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V

A FULL

DÉFENCE

OF THE

Rev. JOHN WESLEY, &c

MY

SIR,

Y defign is not to enter into the difpute between you

and Mr. Wesley concerning our American Colonies ;

but to make a few remarks on the obfervations prefixed to

the new edition of your letter. 1

In the advertiſement, on the back of your title-page,

you fay, " The principal arguments of Mr. John Wesley,

in his Calm Addreſs to our American Colonies, are taken

" verbatim, without acknowledgment, from Dr. Samuel John-

" fon's pamphlet." I answer, they are not taken verbatim ;

for there are, perhaps, above an hundred verbal alterations

in the arguments taken fromJohnſon's tract. However, the

arguments, you fay, are taken without acknowledge-

ment." That when they were first taken, they were

not acknowledged to be Dr. Johnſon's, is true ; but it is

not true that they were never acknowledged ; for in the

fecond edition of the Addreſs, published in London, Mr.

Weiley fays exprefly, " I extracted the chief arguments

" from that treatife" [ Taxation no Tyranny] " and added

an application to thofe whom it most concerns,"

A 2 Again,
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Again, " The following extracts," you fay, " from a

pamphlet, entitled, Free Thoughts on the prefent State

of public Affairs, published in 1770, by Mr. John Wesley,

" mayfuffice to fhew the inconfiftency of that gentleman's

" character. In page 1 of that Treatife, he fays, I am no

politician ; politics lie quite out of my province . And

in page 14, I do not defend the meafures which have

" been taken with regard to America : I doubt whether any

" man can defend them, either on the foot of law, equity,

" or prudence." To this I anfwer ; when Mr. Weſley faid,

" I am no politician," he plainly meant, I am not directly

and properly one ; and when he faid, " Politics lie quite out

of my province," he meant, they were no immediate part

of his province as a divine. Had he meant, that as a di-

vine he had nothing to do, more or lefs with politics, this

would have been totally inconfiftent even with the Free

Thoughts on public Affairs he was at that time wri-

ting. And had he meant, " Politics lie fo wide of my pro-

" vince," that it does not at all belong to me to ſpeak or

write any thing concerning them, he would not only have

condemned you, and multitudes of our beft divines, but

alfo Chrift and his Apoſtles.

<6

Chrift, you know Sir, often reafoned on political fub-

jects, both with his enemies and his friends : you know, he

taught the people to render to Cæfar the things which were

Cæfar's, and unto God the things which were God's.

The Apostles alfo (to whofe province politics did not IM-

MEDIATELY belong) often ſpake and wrote on political fub-

jects. " Let EVERY SOUL, faid St. Paul , be fubject to the

higher powers, for there is NO POWER but of God ; the

powers that BE are ordained of God. Whofoever, therefore,

refifteth the power, refifteth the ordinance of God ; and they

that refift, fhall receive to themſelves damnation. For rulers

are not a terror to good works, but to the evil. Wilt thou

then not be afraid of the power, do that which is good, and

thou shalt have praiſe of the fame ; for he is the minister of

God to thee for good. But if thou do that which is evil,

be afraid ; for he beareth not the fword in vain : for he is the

minifter
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miniſter of God, a revenger to execute wrath upon him that

doeth evil. Wherefore ye muft needs be ſubject, not only

for wrath, but alſo for confcience fake. For, for this caufe

pay you tribute alfo : for they are God's minifters, attending

continually upon this very thing. Render therefore to all

their dues : tribute to whom tribute is due, cuftom to whom

cuftom, fear to whom fear, honour to whom honour."

Nor did St. Paul think it enough to be thus far a poli-

tician himſelf, but inftructed and commanded Titus to be-

come one alfo. " Put them in mind (fays the great Apoftle

to this Christian bishop) to be ſubject to principalities and

powers, to obey magiftrates, to be ready to every good

work."

St. Peter alfo was thus far a politician . " Submit your

felves, faid he, to every ordinance of men for the Lord's

fake. Whether it be to the King as fupreme, or unto Go-

vernors, as unto them who are fent by him for the punish-

ment of evil-doers, and for the praiſe of them that do well.

For fo is the will of God, that with well-doing ye may put

to filence the ignorance of foolish men : as free, and not

ufing your liberty for a cloke of malicioufnefs, but as the

fervants of God. Honour all men. Love the brotherhood.

Fear God. Honour the King." In his fecond epiftle like-

wife he obferves, " The Lord knoweth how to reſerve the

wicked unto the day of judgment to be punished : but

CHIEFLY them that walk after the flesh in the luft of un-

cleanness, and defpife government : prefumptuous are they,

fays the Apoſtle, felf-willed, and ARE NOT AFRAID TO

SPEAK EVIL OF DIGNITIES." To the fame effect is the

proteft which St. Jude enters against thofe filthy dreamers.

who " defile the flesh, AND DESPISE DOMINION, AND

SPEAK EVIL OF DIGNITIES."

I have been the more particular in quoting thefe facred

paffages, becauſe, firft, they fet forth the duty, the indif

penfible duty, which all owe to kings, and tothofe in autho-

rity under them : and becauſe, fecondly, they demonitrate

the propriety of Mr. Wefley's conduct, who, though he does

A 3
not
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not think it any part of his province to enter minutely into.

the ftudy of politics, yet thinks it his duty , as a divine, to ex-

plain and enforce the importance of obedience to magif-

trates.

