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R % HESE Diftonrfes were intended, as
N

-T;A_ﬂg the reader will eafily perceive, only
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B8l for an Introdu€tion 2o another book.

e

s What induced we to wventure thews

abroad by themfelves was, the advice

of feveral perfons, for whofe judement I have the

greateft vegard.  Had I confulted my own inteveft,
worldly prudence wowid bave difconiapged e

from appearing in defence of [fuch unfafbionable
and unpopular principles. The enemies of Religion
will certainly be offended at them 5 and it is an
. Obfervation as obvious, as it is melancholly, that
they have more zeal for Infidelity, than Believers

#fually fhewv in favour of the Advocates of theiy
Faith.. Numerous, and liberal even to profufene/s

are the friends of irreligion, whilf} a religions, ov

really nfeful work can hardly find Crcony agement

cenough fer the ¢ariying it om. ety I hope, T
1 Jhall
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fBall always be veady to engage in the canfe Reli--
gion, whenever 1 fhall be thonght capable of doing
it any [ervice, without [eeking the favour, or
dreading the difpleafure of any many, or fet of
sen. s I bave but little 1o expeél from their ap-
probation, £ bavethelefs to fear from theirrelent-
ments, wy mean abilities and low flation being
too inconfidevable to give thewm any diffurbance.
s I am sor likely to fland in their way to prefer-
meity 1 am the wmove likely 1o cfcape their umufl
afperfions.  But the ounly concern of a wife and
g00d man ought to be, the difchavge of bis.duty in
bis propes /zf.czz'wfzj leaving the cvent of things to
God’s providencey aud mjpcf?éﬁg oui reward at bis
good tiiie.

T wis is the wnethod, by which Chriftianity
was firfl propagated, and by this we wmay beft
referve any pavticitlar dollrine, ov iuflitution,
when oppofed. T e primitive Chriftians did #nos
prevad ovei the rage and fury of their enemies by
the force of ;Dolfr:y anrd artificesy by difouifing, o¥
concealing 1heir fuith s by filence and cautions but
by a plain, and.open, and undannted profeffion of
2. Let us initate ihem in the inwocency of their
lives, in the plainefs and fimplicity of their man-
ncvs, in lheir convage and mfzﬁm ey, - and we fhall -
as certainly fz*r:ceed tho” oty perbaps, in the
advancement of our- felves, yetr iz the ti zz&mpb of

our canfe over all gain-fayers. |
T o cut off any.eccafion, frone them who may
Jfeek vccafiony o smificprefent wmy weaning, I winft
2 e declare
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declare plainly, that I do wnot intend 1o dicww &
pavallel between the prefent times, and the iimes
of the firft Chriftians. Chriflianity, God be
praifedy is wot under. perfecution with ws, but ciu-
Joys the proteltion of the Civil power, undev 1bc
government of o moft gracious and veligions Piince.
Yer I will venture to obferve, that, in onc re-
Jpecty the prelent condition of fomme of its teach-
€rs, bears too near a rvefemblance 1o that of its
primitive ones: They were veprefenied as cue-
wmics 2o Coelary though they publifbed o veligion
the moft friendly to goveruinenty, and iz their

doftrine and bebaviour wwere z‘be moft dutiful
[#bjeéls.  Many of the Clergy of the Church of
England are tradaced, by fuch as want to cu-
ar Qﬁ all publick fqz:‘vaz»;, to themfelves, as cue-
aies 1o the prefent happy eftablithment, #4¢°
ey bave pledged their allegiance by the wmof [o-
lemmn oaths s, tho’ they offer up their conftant prayers
for the pr 0/]35; ity of his Majeﬂ:}r and bis mofl il-
Iuftrions Famﬂy 5 and omit 70 pioper opporinnity
of zteftifying their duty. But by wbowm are wwe

thus mmmmﬂy :rep.r oached? iwr. only by profeffed
cnemies, for then we might bave expeéted it, and

conld have boyn it, but éy blethl.en, of the fame
veligion, of the Fune communion, of zhe fame
order. And why ave we thus tveated? not for
wreting againdt any pairt of the eftablifhed reli-
gion, the belt fupport of the crown, bur for
‘defending fome particular points of the religion of

qur Country, and of our King 5 of that Faith,
~ of
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of awhich bis Majefty is the Defender 5 and of
that Church, of which be is the Supleme head. -

Bur it is as dangerous to write againf parti-
cular perfons, as againft - particular doétrines.
Certain favourvite wviters of @ party find it con-
venient to exprefs an uncommon 2éal for the go-
vernment, and then it becomes a wvery difloyal
thing to anfwer them, let their principles, or the
[fubjelt of their boo.{s, be what they will. I bae‘ver

writes againft them, weakens their credit 5 who-
cver weakens their credity leffens their capacity of
ferving bis Majetty 5 and whoever docs That, is
i 1he z;zz‘.e:r"eﬂ of the Pretender.

TBERE 75 another crime [Hll more heinons
than either of the formers and that isy to ‘voz‘c,
or wmake 11! eraﬁ, at an cleCtion, againft any Can-
didate who is {trongly vecommended. Upm Sucls
accafions there ave always officious (pies to give in
ihe names of the difaffeGteds fentence is zmzﬁedz-
m‘eiy pronounced uporn them s the Anathema gaes

forth 5 like Cain they have « mark of infamy

zud difgrace fixed upon then s Tories and Jaco-

‘bites they muft be all the days of their life, ve-
fembling the condition of thofe forlorn .:.wcz*z:bes,
defcribed by Milton, fo whomn hopé never comes
nhftt comes to all.

- PRIVATE Judgment s azZi'awa:He in Reh-
,Qon but not in Politicks. Taama as free]}
as_you pleafe, jﬂ(Zgé’ of the teruus of 2 Conmu-

.“n;on, but not of the qualif ications of a Candidate,

wwithout offending [ome po werfzd tyyannical neigh=
- bour.
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bour. Yoz -may diffent fiom the received opini-
ons, and from the eftablithed Church, and yet
continue the moft loyal - Subjec?, but -a tender,
{crupulous conicience will not juflify @ Separa-
tion frome your political Guides az an Eleltion.
The true veafon of all this inconfiftency is obvious
onr veligious conduct does not affeft their Intereft,
but they can make a Merit of our Vote to ferve
the ends of their ambition and avarice.

W AT real advantage can -be doncy .07 -
tendedy to his Majelty, awd his Government,
when Fellow-fubjelts figmatize and opprefs onc
anotbery I am not capable of underftanding. One
thing I know 3 that the Mafler of o Family wounld
1ot think bis affairs the more likely to profpev be-
carnfe the [ervants were _continnally quarrelling,
and abufing, and beating one another. e are
then [erving the Government when we are en-
deavonving to cultivate and impiove a good undei-.
flanding betwveen his Majelty and all bis Subjelis,
and o good agreement amongft our {lelves. /2 ho-
cver alls otherways is influenced by Self-intereft,
and not any regard to the Publick. But.the pre-
tence for this practice is as weaky as _the prallice
it felf is umjuft and wnchriffian. - T he defign, it
[eemsy is to-bring us over. Zo bring us over! 1o
what? to the intereft of the King? Lei thenr
make it appear that the Tovy Clergy (as ey are
reproachfully fliled) or their friends, give the leaft
colour for ar imputation of Difloyalty. Oune of
themfelves, one of their celebrated Writers, one.

b of
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of thew Opyacles bas proupunced the inteveff of the
Pretender t0-be- fo- nconfiderable that it is too
{candalous.a {ubject to be mentioned.  #e rea-
dily. agvee.with them; and. make this obfervation
upon ibeiriopen confeffions that fo inconfiderable
an interefly is too {candalous a fubjeét -to be
made - the pretence for .cruelty and oppreifion.
I find, according. as occafion vequires, they can
snake the Majority of the Nation dwindle inte a
{mall Junto, . or @ few .inconfiderable peaple ‘be-
come. a: formidable. Multitude. .

