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brave Nation, who as they have thoughe nothing too
much to give or hazard to defend therr Liberties
againft a Foreign Uncmy 5 fo they hope your Lord-
thips Juftice on this Offender, will fecure thofe Libet-
ties again{t Domelftick ones,

My, Sollicitor General, Y Lords, I am com-
_E. manded by the Com-

mons to join with the Learned Gentlernan who fpoke
laft, m Replying to the Defence that has been made
upon the Firft Article of this Impeachment, which
the Commons infift upon to be well-grounded, and
fully prov’d, notwithftanding the leveral Objections
and Excufes that have been ofter’d by Do&or Sache-
verel! and his Counctl,

Onc of the Doétor’s Council has agreed, That if
he has affereed, that the Refiftance ufed to bring
about the Revolution was Unlawlul, no Punifhment
can be too great for himy : But what they have offer’d
to your Lordfhips in his Defence 1s, That no fuch
Politton can be made out without the help of Jinnnen-
do’s and forced Conftructions, which infer a Meaning
contrary to the Natural Senfe and Import of his
Words; and this way of charging a Man with a
Crime, they truly fay, is not agrecable to the Rules
of Law, and would contradi€t one of the Reafons
aiven tor the Judgment of the Houfe of Lords, in
the Cafc of Sir Samunel Barnardiffon : And if this was
the Cafe, it would not become the Commons of
Great Britain, who have fuch an AffcGionate Regard
to the Laws and Liberties of their Country, to pro-
ceed upon an Impeachment fo ill-grounded,  Bug
when the Commons had {o fully and particularly
proved the Aflertions charged upon the Doctor by
this Article, they little expeéted to have heard that
his Words had been wrefted to wrong Meanings,
and made to fpeak what he never thought : And
therefore, fince the Queflion depends altogether upon
Conltruction, and your Lordfhips have been told
that the Palfage upon which this Charge is grounded,
has not been fully fated, the Commons muft give
you the trouble of Reac ag the Paflage at large, as
it ftands in the Sermon ; that your Lordthips may
Judge, whether they have not taken his Words in the
conunon and ordinary Senfe, and given them the
only Meaning they can bear.

The Paflage is in thefe Words.
“ The srand Sccurity of the Government, and
““ the very Pillar upon which it ftands, is founded
“ upon the fieady Belief of the Subjects Obligation
“ to an Ablolute and Unconditional Obedience to
“ the Supreme Power in all Things lawful, and the
“ utter lllegality of Rehftance upon any Pretence
“ whatloever,  But this Fundamental Do&rine, not-
“ withftanding its Divine Santion in the exprefs
* Command of God in Scripture, and without which,
“ 1t is impoffible any Government, of any Kind or
“ Denomination in the World, thould fubfift with
““ Safety, and which has been fo long the Honoura-
“ ble and Diftinguithing Charatenflick of our
“ Church, 15 now, it leems, quite exploded and
“ rdicul’d out of Countenance, as an Unfathionable,
“ Superannuated, nay (which ts more wondcrful) as
““ adangerous Tenet, utterly Inconfiftent with the
‘“ Right, Liberty, and Property of the People 5 who,
“ as our New Preachers, and New Politicians teach
“ us, (I fuppofe by a New and Unheard-of Gofpel,
“ as well as Laws) have, in Contradiction to Both,
“ the Power invefted in them, the Fountain and Ori-
“ ginal of it, to Cancel their Allegtance at pleafure,
“ and call their Sovereign to Account for High
““ Treafon againft his Supreme Subjeéts, forfooth!
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““ Nay, to Dethrone and Murder Liny'tor a Criminy
“ as they did the Royal Martyr, by a Jufliciary S[_-“j
““ tence @ Aind, what 1s aimoft Jncredible, prefume g,
““ make ther Court to their Prince; by maintainine
« fuch Antimonarchical Schemes. But God e
¢« thank’d! neither the Conftitution of our Churc);
“ or State 15 fo far alter’d, bur that by the Laws of
“ both, (ltll in Force, and which [ hope for cver
“ will be) thele Damnable Pofitions, Iet them cone
“ from the Pulpit or the Prefs, cither from Resme dr
“ Geneva, are condemned for Rebellion and High-
“ Trealon,  Our Adverfaries think they cliectually
‘“ ftop ourMouths, and have us fure and usanfivera.
““ ble on this Point, when they urge the Revolution
“ oftlus Day in therrDetence. Bue certainiy they are
“ the greateft Enemics of that, and his late Majefty,
“ and the molt Ungrateful for the Deliverance, who
“ endeavour to calt fuch Black and Odious Colours
“ upon botn, How often muft they be told, that the
“ King himfett Difclamyd the leattImputation of Re-
““ fiftance m hus Dectnation s and that the Parliament
“ declar’d, That they fet the Crown upon his Head,
“* upon no other Tle,but that of the Vacancy of the
“ Throne? And did they not Unanimouily con-
““ demn to the Flames (as it joitly deferv’d; that [n-
““ famous Libel that would have pleaded the Title
“ of Conqueft, by which Refiftance was fuppofid 2

And the Qoeflion now before your Loidihips is,
Whether by thefe Words he has afferted, Thar bis
late Majefly in bis Declaration difclain’d tie leof
Impuiction of Refifance 5 and that to impute Refi-
Sfance to the Revolution, is 1o caft Biuck and Odions Co-
lonrs upon his late Majefly and the Revolution y which
are the Affertions charg’d upon him in this Article,
as Suggefting and Maeintaining, that the weceffary
Means nfed 10 bring about the late bappy Revolution
were odions and unjuflifiable: Now that there
was Refiftance i the Revolution, and that fuch
Refiftance, in a cafe of that abfolute and unavoidable
Neceffity, is confiftent with the Dotrine of the
Church, and the Fundamental Law of the Kingdom,
1s agreed by the Council ; and they have endeavow’d
to convince your Loidfnips, that the Doétor has af-
ferted nothing to the contrary ; for they fay, « The
‘¢ Refiftance which the Doctor afirms the King to
“ have difclainy’d, was only a Refiftance which tend-
““ cd to Conquelt; and that the Do&or did well to
‘“ wipe oft this Imputation, for the Parliament had
“ declared it imurious to his rightful Title to the
“ Crown, and had order’d a T'reatife to be buine,
““ which Suggelted a Title by Conqueft; and that
““ the Doctor having his Eye in that Expreffion on
““ the matter of Conqueft, exprefled the fame by
“ Refiftance, which was applicable to the Subject-
“ Matter before, and therefore ought not to be
““ wrefted to any other Purpofe,”

This, my Lords, is the Turn which the Council
would give to the Doctoi’s Aflertion, That the King
difclain’d the leafi Imputation of Refiftance. And in-
deed theWords oi the Sermen are {o plain and parti-
cular, that they arc forced to have Recowfe to this
Ivafion of a Refiftance by Conqueft : But I wonder
Gentlemen can argue in this manner, and at the fame
time {peak of reading the Words with Candor and
Ingenuity 5 when ’tis moft apparent that there is no
previons Difcorsfe of 2 Title by Conqueft, or of any
Treatife 1n which 1t had been aflerted, that could
give occafion for his vindicating the late King from
any {uch Imputation, or to which thcfe Woids can
m any Conftruction be applied ; for the Doctor fays
nothing of Conqueft *all after he had afferted that

th¢King difclaim’d che kealt Imputation of Refiftance;
and
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ind then he soes on and laysanother Foundation for
the Settlement upon the Revolution, by grﬂundfng
it upon the Vacancy of the Throne, _bcforc he {ays
any thing about Conqueft, or mentions the Book
which had pleaded that Title; and even then he
condemns that Title for no other Reaton but becaule
it imphied Rcﬁﬂ:unc? , which plainly ﬂu:v_urs! thn‘t his
Aroument was carricd on upon the Subject of Re-
fitance, and not upon that of Conquet.

And the Anfwer which they have given to that
parcof the Article, whereby he is charged with Af-
ferting, that to tmpuie Refiffance to tie .R:r*vaffczfm?, /s
to caft Black and Odious Colonrs 1poit bis late Mujefty
and the Revolution, 1s equally evalive.

What they have offer’d to your Lordihips upon
ehis Head is, That the Dotor 1s not {peaking of
the utter Illegality of Refiltance, when hez 1ntrodu-
ceth his Difcourfe about cafting Black and Odrous
Colours, by faying, Our Adverfaries think they bave
us fure and wnanfzoerable oi this Pointywhen they nrge
the Revolution of this Day fu their Defence ; but of
thedamnable Pofitions with whichthe Doctor charges
the new Preachers and new Politicians, m the Words
immediately preceding: And in this place itis, that
the Manager appointed to maintain this Article is
charged with omitting about twenty or thirty Lines
hetween the General Doétime and the Pa_ﬁ“:a.gc con-
cerninZ the Revolution, in which ﬁwer_'al diftinét and
cntire Sentences are contain’d, concerning thofe Per-
fons and their Principles, w which that Paflage en-
irely relates: And your Lordfhips are told, thatto
apply the Inftance of the Revolution to juttity fuch
wicked Principles, is what the Doctor calls cafting
Black and Odious Colours upon his late Majefty
and the Revolution.

But the Commons take it to be very clear, That
upon ftating of the whole Paragraph, and all the
Words in the Order in which they lie, and upon
comparing the feveral Paffages, it will manifeitly
appear, that what the Doétor faid ahoug cafting
Black and Odions Colours upon the Revolution, can
be applicd only to thofe who maintain, that the Re-
fiftance ufed to bring about the Revolution was law-
ful and jutt, and that the Perfons he calls oni- Advei-
faries are fuch as urged the Revolution in oppofition
to his general Doctrine of the utter Illegality of Re-
fittance upon any Pretence whatfoever : and not to
thofe who urge the Revolution in Defence of thofe
damnable Pofitions, which, he fays, the new Preach-
ers and new Politicians had laid down,

This the Commons apprehend to be the only
Meaning that his Words in any Conftruttion can
bears for the Point he is {peaking of, and which he
fays his Adverfarics thought they had him fure and
unanfwerable upon, muft be fome certain fingle Po-
fition which was mentioned before, fome one Polition
or Principle, and not many; for *tis this Peint, not
thefz Principles; and that fingle Point could be no
other, than the Point of Refifance : And the Perfons
he calls his Adverfarics, who think they have him fo
fure, can be no other than thofe who deny his gene-
ral Docrine, and not thofe new Preachers and new
Politicians, who fay the People have a Power veited
in them to cancel their Allegiance at Pleafure ; becaufe
thofe who deny this General Pofition of the utter ]1-
legality of Refiftance, asapplied to any one particu-
far Cale, are certainly his Adverfaries, and Encmics
to his Fundamental Doétrine @ For whoever can find
an excepted Cafe, or fhew an Inftance in which Re-
fittance 1s lawful, deftroys his general Affertion. And
he fufficiently fhews, he meant thofe who oppofcd his
aeneral Doétrine of abfolute Non-Refiftance, by
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our Adverfaries, when he fays that they urged the
Revolution of that Day in their D=fence; becaufe
the Refiftance at the Revolution, which was founded
m unavoidable Neceflity, could bs no Defence to a
Man that was attacl’d for afferting that the People
might cancel their Allegiance at Pleafure, orDethrone
and Murder their Sovereign by a Judiciary Sentence.
Iror 1t can never be inferr’d from the Lawfulnefs of
Refiltance at a Time when a Total Subverfion of
the Government both in Church and State was in-
tended, that a People may take up Arms and call
their Sovercign to account at Pleafure; and there-
_Forc,_ I?ncc the Revolution could be of no Service
In giving the leaft Colour for afferting any fucl
wicked Principle; the Dotor could never intend to
put 1t nto the Mouths of thofe new Preachers and
new Politicians for a Defence 3 unlefs it be his O-
pinton, that the Refiftance at the Revolution citn bear
any Parallc] with the execrable Murder of the Royal
Martyr, fo juftly detefted by the whole Nation ; or
that there was no other Difference between the two
Cafes, than what the Learned Gentleman, who firfl
fpoke for him, was pleafed to mention in the Conclu-
fion of his Argument, by quoting an odious Ex-
preflion which I'forbear to repeat: But it was very
proper to take notice of the Refiflance at the Revolu-
tion, as an Objection to his general Doétrine, for it
really 1s {o; and ’tis impofTible that Doétrine can be
true 1n s full Extent, i the Refiftance at the Revo-
lution was lawful; for ’tis moft apparent, that the
Juftice of a Revolution, founded in Refiftance, and
the Principle of Non-Refiftance upon any Pretence
whatfoever, can never ftand together.

