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v PREFACE.

prove fo precious an opportunity. It is our
duty to call upon every man who has ears to
bear, and form his judgment. Let every
claim of right, by men and chriftians, be
now produced, and urged ; and let the advo-
cates for civil or ecclefiaftical tyranny be,
if poffible, compelled to hear them, and to
produce their frongeff reafons in oppofition

to them.

It 1s high time to come to a decifion in
queftions of this moment. As the prophet
of old faid, Why halt ye between two opinions?
If Febovab be God, ferve him; but if Baal
then ferve him: if a ftate of liberty be fit
for man, let him enjuy it; if not, let him
crouch and fubmit, without making any
more refiftance. If men have a natural
right to the exercife of their religion, what-
ever 1t may be, uncontrouled by civil power,
and not fubjett to any civil penalties or dif-
abilities, let all thofe who are now opprefled
on this account, and held in a ftate of unjuft
and difgraceful fervitude, rife as one man, and
aflert their freedom. And if there be any who
pretend to a right to impofe their opinions
upon their fellow men and fellow-chriftians,
and to fubject them to any civil penalties
for not thinking as they do, let them be

called




PREFACE. v

called upon to prove their right to fucha pre-
rogative ; and if it fhould appear that they
have nothing but numbers, or long prefcrip-
tion, unfupported by reafon or argument,
in favour of their pretenfions, let fuch a
manifeft and impudent ufurpation be ex-
pofed and exploded, as it ought to be; and
let filence be confidered as a confeflion of
guilt.

While men are rational beings, it muft
be fufficient to appeal to their reafon, and
all prejudice will in time give way be-
fore it. Let us then never ceafe to urge

our reafons, and exhibit all our grievances.
We fhall well deferve to bear any burdens

that may be impofed upon us while we make
no complaint, and thereby fuffer others to
imagine that we think ourfelves made to

bear them, and that we have no caufe of
complaint.

If our enemies afk us where we mean to
ftop, let us anfwer, no where fhort of the
attamnment of all our juff rights, and the
termination of their injuftice towards us;
that we fhall think ourfelves aggrieved, and
have caufe for complaint, till the govern-
ment under which we live thall look with an

equal
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A The Spirit of the Conflitution, and

one feems to take the lead, as being entrufted wich
the exercife of the whole executive power, its au-
thority is fuppofed to be efficacioufly balanced by
the power of the purfe, which is fully in the hands
of another, Many will likewife admit into the
idea of this conftitution, the irrefiftible, though irre-
gularly exerted fway of the people, watching over,
and modifying the energies of all the reft. Now in
confidering the effect which the ecclefiaftical con-
fticution of England may produce upon the civil, it
is to be regarded under two heads; one, that which
proceeds from the influence of a fuppofed refem-
blance of ftruture, and which may be termed #i~
direft; the other, that arifing from the dire opera-
tion of its power and authority.

I. With refpect to fimileriry of form, though the
upper and lower houfes of convocation, with the
king at their head, form an apparent model of the
conftitution in ftate, yet it will be manifeft on the
flighteft confideration, that this is merely apparent,
and that the effential principles of the two are per-
teétly different. The popular bafis of our civil
conftitution has not the leaft paraliel in the eccle-
fiaftical; for neither in the choice, fuperintendence,
or maintenance of minifters, nor in the paffing of
ccclefiaftical ordinances, have the people any voice
whatfoever ; and it will not, I prefume, be afferted
that the /aity are not a part of the church as well as
the clergy. Then, even the lower houfe of convo-
cation is in great part not an eleffed body at all, but
compofed of perfons who fit by virtue of offices to