46

<<

But you afk, " how came Mr. John Wesley, who was then

no politician, to commence one now?" I answer; in the

fenfe that he was no politician then, he remains no politician

fill : and in the fenfe that he was a politician when he wrote

his Calm Addrefs ; he was a politician when he wrote his

Free Thoughts on Public Affairs.-You go on : " How

comes he now to appear a defender of fuch meaſures, as

" before he admitted to be indefenfible ?" Becaufe, fince

1770, things in Great Britain and her colonies, wear a quite

different afpect ; and, becaufe Mr. Wesley fince that period,

has had many means of farther information, particularly

Dr. Johnfon's Tract ; by which he was convinced of his for-

mer mistake.

Again, Mr. Wefley, you fay, was " publicly accufed of

" the groffeft inconfiftency in publiſhing Sentiments upon

" American Affairs, diametrically oppofite to thoſe he had be-

" fore openly avowed ." I answer ; Mr. Weſley has of late

been publicly accufed, by a number of hot-headed Antino-

mians, of feveral very unaccountable things, which the

public would never have heard of, if he had not differed in

religious fentiments from thefe his meek-hearted antagoniſts !

But no candid man will accufe him of the GROSSEST incon-

iftency, for altering his fentiments on fuch a fubject, in the

space of five years, neither blame him for avowing that

alteration. If all among the wifeſt and beſt of men, who

thus change their fentiments, were to be accuſed of the

groffeft,inconfiftency, how few would efcape the accufation !

Again, you accufe him " ofthe moft flagrant want of can-

" dour, to fay the leaft, in not telling the world when he first

" publiſhed his Addrefs, that he was once of a different fenti-

" ment, and giving themthe reafons of the furprising change."

How aftonishing is this ! Mr. Wefley is publicly accuſed of

the most flagrant want of candour, for not telling the world,

when

1
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when he first publiſhed his Addrefs, THAT which has no con-

nexion with, or influence on, the matter in hand ! Does not

every one fee, that if he had told the public, " I was once

" of another mind," this would have had no influence on

the argument, either one way or the other ?

He is next accufed of want of " honefty, in publiſhing as

his own, what he had pilfered from another." To this I

answer, First. If he has acted only from a concern for the

diforder of his country, and from a defire of contributing

a little towards the healing of theſe diforders, I can fee a

great deal of HUMANITY, but not the fmalleſt degree of dif-

honesty in his conduct .

Secondly. Have not you, yourself, Sir, and almoſt every

one who has wrote against the Calm Addreſs , fallen into the

very thing you condemn în Mr. Wefley ? I have cait my eye

over most of the anſwers publiſhed on this occafion ; and, if

I am not greatly mistaken, moft of you have borrowed (I do

not fay, pilfered,") one from the other, without telling

the public a fyllable about it : and yet all this time none of

you have done any thing amifs !

Thirdly. The Calm Addrefs, as fuch, is not Dr. John-

fon's, but Mr. Wefley's. It is true, moft of its bones (fo to

fpeak) were taken from Dr. Johnſon's tract . But then thefe

bones were put each into its cwa place, covered with flesh

and ſkin, and then the whole fet in motion by Mr. Welley.

In other words ; most of the arguments in this addreſs are

borrowed from Dr. Johnfon. But, certainly, the introduc-

tion is Mr. Weſley's : it was he alfo who felected the argu-

ments; who difpofed them ; who abridged them ; who al-

tered abundance of their phrafeology ; and who added to the

whole, a large and pointed application to thoſe whom it may

concern . On all theſe accounts, therefore, the Calm Ad-

drefs may with great honefty and propriety be called Mr.

Welley's.

Again, you fay, " I have heard it" (your letter) " found

* fault with as being much too mild, confidering the dupli-
city

་
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" city of the perfon to whom it was addreffed." I really

think, Sir, that confidering, firft, what you are as related to

the ftate, and, fecondly, what as compared to Mr. Wesley,

it would have been much more becoming you on this oc-

cafion , to have been quiet and to have minded your own

bufinefs.

And, first, what are you as related to the ftate ? I answer,

a diffenter from its eſtabliſhment- who is not only connived

at but even tolerated ! And are you the perfon who em-

ploys his heart, his head, his pen againſt ſuch a govern

ment ? Are you, in the fame moment that you are ſheltered

and nourished under its wing, an advocate for thoſe who are

tearing out its vitals ? who are meditating, and, by all poffi-

ble means, feeking its deftruction ? What ! cannot an old

fervant of God, who thinks he lives under the best govern-

ment in the world, lift up an aged voice or a withered

hand in its behalf, but you must take the alarm ? but you

muft kindle into a flame ? And is this the return you make

for all the tendernefs , for all the indulgence, for all the pro-

tection , which you and your forefathers have received from

the governors of this land ?

But, fecondly, let us fee what you are as compared to Mr.

Wefley. And, firft , he is an old man, and you are a youngone.

Secondly, he has had better natural endowments, and better

opportunities of improving them. Thirdly, he has labour-

ed in his mafter's vineyard a thousand times more than you

have done. And, fourthly, he has been almost infinitely

more ufeful in his day and generation than you either have

been or are likely to be. For you, therefore, to talk of be-

ing too mild, confidering the duplicity of the perfonwhom you

have addreffed, how extremely does it become your years,

your experience, yea, your whole character !

"He next," you fay, " exhibits to his readers the flowers

" frewed in my tract, fuch as Contemptible fophiftry !