And therefore he could mean nothing by ¢he Point
his Adverfaries thougit they had him fo fure upon,
but the general Polition of Non-Refiftance, which
was the only Point contended for in that Place 5 and
he muft mean thofe only who denied his Dottrine
of ablolute Non-Refiftance, by onr Adverfaries : And
having no other way of maintaining the utter Illega-
Ity of Refiftance upon any Pretence whatfoever,
and of anfwering the Cafe of the Revolugion, which,
from the Refiftance that was in 1t, was made an
Objection ; he goes on and denies the Refiftance,
by faying, That the King foleinnly diftlein’d the leaft
Tmputation of Refiffance 5 and calls thole who fay thac
there was any Refiftance in the Revolution, fbe
greateft Eneinies of that and his late Mayefiy, and the
moft ungrateful for the Deliverance, who cideavour te
caft fuch B.ack and Odious Colours upon bsth.

This, my Lords, is plainly Ailerting, That to
impuic Reliitance to the Revolution, is to reprefent
it as Black and Odious; and this Affertion s fairly
collcéted from the plain Cowrle and Tendency of
his Argument, not from ftrain’d Inierences and In-
nuendo’s, not frem fuppofed or forc’d Conftructions,
but from his own Words, as they lie togetiier, taken
in their natural and genuine Senfe, and is the only
Conftruttion that can give them any reafonable
Mcaning or Coherence.

And therefore the Commons apprehend, That the
Charge againft the Doétor, for afferting, "That to
impute Refilance to the Revolution, is to coft Black
and Odious Colonrs upon his late Majefly aisd ihe Re-

volntion, is fully prov’d, and ftands unaniwer’d.

But tho® the Charge, and the Paflages produced
for the Proof of it, are fo very particular, and dis
re@tly pointed at the Refiftance ufed to bring about
the fate happy Revolution, yer the Dottor and lis
Council are pleafed to fay, * That he has only At-
«« ferted the Doétrine of Non-Refiftance in gencral

¢ Terms, asit has been taught by the Apoftles, the
« Homilies,
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¢ Homilies, and the Fathers of the Church in all
« Ages: That in this Cafe, as in all other gencral
« Propofitions, Cafcs of unavoidable Neceflity, a5
« the Revolution undoubtedly was, are always under-
¢ ftood to be excepted ; and that there s no other
« Difference between the Gentlemen of the Houtke
« of Commons and the Doctor, but Whether when
«« the general Rule of Obedience 1s taught, the
« particular Exceptions which may be made out of
<¢ that Rule arc always to be exprefs’d ; or, Whether
« when the general Rule is laid down, the particu-
« Jar Exceptions are not more properly to be under-
«“ ftood or implied :” And upon this ground they
have been very Elaborate, and have produced many
Proofs to fatisty your Lordfhips, that the Doctor’s
gencral Allertion of the utter Illegality of Refiftance
to the Supreme Power upon any Pretence whatfoever,
without mentioning any Exception, 1s warranted by
the Doctrine of the Churchy and by the Law of the
Land.

But, with great Submiffion, all this Pains nught
have been fpared : for *tis plain that the Doctor 1s
not Impeach’d for preaching a general Doclrine,
and enforcing the general Duty of Obedience, buc
for preaching againtt an excepted Cafe, after he has
ftated the Exception,  He 1s not Impeached for
preaching the general Doctrine of Obedience, and
the ueter llegality of Refiftance upon any Pretence
whatfoever; but becaufe, having ficlt laid down the
aencral Doctrine as true, without any Lixception, he
ftates the excepted Cale, the Revolution, i exprels
Terms, as an Objcction; and then aflumes the
Confideration of that excepted Cale, denies there
was any Refiftance in the Revolution; and aflerts,
that to impute Refiftance to the Revolution would
caft Black and Odious Colours upon 1t.  This, my
Lords, is not preaching the Doctrine of Non-Re-
fiftance in the general Terms ufed by the Flomuilies,
and the Fathers of the Church, where Cafes of Ne-
ceflity may be underftood to be excepted by a Tacit
[mplication, as the Council have allowed ; but 1s
preaching diretly agair 1 the Refiftance at the Re-
volution, which in the Courfe of this Debate has
been all along admiteed to be neceffary and juft, and
can have no other Meaning, than to bring a Dif-
honour upon the Revolution, and an Odium upon
thofe great and iliultrious Perfons, thofe Friends
to the Monarchy and the Church, that affifted 1n
bringing it about, For had the Doctor intended
any thing ¢lfe, he would have treated the Cale of
the Revolution in a different manner, and have
aiven it the true and fair Anfwer; he would have
laidd, that the Refiftance at the Revolution was of
Abfolute Neceflity, and the only Means left to re-
vive the Conftitution 5 and muft be therefore taken
as an cxcepted Cafe, and could never come wichin
the Reach or Intention of the general Doctrine of
the Church, But inftead of this, he denies that there
was any Refiftance n the Revolution, and reprefents
it as a Scandal upon the Revolution to fay there was
any Reliftance in it Thofe, lays he, aie the greateft
Enemies toit,who caft fuch Black and Odious Colours
ipoi 1t.

My Lords, it extraordinary Cafes, if Cales of
Neceflity, which are implicitly Excepred, are not to

e ftated at the Time when the general Prohibition
is inculcated, and it would be ot dangerous Confe-
quence in this particular Inftance of the Dotrine of
Non-Refiftance, * by picking Holcs for the Subject
“ to creep out of his Allegiance;” I fubmut it to
your Lordfhips Confideration, whether ftaung an
Excepted Cafe, and then bringing it within the
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neral Probibition, particularly in this Inftance of ¢
Revolution, muft not have the {fame pernicions Cop..
fequence : * Does not this plainly thew what Spirie
¢« the Doltor is of, and what he aims at

But vour Lordfhips have been told, that « Whae
‘¢ the Doctor aflerts concerning the utter Megality
“ of Reliftance to the Supreme Power, can never b
“ applied to the Revolution; for the Legiflative,
¢ the King, Lords and Commons, is the Supreme
‘“ Power ; and there was no Refliftance to the Lords
¢ and Commons, for they join’d with his late Ma-
“ jelty m bringing about the Revolution ; the Re-
¢ f{iftance was made only to that unfortunate Pripee
¢ who was then upon the Throne.””  But tis pliin
from his applying the Illegality ot Refitting the Sy-
preme Power to the Cale of the Revolution, that he
meant the Lxccutive Power, which was then Re-
fifted 5 and he vies Severeiga, and Prince, as Synony-
mous Terms with the Supreme Power in other parts
of the fame Paragraph of the Sermon ; tor he {peaks
of calling the Sovercizn to Account, and of cancel-
hng Allegiance at Pleature, which can be due only
to the Prince 5 which fhews, that the Prince only,
and not the Legittature, can be underftood by His
Supreme Power,

[ fhall not trouble your Lordfhips, to fhew that
the Refiftance uled at the Revolution was confiftent
with the Doflrine of the Church, and with the Law
and Confticution of Lyzland : This 1s no Part of the
Controverfy, and is not difputed by the Council s
tor they aarce {uch Cales to be excepted out of the
General Rule, and profefs to ufe the feveral Paf-
fages that have been read to your Lordfhips, only to
excufe or extenuate the Doftor’s Oftence, and not to
arraign the Juftice ot the Revolution ; and therefore
I fhall not enter into a particular Examination of
them, but only obferve, That if the Books, out of
which thefe Paflages were taken, were narrowly ex-
amined, ’us poflible fome Expreflions might be
tound, to fhew that the Authors never intended
that their General Rule fhould extend to Cafes
where the total Subverfion of a Government was
aim’ at.  For your Lordfhips muft needs have
oblerved, from the Ufe that has been made of
the Book of a Leamed Prelate, called A 7indi-
cation of the Authorily, Conftitution and Lazws of the
Church and State of Scotland s Printed in 167 3. that
a pertect State of Truth is not altogether to be
depended upon, from the Proofs that have been
collected out of feveral Authors, and read to your
Lordfhips; and that the Sincerity of the Collector
is very much to be queftioned: For that Book
was produced to prove the Duty of Ablolute
Submiflion, and a Iaffage was read for that Pur-
pofc; but when the Managers looked into the
Book, ihey found another Paflage, where the Au-
thor ftating the Cale of Abules tending to a total
Subverfion, allows, That 1in fuch a Cafe, the Su-
preme Power may be admmtfired by another:
Which fhews, That this Reverend Prelate, who
was fo mftrumental in the Revolution, did not
adt 1n Contradiction to his former Sentiments, (as
was infinvated, by ciung this Treatife;) but was
firm and conftant to himfelf, when he embark’d in
that Glorious linterprize,

Several Sermons that have been preached fince
the Revolution, have been likewife offered to your
Lordfhips, to fhew that the Doltrine of Non-Refi-
ftance has been delivered i general Terms y but
thefe can be of no Service in hus Defence, for the
Reafons that have been given,  Befides, the Com-
mens don’t think themiclves concerned to enter 1n-
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¢o the Examination of private Opinions. And for
thofe that have been preached by the Right Reve-
rend Fathers of the Church now living, they are
the beft Expofitors of their own Meaning; and I
thould mif-fpend your Lordfhips Time, to enter in-
to any Explication of them. The Doftor has appeal-
ed to the Right Reverend Fathers of the Church ;
to thefe Right Reverend Fathers we leave him ;
not doubting but the Nation will be fausfied how
much they are concerned for the Honour of the Re-
volution, and the Security of the prefent Happy
Eftablifhment under ber Majefty, by the juft Judg-
ment they will give upon this Occalion,

And as to the Laws of the Kingdom, there needs
little to be faid, after what the Learned Gentleman
who fpoke lalt, has offered to your Lordfhips ; efpe-
cially fince the Council for the Dottor have all of
them own’d, That the General Expreffions in the
Laws don’t extend to any {uch Cafe as that of the
Revolution, which no Municipal Law can be fup-
poled to include.  And if Doctor Sacheverell had
been fatisfied with laying down the General Doc-
erines of Obedience and Non-Refiftance, in the
manner the Laws have done, the Conmimons had
never given your Lordfhips this Trouble, *Tis his
entring into the Debate of what 1s agreed by his
own Council to be an Excepted Cafe, and his ar-
raizning the Juftice of the Revolution, (which has
been already ftated at Jarge to your Lordfhips) that
has given Occalion for the Profecution wpon this
Article,

Befides this, there have been other Things faid
in the Doctor’s Behalf,

The Commons had alledged, That to fhake the
TJuftice of the Revolution, and the Validity of thofe
A&ts of Parliament, by which Her Majelty’s Title
to the Crown was declared, and the Succeffion fet-
tled in the Proteftant Line, was a Matter of the
greatelt Confequence, at 2 Time when the Heredi-
tary Right to the Crown was contefted ; and that
the Friends of the Pretender could Advance his
Intereft upon no other Ground. But 1t has been
urged for the Dotor, That he could never mean
any Service to the Pretender ; for he afferts the
Hereditary Right to be in the Queen 5 and that
thofe who deny Her Hereditary Right, are moft
like to bring in the Pretender. And by this An-
{wer, they infinuate, That the Doctor has afierted an
Hereditary Right in Her Majelty 5 and that thofe
who defend her Parliamentary Title, deny Her He-
reditary Right. The Paflagethey cite for his affert-
ing an Hereditary Right in Her Majelty, 1s Pag, 2,
where he calls Her Majetty, The Good and Pious Re-
lif? of the Royal Fanily : And they argue, Thar if
Her Majefty be the Relict, and the only Prince of
that Family left, the muaft have the Hereditary Right
of Courfe.. -

This Paffage your Lordthips cannot but obferve,
requires fome Straining, to give it any Appearance
of anfwering the Purpofe to which they would ap-
ply it ; and after all, it can carry no fuch Mean-
ing : Her Majefty is not the only Defcendant of
the Royal Family now in being ; there are feveral
Branches of it yet remaining 3 and [ cannot be-
lieve, that the Gentlemen who ufe this Argument,
intend to exclude the Iluftrious Houfe of Hangver
from being Part of it. In the next Place, they
turn it upon the Commons, as if they denied the
Hereditary Right (which they fhall ever avow)
when they afferted the Title by At of Parliament.
I fubmict it to your Lordfhips, Whether any thing
more was {aid, than that the Hereditary Righe
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was contefted ? And this is nototious to all the
World is taken Notice of in our Qath of
Abjuration, and was claimed Two Years ago, by
the Pretender’s Attempting an Invafion. And in
fuch a Cafe, ’tis certainly the Duty of every Sub-
1e&, to make good all the Fences which guard
Her Majefty’s Tide to the Crown, And my Lords;
We have Reafon to lay fome Weight upon a Par-
lamentary Thtle, fince the Proteftant Succeffion en-
tirely depends upon it 5 and to defend the Power
of Parliament, to limit the Succeffion of the Crown,
fince the Dottor has offered to your Lordfhips in
Evidence a Decree of the Univerfity ofOxferd, in the
Year 1683, where 1s this Propofition, viz. ¢« That
it is lawful to preclude the next Heir from his
“ Right and Succeffion to the Crown, was fo-
“ lemnly ¢ondemned, as Falfe, Seditious and Im.
¢ pious :* Which I the rather take Notice of, be-
caufe the Doctor relies fo much vpon the Autho-
rity of that Untverhity. But I muft take Leave
to fay, That if the {ame Principle fhould flill con-
tinue to be tavght, or to be believed in that Univer-
firy, where fo many of our Gentlemen receive their
firft Impreflions, it muft one Time or other involve
us in Blood, and leave Pofterity tn endlefs Dif-
putes about the Titie to the Crown 5 and therefore
tis of the greateft Confequence to Her Majeity,
and the Security of Her Perfon and Government,
the Continuance of the Succeffion in the Proteftant
Line, and the Peace and Happinefs of this King-
dom, to maintain the Power of Parliament to fet-
tle the Succeffion of the Crown ; which has been
exercifed tn all Times, and frequently reforted to
by Her Majefly’s greateft and wifeft Predeceflors.
This is not to make way for the Pretender, but to
fhew that he 13 effetually and legally excluded ;
and that Her Majefty has not only the Hereditary
Right, but the Sanction of an Act of Parliament,
which has been always thought {ufficient to bind the
Succeffion to the Crown, and is the plain way to
eftablith her Majefty’s Throne againft all Attempts
whatfoever,

But your Lordfhips are toid, That thefe Sermons
were not preached with a feditious Intention ; and
that the Dotor can never be fuppofed to have a
Defign to undermine the Government, by preach-
ing up the utter Hiegality of Refiflance.