which






6 The Spirit of the Conflitution, and

miffion to the ruling powers is, I believe, a circum-
ftance common to it and all other chriftian churches
which have been eftablifhed by ftates, and made
part of their civil polity. And though fuch a
doftrine may be thought peculiarly inconfiftent
when applied to a form of government which has
been brought to its prefent improved ftate by re-
peated aéts of refliftance, yet it would in the ordi-
nary courfe of things be excufable were fubfcrip-
tion equally direted to the three branches of the
fupreme authority, or rather to the combination of
all the three. It is true that fuch a modification of
the rule of obedience has been adopted by church-
men in general, efpecially fince the acceffion of the
prefent royal family; but the public forms of wor-
fhip, remaining unaltered, ftill exclufively dirett
the reverence of the people to the king as their fole
ruler, and the fountain of all civil authority. Thus,
in the ufual prayer for his Majefty, God is addreffed
as * the only ruler of princes” which expreffion,
if it has any appropriate meaning, muft imply, that
kings are accountable to the Supreme Being alone
for the exercife of their office—a fentiment perfetly
treafonable to the fpirit of our conftitution. It
may, indeed, be reprefented as only an echo of the
legal maxim ¢ that the king can do no wrong ;”
but this is allowed only to exclude perfonal refpon-
fibility ; whereas the other fuppofes no human con-
troul of any kind over the fovereign’s actions. *

* In the fame prayer, the unqualified petition ¢ ftrengthen him that
he may vanquifh and overcome all bis ewemies,” though I fuppofe
referring only to foreign foes or declared rebels, is yet highly unbe-

coming







k: The Spirit of the Conflitution, ond

Thus the language of the church in its public
offices is that, not of our mixed conflitution, but of a
pure monarchy ; and what influence the conftant re-
petition of fuch expreffions muft have upon the
minds of the unthinking vulgar, may eafily be con-
ceived. The effeét has ever been, and ftill con-
tinues to be, that every member of the national
church, in proportion as he is zealous for its forms
and doétrines, and regular in his attendance upon
its ordinances, is biaffed towards the monarchical
part of the government, and in it centers that fpirit
of loyalty, which ought to comprehend the whole
ftate, not be monopolized by one who is only its
firlt fervant.

‘Whether the determined oppofition to any altera-
tion of the liturgy proceeds from the clergy only,
trembling under the apprehenfion that innovation
of any kind would affect their temporal interefts, or
whether it is alfo foftered and fomented by the crown
and its minifters for ends of their own, I venture
not to decide; but certain it is, that a very ftrong
political argument for the neceflity of an alteration
may be drawn from the confideration of its having
been framed under the direction of the Tudors and
Stuarts, who were glad to fupport their exalted
ideas of regal prerogative by the powerful aid of
religion. Is it in the nature of things pofiible that
fentiments dictated by tyrants and flaves fhould fuit
the views and feelings of freemen? If we could
not now endure the cant of James in the parliament,
why fhould we be obliged to hear it in the church?

But




of the Church of Englaid, compared. 9

But the influence of the doctrines and language
of the church, great as it is, is not fo exactly af-
fignable, and demontftratively operative, as that pro-
ceeding from the advantages of wealth, rank, and
title which the crown by means of the church has
to beftow. Without afcribing to the clergy a greater
fhare of ambition and cupidity than to other men
 {and the annals of mankind will not allow us to
cerclude that in any country they have /gfs) itis very
obvious that, as a body, they muft continually have
their eyes turned towards the fource of their ho-
nours and emoluments; and when it is confidered,
that the king of England has the uncontrouled ap-
pointment of twenty-fix fpiritual lords, who are in-
debted to him for eftate as well as title, together
with deans, archdeacons, prebends, canons, and
other dignitaries in abundance, befides the difpofal
of a great number of parochial livings, it cannot
for a moment be doubted which way this order will
lean in every controverfy between the feveral
branches of the legiflature. Their favourite adage
¢ no bithop, no king” though apparently refuted by
various facts, yet muft be allowed to have weight
when applied to an abfolute king; for as fuch an one
could in no ftate long fupport himfelf without the
aid of fome powerful body whofe interefts were al-
lied to his, fo where the ftanding army is not fuf-
ficient to enforce the people’s fubjeion, the af-
fiftance of a hierarchy connefted with the crown
has been found of admirable ufe; and all muft ac-
knowledge that none was ever conftituted fo ex-
prﬂfsly for this purpofe as the church of England,