Is iz the ntereft-of a Minifiry z‘/mz‘ 1S INCAnE. 2 -
£ Bope we - fhall. always pay all proper vegard io
perfons employed by-his Nlajelty, but it is highly
agreeableto the Duty of -good-Subjects, as welf
‘as the Liberty of Englithmen, 7o wvore for any
Candidate, whom we belicve to be beft qualified. to
Jerve bis King and Country, £h0” we vote againft
ibe inclinations of a.gvear Man, ov a number. of
oreat Men. |

L v they inean to bring us over to their own
Rartyi dr is o moft vifliculous and weak defign,
becanfe it would fruftrate the only end of Paity:
Dikin&ions, for ther there would be-no manner
of plea for excluding one fet of wmen from their
proper Shave of pubhck Encouragement, far the
Sake of countenancing ‘11]0121161,. '

L W rL L wot prefume to give my advice, hrz‘ 7
wayy with- decencyy exprefs my Wilhesy in. re-
[pect to the condutt of sy Brethren. Ibope no:
wijuft veproaches, or- bavdfbips, avill either. detek:

: X ainy
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any of us from a- fleady defeice of the eftablifhed:
Church, or provoke-us to withdraw any pait of -

our fincere affeition for the eltablifiied: Govern-
ment: However fathionable iz may be with fome,,

and bow uieful focver it.may be to-thems to-vilify
good Church-men,. ozr Kings of England bave
always. found thole men ifae.z/‘ beft: ﬁzmdsa WO
werethe trueft friends-to the Rﬁ;hg;on, and the -
Church of England s and whatever a few wesk,
ov prejudiced pevple may thinky on. the other band,

it is as impoffible.to. be true friends to the Church,
without a firm.adberence to the conflitution in the
State. If we perfevere in’ alting uniformly and.
agreeably to our principles, we fhall defeat our cve-
mics, ar leaft, in onc pariicular, by preferving our
Integrity s and by degrees e can-fcayce fxzz'Z of ap-
proving our innecency to our Governours 7z Church-
and State s, ¢/pecially to.onv [everal Diocefans, who.
fm'u@ the zmmdmzﬁe mfﬁeéfzm of- our bebaviour,
and frmz whon. we veafonably expett, not ounly.
Juftice and ProteCtion. from the wicked infinna~
tions of deﬁgmng Mens, but every inflance of pa-.
texnal .affetion and - cucouragement, without any

vegaid to dlﬁm&_tons fo deﬂ ruttive 10 Religion and.
Ligarning.

Bur the moff eﬁ“eé’fml meaus of . kecping us
conftant. to ouv.duty will bey to.- et as loofe. as
may be. to worldly. Interelt. Fhan -grige ambition:
and.avarice. besome the predominant Paflions, we.

are. in great danger. of being more intent upon-the.
¥nd,, than. npon. the Means 5 more concerned farh

\\\\\

zbe ﬁzmzﬁ af our pohtlcal pxge&s, ZW” for the.

bomw
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hononr of God, and the Salvation of Mankiid.
Where our Treafure 1s, there will our heart be
alfo. Where our heart is, thither will the beit
of our allionsy and defigns vun. He that is of
the World, his thonghts will be employéd upor
worldly views. He, whofe hope is full of im-
mortality, wi/fl be meore caveful to deferve prefer-
weri by a confcientious difcharge of bis duty, thaw
t0 get it by forming Schemes, and [fudying the
tempers of mien, and the arts of addrefs. ‘

As to thofe Gentlemen (for fome [uch there
eertainly ave) who keep #p party names axd di-

ﬁin&ions, for political purpofes, ler them, if
they ean, reconcile their conduct zo their pr of'ef

fion. Our blefled Mafter came into the world
vnder the indearving charaéler of the Prince of
Peace. His Gofpel is fliled the Gofpel of Peace. -
Eis Example, and bis Precepts, recommended
every thing that is beneﬁcent, every thing that is
kind, every thing that is compaflionate, every
thing that is generous.  And fball we, bis Mini-
fters, and Difpencers of bis word s fhall we fo-

ment divifions and animofities? ﬂmﬂ we pro-
wote malice and hatved? fhall we p/azﬁfgﬁ? cruel
and oppreffive methods? By the death of Chrift:
1be wall of enmity between Maikind was broken

downsy and [ball we be the farwazrdqﬂ and the
bufiet to rebuild it? His precious blood wis the

comment to unite the whole world inone bond of bro-
therly love 5 and fhall we contiatt 41l onr gool of =
ficesy and all ‘onr good wifhes, “avithin z‘be mzrrafze::
liomits of @ Party? God forbid: « Ameni. . A.

- ——
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_The NATURE of ERROR
:m Specukzz‘we Points.

05) HEN I dete1m1ned to engage .in
{@ the publicationof the hiftory:of
I E "" ./Yr;cszm, and Socinianifm, I thought
it a {eafonable opportunity for: pub-

hfhmg a difcourie concerning. Jo-
Etvinal pomts m Rehgmn 1y anfwer to the’ looﬁ:
ang permmous notions of thofe who maintain
‘the necelfary mwc‘emy of Eiiory or Lgnovance in
{uch points. © For, tho’ they {eem to'allow the
neceflity -of behewng certain articles of  Fuith,

yet they willnot allow that matters of Doﬁ‘f 1702
or Spectlation ¢an'be of That namber. “What
‘ponts they will allow t6 be fundamental articles
of Faith, they do not-offer’to declate, -but by
;daé?m.«ml orfpeculative ones,they underftandthofe

myﬂer:aw do€trines of Ehr zﬁmmty relating to the
B divine

'l\'
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divine nature and manner.of exiftence, and the
method of our Redemptmn by Fefus’ Chriffs
fuch as the dotiine of the ever-blefled Trinity,
and feveral others, which I forbear to mention
here, .as. having no- tmmediate relation ‘to my
{ubject. This important doctrine, tho’ plainly
rcvealed in the New Zeéffament, and commonly
maintained m the:hrit and purer ages of Chrifti-
anity_as generally neceflary to falvatlon, 1S _yet
rejeCted, becaufe inconfiftent, as is pretended,

with the p11nc1ples of ?’Eﬂféﬂ and philofophy.

Many unfuccefsful atterhpts having been made
by the Socinians, and Arians to def‘end their here-
fies from -/cripture, and: antiguity, they have been
conftantly projecting new {chemes for the fup-
portof them. Among others, the doctrine of
the inunocency of ervors in points of [pecuiatior has
been of late, tho! not invented, yet more fully
and. particularly enlarged upon, and digefted in~
to a régular {cheme. However true the doétrine
of the Trinity may.be in itlelf; or how Clearly
foever it may be revealed in Scrzpmre, yet, as it
is a matter of fpecalation only, the knowledge
and belief of it, -1t feems, do not affet our /z/-
vatiop. It may {erve,. like mere ~philofophical
and meiaphyfical quéttions, to employ the
thoughts of the learned or inquifitive; it may
{erve for an amufement in a leifure. hour, or as a
trial of ingenuity ; as an opportunity of ihew-
ing-a great deal of- 1ead1ng, a rational head, or
a cnucal fagamty, but the fubjc&, as to the

L - belief
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belief of 1it, is, in its own nature, as indifferent
as any wathematical trutly, and therefore cannot
poflibly be a ﬂec‘eﬂazry and fmzdezmmml ar tlcle of
Faith. 1 * .

T m e Foundation upon which this ob]e&lon
13 built, is not good, as will appear afterwards
when we come to confider the nature and con-
{fequences of the Chriftian Myfleriesy efpecially
the moft important Myftery of the Z#inity.. It
1s not {o purely fpecalarive and abffratied in its
nature, as they would infinuate, but is.imme-
diately connetted with praétice, as requiring
certain external actions, and thofe too of the
effence of true Religion, to be performed. in
confequence of it; and as having a neceflary in-
fluence upon the mind, in exciting and.impro-
ving religions difpofitions. Indeed it {eems to me
an impoflible Suppofition that any truth, im-
mediately refpeting the nature of God and his
moft wonderful and graciousdifpenfations in the
vedemption of Mankindy thould be fpecuiative
only; if /peculation be oppofed, as it muit be,
to any influence upon the religions difpofitions of
the mind. Bur, previous to this inquiry, I
thought it might be of great ufe to examine the
Cale of dottrinal or [peculative points in Reli-
gion, how. far they are indiffercnt in their na-
ture, and, as fuch, incapable of being made
revins and conditions ot Salvation: For, to fuch
a per{fwafion it is owing, that a great number

of Chriftians neglect the confideration of the
B 2 effential
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effential do@rines of ‘their Religion. . They are
plepoﬂ"eﬁ'ed with a Notioh that fuch atters do-
1ot at - all concern themy and thea rationally
enough determine not to fpend their time upon
Subje&§ of no con{'equence to theirireal“happi-
nefs, -.-;md as little ‘entertaining to’ théir tafte and
humour. But if we:can convince'unbelievers,
that, “weie the articles-of Chriftian Faith purely
[peculative, the belief of them might; néverthe-
befs, be required of us by God as néecélary to a
participation of the‘benefits of Chitfiinnity, we
have gained one confiderable point upon them,
by removing an objeétion that lay in the way to
1 ‘prop’él"' e’r’lquny As they WIH not be per. fuaded:
of ufelefs doétrines, the firlt proper itep towards
their conviction feems to be to thew, ‘that the
belief of fuch dotriries may be of thelaftimpor-
tance to their eternal happinefs, becaufe required
by God, however iudifferent in their own na-
ture, Tnm* may. then the more eafily be per-,
{uaded toenquirewhether God hasrevealed them,
and required the belief of them ; and fuch an en-
quiry will as naturally fhew them of what im-
portance the doctrines, in difpute -between us,

are .to the whole Chriftian [thewme, and éffeCtive
of true Cbrzﬁzmz difpofitions.