This, My Lords, has indeced fome fhew of an
Excufe ; but if your Lordfhips confider in what
Manner he has applied his Dotrine of Non-Re-
fittance, and the Ule he has made of ir, toge-
ther with the General Defign of the Sermion,
which 1s a virulent Inveflive throughout ; it will
appear, that he could not take a more proper
Courfe to incite the Pcople to Sedition, and to
create Jealoufies and Difcontents in the Kingdom.
For, Firft, he endeavours to fhew, That if there
was any Reliftance in the Revolution, the Founda-
tions of our prefent happy Scrtlement were laid 1o
an unlawful Force 3 becaufe fuch Refiftance was, as
he fays, utterly illegal, odjous, and unjuftifiable.
And having laid this Ground, be charges her Ma-
jefty, and thofe in Authority under her, with a Ge-
neral Male- Adminiftration : And whatInference can
the People make from fuch Pofitions as thele ; but
that the Government they are under isill founded,
and therefore no Obedience is dueto 1t ;3 and.flince
there is 2 general Mifmanagement in the whole Ad-
mintftration of the Executive Power, *us their Inte-
reft to get rid of itas {oon as they can ?

This, My Lords, is the plain Tendency of his
whole Diftourfe 5 and whote Intereft 1s beft ferved

5 N by
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by fuch Difcourfes as thefe, whether that of her:
Majefty, our moft gracious Queen, or that of the
Pretender, I fubmit to your Lordfhips impartial
Conlideration.

My Lords, The Doctor will have no Reafon to
complain of being hardly ufed, in having his Inten-
tions cenfured as {editious, if he confiders what that
areat Prelate, my Lord Archbifhop of Xork, has
faid in the Sermon that has been produced in LEvi-
dence before your Lordfhips ; in which there is this
Paragraph, wviz,

“ They are the Faétious, they are the Setters up
¢« or Abettors of Partics, who endeavour to deftroy,
<« orunlettle, or difparage, or at lealt to hurt and
« weaken the Government and the Laws, as they
«« are eftablilhed 5 ler the Principles upon which
« they go, or the Pretences they make, be what
¢ they will,

And if his (editious Intentions be apparent from
theSermon, his having taken theOaths of Allegiance,
his Signing the Aflociation, and his taking the Ab-
turation, are fo many Aggravations of his Guilt,

[ have troubled your Lordfhips a great while ;
but I can't forbear taking notice of one Thing,
which the Dotor has complain®d of as a Hardfhip ;
I mean, that he has been profecuted in this pub.
Jick Manner by an Impcachment, by which, he
fays, he fhatl have been abundantly punithed, tho’
he fhould have the Flappines to be at laft acquitted.
But this Complaint is anlwered by his own Council,
who acknowledge his Cafe to be a Caule of very
arcat Moment 3 and that the Points now under
vour Lordfhips Confideration, arc proper only to
be fettled in Parltament,  And certainly, no other
Courfe could have been fo proper : For when the
Foundations of the Government in Church and
State are apparently ftruck at, and undermined, un-
der Pretence of Zeal tor the Conftitution 3 when
her Majefty’s Title to the Crown 1s endeavoured to
be weaken’d, under the Colours of Obedience and
Loyalty ; when the Quict and Repole of her Ma-
jefty’s Proteftant Subjcét: &5 difturb’d, under a pre-
rended Zeal for the good of the Church ; when
the Safety of the Church isin the greateft Dan.
acr, from thofe who declare the molt alrectionate
Concern for her Welfare and Profperity 5 when the
[“athers of the Church are defamed, by thofe who
pretend the greatelt Reverence for the Epifcopal
Order ; and when her Majefty’s happy Admini-
itratton 1s publickly vilitied and expofed, In the
moft audacious and infolent manner ; where fhould
the Commons -apply for Jultice, but to this fu-
preme Judicature ? Or where could they expect an
adequate Remedy to thefe greatand growing Livils,
but-in full Parliament ¢ ,

They have therefore brought this great Oftende
before your-Lordthips 3 and have the higheft Satif-
faction, in a full Aflurance of your Lordfhips im-
p:lrti:ll Ji}(lgmcnt.

Y Lords, the Gentlemen who

have now Ipoke before me,
have gone through che Subftance of the Reply to
this firft Article : They have thewn to your Lord-

fhips -the Weaknefs and Vanity of the Defence,
which has beer made toit; and have fully re-afferted
this Part of our Charge, by which Dottor Sacheve-
rel! ftands accufed, in the Name of the Commuons
of Great Britain, of condemning the Neceflary
Means ufed to bring about the happy Revolution.
Your Lordfhips Confideration of this Branch of
our Impeachment, and of what has been offered to

Mr., Lechmere,
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you in Maintenance of it, has, doubtlefs, created in
your Minds an Impreflion equal to its Weight, and
to the many great Confequences which depend up.
on it : But we perfuade ourfelves, that when you
reflect on the Nature and Method of the Defence,
twill more clearly dilcover to your Lordfhips ang
the World, how neceffary a Tatk the Comnong
have taken on themfelves in this Profecution 5 of
what high Concern 1t is to her Majefty and hee
Government, and to our common Security, that
this Fundamental Queftion fhould receive this pub.-
lick and folemn Difcuflion 5 That the falfe Zeal,
which the difguifed Enemies of her Majefty’s Tile
have the Confidence to put on, by endeavouring to
cover the worlt Defigns, under the facred Names of
God and Religton, and the {trongeft Profeflions of
Loyalty and Allegiance, may be brought to the
Tett, and the true Foundations of the Safety of the
Kingdom be underftood and afferted.

The Pare afligned me 10 opening the Charge,
leads me to take Notice of fome Paflages which
have fallen from the Council 5 and tho’ what I fhall
firlt mention, has been already obferved and fully
refuted, yer | muft beg your Pattence to refume it
alittle,  The Gentleman who began the Difence,
faid, That ’vwas infifted on the firft Day of the
Trial, That the Dolier had not only afferted the utter

[legality of Refiffance on any Pretence what-
& focver y but that e bad likewwife declared
bimfelf, That the Revelution wwas not fuch a
Cafe as oight 10 52 excepted ont of bis Geaeral Rule,
and this he faid, be dewicd 5 and if fuch an Ex-
preffion conld be found in the Doller’s Sciimon, he
thould think #e Punifbient too gieat for bim. Your
Lordfhips could not but obferve the Argument
which immediately followed: °Tis one thing, fays
he, esprefly to affrin the Revolutivin is fuch a Caf
as ought not to be excepted, and anothei thing ot
1o make that Exception. You were told, indeed, in
the Beginning of the fume Difcourfe, and afterwards
by the Doctor himielf, That his general Affertion
of the utter Illegality of Refiftance on any Pretence
whatloever, did not relate to the Refiftance ufed to
bring about the Revolution, it being applied to the
Supreme Legiflative Power, to which no Refiftance
was then made, the Lords and Commons joining
in it. This, my Lords, is a Meaning which the
Dotor had not in view when he preached the Ser-
mon ; for, by obferving the Paflages, you will find
that the Words Supreine Power are no Part of the
Affertion of the utter Illegality of Reliftance on any
Pretence whatfoever.  He doth, indeed, athrm un-
conditional Obedience to the Supreme Power in all
Things lawful, but the IHegality of Refiftance is in-
definitely and umverfally athrm’d, and not reftrain’d
to the Supreme Power,  "Tis likewife evident, not
only from his mentioning theCafe of theRevolution,

‘which was the Cafe of Refiftance to the King, as

an Objeétion to his ocneral Rule of the utter Iile-
gality of Refiftance, but likewife from the fubfe-
quent Barts of the fame Paragraph, that the Non-
Refiftance which he preached up, wasNon-Refiftance

'to the Supreme exccutive Power 5 and, indeed, this
is {till more evident from the Fallacy of that, which

is offered to induce your Lordfhips to.think other-
wife, it being undeniable, that the Lords and Com-
mons did not join in that Refiftance, as part of the
Legiflative and Supreme Power, but as part of the
colleCtive Body of the Nation, This Subterfuge,
frivolous as it is, being foon departed from, the
Argument proceeded upon the Suppolition, that the

g&nerﬂlAﬂ'crtion in theSermon was to be underftood
of
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of the Supreme executive Power, return there-
fyre to the Objection as ftatled before, which being
delivered with uncommon Qftentation, your Lord-
fhips will allow me to entdr into the Examination
of it. The Subjeéts Qbligation to an unconditional
Obedicnce to the Suprem: Pawer in all things Lazw-
ful, and the ntter llegality of Refiftance on aiy Pre-
tence whatfocwer, is the Doltor’s gencral Rule, which
he affirms to be the Security of our Gowvernment,
and the Beliet of this the very Pillar on which it
frands.  Your Lordfhips may here obferve, that the
Dofor, in delivering his general Rule, has gone
pretty much beyond thar Apoftle he would be
thought to imitate : The Apoftle in general Terms
enjoins the Dutics of Obedience and Subjection to
the higher Powers, not mentioning any Elxceptinn,
when he lays down thole Precepts, The Dottor
goes on, and his next Sentences contain a.general
Obfervation, That tho’ his fundamental Doétrine
was now become unfafhionable and exploded, as a
dangerous Tenct, inconfiftent with the Rights, Li-
bertics, and Property of the People 5 yet, God be
thanked, it ftill continued to be the Doftrine both
of Church and State: And then follow thefe Words,
Our Adverfarics think they cffeSlually fop ovr Months,
and bave us fure and unanfwerable on this Point,
when they urge the Revolution of this Day in thery
Defence. No Body can doubt what Revolution the
Doftor means, nor, that under the Term Revoln-
ticity by which he exprefles the Objettion made to
the general Rule of Non-Refiltance, he meant the
Refiftance fuppoled to be made at that Revolution,
This he ftates, as the unan{werable Objection made
by his Adverfaries to his Point, to his Rule of Non-
Refiftance on any Pretence whatfoever.