improved

o

e
o



10 ‘The Spirit of the Conflitution, and
improved by placing the king, inftead of the pope, at
its head. A comparifon has more than once been
made between the three principal forms of church
government, as they naturally allied themfelves
with different civil governments ; and it has been
faid, that popery is particularly fuited to the genius
of abfolute monarchy, the Englifh church to that
of mixed monarchy, and the prefbyterian to that
of arepublic. Butitis upona very trifling analagy
that this fcale is formed ; for by what found reafon-
ing can it be fhewn, that a priefthood profefiing un-
Jimited obedience to a foreign prelate, independent
of and fuperior to all local fovereigns, is more likely
to become the fatellites of regal authority, than an-
other, which acknowledges their king for their {ole
head, and receives from him alone all the honours
and dignities attached to their order ?

It is true, that the great body of our inferior
clergy, whofe expectations are very limited, and
who are chiefly influenced either by gratitude to
thofe individuals who have already patronized them,
or by the hope of future favours from fimilar
fources, are little affeted by #his caufe of attach-
ment to the crown: and as in this country the tem-
poral interefts of the clergy are happily blended
with thofe of the laity, it may be fuppofed that
they will (as far as they can rife above profef-
fional prejudices) be as fenfible of the benefits of
a free conftitution, as their fellow-fubjeéts. And
with pleafure I acknowledge, that fome clergymen
¢f ihis defeription have ftood forth as the warmeft

advocates
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12 The Spirit of the Conftitution, and

of the one ever accompanied that of the other.
That under the protection of the ftate, as rendered
firm and flourifhing by the principles of equitable
government, the church has lived in peace and
plenty, will readily be granted; and fo far a confent
in the profperity of both may truly be afferted ; but
that the leading principles of the one have been at
all in union with thofe of the other—that they have
in the leaft co-operated towards that eftablifhment
of public affairs which now, I hepe, a great ma-
jority of Englithmen think a happy one, is loudly
contradi¢ted by the whole tenor of Englifh hiftory.

To begin with the reftoration does not the
church reckon among her golden days the reign of
that unprincipled profiigate Charles the fecond, and
did fhe not conftantly abet all thofe tyrannical
maxims and defigns which repeatedly brought the
conftitution to the brink of ruin? In the fucceed-
ing reign the danger to both was common, and for
a time infpired common meafures for {elf-preferva-
tion, in which even the perfecuted Diffenters cor-
dially joined. But even the heroes and martyrs of
the church foon fhowed, that when they refifted at-
tacks upon their rights and properties, they had no
idea of extending that principle of refiftance to the
effectual fecurity of the conftitution, ftill lefs to any
advantage for the caufe of liberty. The glorious
revolution itfelf has never, even to the prefent
day, been regarded by high churchmen in any
other light than as a dubious meafure, only juftifi-
able from the dangers of the church, and by no

means
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means to be propofed as an example for future times,
or to be pleaded as a decifion of the conftitution
in favour of the rights of the people. The late
centenary celebration of this event fufficiently
difcovered how little the ftaunch friends of the
church wifhed to re-kindle the lamp of liberty from
fuch a light. In the laft years of queen Ann the
church triumphed, and the friends of freedom trem-
bled. The acceffion of the Brunfwick family was
a blow to the high-church party which they moft
fenfibly felt ; and the fanatic cry of tbe danger of the
church was the confequence of the fecurity of the
ftate. Such was the prevalence of difaffection
among the eftablifhed clergy, that I hefitate not to
affert, that at leaft two thirds of the whole body,
till after the period of the rebellion in 1745, re-
garded as ufurpers thofe fovereigns for whom they
bound themfelves to offer up a nation’s prayers.
The church again refifted the crown; but it was
only for the purpofe of preferving all its preroga-
tives in their full extent for the bereditary monarch,
when the popular one fhould be removed. The
hiftory of the prefent reign would not lefs forcibly
confirm the pofition I have been maintaining; but
of tranfattions fo recent it is needlefs to fpeak.
Such, then, is the boafted conformity between the
church of England and the Britith conftitution, that
the firlt has ever apprehended its danger from the
meafures employed to meliorate and {trengthen the
fecond; and the latter has regarded the triumph of
the former as the worlt of auguries !