" Childish quirks ! Pitiful fophifms !". That theſe flowers

are ftrewed up and down your tract is infallibly certain the

firft of whichadorns your ſeventh page, and most of the reft

1

1
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the page which follows. " But," you fay, " he has very

prudently declined refering his readers to the pages theſe

"flowers adorn, becaufe they would then inftantly fee that

" they are flowers of Mr. Wefley's own cultivation." Flow-

ers of Mr. Wefley's own cultivation ! Howfo? Ithought that

the arguments you are pleaſed to call “ Contemptible fo-

"phistry," &c. were not his own ; but " pilfered from an-

" other " that they were " taken verbatim from Dr. John-

"fon." The cafe is plainly this ; when you would impeach

Mr. Wefley's HONESTY, the arguments are not his own,

but Dr. Johnfon's ; hence he is " convicted of the moſt pal-

pable forgery" in offering them to the world. But when

you would expofe his incapacity, the arguments are no longer

Dr. Johnſon's no ; then they are " flowers of his own cul-

" tivation," and are prefented to him as his UNDOUBTED

RIGHT . Nor is this all ; for fuch is your dexterity, that you

can not only transfer theſe arguments from Dr. Johnsonto

Mr. Wefley, and then from Mr. Wefley to Dr. Johnſon

again ; but, when occafion requires, you can fo alter their

very nature as to change them from " Arguments" inte

" Childish quirks," and from " Childiſh quirks," into

" Arguments" again !

:

Farther, " Mr. Wefley," you fay, " is furely the laſt man

" in the world that fhould find fault with mere affertions, be-

" cauſe he has all his life-time made ufe of them inftead of

" arguments" Whoever has looked into Mr. Wefley's Ap-

peals, his answers to Dr. Middleton, Dr. Taylor, &c. his

Predeftination calmly confidered, and fifty other pieces, muft

know that this is a palpable untruth.

" As to the florid quotations," you fay, " I certainly

" might have faved myſelf the trouble of telling the readers

" they were quotations. Mr. Wefley has a fhorter way:

" Like him, I might have made them my own words, and

" kept my own counfel ; and who knows but they might

" have paffed undetected." I anſwer : if, when you have

borrowed fentiments, phrafes, and even arguments from

others, you have always told that they were borrowed, and

alfo from whom, it is well : but fuppofe you have not, where

is
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is the harm ? In the cafe now under confideration , there is

none done to Dr. Johníon . A gentlewoman who is intimate

with the Docter told me, that fhe afked him what he thonght

of Mr. Wefley's Addrefs ? who answered , that he much ap-

proved of it, or words to that effect. And as to the public,

Mr. Welley has done them a fingular favour, in letting them

have the fubitance of an eighteen-penny book, of fuch in-

trinfic value, with additions and improvements, and all at

the price of two-pence.

་ ་
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Again, to be fure," you fay, " if Mr. Wesley had re-

" commendedJohnfon's book, which had imparted fuch light

" to him, or candidly informed his readers, upon his first pub-

lifhing his Addrefs , that it was chiefly extracted from

Johnſon's Treatife, this would not have anfwered the end

" of imparting light to others ." I answer : matter of fact

fhews that it would not have done fo well. Dr. Johnſon's

book had been often recommended before Mr. Welley faw it;

yet it had not the run, no not the hundredth part of it, that

the Calm Addrefs had, in the ſhort ſpace of a few weeks.

You go on. The facts relative to Mr. Wesley himself, L

" had long been poffeffed of; and fhould not have wrote at

" all, as I verily believe, had it not been to expoſe the ſhame-

ful verfatility and difingenuity of this artful man, and to

" prevent, as far as I could, the fpread of that mischief,

" his performance might otherwife be productive of." The

facts relative to Mr. Wefley himfelf-Pray, what facts do you

mean ? If you intend thofe which relate to Dr. Johnfon's

Tract and Mr. Weſley's Addreſs , you could not long be pof-

feffed of thefe, unless you poffeffed them before they existed..

For the Addrefs was not thought on, much lefs was it wrote

or publiſhed, till a few weeks before your letter appeared ; but

if you intend any other facts , they are nothing to the pur-

pofe. But you fay, you should not have wrote, " Had it

not been to expofe the fhameful verfatility and difingenuity,,

" of this artful man," And do you call it fhameful verfa-

tility and difingenuity to have read a tract, which oppoſed

the principles he then believed ? and to be fo open to con-

viction as thereby to be convinced of his mistake ? and then,

without delay, to let the world know his fentiments were

changed.
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changed. Candid reader, is not this a wonderful proof of

the fhameful verfatility and difingenuity of this artful

" man"? But whofe language is this ? It can hardly be Mr.

Evans's ! He cannot be fo infolent ! I fee a greater man be-

hindthecurtain. Come out then and fhew yourſelf ifyou dare.

But, to return. The true reafon of your writing this letter

comes out at last. You fay, it was to prevent the mischief

" his performance might otherwife be productive of." To

prevent the mifchief !-What mifchief do you mean ? Why,

the mifchief of being fubject to principalities and powers.--

The plain cafe is this : the Americans, who at the beginning

of their colonization confifted of a very ſmall handful of peo-

ple ; Great Britain, in a fhort fpace of time, raiſed up to

a mighty empire.-This fhe did at a very large expence

both of blood and of money. By this means fhe vaftly

encreaſed her load of public debt.-At laft fhe required the

Colonies to bear a very fmall part of the enormous burden.