If your Lordfhips collet the Senfe of the Para-
araph thus far, it will ftand thus : Thole Per{ons
who explode abfolute Non-Refiftance to the Prince
as a Tenet dangerous to Liberiy 5 in Defence of
that theirOpinion, objelt to us, who avow thisTenet
as the honourable and diftinguifhing Characteriftick
of our Church, the Refiftance ufed to bring about
the late happy Revolution, as an Exception out of
our general Rule of Non-Refiftance, The Doctor
having thus laid down his Rule in univerfal Terms,
and exprefly taken Notice of the Cafe of the Revo-
lution as an Objection raifed againft it by other
Peopie ; your Lordfhips are next to confider what
becomes of this Objetion 5 in what Manner is it
treated by him, and what Judgment does he pafs
upon it? My Lords, The Dottor does not drop
the Objetion without confidering it further; he is
rot filens in the Malter ; he doth not leave this as
an Exception fiplied, and 10 be fuppofed by the gene-
ral Rule ; he proceeds and argues exprefly upon 1t
for two or three Sentences together : The Doctor’s
Expreffions in this Refpedl alfo are not cntirely a-
sreeable to thofe of the Apoftle. In the next Place,
Doth the Do&or yield the Objection to his Adverfa.
ries? Doth he allow the Refiftance vled to bring a-
bout the late happy Revolution to have been a liw-
ful Refiftance, and to be an Exception out of his

general Rule? No, my Lords, juft the contrary :
He is fo far from agrecing with his Adverfaries in

this Point, or giving way to the Exception, that in
Vindication of theRevolution,as he would be thought
to {peak, he pronounces thofe who make the Excep-
tion, and contend for the Lawfulncfs of that Refift-
ance, to be Enemies to the Revolution 3 and thatRe-
fitance, which theCommens affert to be the neceffary
Means by which it was brought about, he defcribes
to be odious Colours caft upon the Revolution, In
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his next Sentence he infinuates, That there was no
Refiftance in the Revolution, and to that End; mif-
reprefents his late Majefty as having difclaimed it 3
and with the fame Intent likewife, that the Parlia-
ment fet the Crown on his Head on no other Title
than of the Vacancy of the Throne § and ftill the
more effectually to delude hisFlearers into the Belicf
of his general Aflertion; grofly and ridiculoufly per-
verts the Cenfure paft by a future Parliament upon
the Notion of Congueft, as 4 Condemnation_ of
that Refiltance. Having thus confidered this Ob-
jection of the Revolution, and the following Parts
of his Paragraph being Expreflions of Triuniph
over his Adverfartes, wholfe ObjeCtion he would be
fuppofed to have confuted, towards the Clof¢ of it
he ufes thefe Words, as his Conclufion and Judg-
ment upon it : i fhort, as the Englith Goveranent
can never be fecure on any other Principles but firidily
thofe of the Church of Lingland, fo be will be bold 1o

fay, &c. His general Rule of Non-Refiftance on

any Pretence whatfoever he had before laid down ds
the Dottrine and Principle of the Church 3 which,
after having confidered the Cafe of the Revolution
as an imaginary LException to it, he re-afferts i
thofe Words. And whue clearer Indication can you
Lordfhips receive of the Doltor’s Intention in his
gencral Affertion ¥ Can your {.ordfhips, or artyBddy
that fhall confider the Tenor of that Part of his
Difcourfe, retain any Doubt whether he has plainly
and fully declared himfelf, That the Refiftance ifed
to bring about the late happy Revolution was odious
and unjuftifiable, and not to be excepred out of his
Fundamental Rule of the Illegality of Refiftance on
any Pretence whatfoever 2 And, my Lords, Can it
be faid that this Interpretation of his Difcourfe is

frained and unnatuyal 2 Is this Part of cur Charee

maintained by conjorning diffaint and fndependent Paf-

fages ¢ Or is not thie Connexion clearand neceffary,

and the Senfe we contend for, the only Senfe the
Words can properly bear, in the molt candid and
aenuine Interpretation of them ? The Gentleman,
whofcObjection from theBar I have been confidering,
faid, That it isone thing exprefly to affirin that theRe-
velution is not to be excepted, and another thing not to
make that Exception. But tho’ the Words of the Ser-
mon are not an exprefs and literal Affirmation, yet
if this Conftruttion appears to your Lordfhips to be
neceffary and certain, they will be taken by you to
be an ample and undeniableDeclaration of hisMind ;
and this poor Shift, thus emphatically infifted on at
the Bar, will amount to no more than what the
Dottor had before faid in his Anfwer in plainer
Words, That he had not maintained the Neceffary
Means to be Odious and Unjuftifiable, becauie he
had not made ufe of thofe very Words.

The next Paflage which I fhall obferve to your
Lordthips, fell from the Gentleman who fpoke third
in Defence of this Articles his Words were
thefe: I have been careful and exall in col-
le&ing them, ¢ One learncdGentleman, fays
¢ e, did abferve, that there was an Original Con-
cc ¢raét ;5 and that by that Contract, if the Executive
«« Power invaded the reft, that Contract was broke,
«« and the People difcharged from theirAllegiance s
¢ but he did not think fit to take Notice when that
«« Contract was made, I would fain know, whether
« it was before Magna Charta, or fince 5 1f it was
« before, it is much no mention was made of it
< there, for that has been always looked upon as
¢ the Great Charter of the Rights of the People,
¢« Was it before 25 Ed. 37 Then I would know,

¢« Whether that Contraét, made before the 25 £4. 3.
5 K 2 ¢ could

-
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“ could ever difcharge that At which was made
“ after it ? If it dpth difcharge the Subjeét of their
“ Allegiancey I have never yet known it pleaded
“ to any Indi€tment for High Treafon upon that
““ Act; and therefore, *Till the Legiflature fhall de-
“ termine what that Contral is, and what Breach
““ of it fball difcharge the Subjeits of their Allegiance,
““ Tmuft take Leave to fay, that Refiftance ffands fill
““ wpon the Foot of the Statute of 25 L. 3.

My Lords, the Nature and Confequence of this
Palfage would bear a much more ample Confidera-
tion, than my Time has allowed me to give it, or

than may be fit to trouble your Lordfhips with on
this Reply ; but I conceive a fhort Noticeof it, and

of the near Relation it bears to the Matter now be-
fore you in Judgment, may yield a prezty clear Dif-
covery and Explanation of the whole. But the Dif-
tance of Time fince the opening of the Charge, and
the many palpable Milconftructions which fome of
the Council have allow’d to themfelves, of what has
been offered by fomeof us in behalf of the Commons,
makes it neceflary for me, even in this Particular, to
remind your Lord(hips of the Connexton of the Dif-
courfe, out of which this Obfervation was raifed.
Your Lordfhips were acquainted, in opening the
Charge, with how great Caution, and with what un-
feigned Regard to her Majelty and her Govern-
ment, and to the Duty and Allegiance of Her Subjeéts
ihe Commons made choice of the Words Neceffaiy
Means, to exprels the Reliltance that was made ufe
of to bring about the Revolution, and with the con-
demning of which the Doflor 1s charged by this Ar-
ticle 5 not doubting, but that the Honour and Juftice
of that Refiftance, from the Necellity of that Caft,
and to which alone we have {trictly confined our
lclves, when duly confidered, would confirm and
{trengthen, and be underftood to be, an effetual
Sccurity of the Allegtance of the Subje@ to the
Crownof this Realm inevery other Cafe, where there
Is not the fame Neceflity ; and that the Right of the
People to Self-defence, and Prefervation of their
Liberties by Reliftance, as their latt Remedy, is the
Refule of a Cafe of fuch Neceflity only, and by
which the Original Contract between King and
People 1s broke.  This was the Principle laid down
and carried thro” all that was faid with refpeét to
Allegiance, and on which Foundation, in the Name,
and on the Behalf of all the Commons of Great Byi-
tain, We aflertand juftify that Refiltance by which
the Jate happy Revolution wasbrought about. When
the Gentleman from the Barendeavoured thus, in a
ludicrous manner, to explode the Original Contract
between the King and People, he muft not be fuppo-
fed to be ignoran, that thofe very Woudsare part of
the Vorte of the Abdication, the Vote of both Houfes
of Parlixment, at the Time of the Revolution, ante-
cedent to that Sectlement of the Crown, on which
Fler Muyefly’s Parliamentary Title and our prefent
Liltablifhment 1s founded. I have thought it necef-
fary to tranferibe that Proceeding from your Lord-
thips Journals, now lying on your Table, and will
ftate 1t to you as I have taken it from thence.
Upon the Twenty Ninch of Fanuary, 1688, 4

Meffage was brought from the Cemmons by Mr. Hamp-

den andothers, who faid, The Commons taking into their

Confideration the State of this Kingdom, bad pafsi’da

Vote, towbich they defired your Lordfbips Concurrence s
which Vote was as follows, Refolved, That King James
2o Second bhaving endeavoured to fubvert theConftitution
of twe Kingdoin, by breaking the Original Contralt be-
- ween King and People 5 and by Advice of Fefuits and
other Wicked Perfous, baving violated the Fundamental
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Laws of this Kingdom 5 and baving withdrawn binfsif
out of this Kingdom, has abdicated the Governsent, and
the Throne is becowe thereby Vacant. Y our Lordfhips
Floufc Refolved it felf into a Committee ofthe whole
Houle, and the Vote containing in 1t divers Parti-
culars, upon the joth Day of Fanuary, was confider-
ed by Paragraphs ; the firt of which was, Tha:
King James the Second baving endeavonred 1o fubver:
the Conflitution of the Kingdom, by breaking the Orisi.
nal Contralt between King and People : ‘To which the
Committee, and the Houfe afterwards, agreed with-
out any Amendment. Now when it appears to
your Lordfhips and the World, that dreaking the
Original Contralt beteween King and People, were the
Words made Choice of by that Houfe of Commons,
with the greateft Deliberation and Judgment, and
approved of by your Lordfhips, in that firft and
fandamental Step made towards the Re-cftablifh-
ment of the Government, which had recetved fo
great @ Shock from the evil Counfels which had
been given to that unfortunate Prince, and that
they are ftated in that Vote as a Confequence of his
endeavouring to fubvert the Conftitution of the
Kingdom ; I need not fay how much the Lawful-
nefs of that Refiftance, which had been before
made by the People, and which 1s now the imme-
diate Queftion, nay, how much the Juftice of the
Revolution it felf would be afte€ted by a Condem-
nation of that Pofition : And what Light doth it
give to the Queftion now before your Lordfhips,
when at your Bar, in Defence of a Perlon accus’d
by the Commons, for condemning the Neceflary
Means which brought abour the Revolution, you
have heard that Original Contract, at that Time o
folemnly declared to be a Fundamental Principle,
publickly denied, ridicul’d, and endeavoured [in
what Manner ’tis ealy to judge) tu have been ex-
ploded ?

My Lords, the Truth of that Pofition has 1ts

Foundation 1nthe Nature and Effence of the Confti-
tutton of our Government, and it will ftand fo long
as this remains 3 and the Sanction it has received
from your Lordfhips, and from that Houfe of Com-
mons, who had with fo much Wifdom and Bravery
afferted the Rights of the Kingdom in that extraor-
dinary Juncture, and who, purfuant to that Refolu-
tion, fettled the Crown upon Her Sacred Majelty,
ought to render 1t incifputable, fo long at lealt as
that Eftablithment is preferved to us. But yet,
could I think it feafonable to enter into it, to confider
more particularly the Nature of our Government, to
draw together fome of the many inconteftable Evi-
dences of 1ts Original Freedom, to confider the Na-
ture, Antiquity and Hiftory of the Coronation-QOath,
and the Oath of Allegiance, and the mutual Obliga-
tions and Confequences arifing from them to the
Prince and People : Was I to go over the feveral
Branches that make up the ancient Frame of our
Government, and which fpeak and exprefs a Con-
fent and Compact between the Prince and People in
their Inftitution 3 and waslto obferve thatinfepara-
ble Relation and equal Security which they import
between the Crown and the Subject, and which are
fomany infallible Tokensot Original Confent {tampt
upon them ; the Truth and Certainty of that Pofi-
tion of an Original Contratt between the King and

.People, might be laid down to your Lordfhips in de-

monltrative Terms. The Gentleman that rais’d this
Obfervation, foon afterwards, i the fame Difcourfe,
fuppos’d, That by the Original Contraét, the Ori-
einal Conftitution was meant 5 how ftrictly proper

that Manner of fpeaking might be found to be, I will
© not



1709. H.L.

not now determine 3 yet thus much may with Cer-
rainty be concluded, Thar the denying the Original
Contrad, is not only to difavow the whole Proceed-
ing at the Time of the Revolution, but to rcnourrce
the Conftitution it fzIf, to difclaim thofe many and
andeniable Proofs and Teftimonies of it, which al-
moft cvery Parc of our Hiftory, our Records, and
Memorials of Antiquity, will furnifh : Todeny the
Original Contract of Government, 1s to contradict
and condemn the Voice and Tenorof all our Laws,
of every A& of the Supreme Legiflative Power, the
Force and Efficacy of which exifts upon the Confent
of the Crown, Lords, and Comimons, and are there-
fore fo many lafting and uncrring Proots of that, as
the Original Foundation of that Supreme Power s
>tis not only to oppole the conftant Judgment of all
Jearned Men, who have underftood and wrote 1m-
partially of our Government, but even the Senfe
of many of thofe Writings which have been pro-
duced and read to you in the Dnctor’s Defence, and
more particularly that of the judicious Mr. Heoker :
To deny and condemn the Original Contract be-
tween King and People, what other Confequen-
ces could it produce, than to unhinge the Govern-
ment, and to deftroy that excellent Ballance of
Power, which is fecured by it, and by which it has
heen fo fong preferved 2 It muft weaken the ancient
and jult Prerogatives of the Crown, fubverr the
Feundations of your Lordfhips Legiflative and Ju-
dicial Powers, render the Parliamentary Rights of
the Commons precarigus and uncertain, and termi-
nate at fength, in that abfurd, yet dangerous Opt-
nion, of the Patriarchal Right, which, when joined
together with the Doétrines ofabfolute and unlimited
Non-Refiitance, and unconditional Obedience of
the Subje€t to their Prince, compleats that fatal
Syftem, which has been, of late, fo much contended
for, towards the enflaving Mankind.

