account of the Conference

at Hampton-Court. -
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from grace; or what need was there for

Dočtor REYNoLDs and others wanting the

ſaid Article to be altered? -

A ſecond proof that our Church allows it

poſſible for its members to fall from grace,

is, that otherwiſe all who have been baptiſed

muſt be ſaved; for in the Office of Baptiſm

it is ſaid, the child or perſon is “ regenerate

“ and grafted into CHRIST's Church, for

“ which all preſent are called upon to give

“ thanks;” here it is plain ſome benefit is

ſuppoſed to be received, or it would be abſurd

to give thanks; what this benefit is, I will

not take upon me preciſely to determine; but

Regeneration, in its loweſt ſenſe, muſt mean

either the having the Grace of GoD, or being

put into a ſalvable ſtate: therefore, if it be

true, that our Church declares CHRIST died

for ALL mankind, the whole world, &c. and

that we may fall from grace, which it moſt

certainly does, if any preciſe meaning can be

fixed to words, then, to avoid the greateſt

abſurdity and contradićtion, the Predeſtina

tion and Election mentioned in the Seven

teenth Article muſt be underſtood of ſome

great Inſtruments or eminent Saints,

You
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You ſeem to lay great ſtreſs on the Lam:

beth Articles, becauſe they were ſent to and

received by the Univerſity of Cambridge, to

, ſettle ſome differences there; and theſe you

would produce as proofs of our Church hold

ing Calviniſtical doćtrines; but they will not

ſerve your purpoſe ſo fully, perhaps, if we

confider that ſome years after (in the ſame

reign) before King JAMEs the Firſt, at the

Conference at Hampton-Court, the aforeſaid

Dočtor REYNoLDs, and others with him,

wanted the ſaid nine Articles to be added to

the book of XXXIX Articles.—In anſwer

to which, the Biſhop of London (though a

moderate Calviniſt) took occaſion to obſerve

to his Majeſty, “how very many in theſe

“ days neglect holineſs of life, preſuming too

“much upon perfiſting in Grace, laying all

“ their religion upon Predeſtination; if I

“ſhall be ſaved, I ſhall be ſaved; which he

“ termed a deſperate doćtrine, ſhewing it to

“ be contrary to good divinity, and the true

“ doćtrine of Predeſtination;” ſo that al

though theſe nine Articles were received at

the Univerſity of Cambridge, yet you ſee ſoon

after (in the ſame King's reign) they were

rejećted, and that at a more conſiderable

Conference :
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Conference: therefore your quoting them

proves nothing; eſpecially as they never were

by our Church admitted as Articles of Faith.

Another thing upon which you ſeem to

lay full as much ſtreſs, is the bad condućt

and principles of BARRet, becauſe many of

them were contrary to ſome of the funda

mental doćtrines of Chriſtianity, but more

eſpecially to thoſe of Calviniſm: now, though

I muſt confeſs I know very little of his con

dućt in general, or of this affair in particu

lar, yet I cannot ſee with what propriety the

erroneous part of his principles ſhould be

charged on thoſe who hold other parts

thereof that may be true, though contrary

to Calviniſm; and permit me to obſerve,

that it was ſaid of the Calviniſts in thoſe

days, “that they perſecuted all people who

“ differed from them in ſentiments, as much

“ in ſpirit and temper as ever the Roman

“. Catholicks did the Proteſtants:" and might

not his Recantation be a forced one? Beſides,

what would the Calviniſts think of the oppo

fiteparty,if they were to be accuſed by them of

being all Mahometans, becauſe in common.

with the Turks, they are ſuch ſtrenuous aſ

ſerters
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ſerters of the doćtrine of abſolute Ele&tion

and Reprobation? -

AGAIN, touching the Catechiſm you tran

ſcribe from ſome old editions of the Biſhops

Bible, together with the Confeſſion of Faith

bound up with the old common prayer-book,

we have your own declaration for it, that

they have ceaſed to be printed of a long

time: if this be true, any ſubſcription that I

may have made to theſe books, as a member

of the Church of England, can by no means

neceſſitate me to hold the opinions once con

tained in them, nor can any impartial perſon

pronounce me an erroneous Churchman for

a diſbelief of them.—And, indeed, I know

not whether it may not be looked upon as a

diſtinguiſhing mark of the wiſdom of our

Church, which has thought proper to omit

publiſhing the aforeſaid Catechiſm and Con

feſſion.—This however is certain, that your

inference is by no means juſt, if I underſtand

it aright, which ſeems to intimate that a

Clergyman who ſhould not preach the doc

trines held forth in that Catechiſm and in the

nine Lambeth Articles, &c. would render

-
himſelf
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himſelf obnoxious to the ſhameful charge of

perjury.—For to ſtate the argument.