B ur the main reafon why I thought an en-

quiry into the nature of doétrinal or [peculative
points {eafonable is, ‘becaufe the manner of de-
fending the prevalent notion concerning the iz-

' HOCENCY
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Aocency of fuch’ Ewoﬂ, has led thie abetters of it
into very dangéréus principles, deftructive of 2/
Faith and Morals. Indeed modern free thinking,
11 mfpe&: to Religion, refolves at laft into Deifwz,
but in nothing moré manifeftly than in the pre-
fent difpute; tho’ I am willing to horea the con-
fequences are not fecn by every one who main-
tainsthe principles from whence they flow. This,

sjowever, tho it fiay, and ought to incline us to
judge ch.-.u itably of the intention of the authors
of heretical notioNs, yet it ousht not ro léffen
out induftry and zcal in endeavourmg to pre-

vent their pel ‘nicmus effeCts upon the Faich of
others. S ‘

T suaLL therefore PlOCEGd to the queltion
i difpute, 1n ft’ltmg and profecuting of which,
I thall have partlculm regard to acelebrated per-
formance, written« pmfeﬁ’cdly upon the {ubjeét,
under the title of “The Inpocency 0f Eryor afferted
and wvindicated. ‘'This author, “as hie himfelf de-
clares, has faken the wtmoft cdie and pains to
2020 the botton of ity and his friends, if we
may judge from zheir avowed charalter of it,
and bis pubhclc cncouragement from them, c-
fpoufe the principles laid down in. his book, and
feem to think, he has fucceeded very well in his
defign ; fo that in:confuting %im -1 may fairly be
fuppofed to-have confuted Lhe ageneral {fentiments
of:ithe party.-: Whit care theauthor may have
taken, he himfelf beft knows; "but it is more
than my opinion, that he has-1iot gone to' the

- Z’Off&'ﬁ}
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bottom -of the. queftion, but only made it more
difficult. for others to do it for him.

Errowr, he fays, p. 3. s an Affent of z‘l:m
Mind to a propofition as trucy which is not [o. -If
Eyror extends wo- furt her than the Mind, tis what
Lecall SIMPLY Ervor : If-a mar proceeds upon.
this falfe bottom to vegulate bis praciicey fuch Ev-
yor 15 then call’d a praltical ome; of the former

of which he thinks 1t clear and beyond difpuze,
" that they arve nor pawifbable. . By imple Exrors
then he means {uch as are purely /fpeculative, in
oppofition to fuch as have an influence upon
prattice. But this diftinction of Errors into
[pecuiative and praciical is often repeated.

P. 12. If we guard againft evil practices, zf
we take care that our altions are but vegular and
agreeable to the laws of Chrifty I do not fee what
harm can enfues from notions, he means; for he
had obferved, a little before, that God will not
damn us for our #ozions.

 AGAIN, p. 16. For any one 19 tinagine it Zeal

for God to perfecute wen for Errors in Speculation,
what is 1t but to betiay aw ignorance of God and
Dis attributes?

 AGAIN, p.27. Errors in P URELT S PE-
CUL AT IV E wmatters ave uot. punifbable.

AGcAain, p..29. If Errors of the Under{tand=
NG are criminaly. let all be fo, and punifh philo-
fophical ones as well as theglogical. I need not
cite any more, pafiages, the abovementioned be-
g abundantly {ufficient to prove, that by /-

ple



L 7 1

ple Evrors he me'ms in thefe places [peculative ox
dottrinal ones’s Eirors concerning {fuch things as
dre barely the'objeéts of our Ufzderﬂmzdmg, with-
out-having any influence upon our «éfions, and
confequently - t}nt he grounds the' zuwmocency of
fuch Errors upon their fpecz*]az‘z*ve nature.
-Tuus the terms doftrinaly ot [peculative,
and fimple, are -ufed promifcuouﬂy, as equivas
lent-in their fighification. “Yet, at the 27th
pages, when he recapitulates the particulars of
his difcourfe,- he makes them ﬁgmfy WO lefe-
vent kinds or Error.
. T is evident, 1 believey’ z‘hat f mple Eriors,

Zezf tbem fpring from what caunfe they willy are
not punifhable. |

2. That Evvors in matters of fpemkﬂzm are
780% - pmzz_/b.zé’]e |

"W HERE he particularly dlﬂ:mgmﬂles them
as different and diftinét from each other, tho’ in
his definitions of fisnple, and fpeculative Exror,and
afterwards in the courfe of his arguments, he
confidered them as one and the fame. Some-
times, you lee, .fimple Error,. or Error fimply
confidered, 1s ufed in the fame fenfe with /peciz-
lative or doétrinael Errors at other times thofe
rerms {ignify two diftinct forts.of Error. Which
-miftake I have not oblerved, for the fake of
finding fault, but in order to render the follow-
1ng dlfcourfe the more clear, by fixing determi-

‘nately the meaning of our terms, and the true
ftate of the queftion.

O N
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-~ @'~ thefame: account I am. obliged to. ob-~
{ferve another miftake, at the: 14th. page, which
quite alters the queftion, by plasing the Zumo-
ceizcy of Errory not in its.fimple ov [peculative
nature, in oppofition to praflical Farors, but
in mein’s not jufifying thetr py: 1&1{3&] Fnors, ‘K18
worcs arc theley. Such as. v and - juftify their
P! altical Evrors. And againy :p..2.2. The fourth
eiid lafty and only-bad fort of ervomeous perfonsard,
Jnci as ervy.and. prattife accovrding fos- and juflify
{Heputsitinifzalick) their praétical Lyrors 3 which
1s removing the ftrefs of the caufe to aquite dif-
ferent point from: that, whercon he had placed
it before; to a‘point; not only different, but ug-
ter ]y umntelhglble If an erroneous c01‘1f(:~.jen¢c
obliges-us to act 1in conlequence of it, it can be
no crime to juf’cify what we are obliged in cons-
{cience to perfoim.  In thort, .the crime: does
not lie in j#fifying our obedierice to the diftates
of confcience, but in not ufing all the proper
means to inform our conicience aright. Swrely
nature has given this writer, or-he has happily
acquired, {uch .a facility .of-writing obfcurely,
that his meaning will {foon become as great a
{ecret to himielf as it is generally to the reader..
A NoTHER. remarkable urftance of his in-
aceuracy in ftating his notion:is, -his adding z-
voluntary to his.definition of figple or [pecula-
2ive Errors. I puafl tranfcribe the whole paf-
fage to do him md myfe]f _]uﬂlce, tho’ I have
already cited part of it. 3« 4f Livor cxtends

7a
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o farther than the mind, *tis what I call fimple
Eryor. If aihan praceed.f wupon this falfe bortom
to regulate his pralticey fuch Error is ther called
practical.” How fax this latter Jort of Errors
( pm&lcai ones) falls #nder the cognizance of tnan,
o of ‘@ much bigher tribunal, z‘/mz‘ of God, will

appear [roims the enfuing i ﬁazf:rﬁ’ L arder £0
which *tis clear beyond d@z»*fe, that {imple and
involuntary _Eri oS @y 1oty nor can be pzﬁz{/lawle.
THERE c¢an be no d1fpute but fimple Eivors,
or Errors confi ned to the mind, and fi#ple -and
involuntary Errors, are here ufed as -fi gmfymg

the {ame thmg Our author has obfcrvcd 'thadt

writers ought - to pmceed Jrep by fleps 'I wﬂh
he had followed his own advice, for he has made

too much hafte, and taken two {fteps at once,
which is indeed avery unfate way of proceéding.
1. Simple and involuntary cannot poflibly ‘be
equivalent ‘terms, and'theréfore ought "nét to
have been joined together i his a’qﬁmzhm of
[fimple Errors.- A S
2, B Ut he may fay, that fimple ﬂl]d involun-
tary are here {o annexed,” that- whatevei Erfor
1s fimple muft neceﬂ”au]y, from the ndtuie of
it, be swvoluntary s and confequently, tho’they
are not egm*wrlem‘ in thelr _/Eg?zgﬂmfzm, they zyzfe;
one another. s
Be it grinted, for argument fake, that aZ
Sfimple Exror muft be involuntary, yet involuntary
thould not ‘have been added to fimple in a: de-
finition of fimple Exrors, ‘where nothing fhould
C " be
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be wferted but what is pecaliar to the thing

defined, in order to diftinguifh it from all others
of a different nature. Now the peculiar nature

of fimple Errors confifls, . as he all along {up-
pofes, 1in their Zvezm cmﬁmd to the mmd, 1n op-
pofition‘to {uch as influence practice.  'This i1s
the ground of his whole fcheme; and the pro-
per faz.cfzdazz‘wn, upon which he ought to build
the inuocency of fuch E11*01s, 15, the fpeculative
nature of them. If it follows ﬁom the nature

of _[pemkzz‘zm that Eriors in fuch points muft be
involuntary, let the confequence be deduced regu-
larly from the prewifes, but not made part of
the. - definition ov propofition itfelf.<
- 3. Simple Errors are no more involantary in
their own natureythan pracdlical anes, nor pratii-
cal ones any more necellavily voluntary than fin-
ple ones.  Certainly a man may affent to a /pe-
culative pro-p@ﬁ]:_ign‘__.cz-s. irue, which 1s not {o,
thro’:his ows tault, thio’ obffinacy, thro’ negleét
and carelefnefs; as he may likewife be miftaken
1n his opinion concerning praitical truths, for
want of ability, or oppgriunity, or by means
of other caufes. ‘which  he has allowed, and
endeavoured to prove, to be fufficient to ren-
der Errors mnocent. But thefe things will
be confidered afterwards, whefi 1 come to
examine particularly. his arguments in proof
of the junocency of fimple E/mrs s from whence,
if he proves any thing, he proves too much,
viz. that praitical Euols are equally innoccitt,
1 | bcc*mfc