But your Lordfhips will confider further, what
Ule and Application was made of this Paffage by
the Council 3 his Conclufion was, That il the Le-
giflature bad detersiined what the Contrad was, and
what Breach of it fhall difeharge the Subjeits of their
Allegiance, be tosk leave to-fayy that Refiftance fiill
frood upon the Fgot of 25 E. 3.

My Lords, we ftand here entrufted to maintain
the Charge conmined in our Article, to affcrt the
Tuftice of that Refiftance only, which broughtabout
the latc happy Revolution 3 and that being the Re-
filtance in queftion, and to which alone we have
apply’d our {elves, and in Support of which the O-
riginal Contra¢t was mentioned 3 what is the plain
Englifp of this Inference drawn from the dennal of
it # Does it not amount to an open and pofitive De-
claration from the Mouth of Dr. Sacheverell’s Coun-
cil, That that Refiftance which was the neceflary
Means us’d to bring aboutthe late happy Revolution,
inftead of being an Honourable and Law{ul Refif-
tance, was an A&of Rebellionand High Treafon?

Having confidered thele Particulars, 1 beg your
Indulgence to make a few Obfervations on the Na.

tare and Methad of the Defence to this Article
Your Lordfhips will remember, tho’ it feems to have
been totally forgot on the Prifoner’s Part, that the
Maintenance of this Article has not refted on the
Dotor’s general Affertion alone, but upon the fol-
lowing Paflages, now ftated to yous from whence
we have undertaken to convince your Lordthips,
that Dr. Sacheverell has apply’d that gencral Rule of
Non- Refiftance to the particular Cafe of the Revo-
lution 3 and this having rendered the Independent

Confideration of the general Affertion wholly m.

-~
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material, when you afterwards heard the Admiflions
that were made by the Council, of the Legality of
the Refiftance ufed to bring about the Revolution,
your Lord(hips might reafonably have expected, that
the only Queftion remaiing on this Article would
have been, How far thofe fubfequent Paffages of the
Sermon did evince the Intent of the general Affer-
tion * But tho’ the Queftion has been thus plainly
ftated and mamtained, and the Method of the Doc-
tor’s Vindication thus clearly pointed out to him,
yet how little has been {aid 2 How little Notice has
been taken of this, which was his proper Defence 2
The Gentleman who began the Defence has, indeed,
denied the Charge of this Article 5 the Force of that,
and of his Argument which followed, have been
confidered : but if your Lordfhips fhall not think fic
to accept the fingle Attempt as fufhicient to acquit
the Prifoner, (together with a nervous Oblervation
of the Interpofition of fome L.incs between the ge-
neral Affertion, and that Sentence wheremn the Re-
volution is named) how much will your Lordfhips
find, throughout that long and labour’d Harangue,
that can be judged by you at all maternal to the true
Queftion before you? For tho” the general Dotrine
of Non-Rehflance, the Dullrine of the Church
of Eugland, as ftated i her Homtlies, or clie-
where delivered, by which the general Duty of Sub-

1eéts to the Higher Powers is taught, be owned to

be, as unqueftionably it 15, a godly and wholefome
Dotrine ; the’ tis general Dodlrine has been con-
ftantly inculcated by the Reverend Fathers of the
Church, dead and living, and preached by them as
a Prefervative againft the Popith Do@lrine of depo-
fing Princes, and as the ordinary Rule of Obe.lience 3
and, tho’ the fame Doctrine has been preached,
maintained and avowed by our moft Orthodox and
Able Divines from the Time 6f the Reformation ;
and, how Tnugcent o Man {oever Doltor Sachevercl!
had been, if, with ain bongft and <well-meant Zeal,
he had preached the fame Doctrine, in the fame genc-
ral Terms, in which he found it delivered by the
Apoftles of Chrift, as taught by the Homulies, and
the Reverend Fathers of our Church, and, in Imita-
tion of thofe areat Examples, had only prefs’d the
General Duty of Obedience, and the Illegality of
Refiftance, without taking Notice of any Exception ;
yet, what Excufe can be derived, to the Matter now
in queftion, from fuch Confiderations as thefe, in
favour of the Doctor, who has not only aflerted the
aeneral Rule in Terms of the greateft Latitude, but
has exprefly mention’d and difallow’d the Exception
of the Refiftance, which brought about the Revolu-
tion ? and whatever is the Language of our Laws,
Repealed or in Force, wherein the fame general Duty
of Subjects is ftated, and the Rule laid down to thetn,
as Neceflary and Fundamental for the Safety of the
Crown and Government, and the Peace of the Kina-
dom, and which are meant to ¢nforce and fecure their
Civil Obedience in ordinary Cafes, (but which no
body will fay can be conftrued to extend to the Cafe
of a People threatened by their Prince with total.
Deftru&tion, the utter Subverfion of thenr Laws, and
the Lofs of their Religion and Libertics, to a Cale
of the laft Neceflity, fuch a Cafe as the Revolutior
was, ) yet no Ule can poffibly be made of fuch De-
clarations in our Ads of Parliament to juflify the
Doétor, who by his general Affertion, has not only
out-gonc even thole general Declarations, but hasun-
deniably applied it in Condemnation of the Cafe of
the Revelution, which is the Charge of this Arricle.
Your Lordihips will allow me to obferve yet alit-
tle farther : “The Nature of this Arude appearing
£
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to every Body to be of that near Concern to Her
Majefty and her Government, you have, indecd,
heard very warm and pathetick Expreffions of L.oy-
alty, of very tender and dutiful Regard to Her
Majefty’s Title, and much Lahour and Vehemence
was ufed to pertuade your Lordihips into 2 Belief
of this: But yer, your Lordfhips could not but ob-
ferve, where the real Strefs and Force of the Argu-
ment was placed, and where it center’d at latts
your Lordfhips will fied, the great Effort was made
to eftablifh the general Dodlrine of Non-Refiltance,
to inculcate this, in Terms of the Jargeft Lxtent,
in the fame univerfal Terms, wherein the Dodlor
has delivered it, and than which I am ata Lofs to
find Words that can extend it further: I your
Lordfhips thould think fitto look back, with par-
ticular Exactnefs, upon the feveral Difcourfes which
have been made from the Bar on this Article, and,
for your more accurate Judgment, fhall think pro-
per to lay them together, and oblerve their Con-
fiftency 5 and if from fuch an Lxammation, you
fhould fee Caufe to compare that which was hrlt
delivered, with that which was afterwards fpole
by the Dolor himfelf, (for, my Lords, between
chem the Refemblance feems to be the nearcft, and
the Differcnee between then in the Notions of Allegiance
but very finall, ) your Lordthips may perbaps, m

a great Meafure, collcét from thence the true Ge-

nius of this Defence. Your Lordfhips will obferve,
in how dillerent a Dlanner, with whar dilfcrent
Zeal, the main Paugs in Agitation have been
handled by them 5 [ mian, the Juflice of the Re-
fitance, which brouzht hout the Revolution, and
the general Doélrine of Noo-Refiftance. It hasal-
ready been obferved o you, that the Doctor him-
felf made no Adnuffions concerning the Lawlul-

nefs of that Refiflance, but has #fed Expreffions of

due Regard to the Protellant Succefliony The Gen-
tleman, who open’d the Defence, it being, 1t feems,
of no Confequence to the prefent Occafion, came to
no Declaration 1n this Point of the Proteftant Suc-
cellion 3 Bur, as to the Honour and Jultice of the
Revolution, his Aprroac s are nearer: He has
acquainted your Lordthips, That there is wothing
further frem eur Hearts, nor any Thing lefs Neceffary
for oy Defence, thau for vs to call in Queption the fu-
jiice of the Revolution, AtanotherTime, he delivered
himfelf in general Terms: Such a Cafe, (that isa Cale
of Neceflity, a Cafe never to be mentioned, but to
be fuppoled and inplicd) the Rewolntion coas @ But, in
other Parts of the fame Difcourfe, the Expreffions
cven concerning the Revolution will be found to be
more referv’d and wary, and always foften’d with
fome faving Particle: Thus fhy and tender at the
belt, have the Admiflions been from Two Difcourfes,
of the Lawfulnefs ot that Refiftance which brought
about the late Happy Revolution: But as for the
Doétrine of Abfolute, Unlimired Non-Refiftance, by
which, 1f it be not an Irroneous Doétrine, the Juf-
tice of the Refiftance, which was the neceffary Means
thit brought about the Revolution, (and in purfu-
ance of which, the Crown was fettled on Har Ma-
1elty and the Proteflant Line) muft for ever remain
condemp’d.  What Fervency and Copioufnefs of
Fxpreflion was ufed to cltablith thac? What Cau-
tions have appear’d to guard and fecure thisDodtrine
as inviolable 7 How otten, and with what Zeal was
it nculcated, that the gencral Docirine, was that
Doétrine which alone was to be preached and
prefled 2 “The Exception, The Cafe of Neceffity, the
Cafe of the Revalution, the only Cale contended for,
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was not fit to be mentioned : The Dodtor’s generg]
Rule was that alone, which was proper to be incyl.
cated and believed 3 the excepted Cafe never 1o be
ftazed, but to be fuppos’d or imply’d, and 1o Ze Izf;
to jufify it flf
My Lords, How comes it to pafs, that {o litile
Concern has been fhewn, in the Courfe of this De
bate from the Bur, ro that which was the proper
Decfence of the Criminal, to clear the Paffages of
his Scrmon trom the noxious Meaning they had
been fhewn to bear ? How comes it to pafs, that the
Honour and Juftice of the Revolution is thus ten-
derly acknowledged 3 but yet all that has been {iid
to fupport it, has by this Gentleman been endea-
voured to be enervated, and at the fame Time che
extremelt Zeal thewn to eftablifh the general Pofi-
tion, tho’ altogether mmmatertal ¢ Pl once more
venture ata charitable Reconciliation of thafe feeming
Inconfyfercies: Upon a very firiét and minute Re-
collection, your Lordfhips will find that 1be Re-
Sicunce, the Neceflary Means ufed to bring about
the Revolution, s never once acknowledged in thac
arft Difcourle, i plein and expiefs Terms @ The
Cafe of Neceflity in general, the Cafe of the Revolu-
tion, was fo ambiguoufly {pokeof, and fo fkitfully gi-
ven up, thar,by the kiud Helpof feine happy Diftindlion,
when the Seafeir is proper, *twill beealv to retrieve it
The’ your Lordfhips may remember fome plaufible
wepreflionsconcerning the Jadlice of the Revolution,
yetyou will find the real Conclufions of the Difeour fz
terd to condemn 1t 5 and fuch remarkable Inftances
cholun, fuch as the Cale of the T'wo Spencers, which,
being applicd to the Cafe of the Revoluiion, reprefent
1s Principles damnable, 1ts Confequences detcflable,
and the Aflertors of te deferving Banifhment; Your
Lordfhips will find the Argument fo well adjufted to
the maii Point in view, toeftablith the favilbDoétrine
of slbfolute, Unlimited, Now-Refiflance,that, if the worlt
fhould happen, even that aganft which we are now
contending, tae judicious Referves that Gentleman

by B
Queftion, and the real

has ufed on the Point in
Service he may be thought to have done to that
Slavifh Doltrine, may, in due Time, raife 2 Merit in
Favour of all 1ts Conlequenices.