CERTAIN doćtrines have been maintained

by certain members ofthe Church of England,

—but the conſtitution of the eſtabliſhed

Church does not direčtly conſiſt in a belief

of thoſe doćtrines,—Therefore whoever does

not make them an Article of his Faith, is not

a true member of the Church of England.

- VERY little ſagacity is required to ſee the

fallacy of this way of reaſoning; beſides if it

be true that whatever has been received as

matter of Faith by our Church in former

ages, is in full force now ; your argument

will prove as much for Tranſubſtantiation

as Reprobation; the former of which was

indeed allowed by our Church before its

Reformation: but, notwithſtanding all that

can be ſaid, this, I think, is ſufficiently evi

dent, that the grand Teſt by which every

member of the eſtabliſhed Church ought to

be tried, is this, What is its preſent conſtitu

tion? whether it be now what it was when

I was admitted into it? if it be, and I con

ſcentiouſly think it good and right, it is of

IIC),
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no concern to me what it was before.—

From all which I would only draw this con

cluſion, that a Miniſter cannot be looked

upon as perjured, for not holding what was

once in the Church, before he belonged to it.

AND now after all that has been ſaid, it

remains ſtill to be proved, that our Church

does indeed hold forth theſe doćtrines in the

very light in which you repreſent them; for

it appears from the Account of a dignified

Writer, that “ the doćtrine of abſolute

“Predeſtination * never gained any conſi

“ derable credit in any Church in the world

“ for the firſt fifteen hundred years; it was

“broached by one LucIDUs, a Preſbyter in

France, about the year of our Lord five

“hundred, of which the Pelagian Hereſy

was the occaſion; but quickly condemned

by two Councils, one at Arles, the other

“ at Lyons. About three hundred years

after, it was revived by GoDscAlcus, a

perſon of ill fame, but condemned again

“ by a Council at Mentz, ; whereas the con

“trary doctrine was never doubted of by

* . . . . . . . . “ the

** Fowler Biſhop of Glouceſter, vide his Chriſtian

Liberty.
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“ the Fathers of the firſt three hundred

«

ce

&c

cº

cº

tº

cº

ºt

cº

gº

46

ce

cº

tº

&c.

years, and is as expreſly aſſerted in the

moſt ancient Confeſſions of the reformed

Churches beyond ſea, and alſo in the Ar

ticles, Homilies, and Catechiſm of our

Church.” And thoſe holy Martyrs which

f -

you produce as Champions of your own

cauſe, have as plainly given their teſtimony

to a contrary opinion as I can defire.—for

Archbiſhop CRANMER, in the Preface to

his Book againſt GARDINER, hath theſe

words,--that CHRIST made a ſacrifice and

oblation of his Body upon the Croſs, which

was a full redemption, ſatisfaction, and

propitiation for the fins of the whole

world.”

Also, “Biſhop LATIMER, in his Sermon

on the firſt Sunday after the Epiphany,

tells us, that Jeſus is an Hebrew word, which

ſignifieth in our Engliſh Tongue, a Saviour

and Redeemer of all mankind born into the

world; and again in another Sermon, that

Christ ſhed as much blood for jadas, as

he did for Peter; Peter believed it, and

therefore was ſaved ; judas would not

believe it, and therefore was condemned;

C 2 “ the
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“ the fault being in him only, and in no

“ body elſe.” - -

A third teſtimony, is that of Biſhop

Hooper, who ſaith, “ that Cain was no

“ more excludedfrom the Promiſe of CHRIST

“ till he excluded himſelf, than Abel ; Saul,

“ than David; judas, than Peter; Eſau,

“ than jacob:” and again, “it is not a

“Chriſtian Man's part to attribute his Sal

“vation to his own free will, with the Pe

“ logian, and extenuate original fin; nor to

“ make GoD the author of ill and damna

“tion, with the Manichee ; nor yet to ſay,

“ that GoD hath written fatal laws, and

“ with neceſſity of deſtiny, violently pulleth

“ the one by the hair into heaven, and

“ thruſteth the other headlong into hell,"

I ſhould not have been ſo ready in bring

ing theſe Evidences againſt your affirmations,

was I not well aſſured that the memory of

our Church-reformers is had in ſuch high

eſteem and veneration among the generality

of ſerious people, that the very mention of

their names has greater influence upon their

minds than the moſt powerful arguments;
i. and
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and an ipſº dixit from any of them, may be

a ſufficient authority for implicit credit to

thoſe, who have neither time nor inclination

to examine into the truth of things.

You will remember, SIR, that I do not

take upon me to juſtify the generality of the

Clergy, more eſpecially thoſe who were the

firſt movers in expelling the young Gentle

men from the U- y; ſince I am per

ſuaded the greater part of them do neither

preach nor hold the fundamental Truths of

the Chriſtian Religion, as ſet forth by our

Church; nevertheleſs, I cannot help thinking

that the Author of PietAs Oxoniensis,

ſhould have been a little more cautious, and

not ſo ſeverely have cenſured and condemned

a great part of the pious, converted members

of the Church of England, who highly ap

prove of her doćtrines, and love to attend

the miniſtry of thoſe who preach them,

though they are humble and modeſt in the

great points of Election, final Perſeverance, &c. .