The
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T4 The Spirit of the Conflitution, &c.

The eftablithed church probably comprizes #ine-
tenths of the people of England; but in this vaft
number it is to be prefumed that there are many,
who, fuperior to the narrow views of a fect, and re-
garding their charaéters of Englithmen as the firft
of all focial ties, are indifferent to every thing in an
ecclefiaftical eftablithment but what conduces to the
advancement of religion and morality; and fcruple
not to oppofe every part of its fpirit which is hoftile
to the rights of their fellow-citizens, and the princi-
ples of civil liberty. Such a perfon will probably,
from confiderations like thofe which have been here
fuggefted, look with fome fufpicion on the power
and influence of an order, which muft ever be a
weight in that fcale of the conftitution which is in
moft danger of preponderating. He will therefore
rejoice that there exifts another body, charatterized
by a refiftance to the claims of church authority :
and knowing them for the firm friends of freedom,
without any interefts feparate from thofe of their
country, he will not be difpleafed to fee them, in
{uch fituations as their rank and abilities may fairly
entitle them to, ftanding forth as the fteady oppofers
of all encroachments on the nation’s rights. In
this fentiment there will be nothing inconfiftent
with a regard to the real creditand intereft of that
church to which, as a religious fociety, he gives the
preference,

REMARKS













18 Reémarks on Two Letters

to all the pleas of the Diffenters for the abolition of
the Teft and Corporation Aéts. And he writes with
fo much apparent felf-fatisfation, that it is evident
he entertained no fufpicion of the weaknefs of his
arguments ; and I dare fay will be furprized at any
appearance of ftrength in this reply to them. His
confidence, however, is the offspring of fuch ex- .
treme ignorance, and fuch a total unacquaintednefs
with the fubject on which he writes, that I cannot
perfuade myfelf that thefe Letters are the production
of Bifhop Barrington, who, being the fon of a fteady
and learned Diffenter, muit furely know fomething
more of their principles than this writer appears to
do. For it is evident that he had neither read nor
thought upon the fubje, as I have no doubt of
fhewing, if not to the fatisfaction of himfelf, at leaft
to that of all impactial readers.

I therefore conclude from appearances, that thefe
Letters were written by fome clergyman who was
never acquainted with any Diffenters, or had read
any of their writings; and when perfons will prefume
to write without reading any thing except on one
fide of the queftion, and without converfing with
any body who could inform them better, they can-
not but expofc the caufe they mean to ferve. Every
thing that this writer has advanced admits of fo

eafy areply, that a child may be made to fee the
force of it.

But, indeed, it can hardly be fuppofed not only
that a bithop, or clergyman, but even that any chrif~
: tian,







20 - Rémarks on Two Letters

eligible, though he cannotr complain of not being
altually eleffed ; becaufe this is a difference in his
JSituation to his difadvantage, and confequently the
law that makes the differenceis a partial one. We
do not require that the king fhould call any parti-
cular Diffenters into offices of truft or power, but
that, if he fhould think proper to chufe them, his
choice fhould be wvalid. What we plead for,
therefore, is, in faét, both the enlarging of the king’s
power of chufing, and our own privilege of being
the objects of his choice. And if * the chief ma-
< giftrate,” as this writer fays*,  is bound to che-
< rifh thofe who have devoted their abilities, and
« their fortunes, to the public fervice, in confidence of
‘¢ public protection,” the Diffenters have a peculiar
claim to his favour. For no body of men ever
ftood forth, at the rifk of their lives and fortunes,
in defence of the conftitution of this country, when
it was fubverted by James II. nor was any fet of men
fo zealous for the revolution, or fuch fteady friends
to the princes of the Brunfwick line, as the Dif-
fenters.