-This demand fhe did not make till they had acquired

fuch power and riches, that they thought themſelves able to

withstand all the power of the parent ftate.-Notwithstanding

this, when the Mother Country made that reaſonable, that

equitable, that eafy demand, they broke out, firſt, into tu-

mults, and then into open rebellion.-As it was not confiftent

with the dignity of a nation , which had fo often chaſtifed

the greateſt powers ofEurope, to be bullied by her own chil-

dren out of fo juft à requifition, fhe grew firm in her de-

terminations, and prepared a fmall force to over-awe, and,

if neceffary, to chaftife their ingratitude. On the informa-

tion of this, large armies of rebels took the field — and this

occafioned the Mother Country to prepare a larger force to

withstand them; of confequence, nothing was now expected,

but that, in a fhort time, there would be a moft dreadful

effufion of kindred blood.

Now this was the fituation of affairs between Great Bri-

tain and her colonies, when Mr. Wefley wrote his Calm Ade

drefs ; the defign of which evidently was, to convince the

Americans of the great impropriety of their prefent conduct ;

to call them back from an unnatural rebellion, to the duties

of

S
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of good fubjects ; and, by theſe means, to prevent the effufion

of blood, and the calamities of a civil war.-When this fea-

fonable, this calm, this humane Addrefs made its appearance,

it was read and approved of by thouſands and myriads ; and

fo great was the demand for it, that I believe the like has not

been known in England, at leaft for thefe hundred years.

But in a fhort time, the Reverend Mr. Evans wrote

aginft it. And what was his defign in this ? He tells us in

plain terms: to prevent, as far as I could, the ſpread of

that mifchief his performance might otherwife produce."

It is then evident, the mifchief this gentleman would pre-

vent, is, the mifchief of filencing the voice of tumult ! the

mifchief of weakening the hands of riot ! the mifchief of

quelling the fpirit of faction ! the mifchief of preventing all

the horrors of a civil war : that is, the miſchief of prevent-

ing towns and cities from being turned into heaps of afhes !

fruitful fields from becoming barren defarts and fields of

blood ! the miſchief of preventing the joyful wife from be-

coming an inconfoleable widow, and the hopeful fon from

becoming an helplefs orphan ! above all, the miſchief of

preventing myriads of immortal spirits from launching, un-

prepared, into an awful Eternity ! Thefe, good Sir, thefe are

a few of the miſchiefs which you, through the tenderneſs of

your compaffion, have laboured to prevent!

66

In the next place, you fay ; " He pretends to give a ſpeci-

" men of my arguments : with what fairneſs and integrity he

" does it, I appeal to the public at whofe tribunal I ftand..

" This writer (Americanus) afferts, fays, Mr. Wefley, twen-

" ty times over, he that is taxed without his own confent,

" that is, without being reprefented, is a flave. Mr. Wefley

anfwers, no, I have no reprefentative in parliament, but

" I am taxed ; yet I am no flave . Yea, nine in ten through

" the kingdom of England, &c." I answer, when you fay,

" Hepretends togive afpecimen ofmy arguments," youmean,

your reafonings or arguments, properly fo called. There

fore you fay in the next fentence, " Such, candid reader, is

the fpecimen Mr. Welley exhibits of my ARGUMENTS,

" and of his own decifive answer to them." And on fuppo-

fition that they are your arguments which he has mifreprefent-

ed
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ed your appeal to the public against his unfairness and want

of integrity. Yet, (who would believe it ! ) there is not a

word in the place you have quoted concerning your argu-

ments. What is faid, is concerning your ASSERTIONS , not

your arguments, good or bad. Mr. Wefley's words are,

This writer ASSERTS, &c. " Is this, Sir, giving a speci

men of your your arguments ? And yetyou can very gravely

exclaim against unfairneſs and want of integrity!

.

But though you thus mifreprefent Mr. Wefley, he ſpeaks

with truth and accuracy, in calling your words mere affer-

tions. For you fay, If you are taxed without your own

" confent, you are flaves :" and all that you have to fupport

that affertion with, is, " If every man that is taxed without

" his own confent, is not a flave, wherein is the difference

" betwixt flavery and liberty ?" You therefore are certainly .

right, that " according to" this (not " bis fpecimen of

" them" [the arguments] " they fubfift only in vacuo."

" My florid quotations," you fay, " are treated just as

cavalierly as iny own nutshell arguments." " The cele-

" brated Montefquieu, is the fanciful Montefquien, Mr.

" Wefley tells us ; and becauſe he afferts that all the inha-

" bitants of England have a right of voting at the election

" of a reprefentative, except fuch as are fo mean as to be

“ deemed to have no will of their own, he very cunningly in-

fers, that certainly this right belongs then to every man,

" woman, and child in England ! This, doubtlefs is to

*

prove how fcandalous it is to charge Mr. Wesleywith mak→

" ing ufe of childish quirks." Pray, Sir, in what part ofthis

reaſoning lies the childish quirk ? Montefquieufays, " Every

" one who has a will of his own, has a right to vote for a

" member of parliament." Mr. Wefley anfwers, bat every

man, woman and child, has a will of his own. Therefore,

according toMontefquieu, every man, woman and child in

England has a right of voting. Now, as here is a regular

argument, confifting of major, minor and conclufion, let us

fee, if there be any childish quirk, in which of them it

lies. You will not fay, it is in the first propofition; for

that is Montefquieu's and your own. The fecond, that every

B
mang
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man, woman, and child in England has a will of his own,

is Mr. Wefley's ; and, perhaps, for this very reaſon, the

chilish quirk lies here ! But does it indeed ? Is it not true,

that every man, woman and child has a will of his own ?

You intimate, with a fneer, that married ladies have not.