L
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becaufe egually mfvokmmrf 5 and that Frrors
concerning the truth- of” th¢ fatts contained
in the Gofpel are no- more punifthable than
Errors about the myflerions doftrines of it. At
prefent I only oblerve, that, by placing the
criminal or innocent nature of Eirrdr in irs being
voluntary or involuntasy, without regard to any
other circumitance, he deftroys his own {cheme,

the defign of Whlch is to afcribe innocency par-

ticularly to fimple or [peculative Errors, by way
of diftinCtion.from praétical ones. He fays,
the only punifhable Errors are iuvoluntary ones.

And who ever {aid otherwife? But the queftion
1S not, whether 7nvoluntary Yoyrors are puwnifbable,
but only concerning fpecalative Ervors as oj:pofed
to praétical. Now, how does he undertake to
prove the Zunocency ot fpeculative Errors? Why,
by faying, that if @ man does but take care of bis
aCtions, zhar they are good and regular, and for
bis notions let him but ufe commnon pridence and
difcretion, and o God of infinite goodnefs will nor
be fo rigid a task-mafler as to vequive brick with-
out ftratw. He proves the innocency of notions,
as oppofed to pracltice, by a circumitance that
will make aéZions as innocent as %otions. INozious.,
he fays, are not punifhable. And why for Be-

caufe God will not ?‘egﬁz;e brick® without frraw.

Neither will he require #mpoffibilities in refpelt
to our.aftions, any more than in refpeét to our
notions. .. W hatever ‘is-involuntaiy muit be in-
#0CCHT and. therefore iwwvoluzntary notions cannot

be
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be puwifbable: But.-all this time he.alcribes no
p&zﬁéaylﬁ% innocency to [peculative Ervors in op-
pofition to pratiical onesy becaule he places it
in a circumflance that.will render them Zozh
cqually innocent. T am afraid the reader is tired
with {o much tedious trifling, but I thought it
ablolutely neceffary towards a clear and full view
of the queftion before us, to {ettle the true ftate
of it, by freeing it from tholec perplexities in
which this author has involved it. |

T i e queflion then (to ufe our author’s own
words, as we find them at p. 29) 1s concerning
[ome Notions or Speculations abont the bleffed Tri-
wityy v fuch myflevies of Chyviftianity. Our au-
thor afferts, that Errors about /sl points are
not purifbabley becaunle notions or [peculations ave,
in their.own nature, izwocent, as having no in-
fluence upon praftice. This queftion neceflarily
infers another, tho’ our author has taken no no-
tice of 1t, 2iz. whether the doltrine of the
Trinity, or-other wiyfieries of Chriftianity, be
doétrines purely notional or fpeculasive. . For,
otherwife, we may grant the truth of his pro-
pofition in refpect to the innocency of Error in
[peculative points, and yet deny the innocency
of Error concerning the doftrine of the Z7inizy,
or other myfierses of Chriffiauity. But 1 fhall
now confine myfelf to an enquiry into the #e*
ceffary innocency of notions and [pelnlations in ye-
{27005 matters 3 wherein I fhall examine. the
{feveral arguments brought in {ypport of this fa-
vourite {cheme. | THE

I e
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Tug firft thing offered by way of proof,
we find at the begmmnﬁr of the-laft paragraph
of the 3d pmfe, in th¢fe words, becarfe in the
peirceptions of the mind wen are perfeétly paffive.

Tyrs ar ﬁrun‘*ent, tho’ the author, I dare
fay, did not perceive 1t, will equally render 4//
Errors innocent, the mind being equally pajive
in thofe perceptions, upon which we ground
our judgments in praétical truths, asn fpecule-
tive onesy and this 1s the very fame argument
which is ufually urged agantt fréc will. We
¢ft 1in conlequence of our jzdgment, and our
judgment is made 1n confequence of our pereep-
tions 3 and therefore, 1ty in [peculative truths,
- the agrecment oy difagreement of the terms of
a propolition-appears neceffarily to the mind,
and the mind judges. according as things appear
true or falle, the progrefs of the mind i1s the
{ame in the judgments which it makes concern-
ing praclical truths; and {fo our errors concern-
ing pratlical truths are as wvoluntary, and con-
{lequently as znprnifbadle, as [pecrlative Frrors.
., T HE {ame confequence will follow in .re-
{pcét to the belief of the Chriffian Religion in
general, or of any particular fact or facts, upon
which our belief of Chriflianity 1s founded; the
mind, according to our author, muft be pz/five
IN 1t perceptions, and.paffive in 1ts judoments :
It is not inr any man’s power to determine how
the evidence for the truth of thofe facts thall
appeary or whether he thall ojudee according as
things

m—
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thmgs appears Confequently, any Error refpet-
ing the truth of Chriftianity is as innocent as any
Error in our notions or jpec#lations concerning
the Z7inity, &c. Thus effeCtually; tho’ un-
warily, docs our author defiroy, not only se-
vecled Religion, but even AMorality 1Lfelf by
rendering us neceffary, and, if weceflary, winac-
conntable beings.  But 1 need not urge this any
farther; our author, and his friends, if they be
friends to Religion, will readily give up the ar-
gument, or fhew how the mind is pafive in its
perceptions and judgments concerning [pecutia-
77ve points, and fiec 11 its perceptions and judg-
ments of practical truths; paffive, when it per-
ceives and judges of wmotions and fpeculations
about the Zrinizy, and other myflerions dotlrines
of Chriltianity; free when it perceives and
judges of the /pecziative evidence for the truth
of Chriflianity it/elf. '

A's this 1s a matter of great importance to
bhuvian Liberty, and to Adorality, I {hall endea-
vour to give a true itatc of it. I agree with the
author of the ﬂ;fzowﬂcy of Liror, that the mind
is paffive, as in its fenfations, fo likewile in its
percepiions, NOL ONi y of ﬁwm[aéwe, but of pra-
Fical truthsy but it is got paffive in its judasients.
The mind receives the ideas, which offer them-
{clves, as they are, and.which cannot poflibly
be received otherways. Perception is neceffarily
what it 1s, and confequently always- infallibly
rrue. A man casnot be deceived in what he

F Y
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perceives, any more than he can bé in what he
feesy hearsy or feels. 'Things muft appear to
the mind juft as they offer themfelves to it ; <if
thc Under ftanding, which 1s the perceptive rdculty
of the mind, be in a proper condition to receive
objects, zmd.- the mind applies iticif properly for
fuch a reception, things will appear, as they
really are in themfelves; if the inteliectual facul-
ty be naturally defetive, oraf the mind be not
{ufficiently attentive, either thro’ carelelncts, pre-
pofleflion, or dny other means, things may appear
different from what they are; yet, in both cafes
things appcar to the mind, whether truly or
falfely, always as they are offered to it. Juil as
it is in refpect toour Jenfess fenfaiions are exci-
ted weceflavilys objeCts muil appear as they are
prefented. If; for inftunce, the organ of fight
be in its natural difpofition, a-proper objeéty at
a due diftance, thro’ a proper medium, will ap-
pear to the mind as it really 1s in nature; but if
the organ in itfelf be any ways defective, or if
the objelt be at too great a diftance, or f{eed
thro’ a falfe medium, things will not appear in
their true thape and colour : yet {till, be the ap-
pearances true or falfe, they muit be {uch as
they are offered. But then, as in the exercife
of our /enfes, things do not always appear to be
what they really arc (which appearances are yet
neceffarily {uch as they are prefented to the
mmd) the mind is fyee to judse or deteimine with-
1 itfelf whether thole appearauces be true og
falfe,
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falfe, till it has. fully confidered the matter, f{o
likewife 1s it i refpect to the perception of mtel—
lecinal obieCts ; tho’ they will appear to the mind
{uch as they offer themlelves, yet the judgment,
or determination, which the mind makes con-
cerning the truth of thole appearances, is fiee.
It for inflance, our author’s performance has
failen into the hands of any perfons, who read
without attentiony without a capacity for {uch
iubjects, or with.a {trong inclination ro favour
his {cheme, it 1s poihble that to fuch perfons his
arguiments, weak and obfcure as they are, may
appear {trong and clear; and, while their inca-
pacity, inattention, or ﬂlong prejudices con-
tinue, his arguments will neceffarily appear  to
them fuch ;s-they offer themiclves ; but they
are under no weceflity of judging his arguments to
be as ftrong and cleary as they at firft appeared
to be; they may /it/pend their jadgment till they
‘have atientively examined the force of them, as
alfo the {tate of their own heart, whether they
be not under the influence of party pr erazdlice and
paffion, and whether the fubjelt’ be fuited ro
their capacities and habit of thinking. That
the mind has actually a liberty of ﬁfﬁxmfmé its
Judgment Of determination concerning the truth
of its percepiions, and that in many inftances it
can forbear making any jzzdgﬂgmz' at '111, 1s what
every man, that attends to the opel ations of his
own thind, muft experience in himfelf, tho’