It may, perhaps, affift this writer to underftand
me a little better, if, inftead of his cafe of the Dif-
fenters, 1 put another exadtly like it. Suppofing a
law fhould be made to incapacitate all who had
been educated at any particular college in Oxford
or Cambridge from being bithops, would not every
perfon educated in that college have reafon to com-
plain of partiality and injuftice ; though, if that law

® Letter I, p. 18,
: : had
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¢ not a deacon) to fit in the houfe of commons,
¢ becaufe he is incapacitated by his orders, but the
* incapacity was his own voluntary aé. He has
« therefore no juft caufe to complain.——You
“¢ chufe to maintain principles which do not accord
“ with one part of the government, and govern-
“ ment does not think it expedient to encourage
“ thofe your principles.. You therefore voluntarily
“ incapacitate yourfelves for receiving favours of
“ government, and thence complain without real
“ oround.”

As this writer is rather flow of apprehenfion, and
does not readily diffinguifb things that differ, 1 fhall
putanother cafe, but exactly fimilar to hisown. He
is not, I dare fay, aware of it; but a heathen perfe-
cutor of chriftians might have dcfended his conduét
upon the fame principles, and have adopted the
fame language. He who tolerated none but hea-
thens might fay to the chriftians, “ Gentlemen, I am
< forry that 1 cannot allow you your lives or your
¢ liberty ; but you have nothing to complain of.
“ You know the laws, that chriftians are doomed to
“the ftake, or the mines, Why, therefore, will
¢ you chufe to come under that defcription of men?
“ You chufe to maintain principles which do not
« accord with the government, and government
¢ does not think it expedient to encourage thofe
“ your principles. You therefore vuluntarily inca-
¢ pacitate yourfelves for receiving any favour, and
¢ your complaint is without real ground.”

But




addréffed to Protefant Delegates. a3

But is not this language a cruel infult upon men
whofe judgment and confciences will notallow them
to think or aé otherwife than they do, as chriftians,
or diffenters ; and whofe principles would not lead
them to difturb others in judging or alting as they
may think proper. This method of reafoning is no
proof of the writer being himfelf a man of principle
and confcience ; for fuch perfons will have fome
refpect for the principles and confciences of others.
I would not therefore depend upon him for acting
as he fays he fthould *, if the prefent eftablifhment
be overturned, viz. that he would join fome fect of
diffenters. I rather think that he would be with
every eftablithment, as fuch.

This writer never confidered that every argu-
ment which he puts in favour of a proteftant civil
governor, would apply equally well to the cafe of a
catholic one, or of an heathen emperor before the
time of Conftantine. I will alfo fuggeft to him,
what I dare fay never once occurred to his own
thoughts ; that if chriftianity fupported itfelf, and
even prevailed againft all oppofition for three hun-
dred years, without any civil eftablifhment at all,
it may well be trufted to itfelf now. It’s having
recourfe to the aid of the civil magiftrate at this
day, is like a man full grown taking to fuch leading
ﬁrings as he had never ufed when he was an infant,
Or it is fuppofing chriftianity to be grown old and
infirm, which is certainly an unjuft refietion upon
it, and fuch as none of i its ﬂw.nds would make, or
infinuate,

# Letter IL, p. 41,
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SECTIOW SN
Of the Diffenters being Enemies to the Conflitution.

THIS writer dwells much®, on the hackneyed

argument of Diffenters being enemies to the
conftitution, becaufe it confifts of rwo parts, infe-
parably united, and the Diffenters are the avowed
enemies of one part of it. « It feems,” he fays,
“to have efcaped your recollettion that the go-
“ vernment of this country is of a two-fold nature,
“civil and ecclefiaftical. Now though you are
“ affuredly well affected to the civil, yet you cer-
“ tainly are diffatisfied with the ecclefiaftical go- -
“vernment. ‘The very term by which you are
“ pleafed to call yourfelves implies thus much. But,
« Gentlemen, if you difapprove of the ecclefiaftical
¢ government, you do entertain principles incon-
“ fiftent with the welfare of the prefent govern-
“ ment. For its welfare depends upon this funda-
“ mental principle, that church and ftate thould be
“ infeparably united. You deny this, which to our
“ apprehenfion is a rational doctrine,”