But, as an undeniable Evidence of a fncere Affeiiion
to the Cafc of Neceflity, the Cafe of the Revolution,
let me put your Lordfhips in mind of the Paflage
qucted from Mr, Py in his Declaration againit Do-
ctor Manscaring : The Doctrine preached 1n thofe
Days, and for which he was impeached by the Com-
mons, was, the attributicg an Abfolute Power to the
King over the Property of the Subject, tho’ with fome
deceitful Limitations, as that of extreme and urgent
Neceflity.  Mr. Py had fhewn the Vanity and
Fruitleflnefs of that Limitation, it being left to the
Prince to determine whar is an urgent and prefling
Neceflity : And to reprefent the Danger of fuch a
Cafe, ofallowing any Exception upon any Pretence,
even that of extreme Neceflity, he cites the Charter
of Lewis X, of France to the Dutchy of Nermandy,
wherein that Prince having acknowledged the Fran-
chifes of the Dutchy, and granted to them, that
for ever afterwards they fhould be tree from all Ex-
actions from him and his Succeflors, thefe Words
followed, unlefs grear Necelfity required : which fmall
Exception, Mr. Pym oblerved, had in Time devoured
all their Immunities. Mr. Py, in that Speech, argu-
ing againft the Pofition advanc’d by Doctor Manwa:
ring, condemns the leaft Pretence of any Exception :
The Gentleman, who quoted this Pallage from him,
having endeavoured to eftablifh his general Doctrine

of
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of Abfolute Non-Reliftance, the Doétrine preached
by Dr, Sacheverell, and having fhewn the Danger of
mentioning any Exception to it, even that of the Cafe
of Neceflity, and fuch @ Cafe, he had before told your
Lordthips, the Revolution was, concludes from that
Inftance, that fuch Fxceptions would in Timedevour
all Allegiance. This, my Lords, hath been the
Method, thefe have been the Arguments ufed to ac-
quit the Doltor, to fhew the Innocence of his Inten-
tion, and that there was no Delign either in his
Sermon, or his Defence, to condemn the Refiltance,
the neceffary Means which brought about the late
Happy Revolution 3 and from thefe Obfervations
you may pofiibly difcern the Conliftency of the whole
Defence. I beg leave only 2o 1urn the Cafe, to fup-
pofe a Cafe of a real Defign to condemn the late
elorious Revolution, and all the happy Cenfequences
of it: Ar a Time, when exprels Declarations of
fuch a wicked and traitorous Inteniion may not be
judged proper 5 at a Time when fome plaufible Ex-
preflions of the Jultice of i, may be thought Ufeful
and Neceflary 5 and, at fucha Time, let the llegality
of Refiftance on any Pretence whatfoever, be laid
down and cnforced n its utmoflt Extent 5 let the
Danger of ftating or mentioning any Exception to
it, be ftrongly inculcated 5 ler the Juftice of the Ex-
ception, even of the Cafe of Neceflity, fuch a Cafe
as the Revolution was, Le illuftrated by an Inltance,
wherein “tis exprefly condenmed 5 and, May it not
be faid, *Tis cafy to difeeis what §pirit fuch a Perfen
is of, of what Party be i<, what be aims at, and what
be intends 5 that be bas not becir fpeaking in Defence of
the late Revolution, canw’t be look’d upon to bave becn
arguing for it, and to fucwo the Fuftice of it, but was co-
vering the Tieafon of bis Heart and vider Pretence of
juftifying onc Revolution,wwas labexiing to oring about
another : But, what vain Imaginations muft poffefs
thofe Minds, which can flatter themfelves into a Be-
lief, that, even whilft they are maintaining Principles
that tend moft certainly to undermine the FFounda-
tion of Her Mujelty’s Government, and the Prote-
ftant Succeflion, the moft {clemn Proteftations out of
the fame Mouth, and i the fame Breath, fhould pafs
for an Atonement with your Lordfhips, or give Sa.
tisfaction to any that hear them ¢

My Lords, Your Lordihips will confider the evi-
dent and neceflary Tendency of the Dectrines, which
have been preached by the Prifoner, and have been
again afferted, though not openly avowed, in their
full Extent and Confcquence, in Defence of this
Article. The Doétrine of .ifblute Nou-Refffance,
the condemning the Original Contract, renouncing
the ancient Legal Conftitution of the Government,
which is our Title to our Liberties, are Politions,
which can have no better Tendency, than to fhake
the prefent Settlement of the Crown, and our pre-
fent Eftablithment, and to make way for the Pre-
tence of a Natural and Divine Right of Succeffion
Are not tholfe the Principles taught, and avowed by
Papifts and Nonjurors, and whercon their Hopesare
founded ? And are they more Wholefome, or lefs
Dangerous, when they fall from the Mouth, or
drop from the Pen of the Prifoner, or are aflerted
in his Defence, tho’ gilded over with [pecious Pre-
rences, and under the Umbrage of a true Son of the
Church ? If thefe Doctrines of Unlimited Non-
Refiftance, of a fole Hereditary and Divine Right
of Succeflion to the Crown, are the very Doctrines,
on the Beliet of which, the profefled Enemics of Her
Majefty and Her Government, inviolably engage
themfelves againft Her Title, and againit the Prote-
ftant Succeflion ; If thefe are the Tenets, by which
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they openly condemn the late Glorious Revolution,
and all its Confequences: From which Part of this
Defence can your Lordfhips colle& the Innocence
of the Prifoner ¢ By what way of Reafoning can it
be concluded, that the fame Opinions, embraced by
this Gentleman, do notinevitably engage him in the
fame Intereft ?
Sir Peter King. Y Lords, It is my Part to
Reply to the Anfwer that
has been given by the Dottor, to the Charge of the
Commons of Great Britain, with Relation to the
Second Article,  When I was entrufled by the
Commons te manage this Part of the Charge, I both
quoted and read the Paflages of the Sermon, to
make good that Charge 5 I did not defire that any
Thing fhould be taken upon Truft, nor any Thing
received againft him, but what appeared from his
plain exprefs Words, or by clear, neceflary and un-
avoidable Confequence.  Indeed, after the whole
Sermon had been read by the Clerk, [ thought it
too great a Trouble to your Lordthips, to have the
Clerk read over the particular Paflages asain at the
Table, and therefore I read them my {clf, truly and
fairly, as they were in his Sermon 3 and 1f T had
done otherwife, the Dector and his Council would
have fet me right. I agree with the Doétor and his
Council, that in a Cafe of this Nature, and I will
fay further, in all Cales whatfoever relating to
Crimes, the Charge muft be maintained by politive
plain Words, or neceflary and unavoidable Infe-
rence, {uch as no reafonable Man can withttand the
Light of, And therelore, if there was nothing in
this Calfe but dark Hints, ftrain’d Innuendo’s, and
forc’d Conflructions, I am fure, neither the Com-
mons of Great Britain, nor my felf, would appear
before your Lordfhips with an Attempt to make out
n Charge of this Nature 5 if it 18 not proved by
plain, pofitive and exprefls Words, or neceflary and
unavoidable Inference, I am {fure your Lordthips
will never convict him 3 becanfe 1t would not be
juit and right fo to do. It1s a perverting of Com-
mon Juflice to condemn a Perfon without plain and
direct Proof ; therefore what we reprefent 1o your
Lordfhips is, that by plun and clear Paffages in his
Sermon, he is guilty of the Charge in the Second
Article, of maintaining, That the Toleration granted
by Law is unyeafonable, and the Allpscauce of 1t un-
warrantablesy and that be is a falfe Brother with Re-
latton to God, Religion, or the Churchy who defends
Toleration, and Liberty of Confcience, ‘
When the Dottor putin his Anfwer to this Ar-
ticle, he had not found out that there was a Tolera-
tion granted by Law to the Diflenters 5 but his
Council have now found it out, and they do agrec,
that there 1sa Toleration granted by Law, and that
it 15 that Indulgence which is contained in the Act
made in the Time of the late King and Queen 5 but
they infilt at the fame time, that the Doftor in
his Sermon has not condemned or cenfured that To-
leration 3 they fay he has condemned a Toleration,
but they infinuate there are two Tolerations mien-
ttoned in his Sermon, the one a Toleration granted
by Law, which he allows and approves of 5 and the
other a general unlimired Toleration, which they
admit he doescondemn ; fo that we are now agreed
upon the Word Toleration, and they do admit that
he doth 1n his Sermon Cenfure and Condemin a To-
feration : but, fay they, it 1s not the Toleration
oranted by Law, becanle he took Carc in his Ser-
mon that hisgeneral Fxpreflions fhould not be mil-
conftru’d, and put in this exprefs Caution in the
20th
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20th Page: T wonld not be bere mi funderftood, as if
I intended to caft the leaft invidious KefleCtion upor
that Indulgence the Government bas condefcended to
give *em, which I am fure all thofe that wifh well to
oty Church, are ready to grant to Confciences brily
[erupulous 5 let them enjoy it 1 the f:c-ll Limits the
Law bas preferibed. This, they fay, is an exprels
and full Declaration of his Meaning, that he 1s not
againft the parricular Toleration granted by Law
and therelore all thofe other Paflages in his Sermon
condemning Toleration, arc to be npplipd to A genc-
ral Toleration, and not the particular Legal one,

When I made out this Charge, 1 mentioned this
Caution of the Doftor’s, but at the fameTime fub-
mitted it, whether fuch a general Expreflion as thae
is, could fereen him from other plain Paflages in
which he has condemned the Tolcration ; if 10 other
Places he has condemned i, this Caution 1s but
Protefiatio contra faftum 5 an oblique Defanmtion
may be as criminal asa direét one : In the common
Cafes of Scandal, if Tobliquely defame another, and
deferibe him o, that it is impoffible but every one
muft know him, it is no Excufe that I do not po-
fitively accufe him 3 fo that the Queftion will be,
wheth:r the Dottor has not in the other Patluges
cited againtt him, plinly cenfured and condemned
the Toletation granted by Law,

The firlt Paflige cired vutof his Sermon, to prove
this Charge upon him, was tn the 1oth Fage; 1
trouble your Lordfhips with reading it again, that
I may be fure to do him no Injury ;5 the Wordsare,
So that in all thofe Cafes before-mentisica, whejocver
prefumes to iniovate, elter, or mifrepicfeit any Point
in the Articles of the Faith of our Chuich, ought to be
arraigned as a Traytor to our State; Heterodoxy in the
Daitiines of the one, naturally producing, and almoft
neccflarily inferving Rebellion and High Treajon in the
other, and confequently a Crime that concerns theCruil
Magiftrate as much to punifb and refirain, as the Ec-
cleflaftical,

The former Part is relative to what went before
the Jatter Part is a general \flertion, that FHeterodoxy
in 1he Doffrines of the Church infers Rebellion and
High Treafon in the State.

The relative Part of thisClaule hasRelation to the
feveral Doétrines mentioned before; among which,
one of theCales and Inftances of falfeBrotherhood s,
the affirming that the Divine Aroflolical Inflitution of E-
pifeopacy is alNovelDoltrine, not [ufficiently warranted
byScripture s wwhoever affivins thisyis guilty of anlnmngva-
tion or.Altzration of thedriicles of ourChurch. Now the
Diffenters of all Sorts univerfally hold this Propolitt-
on, and they arc exempted from fubfcribing the 36th
Article, which afferts Epifcopacy : But, faith the
Doctor, tho' they are exempted, yet wholoever af-
ferts this Propoficion, s to be punithed as a Traytor
to the State, as well as an Enemy to the Church,

The Learned Civilian of Council for the Doctor
Aays, chae the reading the whole Paffage will thow,
that it was not intended for the Diflenters, but for
one in Holy Orders 3 that if fuch an one fhould
maintain this Dotrine, be wonld be an dpofiate from
his own Order 3 now this Allegation 1s true, as it
flands in Page 85 abfolutely confidered 1n itfelf, 1t
1s there applied to one in Holy Orders 5 but as it
ftands in Relation to this Claufe in Page 10, 1t 152
oeneral Affertion, that whoefocver innovates, or alters
that Article of the Church, which the Diffenters do,
ought to be arraigned as a Traytor to the Stale.

Another Anfwer that hath been given hereto, s,
That the Doltor there means thofe who are for In-
novations and Alterations in Matters of Iaith ;
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which can’t refpet the Diffenters or their Tolera.
tion, becaule the Diffenters agree with the Churcly
in Matters of Faith, and differ only in Matters of
Difcipline.  But if you give this Turn to ir, it al-
ters the Senfe and Meaning of the Dottor 3 for ke is
not {peaking here of Matters of Faith, in Contradi-
{tinction to Matters of Difcipline, but he is fpeak-
ing in general of theArticles of Faith of ourChurch ;
whoever prefumes in any of the Cafes before-mentioned
to iuigvale, alter, or mifreprefent any Point in the
Articles of the Taith of oni Church, ought to be ar-
raigned as a Traytor to the State, Now what are the
Articles of the Fuith of our Church ? Are they not
the "Tlurty Nine Arucles 2 Are not they the Ar-
ticles of the Faith and Rehgion of the Church ?
Doth not the 'I:hirty Sixth Canon eXpredly require
the Clergy 1o fubleribe willingly, ard ex animg,
thae all aad every the Arucles of Religion, being in
¢ . : O
Number Thirty Nine, are agreeable to the Word
of God ? Now 1if the Thirty Nine Articles be the
Artcles of Faith of our Church, and the Diffenters
difbzlieve the Thirty Swech Article 5 and if for that
Innovation or Alteration they are to be arraign’d as
Traytors to the State, what then is become of the
Toleration, that cxempts them from the Penalties,
and from fubfcribing the faid Thirty Sixth Article?
As to the general Propofition immediately fol 'ow-
ing in the fame Claule, viz. Heterodoxy in the Do-
{trine of the oney, naturally producing, and alncft ne-
ccffarizy inferring Rebeliion and High Treafon in the
0.ery and confequently a Crime that concerns the Civi!
Magiftrate as much to punifs and rifirain, as the
Leclefiaftical ;1 don’t remember that any Anfwer
whattoever was given to it by the Door or his
Council. And I pray your Lordfhips calt your
Eyes on this, and fee here 1s an Afirmation, that
any different Opinion in any of the Articles of the
Church, 15 a Crime againft the State.  Now all
the Diffenters are exempred by theAct of Toleration
from fubfcribing Three Articles and an bhalf] others
from Four and an half, and others from all.  And
when this Aét grants them all thefe Exemptions,
fhall it be affirmed rhat this Feterodoxy allowed by
that At is High Treafon and Rebellion, and thae
they ought to be arraigned as Traytors? I {ubmic
to every onc’s Judgment, whether any Thing can
be more plain againtt the Toleration than this.
The next Paffage cited out of his Sermon, to
prove the Charge of the Second Article, is in the
16th and 17th Pages: 77bat could not be gained by
Comprehenfion and Toleration, nuft be brought about by
Moderation a1d Occafional Conformity 5 that is, what
they could not do by open Violence, they will not fail
by fecret Treachery to accomplifb,  If the Church can’t
be pulld down, it may be blown up 5 and no Matier
wwith thefz Men bow *tis defivoyed, fo that it is deftroyed.
My Lords, Hereisan Affirmation, thatTolera-
tion was doing open Violence to the Church, thac
the Falfe Brethren had a Defign by Toleration to
pull down the Church,  Now the Anfwer given to
this by one of the Council, 's what one can {carce
imagine he was {erious i, iz, That this doth not
fugeelt the Toleration to be unreafonable, or the
Allowance of it unwarrantable, but that it i1s rather
a Commendation of the Toleration, becaufe it thews
that it could not do the Church any Hurt, it could
not pull down the Church, and therefore they have
found out a more peftilent Way, of Occafional
Conformity and Moderation. But all that can be
colleted from hence, 1s, that Toleration 1s a lefs
{uccefsful Evil than Moderation : Toleration was «