But I afk, have not thouſands of married ladies a PROPERTY

of their own ? And what reaſon is there why they must not

have a will (even a civil, a legal will) of their own, to dif-

pofe of it ? Does notthe conflitution of England allow them

this privilege ? and if itdoes, can it fuppofe them to have no

will todo it? And what is faid of married ladies, will equal-

ly hold good in the cafe of " old maids" and others. There-

fore, here is no childish quirk ; but a folid truth, built on

undeniable matter of fact. If then there is any childish

quirk, it must be in the conclufion. But this cannot be,

feeing it naturally and regularly flows out of the premiſes. I

am therefore inclined to believe, that the true reaſon why

you called this a childiſh quirk is, becauſe it was easier to

call names, that to anſwer the argument.

" The anſwer to judge Blackstone," you fay, " is of the

" fame complection with that to the fanciful Montesquieu."

You mean, to be fure, it is an other childish quirk. But let

us fee it with our own eyes. " Judge Blackstone," fays, in

the quotation Ihave made from that great man, in a free ſtate,

every man who is fuppoſed to be a free agent, ought to be,

in fome meaſure his own governor. But fays Mr. Wefley,

this argument proves too much. For are not women free

agents : yea, and poor as well as rich men ? According to

this argument there is no free ftate under the fun." Now

to diſcover the childishness of this quirk, let the reader take

notice, first, of Mr. Welley's propofition,
" This argu-

ment proves too much." Next take notice of the argu-

ment which ſupports it. For are not women free agents ?

" Yea, and poor as well as rich men ?" Now, as to the mat-

ter of this argument, itconfifts of undeniable matter offact.

And as to the manner of it, though it be expreffed by way

of interrogative, every one knows that this is equivalent to a

pofitive affirmation. So far then there is no childish quirk.

If
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If then there is any, it muſt be in the confequence. Well,

let us fee it. According to this argument there is no free

" ftate under the fun." And is not this true ? and does not

this truth naturally follow ? For is there a ftate under the

fun wherein every man and woman, the poor as well as the

rich, is his own political governor ? If there is, point it

out, or you cannot fhew that this is a childiſh quirk.

But be it a childish quirk or a good argument, let us

fee how you answer it. You had faid, " In a free ftate

every man who is fuppofed to be a free agent ought to be

" in fome meaſure his own governor. " Mr. Wefley, an-

fwered, that this proves to much . For are not women free

6%

agents ? Yea, and poor as well as rich men ? According

" to this argument there is no free ftate under the fun." To

this you reply, " Well argued, indeed ! The filters of all

"this gentleman's focieties," (and why not the fifters of Mr.

Evans' fociety ) " will, it is hoped , wait upon him in a

body, with Mrs. Welley at their head, to thank him for

" thus ably fupporting the just rights and franchiſes of fe-

" male nature !" Now, reader, judge who has most reaſon

to complain of childish quirks, &c. Mr. Welley, who an-

fwers clofely and logically ? or Mr. Evans, who replies with

a impertinent fneer?

44

66

66

66

66

But now comes the great evil of all . " The following

paragragh," you fay, is the only remaining one that

" deferves an answer, and it shall have an effectual and fe-

" rious one. The book, fays, Mr. Wefley, which this wri-

ter (Americanus) fays, I ftrongly recommended I never

yet faw with my eyes. I reply, the book refered to (ſee

page 22, of my letter to Mr. Wefley) is intitled, An Argu-

ment in defence of the exclufive right claimed by the Co-

" lonies to taxthemfelves. Now I folemnly declare that this

" very book was put into my hands by a particular friend

of mine, as a book Mr. J. Wesley had ftrongly recom-

" mended to Mr. Pine, one of his own people, upon the fub-

" ject of American taxation. Mr. Pine, (printer in Wine-

street, Bristol) declares, and will make oath if required,

that the Rev. John Wesley, with his own hands put this

B 2
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66

" book
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book into his (Mr. Pine's) hands , accompanying it with

the ftrongest recommendations, and requefting him to pub-

lith extracts from it in his Gazette," that in confe-

quence hereof, he" " read this book himself, recom-

mended it"-" to many of his friends, and publifhed ex-

tracts from it, as detired by Mr. Wefley," and the

identical book which he received from Mr. John Wesley's

" own hands, Mr. Pine has now in his poffeffion . "-" The

" Rev. Mr. Rouquet, " declares, and will make oath

if required, that the Rev. John Wefley recommended the

" aferefaid book to him, in confequence of which he pur-

" chafed and read it, &c." The fubitance of this whole

paragraph is, Though Mr. Wefley has declared that he

never faw the book in question, yet it appears from the tefti-

monics of Mr. Rouquet and Mr. Pine, that he had both

feen and recommended it ; and, of confequence he muſt be

64

a notorious liar.

That Mr. Weſley has afferted he never faw this book, is

granted. It is alfo granted, that he had both feen and recom-

mended it. But does it hence follow, that he is a liar? It

does not. To make this fully appear, let it be obferved, that

a lie is a declaration of any thing to be true or falſe, which

he who declares it knows, AT THE TIME OF DECLARING IT, -

to be otherwiſe. If the thing afferted , be falſe in itſelf, if

the afferter believes, AT THE SAME TIME HE ASSERTS IT,

that it is true, this is not a lie, but a miftake.- Now, ac-

cording to this account, if you would prove Mr. Wesley to

be a liar, you must not only prove that he faw the book which

he declares he never faw ; but, alfo , that he knew, AT THE

TIME HE DECLARED THIS, that he had feen it. But this

you cannot do : of confequence you cannot prove that he is a

liar.