If the welfare of the prefent government abfo-
lutely requires that every thing belonging to it
thould continue to be as it now is, every perfon
who endeavours to procure any alteration, for
the better or the woife, is an enemy to it; and

* Letter I, p. 2.
a3
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as every law is a part of the conftitution, and thefe
laws may be arranged under a variety of different
heads, the conftitution may be faid to confift not of
fwo only, but of many parts; fo that a change in
any law, as thofe relating to the adminiftration of
juftice, the difpofal of property, the punifhment of
crimes, &c. may be faid to affe¢t zbe conflitution.
If the ¢lergy complain of any new law by which #hey
are aggrieved, and call it a breach of the conftitution,
other claffes of men, as phyficians, lawyers, &c. have
the fame right to complain of any regulation by
which they thould be injured ; and may, with the
very fame reafons, fay, that the conftitution, or that
part of it by which their rights are guarded, is vio-
lated by the change. But the only queftion to an

enlightened ftatefman is, whether a greater good
would not refule wo the whole community from fuch

a change, or whether a greater number of perfons
would not be benefited, than injured by it,

If, therefore, the ecclefiaftical part of the confti-
tution, by which a part of the community is bene-
fited, be no improvement of the civil conftitution,
in which all are equally interefted ; and if it might
be altered for the advantage of the civil conftitution,
the perfon who propofes fuch an alteration is no
enemy, but a friend to his country.

For the church to put itfelf, as it is apt to do, upon

a level with the ftate, or the whole of the civil con-
ftitution of this country, is indeed moft impertinent
and abfurd. For the civil conflitution exifted, and
main-
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maintained itfelf for ages, independently of any
chureh, and long before the prefént ecclefiaftical
fyftem was thought of. 'Were not our anceftors a
brave, and, for their circumftances and times, a well
governed people, even before they embraced chrif- -
tianity ?  Did not the civil conftitution continue to

©  improve itfelf while the church was catholic? Much
more clofely was the church and ftate united in
thofe times than they can be faid to be at prefent,
and yet a total change was made in the ecclefiaftical
fyftem by Henry VIII. without any change what-
ever in the civil conftitution, which indeed continued
the fame during the farther reformation by Ed-
ward V1. the reftoration of popery under Queen
Mary, and the final overthrow of it by Queen Eli-
zabeth.

To the writer of thefe letters the whole of the
hiftory of England feems to be unknown, fo that all
thefe facls, which appear upon the very face of it,
will probably be new to him. I fhall therefore
proceed to inform him farther, that Charles I. en-
deavoured to fubvert the civil part of the conftitu-
tion, without altering the ecclefiaftical part. This,
however, was overturned by the parliament; and
though :the civil conftitution was changed at the
fame time, it was in a manner, and upon principles,
altogether independent of the change in the hie-
rarchy. ~ After the fuppreflion of kingly power
there were many changes in the conftitution of the
ftate, without any change whatever in that of the
church; and if Charles I1. and his profligate court

had
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into the hands of the crown; and this muft necef-
farily be the cafe while men are governed by the
views of intereft, and the king has the difpofal of
thofe preferments which the clergy covet. A man,
therefore, who is no friend to the hierarchy, is only
fo much a greater friend to the republican part of
the conflitution, or the friend of general liberty.

SECTION Y.

Of the Exclufion of Diffenters from Civil offices by the
Church an the Principle of Self-defence,

T is afferted by this fagacious writer®, that

¢ where the public good requires it, the civil
« magiftrate is bound in duty, and a regard for his
 own confervation, to preventthe propagation of
« principles not conducive to his government; in
“ which prevention he acts entirely on the allowed
“ principle of felf-defence. Upon this idea it is that
“ the chief magiftrate of this country with-holds
“ favours from all defcriptions of perfons who avow
“a diffent from the fundamental principles of that
“ conftitution by which he is bound to govern, in
*¢ with-holding which favours he ats not contrary
“ to right ; he affumes no right which belongs not

® Letter IL, p. 6.
« properly
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< properly to him; fince he does no more than
“ prevent, not by punifbment, but through difcou-
“ ragement, the moft lenient method poffible, the
« propagation of principles unfriendly to one part
¢ of the conftitution.”