thew may be {ome infuperable difficulties in our
con-
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conceptions concerning free-will. Weare inward-
ly confcious of fuch afreedom 3 our confcioufnefs
a thirfg wherein we cannot be miftaken, any
more than we can be miftaken in any other /-
ple fenfation. W e may as well difpute whether
we really feel any painful or pleafing fenfations,
as whether we do really experience a power of
attending or not attending to the confideration
of any fubject, of judging or not judging about
it. Qur author obliged me to make this digref-
fion about: free-will, becaufe hisargument,; drawn
from the paffivene/s of the mind inits perceptions,
deftroys the notion of  agexcy in us. - I thall con-
clude ‘this head with a fhort obfervation upon
another miftake of his, in ftiling /pecrlative
Errors, ‘Errors of  the judmment 3 tho’ in this
miftake he' has the’ good luck to be kept in
countenance by Di. Whithy. T remember, in
his notes'upon the Epifiles, {peaking of the.¢/-
Jential dorines of Chriftianity, the Dottor ob-
lerves, that matters of judgment were not in the
number:of Fundamentals.- 1 prefume (for he
does not'explain himfelf) he means, with our
author, fome wuotions, "ot [peculations, about the
Trinityy or other myflerions doctrines.” But what
an abfurd manner of fpeakmg is this ? Tt fup-
pofes: that fome Errors are not Eirors of the
judgment. What are they then? ‘Or what is
Error, but a falfe judgment or determination of
the mind concerning the truth of our perceptions ?
A% Exrors muft relate to the judgment, and to
D that
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that only. Qur author {pcaks alfo of Errors of
the Underflanding 5 where, by Underflanding he
muft mean either the judgment, or the.perecep-
tive faculty, both which I have already ex-
plained. He feems to confound the Fudgment, the
Under flanding, and Percepiion together ;5 whereas
peiception is previous to the judgment, and the
foundation of it. 'T'he perceptive faculty of the
mind does not properly perforie any operations,
but receives impreffions, ternal notices of things,
as the bodily eye receives impreflions from ex-
ternal objets; but the judement belongs to-the
wzl), which implies aéfion; it i1s an alt of the
mind, determining concerning thofe ' notices
Wthh appear to the perceprive mcu]ty 5
H1s nextar gument (tho? he calls it the ﬁf'th

having divided one into three, or foux, all: of
them refolving into the involuntas y . nature -of
[peculative Error) is at the beginning.of the laft
paragraph of the 7th page, and is only the con-
{cquence of  the former argument. . Errory . he
fays, cannot be punifbabley becaufe we -cannot re-
pent of Error; wherey by vepenting he does not
mean retraéling an Error, but explains himfelf
after this manner : A man can bave no fling of
C'wﬁz&i?ce, 720 7CIR07/Cy 720 ﬁ{f—carzdemﬂmg 70170%5,
jor baving been in an Ervory unle/s it bas affcéted
his altions; .which, at the bottom of the. page,
he proves thus: ds 'tis 4 contradittion to be fully
e ﬁwﬂded of any point, and vepent of it at the fame
timey *twill follow that Brror cannot e repented

of .
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of. 'The gentleman thewed fome judgment at
the end of- his book, when he put in a caveat
agaii"ﬂ: carping atr woids, for a captious reader
may {requently take advantage of the impropri-
ety of his expreffions. I guefs, that by Ervor,
in this laft paflfage, he means /pecwlative Error,
and not Eriyor in general, becaule, not only the
preceding paffage, but many other places, and
even his whole {cheme, exprefsly limit the {ig-
nification to fuch Errors only ;5 but hafty rea-
ders will unavoidably be led into miftakes by
fuch writers. But, I prefume, his argument
when properly exprefled, muft run thus:

Men cannot be punifbed for what they cannot
repent of, o be lorry jor: .

They cannot vepent of, or be forry for having
been in [peculative Fivors: |

Therefore they cannot be pum{hcd far haviug
been i [peculative Lirors.

TwuEe firft, or major propofition, v:z. that
men cannot be pzm.y??ed for what they cannot re-
pent ofy ov be forry fory is, in {ome {enie, true,
but not under all circumitances; becaufe theu:
Incapacity to.repent may be the effect of an ob-
dul.acy pioceeding from a wilful Habit of {in-
ning ;5 but that men cannot repent-ofy or be foriy
for having been in /}emlzzz‘zw Errorsyis the point,
difputed, and which ou1 author ploves mamoil’
extramdmuy tanner. " 1 thall once more put -
his ¢ 'u'gument into the’ f'o1m of 2 ﬁl]oggfm, tlmt,
t Poﬂible he may fee the fallacy of it.

D 2 If
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If a man cannot be tully perfuaded of any
point, and repent of it ar the {ame time, be
cannot vepent ofy 07 be forry for having been
formerly iz @ [peculative Evror:

But a maw cannot be fully perfuaded of . iy

point, and repent of it ar the fame time:

Thercfore a man cannot repent ofy ov be forry

fory having. been formerly iz « f])eczdm‘z‘ve
- Lrror.

I H AVE added famzer]y, becaule have been
{ignifies the #ime paft; from whence the reader
will eafily fee a double defect in this argument.
tor, 1/, tho’ our author and his friends cannot
be fully perfuaded of any point, and repent of it
ar the {ame time, they may, and I hope they
will, live to be convinced of their Error ; and,
after their conviction, they may 7epent and be
Sorry for having’entertained and fo induitrioufly
propagated it.

2dlyy. T HOUGH to be fally perfnaded of any
truth, and to 7epent of fuch perfuafion at the
fame time, 1s.an impoflibility ; yvet to be fuily
perfnaded of.a truth, and to be puwifbable for
the belief of fuch a truth, are very confiftent
things, becaufe it may be hlS own fault that he
1s {o fully. perfuaded , f

Bu - his argument, were there any forcé in
1it, would prove praftical Errors as innocent, as
[peculative ones. For, .if a man be. fully . per-
Sraded, tho’. err memﬂy, of the lawfulnefs, or

unlawfulnefs of any attiony it is ippoffible. he
* , - {hould
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thould be fo f#ily pefﬁzczded and repent of that
altion during the continuance of fuch a perfua-
fion; and, if he cannot repent of it, he cannot,
in this writer’s opinion, be pumﬂaed for it. Ei-
ther the confequence 1s good m refpect to every
inftance of perfuafion, or in none.at all. This
is the ufual unhappinefs of our author’s reafon-
ing; but here he has been at fome pains to con-
fute himfelf. A4 man, fays hey, p. 7. can bave
no [elf-condemning notions for having been under
a wmiflake, unlefs it has affected hbis attions. Fory—
what would any man expect fhould follow ?
Something, no doubt, in proof of his affer-
tioh ; inftead of which, he not only proves a
different propofition, but one deftructive of the
diftinétion which he had made between fpecrla-
tive and praétical Bxrors 3 thewing, that both
are equally 1nnocent.  For, fays he, Error being
a miflake of the judgment, it muft diveCt and guide
ony altions as much as truth itfelf. Now the
ffway of truth isy by direfling oui aCtions according
to our judgments; and if That be wifinforined,
or mifguideds the effect mufl be the [ame as of
truth, as flowing from the fame  principle. 1F
thenan erroneons judgment muft direct and guide
our aétions as much as a well informed one, we
can no more vepen of fuch altions, than of mere
notions or [peculationsy, which have no influence
upon: our aitzons.

THESE are the only arguments which are
offered in this performance to prove the Zuno-
- cency



[ 22 ]
cency of [/Je?miczsze Errors, as. diftinguithed from
practical ones, VI, ‘ |

1. That fpeculative Firxrors are involuntary.

2. That we cannot repent of {fuch Errors.”

Bur at the 2d page of the Preface, which
is prefixed to the fecond Edition of his book,
by way of defence or vindication of 1it, he gives
us another reafon why /peczlative Errors can-
not be pumifbable, viz.