That he is not, I prove from the abfolute improbabilityand

abfurdity of the fuppofition, that a perfon of Mr. Wefley's

CHARACTER fhould , on SUCH AN OCCASION, be guilty of

SUCH A LIE!

And,
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And, firft, a perfon of Mr. Weſley's CHARACTER, &C.

where is the man who has given greater, if ſo great proof,

that he is a teacher come from God ? Where is the man who

makes more full, if as fuil proof of his miniftry ? What he

has done for God, and what God has done by him, con-

ftrains us to view his character in a very exalted light.

And, firft, what he has done for God ; both late and early,

by night and by day ; and that not only by fits and ftarts,

but uniformly, for fifty years together, exceeds all that has

been done by any five or ten men living, which we have any

account of.

Add to this, fecondly, what God has done by him. How

many thouſands has he been inftrumental in turning from the

evil of their way ? If you would fee them, go to the eaſt and

to the well, tothe north and to the fouth : go to almoſt every

city, town and village, to almoft every mountain, valley and

common in the three kingdoms. Now, that fuch a diſtin-

guished fervant of God, between feventy and eighty years of:

age, should, after fuch a ſeries of labours and fucceffes, turn

prevaricator and liar, requires an uncommon degree of un-

charitablenefs to believe.

But this will appear yet more unlikely, when we confi-

der, fecondly, ON WHAT OCCASION he is fuppofed to lie.

Had he been threatened with the rack, the gibbet, or the

flames, this might have been fome temptation. Or had he

been in danger of imprisonment, banishment, or the loss of

all his fubftance, this might have been fome temptation to

him. But when we obferve, that this was not the cafe ; and

that the only difficulty he lay under was, that a young man,

of no note, in a poor two- penny pamphlet, about politics,

had told him, that he formerly recommended a tract , which

contradicts his prefent fentiments on that fubject, how afto-

nishingly abfurd is it to fuppofe, that SUCH A CHARGE fhould

turn SUCH A MAN into a wilful liar !-And this abfurdity.

will appear ftill greater, when we obferve, that he might have

extricated himself out of this infignificant difficulty, only by

faying, I once thought the Americans were right ; but I am

now of another mind ! Add thirdly, to all that has been

B 3 faid,
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faid, the folly of telling SUCH A LIE. If a perfon, but

of an ordinary capacity, takes it into his head to turn liar,

or prevaricator, he takes care fo to contrive matters,

that he may not easily be detected . But Mr. Wesley is

fuppofed to lie fo unguardedly and foolishly, as if he did it

only for the fake of being detected and expofed : that is, he

is fuppofed to recommend a book to Mr. Rouquet and Mr.

Pine, and alfo in public company, and then, while he re-

membered all this, to declare that he never faw it !

In like manner, he is fuppofed to utter certain words in

various companies, and , in particular, when addreffing the

members of his fociety, confifting of many hundred perfons ;

and then, while he remembered this, to deny, in the most

public manner, that fuch words ever came out of his mouth.

Could I believe this of Mr. Wefley, I would fay, not only

that he is the most WICKED, but alſo, the moſt FOOLISH liar

That ever lied. For did he not know, that a falfhood told in

fuch a manner, could not fail of being detected and expoſed

in afew days ? To fuppofe, therefore, that fuch a perfon , on

fuch an occafion , would publiſh ſuch a wilful falfehood, while

fuch confequences fta: ed him in the face, is a moſt abfurd and

ridiculous fuppofition,

But if Mr. Welley faw this bock, and yet declared that he

did not fee it, how is this to be accounted for, fo as to excul-

pate him from the charge of lying ? anfwer, by fuppofing

that his memory failed . And this fuppofition is fupported by

the greatest degree of probability . Mr Wesley is now an old

man, between feventy and eighty years of age . Add to this,

that at this very time he has fuch a variety and multiplicity of

bufinefs, as few men could manage, even in the prime of life.

For inftance, there are few weeks in which he does not travel

two orthree hundred miles ; preach and exhort in public be

tween twenty and thirty times, and often more ; anfwer thirty

or forty letters ; fpeak with as many perfons in private, con

cerning things of deep importance ; prepare, either in whole

or in part fomething for the prefs. Add to all this, that of

ten in that fhort fpace of time, a variety of tracts on differ-

ent fubjects, pafs through his hands, particularly as he travels a

and

1
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and that if any tract does not immediately relate to his

office as a divine, though he may give it a curfory reading,

yet he does not think it neceffary to charge his memory with

its contents ; 1 fay, when all theſe things are confidered, no

one will think it strange that his memory should often fail.

And that this is true in fact , is well known to thoſe who

are about Mr. Wefley. Many inftances of this could eaſily

be produced ; but let a fingle one fuffice. Mr. J. B. who

travels with Mr. Weſley, told me a few days ago, that Mr.