{torming the Church by Violence, and an endeavour-
IngG
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ing to pull it down; but though, by the good Pro-
vidence of Gad, it hath not been fo fuccefsful an
Evil as Moderation, which is a fecret Treachery to
andermine the Church, and blow it up, yet it is
an Evil: And to fuppofe the Church to be either
pulled down, or blown up, which way foever it be
Jone, itis fo greatan Lvil, that every Member of
the Church muft be for preventing it, and ufing all
his Endeavours to prevent both thofe Evils; and
therefore to reprefent Toleration to be fuch an Evil
to the Church, as to be doing open Violence to
the Church, and pulling 1t down, is an undue Re-
HeSlion cn the Fathers of the Church, and on thas
Parliament that granted that Toleration, as if they
concurred in Endeavours to puil down the Church,
and deftroy It.

Another Paflage, 1n Page 14. of the Sermon, wag
cited by the Council of the other Side, as a Pallage
cited by me to muake out the Charge againft the
Dodtor ; but heremn they miftook me, it was not
cited by me for that Purpofe, but to fhew that the
Doctor underftood the AQ of Indulgence to be a
Toleration 3 and the Paffage was this, Ceriainly the
Toleration wwas never intended to indulge and cherifl
fuch Menftcrs and Fipers in our Bofum, that [catfer
their Pefilence at Noen-day, and will rvend, diftrafi,
and confound the prineft cind befl fettled Conflitution in
the Vi ld,

[ cited this Paflige to fhew, that the Doftor
himfelf, at the Time he preached this Sermon,
knew what was meant by the Tolerauony and it
plainly proves it, and the Doctor himfelf doth not
now difown it.  But as to the Propoiition 1tfelf con-
tained in that Part of his Sermon, [agree with him
that the Toleration was not meended, and I hope
will never be made ufe of, to {upport Atheilm,
Deitin, Tritheifm, or any fuch Monfiers and Vipers,
but only diffenting Proteftants.

The next Paflage I cited was in the 8th Page.
If upoir all Occaftons to comply with the Diffenters, both
in publick and prizate Affairs, as Perfons of tender
Coitfcicnce and Piety, 1o promote their Interefts in
Elettions, to fncak to them for Places and Preferments,
to defend Toleration and Liberty of Confcience 5 and un-
der the Pretence of Moderation, to excufe their Sepa-
ration, ond lay the Fault upoin the true Sons of the
Church, for carrying Matters too bigh 5 if 10 court the
Fanaticks in private, and to bear them with Paticnce,
if not Apprebation, rail at and dlafpheme the Church,
and zpon Occafion to juftify the King’s Murder 5 if to
flatter both Dead and Living in their Vices, and to tell
the World, 1hat if they bad 1Vit, and Money enough,
they need no Repentance, and that only Fools and Beg-
gars caw be dom’d 5 and if thefe, 1 Jay, are the mo-
difb and fafbisnable Criterions of a true Churchman,
Gad deliver us from fuch falfe Brethren. So that here
the Dofor makes it one of the Characters of a
falfe Brother to defend Toleration, and Liberty of

Conicience
The Anfwer given to it is this, That where the

Doctor blames thofe that defend Toleration, it is
not thofe that defend that only and fingly, and do
no other thing, butr they muft at the fame time
not only delend Toleration, but excufe the Separa-
tion, not by reafon of the Toleration, but by laying
the Iault on the Sonsof the Church for carrying things
tos bigh: He don’t blame them that barely jultity
Toleration, unlefs they fall too on the Sons of the
Church for carrying things too high. But whether
or no that Place is capable of fuchan Interpretation,

your Lordfhips will be the beft Judges, by look-
ing on the Place, and confidering whether any two

VoL, V.
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of thofe Charatters are to be united in any one
Perfon to make him a falfe Brother. Whether
thefe feveral Charaters are not fo many different
Criterions of falfe Brotherhood ; if he does defend
Toleration and Liberty of Confcience; if he does
excufe their Separation, and lay the Fault upon
the T'rue Sons of the Church, for carrying Martters
o high, &e. They are all different Marks of
falfe Brotherhood; fo that wholoever defends Li-
berty of Confcience, and the Toleration, is a falfe
Brother.

It was alfo anfwered, That in the Act of Indul-
gence there are a great many Reftri¢tions; and
therefore this Paffage muft be underftood of s Tole-
ration of fuch as are not qualified by the A¢t to re-
cetve 1t: And for that end the At was read, 1n
which are feveral ReftriCtions ; and the Toleratien
s not unlimited, but to Pertons under fuch and fuch
Quulifications, conforming themielves to the Rules
there laid down.  But what Foundation is there for
this Anfwer in the Paflage idelf? Doth not he there
condemn Toleration generally 2 Doth not an uni-
verfal indehnite Propofition include all manner of
Toleration, whether general or fpecial 2 If he had
meant 1t in this reftrained Senfe, he fhould then
have exprels’d himfelf, That he that defends Tole-
ration, except {uch Toleration as is allowed by Law,
1s a falfe Brother ; but not doing {o, but exprefling
1t generally, it Is plain, that he has condemned that
Toleration that is granted by Law : And it 15 fub-
mitted to your Lordfhips, that this is a plamn Proof
againft Lim of chis Article.

The next Paflage, is that relating to the Perhdi-
oufuefs of Archbifhop Grindell, in deluding Queen
Llizabeth to the Toleration of the Genevign Difct-
pline: The Dotor, in his Anfwer, did conceive he
had good Authority from Hiftory to make out thur
Affertion 3 buc whether he had or no, he did ap-
prehend that fuch Affertion was no Proof of his
maintaining or fuggefting, that the prefent legal
Toleration was unrealonable, or the Allowance of
it unwarrantable,

I did, in making out the Charge, agree with the
Dotor, That whether he was, or was not miftaken
in that Faét, was not the material Point in Quettion ;

but that he had put it on the right Quettion, Whether

that Affertion (true or falfe) relating to Archbifhop
Grindall, was a Condemnation of the Toleration now
granted by Law ? To that I principally applied my
felf, to thew that that Faét, as ftated by the Doctor,
was a Cenfure of the Toleration ; not forgetiing, at
the fame time, to fay fomething in Vindication of
the Memory of that great Prelate.

But now, the Doctor's Council (in their Defence)
have in a great meafure quitted the true Point that the
Doétor rightly put it upon in his Anfwer, and inftead
of endeavouring to thew that this is no Reflection on
the Toleration, have rather endeavoured to fhew, that
this Fact of the Archbifhop is true 5 That the Realon
of his Difgrace was, for deluding the Queen to the’

Toleration of the Genevian Difcipline, and for giving

up the Difcipline of the Church : Thatat that time,
there was no Law to indulge any Separation from the
Church ;3 and therefore for the FHead of the Church,
under the Quecn, to give up the Difcipline of the
Church, was an high Crime in him ; and tho’ it be
a harfh Term, yet it was true to call hin a Perhi-
dious Prelate, and Falfc Son of the Church.

For this End, they did produce and read two
Letters ; the one from Queen Elizabeth, to the Bi-
thops throughout England, for fupprefling the Exer-
cife called Prophefying, and the other ot the Arch-
5 1L bithop
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bithop to the Council 3 and out of thefe two, they
fay, there is Proof out of the Archbithop’s own
Mouth, That the Reafon why he was under a Suf-
penfion, was for deluding her Majefty to permit a
Toleration of the Genevian Difcipline 5 and that he
acknowledged the Juftice of his Punithment for that
Crime. And they farther aggravate it, That it
would be an invidious Reflettion on the Character
of that glorious Queen, that the fhould caufe an
Archbithop to be fulpended, for profecuting Fulio
the Jtalian for having two Wives, or for not giving
up the Palace at Lambeth to the Earl of Leicefter :
As if I had infinuated, or could have imagined, that
the apparent vifible Reafon of the Difgrace of the
Archbifhop, were thele Things! No; it can’t be
thought I meant fo. The apparent vifible Caufe of
Grincall’s Difgrace was, no doubt, the encournging
of the Exercife called Prophefying 3 and Queen £li-
xabeth knew no other : But yet che real Spring, the
{ecret Hiltory, and truec Reafon, was the Artifice of
the Earl of Leicefter, who had the greateft Power
and Credit ar that time with the Queen. The good
Archbifhop had, by his Profecution of Yulio the
Italian Phyfician, and by his Refufal to alienate
Lambeth, oftended this great Earl, who thereupon
meditates Revenge againft him : And knowing the
Archbihop to be a great Favourer and Promoter
of the Exercifes called Prophefviugs, which were far
from being Conventicles, or Parts of the Genevias
Dilcipline 5 he mifreprefents thefe to the Queen,
and by thofe Means incenfed the Queen ;3 and the
Queen was angry with the Archbifhop, only upon
the account of thele Propbefyings. Bur thefe Mii-
reprefentations, that incenfed the Queen, had not
beeny Nif the Archbithop had not firft incenfed
Leicefter in the forementioned two Particulars. To
make this out to be the Fadt, I defire your Lord-
thips Patience, whillt I refer to one or two Hillto-
rics of good Credit,  Fufler, in the ninth Book of
bis Ecclefiaftical Hiftory, p.130. after he hath re-
cited a long Letter of Grindall’s to the Queen about
this Macter, thus conc'ndes: Alas! all iu wain :
Licicetter bad fo filled ber Majifty's Ears with Com-
plaints againft bin, there was no room to receive bis
Petition,  Indeed Leicelter caft a covetons Eye on
Lunbceth-Honfe, alledging as good drguments for bis
obtaining therveof, cs ever were urged by Alab for
Nabotl’s Vineyard. Now Grindall, the' generally
condeimnned for Remiffucls in this kind, (parting with
siore fram bis See, than ever bis Succeffors thank’d bim
Jor) foutly oppofed the alienating of this his principal
Palace, and made the Leiceltvian Party to malice bim.

This is as exprefs an Account as can be, that this
was one of the fecret Springs of that Profecution:
And as for the other, That he carried on the Pro-
fecution againkt Julio, that is taken notice of by the
fame Author, in Page 163. and by Camden, in his
Hiftory of Queen Llizabeth, and other Authors:
So that the true fecret Reafon of Grindalls Dif-
grace, was not for tolerating the Genevian Dilci-
phine.  And indeed it would be a Paradox, that the
Farl of Leicefler, who was the great Patron and
Support of the Puritans, thould run down this Arch-
bithop for encouraging of Puritanifin. Can that be
thought ? No: It fhews plainly, there was fome
other Reafon. Aund it is no Refle€tion on Queen
Llizabetn, that the was deceived by the Mifrepre-
fentation of a Perfon on whom fhe entirely relied.
Princes are not exempt from the common Frailties
of human Nature, and may be impofed on by thofe
whom they molt truft.
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But, my Lords, without confidering the latent
Caufes of his Difgrace, let us confider the vifib)e
Caule, which was known only to Queen Elizaberh,
Do the Letters (which they have produced) prove,
that the Archbithop fuffer’d for deluding the Queen
to the Toleration of the Gewevian Dilcipline & [y
appears thereby, that Queen Elizabeth was g
pleafed at thofe Lxercifes called Prophefyings,
which the Archbifhop encouraged and favoured .
but 1t 1s a great Miftake to think, that thofe Pre-
phefyings were Conventicles, or Allemblies of Py
ritans: They were really Meetings of the Parg-
chial Clergy of the Church of England, (which fince
have been called Conferences,) to improve one an-
other in the Expounding of the Scriptures. The
Manner of thefe Propbe/yings was this: The Mini
fter within each Arch-deaconry, or fome other
Precinét, met on fome Week-day, in the moft noted
Place in that Precinét 5 fome anuent grave Miniter,
appointed by the Bithop, did prefide : Then every
Miniller fucceflively (the youngeft il beginning)
did nandle fome Text of Scripture, fhewing the
Senfe of the Place, the Propriety of the Words, the
Diverfity of Inierpretation, the Virtues enjoined,
and the Vices prohibited. No Layman was cver
fuftered 1o fpeak, nor any Clergyman, unlefs firft
licenfed by the Bithop.  This was that which they
called Prophefying, and continued about two Hours s
and then the Conclufion was with a Prayer for the
Queen and all iftates, as is appointed by the Book
of Common-Praycr, and a Plalm.  Now can any
one thmk, this was an incouragement of the Gee-
vic Difcipline ?