Thar the evil lies not in them, flvitlly [peak-
ingy but in that peculiar frame and difpofition of
aiud which tends to betiay nen into thews.

Twur1s reafon 1s urged by another popujar
writer (Mr. Chrl) m a difcourfe concerning
perfecution : 2 writer lefs obfcure and 1ntricate in
the manner of ftating his notions, but equally
opiniated and felf—-{uﬁicwnt, without a proper
foundation to {upport fuch an opinion of him-
{felf. Whether thefe two writers fell naturally
into the fame way of thinking, or whether
Mr. Chub condefcended to be beholden to ourau-
ther, the argument, upon examination, might
ferve Mr. Chud’s purpofe as little as 1t does #his
gentlemarn’s; but at prefent 1 am only to confi-
der it in refpect to the mnocency of [fpeculative
Errors. And he could not poflibly have thought
of a more unfortunate reafon ; it undeniably
proves that fpeculative and pratlical Yrrors are
equally punifbable. For, if the evil of any Error

lies wholly 1n the fmme or difpofition of iind
which occafions it fpeculative Errors of any kind

ﬂ

- may
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may {ometimes, and often are, occafioned by
an cvil frame and difpofition of mind, and con-
fequently, sccording to our author, are punif)-
able. Philofophers frequently take up erroncous
opinions, and continue in them thro® piide and
felf-conceit, or thro’ a fpirit of oppofition ; {fuch a
frame and difpofition of mind is undoubtedly
evily, and, according to his argument, every cr-
roneous opinion occafioned by them is likewife
evil. Thus again praéiical Errors are not always
owing to an evil frame and difpofition, but to
want of ability, or opportunity of cnquiry : W here-
ever, then, the frame and difpofitzon of mind,
from whence praéiical Exrorvs avife, '1s iunocent,
fuch Errors our author is obliged, upon his own
principles, to acquit of any guilt, tho’ the con-
ceflion deftroys his whole {cheme, - the diftincti-
on between [pecularive and pradticel BErrors in
refpelt to their inunocency. |
" Tis time now (to ufe our author’s own words-
once more upon this occafion) zo look -back and
view.the ground we bave gone over. 1 have taken
the hiberty to alter the latter part.of .the expréf-
{ion; for, tho’ to Jook back and view the ground
we fland upon, as he exprefles himfelf, may be
poflible, as far as 1 know, yet it 15 not.a praper
way .of {fpeaking. Rut to bérrow the metaphor
without criticifing on the phrafe.-  Upon a re-
view, I {ce, we have travelled over a great deal
of ground, thro’ many blind and . almoft un-
paffable roads of abfurdity and {elf-contradiction,
and
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and are at laft arrived at the very {pot from
whence we fet out. If this be our author’s
cautious way of proceeding flep by flep in a dif-
pute, it brings to my mind the ftory of a per-
fon who divided Chriftian vunnersinto three {orts,
the laft of which food f2i/l. He has faid, and
unfaid, or faid nothing to the purpofe. - His
arguments prove nothing, too much, or fome-
thing foreign to the queftion. INot one argu-
meit is advanced refpecting the innocency of
[peculationsy, or notions in particulary as diftin-
guithed from praftical truths, tho’ That was
confefledly the defign of his book, but only
{fuch as either prove a// Errors innocent, or zlf
punifbable. I {hall thercfore tiy to go, it not
to zhe bortom of this queftion, yet a little far-
ther inté it than he, or his fellow=labourers,
feem to me to have done.

W HEeN Speczlaiions, or Notions, as being
confined to the wmind, are oppoled to praétical
truths, fuch as' have an influence upon our
attions, they do not mean any external altion
whatfoever. For aétion, as ation, is no more
cviminal or punifbabley, than Error or TZhought,
confidered - abfolutely as fuch. Owur external

attions, confidered in zhemfelves, are like the
motions of -any other piece of ‘inanimate -mat-
ter, which is aftuated by fome other being 5 and
t-hey are criminal, or innocent, only as they are
direted by the foxl, which is an intelligent agent.
It does not therefore follow that an Error is

| punifhable,
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punithable, becaufe it has a conneftion with
prattice, c¢onfidering practice fimply as an exter-
n#al attion, becaule action, as fuch, is as indiffe-
yept in its nature as abfolute thought, and, con-
fcquently, every argument that proves the ne-
ceflary innocency ot [fimple oy fpeculative Brgors,
from the indifferent nature of fuch Errors, will
“ as {trongly prove the innocency of praétice, con-
fidered fimply as an external aftion: So that, if
God cannot require the belief of certain fpecx-
larions or notions, only becaufe fuch truths have

no inherent goodnefs in them, f{eparate from the
pofitive command of God, for the {fame reafon
he cannot require the performance of exzerunel
attions which are of an wdifferent nature. 'I'hefe
cafes are exaltly parallel; and every argument,
drawn from the fpecalative nature of any do-
&rine in proof of the #unocency of Error,y or Ip-
norance concerning it, will equally affeét our
obligation to the performance of any exzernal
attion, the antecedent fitnefs of which does not -
appear to us from the relazion and redfon of
things. So that, in the opinion of thefe wri-
ters, there neither is, nor can be any duty or
obligation arifing properly from the authority of
the /legiflator, but {olely from the antecedent fiz-
#efs of the things commanded. For, f God
thould at any time be plealed to make a revela-
tion to his creatures, unlefs he reveals alfo the
reafonablenefs and fitnefs of every part of it, we,
it {eems, are not obliged to obey him ; which

E. abfo-
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abfolutely deftroys the legiflative anthority of
God, and makes him only the means of inform-
ing us of our duty, but not the fountain of that
mztbm 7ty, from whence our duty arifes. Sup-
pofe a perfon diretts onc of his equals to do 2

cert®in thing, if the thing appears to the per-

{fon direCted iz and ?eﬂﬁmfrbk to be done, the
divettiorn will have the {fame binding force as if 1t
were the command of one who was invefted with
the moft proper authority, which any being 1s
capable of having over another. Or fhould a
command come from one in axthovity to another
. properly {ubjeéted to his jurifdiétion, it would
neverthelefs carry no obligation along with 1t,
tll the firzwe/s of it appears to the perfon to
whom it is given; the apparent fitnefs of things
being, in the opinion of {ome, the proper {ource
of 2/l obligation. "W here then is the notion of
gurifdiétion, of pewery and authority ? 'I'he very

ideas, to which thefe terms are annexed, are va-
nifthed. 'They muft mmply, if they mean any
thing at all, that the f#perior has a power of
lemg hws, of - prefcribing rules of action to
his inferiors, properly fubjefted to his jurifili-
(fion; which power he has not, it the duty of
obeying arifes folely from the fitnefs of the com-
mand, ‘and not from the azthority of the perfon
who impofes it. In this {enfe it'is no command
at all 5 the {ubject has 4§ much right to com-
mand hlS {fovereign, as 'the fovereign 11'15 to com-

.:1ad his fubjeét. He- can tell hum what s fi#
e and
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and seafonable for him to do,~~ which is all the
authority that the {overeign has over his {ubjeét,
upon this fuppofition. But the cafe is other-
wife s the Creator of the WOlld 18 the Governor
of it ; in right of lis dominion, he has the. fole
prerogative-of giving {uch laws for our govern-
ment, as feem beft to his infinite wifdom. /s
will is the only law to us, lus creatures, from
whence our duty and obligation properly arife.
The fitunefs of things 1s to hbim the reafon or mo-
tive of “his commands, and to #s the means of
difcovering his will, wherever he has not vouch-
{afed us the benefit of an external revelation.
But, if the wi// ot God be, as it certainly is, the
sule of our actions; if Gody in right of his do=
siziition over us, has authority to prefcribe laws
to us, they are.obligatory, tho’ the {ubject mat-
ter of them feems ever o indifferent in itfelf. If
he requires the performance of any external’
action, or the belief of any doctrine, without
acquainting us with the wile ends to which his
all-wife providence will make thofe things {ub-
{ervient, it is rebellion in us to refufe obedience
to his commands. Thus much Mr. Chxzb {feems
to own in favour of pofitive inflitutions, at the
“16th page of his fupplement to the previows qute-
ftions fays he, In all thofe cafes where there is no

appaient unfitnefs, and where we are [atisfied of
the divinity of the commandy— there This (the
command itfelf, he muit mean) will be a reafon
Jfor our compliance. In confequence of which

’ E 2 cone
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conceflion it muft follow, that the command of
- God will be as good a reafon for our belief of
mere [pecrlarive doétrines, as he allows it to be
for the performance of an aétion, whofe antece~
dent fitwefs we are not able to difcover: unlefs
he could thew, that there is an awfecedent unfit-
zefs in requiring the belief of doétrines, tho’ not
in the performance of external aétions, indiffe-
rent in their own nature. [f7 is agreeable. to the

wmoral fitnefs of things, that creatures thould obey
their Creator; which they ablolutely refufe to
do, if they demand any ozber reafon,. befides bis
pofitive command, tor their obedience.