Wefley lately fupped in company with a diffenting miniſter :

that this gentleman afked Mr. Wefley, if he had not ſpoke

fuch words to another diffenting minifter, when he dined,

fome time before in company with him ? Mr. Welley an-

fwered, that, to the beſt of his knowledge, he had never

dined with or feen that minifter. Yet the next morning,

when the former gentleman returned, Mr. Wesley faid, “ I

am glad you are come ; for I have recollected that I did dine

with Mr. E. and very probably the words you mentioned did

-pafs between us.

you

I therefore conclude, from all that has been faid, that

when Mr. Wetley faid in his Calm Addreſs, " he never faw

"the book," it was not owing to any want of varacity ; but

merely through the defect of his memory.-And this is the

account of the matter which Mr. Wesley himſelf gave, No-

vember 12, in a letter to the Rev. James Rouquet. " Dear

" James," fays, Mr. Wefley, " I will now fimply tell you

" the thing as it is. As I was returning from the Leeds

" Conference, one gave me the tract , which
refer to,

part of which I read on myjourney. The fpirit of it I

obferved to be admirably good and I then thought the

arguments conclufive. In confequence of which, I , fup-

" pofe (though I do not remember it) I recommended it

both to you and others : but I had fo entirely forgotten it,

that even when it was brought to me the other day, I

" could not recollect, that I had feen it." - You fee, Sir,

how this account agrees with that which I have given : not,

indeed, from any thing I knew of what Mr. Wesley would

fay, for himself, (for he was out of town when most of this

66

letter
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letter was drawn up) but from the nature and probability of

the thing.

66

66.

I have only one circumftance more to take notice of. You

fay in the conclufion of your Obfervations, " How far theſe

things may ferve to give Mr. Wefley more light, I cannot

fay but ifthey do not give the public more light into his

" real character, I can only fay, Si populus vult decipi, deci-

piatur. If the people will be deceived, let them be de-

" ceived." So the public, I find, are to look upon Mr.

Weſley as a wilful liar, and abominable deceiver, becauſe

through forgetfulneſs he faid, he never faw a pamphlet

which he had feen ! And is it poffible, Sir, that you who

have been fo long almoſt his next-door neighbour, can find

nothing in his whole conduct fo characteristic of him as thefe

paultry circumftances ? You certainly are no ftranger to what

he has been doing and fuffering on account of religion thefe

laft fifty years. You have been an eye or an ear-witness of

what he has done and fuffered in ritol, Kingwood , Cole-

ford, Wednesbury, Cornwall, Newcastle, Yorkshire, Lon-

don, and almost every other part of the kingdom . You

have been an eye or an ear-witnefs ofthe many thouſands

whom he has been inftrumental in turning from Satan to

God. And is all this to be looked upon as no proof of his

being a good man ? While the trifles you have mentioned

are to pass for demonftrations that he is a mere knave ? O,

Sir, if the candid public will not look upon this as an evi-

dence offomething materially wrong in you, I am fadly out

in my prognoftics.

It is true, in your letter to Mr. Wefley, you SAY, “ I

" love and honour all good men, all men of real principle

" and INTEGRITY, however they may differ from me in

"political or religious fentiments." But, I am fadly mif-

taken if this very declaration does not demonftrate the con-

trary: fuppofe by love you mean what St. Paul does in the

thirteenth chapter of his firft epistle to the Corinthians . His

account is, that afarn, love or charity, thinketh no evil ;

but believeth all things, and hopeth all things. It thinketh no

evil
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evil of any one without the moſt abfolute neceffity, nor even

then without the cleareft proof. But you, Sir, without

either of thefe, think evil, extremely evil of Mr. Weſley.

For in your profeffion of love before-mentioned, you mark

these words, good men," in Italics, and the word, " IN-

" TEGRITY," in capitals , plainly intimating, that you do

not think Mr. Welley is a good man, or a man of principle

and INTEGRITY. Again ; it believeth and hopeth all

things, that are good of every one ; and that not only if

there be but the smallest degree of evidence in the perfon's

favour, but if there is not the fulleft evidence to the con-

trary. And where it is forced to believe there is a fault,

it readily believes any circumftance.which has any tendency

to extenuate it. It also hopeth all things. Where it is con-

ftrained to believe there is an evil, it hopes it was the firft,

and will be the laft ; that there was fome remarkable temp-

tation to it, or that it has been deeply repented of: and

thus a loving heart think , believes, and hopes the beft of

every one.

"Ifyou would fee this charity exemplified in a living cha-

racter, fee it in the behaviour of Mr. Welley towards your-

felf. When he (through miſtake) thought you had afferted

what was not true, he drew a veil of true , unaffected charity,

over it; faying, " I REALLY BELIEVE he was told fo.".

Now this charity, as ftated by the Apoftle, and as exempli-

fied in the Chriftian behaviour of Mr. Weſley, I am confi-

dent you do not poffefs. For had this been the cafe, you

would not have THOUGHT, you would not have BELIEVED,

much lefs would you have publicly SAID, that Mr. Weſley

was an artful, defigning, difhonest man : you would not

have ftrained an inconfiderable circumftance or two, to

make the world believe, that with filver locks about his ears,

and with one foot in the grave, he is commenced a wilful

liar : you would not have PRODUCED the declarations , and

OFFERED the depofitions of feveral witneffes to drive your

improbable and ridiculous charge into the very heart of his

reputation you would not have given him your decent

advice to become an honeft man before he drops into

the grave ! In fhort, had you really poffeffed the charity you

make
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makefuch pompo
us profefli

ons
of, inftead of teachin

g
you to

brand Mr. Wefley with the mark of public infamy, it would

have taught you to excufe a mistake, to extenua
te

a fault,

yea, to cover a multitu
de

of them : it would have taught

you to fay, Thoug
h Mr. Wefley declare

s he never faw the

book, which it is certain he has feen , I do not on that ac-

count impeac
h

his veracit
y

or doubt the goodnef
s

of his

heart. But I verily believe, that partly throug
h the hurry

of busines
s, and partly throug

h the infirmit
ies

of age, his

memor
y has failed.

This, most certainl
y
, is the spirit and languag

e
of true,

And therefor
e

I leave it to the

divine, gofpel charity.
world to judge. whether the charity which you have dif-

played on this occafion is any other than that of a cenforio
us

bigot, or a furious patriot.