But if this one part of the conftitution fhould
prove to be a weak, and apprehenflive one, the
defence of it may open a door to all perfecution.
For this will always be more or lefs fevere in propor-
tion to the fears and apprehenfions of thofe who are
in power. And it is very poffible that if a weak head
of this weak part of the conftitution fhould imagine
it to be in real danger, he would, as he is bound to
defend it, not content himfelf with difcouragements
and wegative punifbments, when he thought that they
- would not be fufficient, but would proceed to fome
more effectual ones, of a pofitive nature, fuch as the
fuppreffion of meeting houfes (if, indeed, that can
be faid to be merely negative) the forbidding the
publication of books, and even the acquifition of
wealth. For all thefe things give power, and all
power in feCtaries may be faid to be dangerous ta
the eftablithed church. There may be danger
in the enjoyment of their liberty, and even of their
lives. All fovereigns begin the moft deftruttive
hoftilities on the pretence of felf-defence. But with
refpeét to the church, it thould firft be confidered
whether it is worth guarding at fo great an expence,
at the expence of juftice and humanity, Let the
ftate ferioufly confider whether it cannot do without
fo very timid and implacable an ally.

SECTION
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At this day all religions are regarded with an equal
eye by the civil government of North America, and
there is not the leaft profpeét of any inconvenience
whatever arifing from this circumftance. Surely fuch
an example as this, which we have been viewing
more than a century, might have taught us wif-
dom. But where intereft is concerned, precept and
example are equally loft upon us. At prefent, the
ftate groans under a heavy burden, moft unequally
laid in the form of rithes, merely to create itfelf an
embarrafiment; throwing a bone of contention, and
a real caufe of difturbance, among perfnns who
would otherwife be very quiet, and give him
no trouble. Let the civil magiftrate only leavﬁ every
man to provide for himfelf in matters of religion, as
he does with refpect to medicine, and they will no
more grudge to pay their own minifters, than tl'ufl!.r
do their own phyficians; and the ftate will be at no
expence about it. But nations, having been long
ufed to this inconvenient fyftem, come at length to
fancy that they cannot do without it, or fomething
of the fame nature. In the fame manner, if men
had been always ufed to walk on ftilts, or with the
help of crutches, they might never have thought of
any thing but of the choice of different kinds of
ftilts, or crutches, without ever imagining that r.'l'u‘.'j,r
mlghr. walk much better without either.

To affift this writer’s apprehenfion I fhall give
him, and our readers, another example which, bﬂng
plainer, he may perhaps underftand better than the
preceding. 'Whether man be naturally and necef-
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¥ Catholics have a majority of fix to one over the
 Proteftants, it is the intereft of all Proteftants to
“ wnite in one common caufe againft them.”

We fee, then, that Diflfenters have no favour to
expeét from this avowedly felfifh eftablithment, till
it be its interelt to avail itfelf of their aid, againft
fome common enemy. Time was, however, when
the church of England did ftand in need of the
Diflenters. In the time of king James this church,
which had cruelly perfecuted the Diffenters during
feveral long reigns, finding itfelf in real danger, did
look to the Diflenters for help, and found generous
and effectual afliftance from them. But when the
danger was over, what did they receive in return ?
All that king Williarn himfelf, who was with reafon
the friend of Diffenters, could procure for them,
was a {canty toleration, which was oppofed by the
bithops, and all the high church party.

This church of England might, however, one
would think, do fome good to others, efpecially thofe
who had fhewn themfelves its friends in time of
danger, provided only fhe received #o harm from it,
though fhe fhould not receive any pofitive advan-
tage. Now what harm has the favour fhe has
thewn the Diffenters in Ireland done to herfelf ? Is
either the church, or the ftate, the worfe for it;
though much more danger was to be apprehended
from any indulgence fthewn to Diffenters in Ire-
land, than to thofe in England, becaufe they are
much more numerqus in Ireland in proportion to
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