"W e~ Mr. Chub {ays, 1n his prévious que-
ftion, That God does not att arbitrarily, and that
there can be no duties of wmere arbitrary appoint-

 menty, he means no more than this ; That, as
God is a wife'and good being, he muft have
fome wife and goodend in all his commands an-
tecedent to them, which is the reafon or motive
inducing him to command. To act without
{ome antecedent veafon for acting in fuch a man-
ner, is not to act wifely; and to entertain {uch
a notion of the all-wife governour of the world,
is the higheft blafphemy. u

I~ this opinion we fhall join iffue. Nay, I
will concede a little ‘more to him than he feems
to demand, wiz. That it 15 agreeable to my im-
perfect conceptions of the Divine Being, that
in all his actions he not only propofes fome “go0d
endy which intention is antecedent to €very ation,

2 but

“—_—;




[ 29 ]

but that (whele any ends or means are preferi-
ble to each other) he always propofes the beff
end, and makes choice of the fizzeft meaus for
the accomplithment of it. I think, to fuppofe
otherwife of him, is to-deftroy the notion eof
the énfinity of his goodnefs, or of his wifdom.
But what advantage will they be able to make
of this conceflion, 1n prejudice of pofitive infti-
zntions, which may have the wifeft reafons tor
their appointment, tho’ thofe reafons do not
appear to zs ? Certain aétions (by which- 1 do
not mean only exfernal attions, but any act of .
the mnd) feem to us to be of an zudzfferent na-
ture: That 1s, they do not {eem to have a #azu-
ral tendency towards efteCting fome good end.
The belief of certain truths do not {eem, of
themfelves, conducive to the improvement, the
perfection, and happinefs of the mind ; from
whence they would infer, that it 1s not con-
fiftent with a wi/e being to command any thing
which, in the nature of it, can anfwer no wife
cid. And true it is, that wifdom, 1n all its ope-
rations, muil intend {fomething agreeable to its
own nature. 'T'o talk otherwile is a contradi-

&ion in terms ; but an adtion, which to #s

{feems to have no {uch warural fitnefs, may, by
the direCtion of infinite wifdom, be made {ub-
fervient to certain good purpofes. It may be
very expedient to make {uch actions the {ubject
of a divine command, as a proper trial of our

humility and obcdlcnce ; of our readinels to
+ {ubmit

0
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{ubmit oz wifdom to G%(Z’s, and to acknowledac
his legiflative authority by an Zmpliciz obfervance
of his commands. Nay, they {eem, in {omc
refpets, the moft proper means of giving us a
more awful fenfe both of the power and dominion
of God over us, to whole glory all our actions
ought either affzally.or virtrally to tend. Cor-
rupt and degenerate as our nature is, there will
generally be a degree of complacency attending
our obfervance of thofc laws which approve
themfelves to our reafon ; in which cafes it is
difficult to diftinguifh between duzy and ncling-
sion 3 whether the eafc and fatisfaction, which
-we feel within us, when we act agrecably to
the di¢tates of our minds, be thc only motive
of. our actions, or whether we act upon a prin-
ciple of Jove and obedicuce to God. But where
we can difcern no other rcafon beflides the com-
mand of God, why we thould act after fuch a
_manner, we then pay the molt ab/olute regard
“to his anthborizy. 'Thele are ends worthy of the
. Divine Wifdom 3 it is fiz and reafonable that
¢reatures Thould have the molt awful {enfe of
the dominion of their Creator; that they {hould
" be in a conftant difpolition to ebey him ; and
that they {hould refign, with all humility, their
- smperfeét underftandings to the direction of om-
“mifcience. It is impoflible, abfolutely impofhble,
* for the united firength of human reafon to thew,
_that thefe good ends may not be promoted by
fuch pofitive injunctions, tho’the fubjelt matter

= of
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of them feems indifferent, as to their natural ef-
fects. Mr. Chub has obferved very juftly, Suppl.
p. 16. That, as God fees thvo’y and to the end of
things, and thercby bas a perfect view of all the
civcumflances and confequences which attend ozr
attions, 1o he muft [ee wherein the fitunefs or un-
fituefs of every action lies 5 and comfeGuently muft
be a mnuch better judge, not only in M ANY
(as he moft wreverently exprefles himfelf) us
riv AL L cafesy than man can polftbly bey whofe
views ave vaftly contralled. 1 may f{afely refk
the whole caufe upon this fingle point ; let any
man thew, that 1 requiring the beliet of a do-
(trine merely [peculative, or.the performance of
an cxternal aftion, as iindifferent In 1ts nature, as:
any action can be, God can have no *zwﬁ; and
good end. T would only obferve, thar, in or-
der to qualify himfelf for {uch an undertaking,
he muft acquire a diftinct view of the whole
extent of cm{'cs and eftects; or, 1n other ‘words,
he mult be osmnifiiens. It is not {ufficient  that.
we perceive no firzefs. in a command, becaufe
no conclufive argument can be drawn ﬁ'om__'_vm*"
o zonovance, but we muil fee diftinctly and clearly
an #ufitnefs, before we can reject a command as
unworthy of the wifdom of God. Altho’y
therefore, there are no duties of were arbitrary
appointment, if they mean only, that in all his
commands God hath regard to fome wifz and
good end, worthy of his own perfections, yet
in 1efpe& to our obediencey and bis legiflative aun-
0 .thowi i1}
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thority, there may be arbitrary commands, be-
caufe we may be obliged to obey them, folely on
account of Ais anthority, without knowing ex-
plicitly the reafons of his enjoining them. Ar-
bitrary 1s {fometimes ufed to fignity bamourfome
or capricioxs y but it oftner, and more properly,
fignifies abfolute ; and a Prince is {aid to be ab-
folute, when his will 1s the law to his {ubjects,
tho’ at the fame time he makes the rules of ju-
ftice, wildom, and goodnefs a law to bumfelf
in his adminiftration. His government is faid
to be abfolute or arbitvary, in thaty bis will or
pleafure carrics a {ufficient obligation to obedi-
ence from his {ubjeéts, without aflighing the
veafons by which it 1s direCted ;5 neither 1s 1t al-
ways thought agreeable to the rules of wi/dons
for civil governonrs to publifh the reafons of
their conduét, tho’ mankind of late have been
{o forward tp reject the commands of the #wi-
werfal unlimited and afl-wife govermonr, unlefs
agrecable to their own contracted notions of
the’ natuval fitnefs of things.

‘BuT to reconcile our adverfarics the more
éafily to the pofirive part of religion, it nay be -
of fome ufe to confider diitinétly the oppofition
between things good in themfelves, and theretore
0£’Zzgcz20 -y in their own nature, and {uch things
4s receive their force from the fanétion of divise
authority. 'The woral d@fzes, becaufe "ll'lﬁnﬂ‘
from the smmatable velation of things, arc ac-
I{nowledﬂ‘ed to have an uherent gpodwefs -or fit-

. o wefs

L
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nefs in them, and to be of perpetnal obligaiion s
certain other duties, not fubfifting, as is {up-
poled, upon any {uch awnteccdent immniable #ca-
fons, but the pleafure of the legiflator, are faid
to be of pofitive inflitution. "This diftinCtion,
unlefs clearly underftood, may miflead us into a
difregard of Divine Ordinances.

T HF pofitive dutiesy as they are ufually term-
ed, bawve a real goodue/s in them, becauie they
were appointed cn account of a certain fifuefs
of things. But then zhis fitnefs, in refpect to
Jome of thofe inftitutions, after a certain period
of time, expired 5 and in zone of them was it
coeval with the relation of things, upon which
the fitnefs of moral duties 1s founded.