PO
ST
CR
IP
T

.

I have juſt feen, in the Gazette
er

, your laſt letter to Mr.

Weſley, and have stopped the prefs while I make a few cb-

fervati
ons

on it.

You fay,

" As you have at length favoured me with your

public acknowledgmen
t
, our controverfy is at an end." Ian-

fwer: the controverfy between Mr. Welley and you was,

concerning the right of parliament to tax the Colonies ; and

the acknowledgm
ent Mr. Wefley made was, that he was mif-

taken in ſaying he never faw the book you mentioned. Now,

Sir, howdoes this acknowledgmen
t put an end to this controverfy?

Why, truly, just as an American, by fhooting a holethrough

the fkirt of an English Corporal, would end the controverly

between England and America. But, good Sir, have you

not here intended an impofition on your readers, by making

them believe that Mr. Wefley has made more acknowledg-

ment than he really has ?--You add, " To triumph overthe

vanquished would be ungenerous." Pray, in what reſpect

have you vanquished Mr. Wefley ? Why, in this ; in a cor-

troverfy between you concerning the power of Great Britain

to
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totax the Colonies ; Mr. Wefley, through mistake , denied

having feen a certain tract ; but on recollecting that he had

feen it, acknowledged his mistake. Now this acknowledg-

ment, which has nothing to do with the merits of the caufe,

vanquishes Mr. Wefley, ends the controverfy, and would

leave you triumphant, only you are too generous to triumph !

" It is, however, neceffary," you fay, " for me to ob-

" ferve, that your infinuating, that I have taken as much

" from Mr. P."-" as you have from Dr. Johnſon ."—" is

" not fact ; and if it were, IT IS NOTHING TO THE

PURPOSE. This , Sir, is certainly true. If your Argu-

ments prove the points they are brought to prove, it can be

nothing to the purpoſe from whence they are taken . And

does it not follow, by parity of reafon, that if Mr. Wefley's

arguments prove the points they are brought to prove, it is

nothing to the purpoſe from whence they are taken ? Ifyou

allow this, fee the impropriety of your clamour about " pil-

fering" arguments from others : if you do not allow it,

fee your want of candour and impartiality, in refuſing to ano-

ther ſuch liberty as you take yourſelf.

65

" But you intimate," you fay, " my perfonal charges

against you are foreign. I am of a different opinion."

Are you fo? then certainly your opinion is wrong for what

connexion is there between Mr. Wefley's perfonal character,

and the diſpute fubfifting between Great Britain and America?

Couldyou prove Mr. Wefley to be a fool and a knave, would

it thence follow that the Colonifts are wife and virtuous in op-

pofing government ? Or could it be proved that you are gen-

tle towards all men, would it follow that our governors are

mere tyrants in taxing the Colonies ?

But you add, " In all logical treatiſes there is a topic of ar-

" gument called AUTHORITY. Your authority, Sir, with

" multitudes of your followers"-" is great. My reprefen-

" tation to the public , ofyour amazing political verfatility,"

(verfatility ! I am told that this is a favourite term of Dr.

Priestley furely, Sir, you have not been ploughing with his

heifer ! ) was calculated to weaken that authority." So,

Sir, the truth comes out at last.-The cafe is this : at the

:

1 beginning



( .24-) )

ginning of the controverſy between England and America,

r . Wefley thought the Americans were in the right ; but

aving read Dr. Johnſon's tract, he was convinced of his

istake, and without delay acknowledged it. This Mr.

vans calls, AMAZING VERSATILITY ! as if the like

which is happening every day) had never happened before !!

nd this AMAZING VERSATILITY he dreffes up into a

arecrow ; that by AMAZING the public, he may weaken

Ir . Wefley's authority. In other words, Mr, Evans labours '

d fweats hard, in fraining and torturing an AMAZING

rcumftance, which, bythe bye, has no connexion with the

ufe in hand, that he may divert the readers from Mr..

efley's arguments, which do relate to it, by prejudicing.

em against his perfon . And fo AMAZING is Mr. Evans's:

Lodefty, that he tells the public this was his defign !

In answer to Mr. Wefley's declaration, that he had totally

orgot he ever faw the tract you mentioned, you fay, “ It is:

not only poffible, but probable, that in a few months you'

may totally forget that you ever read a tract, intitled ,

Taxation no Tyranny." You certainly mean , Mr.Wefley

and not forgot that he faw the tract in question ; and that,

erefore, he is a WICKED LIAR, let him fay what he will

the contrary. Now, reader, is this the spirit of MODE-' ..

ATION , OF Of BIGOTRY ? Is this the voice of CANDOUR OF

F INSULT ? Is this the behaviour of a GENTLEMAN OF OF

--- Oh ! Mr. Evans ! how foon have you forgot your

wn maxim, that, " To triumph over the vanquished is

ungenerous ?"

Once more: If you perfectly knew I was the author of

Americanus, " you fay, where was your candour and fes

tegrity, in making the public believe Americanus's letter

waswrote by two Anabaptiſt Minifters, ' affitted by a pen-

tlentan and a tradefman of the Church of England? I

nfwer : Mr. Wefley knew that you was the perion: who

alled himself Americanus ; that you was the principal pers

on employed in this affair, and. (if his informer did not

eceive him) that the other three were your auxiliaries . Here

hen is no breach -either of candour or integrity.

F I N I S.


	Front Cover
	A FULL ...
	( 3 ) ...
	(4) ...
	(6) ...
	( 30 ) ...