—I ſay, humble and modeſt, becauſe, they

well know that great Saints and holy men, **

whoſe aim was to live and die in the Faith º

of CHRIST, have differed about theſe doc

trines,
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trines, vide Biſhop REYNolds, SANDERson,

HALL, Dr HAMMOND, and the writings of

TILENus; ſee examination of TILENus before

the Triers of Utopia, and his Calviniſts Cabinet

unlocked.

AND now, SIR, as I am drawing near to

a concluſion, permit me to obſerve what

particularly induced me to take up my pen,

and write to you in this public manner;

When your pamphlet firſt appeared, I em

braced the earlieſt opportunity of peruſing

it, and without much confideration perceived

your earneſtneſs in ſupporting thoſe particu

lar doćtrines above mentioned; now though

I could not altogether agree thereto, yet as I

thought it my duty to exerciſe modeſty and

candour, I ſhould have endeavoured to paſs

by thoſe ſentiments with indifference, rather

than cavil at them becauſe they ſeemed to

claſh with my own; but ſince then, having

been in company with ſome great favourers

of theſe principles, whoſe opinions have not

been at all weakned by your publication, and

who now think proper to make the belief of

theſe doćtrines eſſential to ſalvation, a per

ſuaſion entered my mind, that it might not

be
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be amiſs to examine whether theſe things

were ſo or not: Seeing then that every man

has a right of private judgment (and, as

SolomoN ſays, If thou will be wiſe, be wiſe for

thyſelf) it appeared to me by no means ex

ceptionable if I ſhould take the liberty of

ſpeaking that judgment. I have been the

more free in opening my mind upon this

occaſion, becauſe I ſee ſo few good effects

ariſing from the doćtrine above objećted

to, ſince its too common tendency, as far as

I have been able to judge, is to warm the

imagination, render its Advocates dogmatical,

contraćt the Sphere of their affection, and

while it engages their whole thoughts, ne

ceſſarily ſhuts up the entrance to a more

- becoming condućt, and more uſeful engage

ImentS. *

Nor are theſe bad effects to be limited .

only to certain times and circumſtances; for

we find CALVIN himſelf, though in all other

reſpects a pious and judicious man, yet from

a certain bigotry of ſpirit, reſulting I doubt

not from his having carried theſe particular

points to their exceſs, branding LuTHER
* - - - - r with
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with as ſevere, as they were unjuſt, appella

tions, and burning the heretic Servetus;

alſo, it is too notorious, that many who have

thought proper to call themſelves after his

name, have not only been exceeding eager in

defending this pillar and ground of the Truth,

as they think it; but, to the diſgrace of

that meekneſs and lowlineſs of heart, which

ſhould teach us to “eſteem every one better

“ than ourſelves," have been too adive in

venting bitter refle&tions againſt thoſe who

cannot ſee with the ſame eyes as themſelves;

and at the ſame time that they have looked

upon them as Papiſts, Jeſuits, &c. have been

ſo very harſh as to give this title to their

principles, viz. the doğrine of devils.

Now it were eaſy for me to produce in

ſtances wherein people firmly attached to

your opinions, have declared their ſentiments

in ſuch a manner, that the bare repeating

of them would be exceedingly ſhocking to

every one who is not a ſteady Partizan in the

ſame cauſe; but ſhould I do this, it might

perhaps with juſtice be deemed a ſpirit of

oppoſition in me, and bear too much reſem

blance
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blance to the law of retaliation. And though

it is not altogether fair to argue from the

abuſe againſt the truth of any doćtrine, yet

it may ſerve to teach us “ in all things

whatſoever we do, to conſider the end thereof

that we may not do amiſs.”

You know, SIR, with what deſign I ſet

out; I hope I have not erred from it: and

now whether your concluſion, “ that every

“ perſon profeſſing himſelf of the Church of

“ England, who does not hold theſe parti

“cular points of doćtrine under confidera

“tion, is an erroneous member thereof;” I

leave every unbiaſed and candid perſon to

judge for himſelf: and may that God in

whom we live and move and have our being,

whoſe we are, and from whom every good

and perfect gift cometh, may He, who knows

our ignorance and liableneſs to error, lead

us into all truth, keep us ſtedfaſt in the

faith, root us in that Charity without which

we are nothing, and give us more of “the

* Wiſdom which is from above, and which

“ is pure, peaceable, gentle, eaſy to be in

- - treated,
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“ treated, full of Mercy, and good Fruits,

“ without partiality, and without hypo

“criſy.”

. I am, SIR,

With all reſpeši,

jour* obedient,

4. A 54

humble ſervant,

A MEMBER of THE CHURCH

of ENGLAND.

Aug. 4, 1768.
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