For inftance; in confequence of God’s in-
tention to offer up his only begotten Son as a
{acrifice for mankind, it might be ji7 and expe-
dient, becaule [ubfervient to wife and good pur-
pofesy to appoint zypical facrifices 5 and after that
our Bleffed Lord had atually oftered up him-
{elf, it might be equally fit and expedient, be-
caufe equally conducive to promote the glory
of God, and the good of mankind, to appoint
an nftitution commemoratrive of this great facri-
fice. INow whatever has a jfizne/s in it, con-
fidered as a means of promoting a wifeand good
end, may be {aid to be properly and really good 3
yet fuch duties may, notwithftanding, be faid
to be Jefs excellent than the moral duties, which

are grounded upon a certain order of things,
F fixed
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fixed originally at the creation of the world, nc-
ver to alter till the end of it 5 whofe fitze/s does
not refpelt any particular people, or period of
timme 3 and which are theretore at all times, and
under all poffible circumflances, {ubfervient to
God’s glory, and the happine{s of his creatures:
However, the duties of Joth kinds, as far as
they are a iz means of promoting a good end, are
undoubtedly goed, by realon of that fitnefs.
For, what do we, or can we mcan, when we
fay, that the moral duties are duties on account
of their own intrinfick goodnefs, or for their owrn
[ake, but only that {uch actions, from the rela-
Zion of things to one another, are wasurally the
sneans of producing good 2 'Their fitne/s arifes from
the counnettivin between their tendency and {fome
good 3 which, no doubt (tho’ we are not able
{o clearly to difcern 1t in every, or in any in-
ftance) 1s the cale of all the ordinaices which
God was pleafed to give either to the Fews, or
to us Chriftians. "T'hey were fitted and adapted
to certain circumitances; under thofe paizicular
circumitances they had a #ze#dency in them to an-
{wer certain good ends: During the continnance
of the /fame circumitances, the selation between
themnry, and the good cnds to which they had, or
have, 'a fiznefs 1n them to produce, is, and will
be, as zmmutable and weceffary, as the relation of
things in the {everal inftances of woral duaties.
The difference {feems to be this 3 the circum-
ftances, upon which the fitne/s of ordinances is
grounded,
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orounded, aie smztable; whereas thofe actions
which we call snoraly or imimoral, ave iinmutalble
in their tendenciecs, and therefore a/fways good
in their natuve.: But in both cafes, wherever
there is a fizne/s between an actzon and {ome good
en#d, That action has a real goodnef/s 1n 1t. 'The
reafon why its goodue/s or fitnefs, under thofe
partictlar circumflances, does not oblige mankind
to the performance of 1t, without an expie/s
cormmand from God, 1s, becaufe mankind by the
light of nature could not have difcovered it, as
we are able to do in the cafe of swoial duties s tor
which reafon, as I apprehend, {uch actions are
called pofitiveinflitutions. Their obligation arifes
wholly from an expiefs cowiinand, becaufe we
have no other way of knowing it to be the <wi//
of God that we fhould perform them. But,
could we clearly difcover the firnze/s of thole
actions without the help of an external ievela-
¢iom, our obligation to the performance of them
might be regularly deduced from z/eiice, becaufe
our 7eafo# intorms us, that it muft be the <wi//
of a <wife and good Being, to have his creatures
govern themfclves by the rules of wi/dem and
goodnefs, which are the meafure of his ow
actions.

Wuen I obferve, ¢ that pofizive duties are
¢“ lefs excellent than the s#7a/ ones, which are
““ grounded upon a certain order of things fixed
““ originally at the creation of the world, I do
not mean that gbffraited truths began to be

E 2 truths
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truths at the creation, by the arbitrary appoint-
ment of the Creator 3 my meaning is only this,
that the fubjeit matter of them was then deter-
mincd.  As for inftance, Zemperance and chaftizy
are durics on account of a certain fizzefs arifing
from the watnral and weceflarvy tendency of thofe
actions; yet the nature ot wmen, upon which
their fituefs 1s grounded, commenced at his
circalioity, and was of arbitrary appointment. "That
creatures of {uch a nature ought to act after

{fuch a manner, is a truth efernal and immutable.,
but their nature was neither efernal, nor necef~
fary, but depending upon the good pleafure of
their Creator.

‘Turs digreflion (if that may be called a
digrefiion which has fo neceffary a connection
with my {ubjeft ) may deferve the confideration
of thofe who think that 2be moral duties arve the
things which alone arve requived by God in order o
[alvation. 'T'hey may reafonably be defired to
fufpend their diflike to pofizive infiitutions, tll
they can prove, more fatisfactorily than 1t is
pofiible for any man to do, that {fuch inftituti-
ons are not wife and good, worthy of God, and
beneficial to us. I have endeavoured the more
carefully to fet this matter in a true hight, be-
caule of the confequences of it upon the truth
of revelation. According to the principies, a-
gainit which I have been arguing, men will un-
avoidably be led to reject every part of the

Seriptures, befides what refpelts moralizy; and a
disbeliet
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disbelief of one part of revelation, will foon be
followed by a disbeliet of the whole. ¥ am un-
willing to bring adire& charge of Deifm againtt
any particular writer ; but the prefent fwounw
opinions, fo induftrioufly propagated, and fo
greedily received, tend in their proper conie-
quences to introduce it 3 and 1 cannot help
thinking it to be the defign of thele writers 1n
generaly, to {educe people into Deifuz, without
incurring the cenfure and odium of {o mifchie-
vous an undertaking, by a more open protefiion.

I wifh what I have offered may be of any ufe
to guard unwary readers againit embracing thets
ichemes, before they have well weighed them.

I more I have {ufficiently eitablifbed my
opinion concerning [peculative doéivines 3 but,
before I conclude thls difcourie, I thall mention
one argument which I find in Mur. Chab’s previ-
ous queftion. 'This argument 1 have referved for
the conclufion, that I might not mnterrupt the
thread of the difcouric.

At the 27th page, {peaking of [peculative
points, where the soral firnefs of things can
give us no hight, he faysy £ ought 70 be vemern-
bered, thar CGod will either [0 clearly deliver [uch
pointsy as that there [hall be no place for Lyier, o
elfe be will excufe all Ervors which may arife from
them y it beng wnoft abfurd to [uppofey thit a wife
and good Being [hould give a vevelation iz 2 way
n which it is liable to be wifander(foods and thei
be difpleafed wwith his creatuies if they wmiflake the
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meaning of it 5 fecing [uch Ervvors ave not, in the
saturve of the thingy, a propey foundation for ve-

fentment. 1t is ulually the fate of thefe writers

to defend their pecznliarities upon {uch principles
as fubvert religion in geneval.

Speculative dofivines, he fays, are innocent,
unlefs they are {o clearly revealed as to leave no
place for Error.

Tr this argument be conclufive, not only

[peculative, but all Exrors are innocent, becaufe,

if there be soom for Evror, he thinks 1t ncon-
fiftent with the wi{dom and goodnefs of God
to punith men for erring ; but if this writer be-
lieves Chyiftianity, or even the moral fitnefs of
¢hingsy his belief is a confutation of his own ar-
oument : For, there is 7oom for Error even 1n
¢hefe points, and yet there is no #eceffity that a
man {hould be either ignorant, or mifiaken con-
cerning them. Now, if we are capable of ##-
deiflanding and believing any [peculative truth,
we may be punifbed for mor underftanding and
believing it. Or, will Mr. Chub deny that God
may, under certain penalties, requure any thing
which it is in our power to pertorm ; which,
however, his argument cbliges him to deny, or
elfe there is no force init. Let us try how it
holds when applied to fi#n in geineral. It 1s abfurd
and vidicitlons to fuppofes that a wife and good
Being fhould crveate us capable of finning, cv leave
room for finy and et be difpleafed with us for

Sinning. 1t would be a much more abfurd thing

to
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to lay us under the neceflity of aflenting to any
truth, and then be pleafed with, or reward us
for, believing. In fhort, he deftroys the no-
tion of virtue and vice, of a ftate of trial and
probation, and takes away the foundation of
rewards and punifthments.

I A M told, that this writex has no {mall fhare
of credit with his parzy; but it is to me fome-
what difficult to conceive how {uch extrava-
gant and wild and pernicious opinions fhould
meet with a favourable reception, while there
1s any regard to 7eligion, or the peace and wel-
fare of fociety, any common fenfe remaining among
us. Probably, in a time of {fo much zudzl-
gencey not to {ay licentionfnefs, I may be thought
to{peak with too much warmth and zeal; but I
am {peaking, as I think, in defence of every

thing that is valuable, and worthy of our mofit
affe¢tionate concern. It does not arife from

any perfonal prejudices towards the men, for I
am not known to any of them ; nor from party
confiderations, ftor religion and the publick good
can be of 7o party; but from a {incere convicti-
on of the dangerous tendency of their principles.
A fpirit of meeknefs, 1 acknowledge, is a rrue
Chriftian [pirit ;3 but to be zealonfly affetted iz
a good thing, is an Apofiolical rule, of equal au-
thority, and very confiftent with it. Charity
likewife, and moderation, are virtues of a mofik
excellent nature, and of the higheit eftimation

with God ; but they are {omectimes counters
feited



L 40 ]

feited bv an irreligions indifferency s anda Chriftian
Divine* can, not only labour to leflen the crimcs
of Herefy and Schifm, but contemptuoudly itile
them 7 heological Scarecrows, frightful only to fuch
foolith people as are not able to fee thro’ the
appcarances of danger, with which the f{uper-
ftition of ignorant, or the policy of defigning
people have cloathed them. 1 have not heard,
that he cver met with any publick difgrace or
di{countenance, for publithing {fuch an opinion,
{o rudely and vulgarly cxprefled ; but hiftory
tells us how it would have fared with him, had
he lived in thofe times when Church cenfuies
were duly executed.

¥ The author of the Innocency of Error, p. 28.
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