The Parochial Clergy met by confent of the Bi.
fhop, and difcourfed about the Meaning of fome
Text of Scripture, and cloled with a Prayer, as is
appointed in the Common-Prayer-Book, and with a
Plalm: And can this be faid to be encouraging the
Genevian Difcipline 2 Can this be called the Holding
of Conventicles 5 or receding from the Difcipline ot
the Church?  Nothing like it: Tho’, if it were, it
appears by the Letters, that he did not delude the
Queen to encourage the Genevian Difcipline. No ;
iF this was the Genevian Difcipline, the Queen would
not be deluded by him; and becaufe he would not
obey the Queen in fupprefling thefe Prophefyings,
this was the apparent caufe of his Difgrace.

As to the Lerter, becaute it is faid the Archbifhop
owns his Crime ; how does he do it? T can’t deny,
fays he, but that I bave been commanded, both by the
RQueei’s Majefly Herfelf, and alfo by divers of your
Honourable Lordfbips in ber Nawme, to fupprefs all thofe
Lxercifes within my Province, that are commonly called
Propbefyings. He did not deny the Queen had given
him that Command, or that he did not comply with
it: But, faith he, Ido proteft before God, the Yudge of
all Hearts, that I did not of any Stubbornuefs or Wil-
Julnefs vefufe to accomplifh the fame, but only upos
Confcience: And goes on and fhews the Reafons
on which that Confcience was founded, He denied
it not out of Stubbornnefs or Difobedience, but out of a
Perfucfion of Confeience, becaule he found it profitable
and ufeful to the Church, Well, how did he be-
have himfelf under this ?  And whereas, fays he, I
bave fuftained the Reftraint of my Liberty, and Se-
queffration of my Furifdiion, new by the fpace of fix
Montbs 5 1ain fo far from repining thereat, or think-
ing wyfelf injurionfly or hardly dealt withal therein al
ber Majefty’s bands, that I do thankfully embrace, and

Srankly, with all Humility, acknowledge her princely,

gracious, and vare Clemency toward ine; who having
| Adnthority
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Authority and Power to have ufed greater and fharper
Severity againft me, and for good Policy and Example
thinking it fo expedient, bath notwithfianding dealt [z
mercifully, mildly and gently with me.

What Language more becoming a grave Prelate
could be ufed? He patiently {ubmits to her Maje-
fty’s Authority, neither murmuring, nor obftinate:
But there being a fuperior Obligation of Confcience,
which it was not in the power of any Man to dif-
penle with, he thinks himfelf obliged, as a true Ex-
ample to all Clergymen and others, to fubmit to the
Dictates of his Confcience ; buc ftill with Pacence,
Calmnefs and Obedrence.

Is there any thing in this, that looks like giving
up the Interefts of the Church? Not only this gond
Archbithop, but feveral others of the beft Bifhops
of thofe Times, had thofe Exercifes in their Dio-
cefes, and concurred with him i the Encouragement
of them. And can it be thought, that thofe Bi-
fhops, who were Exiles n Queen Mary’s Time, and
were afterwards the  happy and glorious Inftru-
nents, under Goid, in fetiling the Liturgy and the
Articles of the Church, were for giving up the [i-
ftablithment of the Church, by introducing that
which is now infinuated to be the Gewnevian Difci-
pline? But thofe Bithops then thought, it wasa
likely way to make an honeft, learned, and lubo-
rious Clergy. Is there any thing in this, to occa-
fion the calling lum a perhdious Prelate 2 A perfi-
dious Man, 1s he that violates his Confcience, to ob-
tain a temporal End 3 but he chole to lofe the
Queen’s Favour, rather than part with a good Con-
fcience,

I never found, that Archbithop Grindall was ever
fpoke hardly of by any Lug/ifs Divine of Credit, til]
the time of Archbifhop Lzud; and then, to cxtol
Archbithop Laud for an active, zealous Prelate, it
becamne the Fafhion to run down his Predecefior,
Abbot, as a remifs Man 5 to court the prefent Arch-
bithop, by detratting from the Memory of the laft,
And, to carry on the Compliment, a Parallel was
made between Archbithop Grindell, and his Succel-
for I/bitgift. Tonly mention this, to fhew thac for
a long time the Memory of that good Archbifhop
was had in Elteern; and he was always looked upon
as a principal Father of the Reiormation of the
Church, before this Time.,

But, my Lords, it is now time to come to the
maint Points and that 15, Whether or no the Doc-
tor’s Reprefentation of Archbihop Grindall, as a
falfe Son of the Church, and a perfidious Prelate,
for doing what he lays to his Charge ; and, Whe-
ther his Commendation of Queen Elizabeth, for the
Refolution fhe took to fupprefs the Diffenters, and
for her Prudence in excrcifing wholefome Severities
on them, whereby the Crown fat eafy on her Head,
be a Cenfure or Condemnation of the prefent Tole-
ration

As to this, the Council for the Dottor firft fay,
That in Queen Elizaletl®s Time, Schifm was in its
Infancy 3 the Number of Diffenters were but few,
and therefore the Lxercifing of Severities at that
time was wholefome, becaufe 1t might bhave crufhed
them in their Beginning, and prevented the growing
Encroachments of thofe Perfons: But at the time
when the A& of Toleration was made, the Dificn-
ters were increaled, and were Pofieflors of grear
PI'OPEIT}", und it Wwis rcnfonnblc (O grnnt them 1 T o-
leration 3 for it might be a Difturbance to the State,
to exercife thole Severities upon them, which might
have been fafely done in the time of Queen Eliza-
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beth, when Schifm was in its Infancy, and their
Numbers few: And thence they infer, that what was
{poken of the Toleration then, can’t he applied to
the Toleration now,

My Lords, fuppofing the Fa& to be true, then it
follows, that the Juftice and Reafonablenefs of the
prefent Toleration depends only on the Strength and
Number of the Diffenters: When they are ftrong
and numerous, then they are to be tolerated and
permitted 5 but when their Numbers decreafe, and
1t fhall be alledoed that they are but few, then they
arc to be crufhed, and the wholefome Severities are
to be renewed upon them again; notwithftanding
the Preamble of the Bill to prevent Occafional Con-
formity, which fays, ¢ That Perfecution for Con-
¢ fcience only, is direCtly contrary to the Profeflion
““ of the Chrittian Religion, and particularly to the
“ Doltrine of the Church of England, and that the
““ At of Toleration ought to be inviolably pre-
“ ferved.,” If it ought to be inviolably preferved,
then, whether the Diffenters in England be more or
lefs, they ounght to be tolerated,

This brings to my Mind the memorable Edi&t
that was publifhed by the French King for reverfing
the Edict of Nants, in OFoder 1685. the Preamble
of which Edict recites, ¢ That by reafon of the
““ areat Troubles and Wars occafioned by thole of
““ the Reformed Religion, his Grandfather Henry
““ the Fourth had given them Liberty by the Edict
¢ of Nants, retaining notwithftanding a Defign of
‘“ bringing all back again to the Romifh Church ;
““ and his Father and himfeif had had all along the
““ fame Defign 3 and that in his Time the belt and
¢ areateft part of the Proteftunts were converted
‘“ to the Catholick Faith, and that by reafon there-
“ of the Execution of that Edi&t was become of no
“ ufe; and therefore, entirely to wipe out the Me-
“ mory of thofe Troubles and Confufions which the
¢¢ Proteftants had occalioned, he thereby revoked
«“ that Edict,”

May it not be faid in this cafe, That in Queen
Elizabetl’s Time, becaufe the Number of D T nters
were few, therefore thofe Severit'es were good 3 and
that when the Toleration-A¢t was made, there were
areater Numbers, and therefore thofe Severities were
then fit to be taken away ;3 but now the Diffenters
arc but few again, therctore it may be fit to return
to thofe Severities again,

Another Anfwer that hath been given 1s, That in
Queen Elizabetl’s Time there was no Toleration
cftablithed by Law, and all the Doftor aimed at
was to cxcite the Magiftrates to put the Laws in
Iixecution againft fuch Offenders as are not exempted
by the Toleration-Act, But I fubmicto your Lord-
fhips, whether the Words are capable of that Inter-
pretation, Here is a Commendation of the Picty
and Zeal of Queen Elizabeth, who refolved entirely
to fupprefs the Diffenters, and fhe in her Prudence
put thofe wholefome Severities in Execution.  'What
thofe wholefome Severities were, your Lordfhips have
been tolds they were Hanging, Burning, Abjura-
tion, Confifcation, Imprilonment, Lofs of Lftate,
Liberty-and Life: I fay no more of them; but I
believe there is not one Perfon here, but if thefe
Severitics were to be 1nfli¢ted on him, would be far
from thinking them wholcefome, and defire to be ex-
culed from them. I would not be thought in any
thing to refleCt on the Memory of that glorious
Queen, who was fo eminent an Inftrument of God,
to deliver this Kingdom from Popery, from the
Power of Spain, and to fettle the Proteftant Reli-
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gion among us ; but it muft be confels’d, there were
thefe Spots and Blemilhes in her Reign, permitted
by God’s Providence for wife Ends and Purpofes ;
and this fhould raife our Gratitude to Almighty God,
and our Thanks to her prefenc Majelty, whof
Reign hath exceeded her Predeceflor’s Queen Eliza-
beth, without being chequer’d with any of thofe Spots
or Stains, And as Queen Elizabeth preferved this
Kingdom from the Monarchy of Spain, fo her Ma-
jefty has preferved us from the united Power of
France and §pain, been the Terror of her Ene-
mics abroad, whillt at the fame time fhe has, with
univerfal Clemency and Juftice, cherithed and pro-
teCted all her Subjects ac home ; and as by thefe
Means fhe has engaged in the ftrongeft Affetion the
Hearts of all her People, fo no doubt they will
always continue to retain the f{tricteft Duty to a
Queen, who hath been fo univerfally good to all her
Subjeéts.

The laft Part of the Charge is, That the Dodter
afjcrts it 15 the Duty of fuperior Paftors to thunder out
their Ecclefiaftical Anathema’s againft Peyfons catitled to
tie Benefit of the Toleration y and infolently dares oi defics
any Power on Earth to reverfe fuch Seitences. One of
the Council {and, that the thundring our thole
Amthema’s, 15 no more than declaring the Jude-
ments of God denounced in Scripture againdt the
Wickednels of Mens and that he defires the fupe-
rior Paftors to denounce them, becaufe the greater
the Authority of the Perfon denouncing them s, the
greater Influence they will have on the Minds of
the People.  But the Anathema’s he excites them to,
are Licclefiaftical Arathema’s, which are plainly
Lcclehattical Cenfures and Excommunications s it
15 4 plain exciting the Saperior Paftors to denounce
Excommuntcations and other Icclefiaftical Cenfures.
It 1s faid, that this Fxpreflion 15 ty’d up only to
thofe Anathema’s and Sentences that are raufy’d in
Ideaven, and thole, they fiy, no Power on Luarth
can reverfe. [ fhall not enter into that Queltion,
whether this is a Propofition [trictly jutt in Divinity
All'T fhall fay as to that,  this, That all who have
wrote the higheft of the Power of the Keys, allow
and maintain that there 1s 2 double Power, a2 Power
of remitting as well as retaining, of loofing as well
as of binding, of opening as well as of fhutting,
both exerciled by the Church on Earth,  If the fu-
perior Paftor has for good Caule bound or fhut any
Perfon out of the Church, that Sentence 15 raufy’d
m Heaven; but vet norwithitanding, 1t that Perfon,
{u cenfured, reforms and amends, and the Church
on EFarth reftore him again, the firft Sentence, the’
ratified 1 Heaven, 1s vacated and done away by the
Church’s Power on Earth, .

But this s not the Matter now belore your Lovd-
thips 5 the Queftion 1s, Whether he excites the Su-
perior Paftors of the Church to thunder out their
Anathema’s againlt Perfons that are entitled to the
Toleration; and I think, that he does o, 1s owned
by his Councils for they fay, that Schifm doth ex-
pole a Man to the Cenfures of the Church 5 that the
Diffencers were Schilmaticks before the Act of To-
Jeration, and that that At don’t excufe the Schifm ;
and therefore remaining Schifmaticks {lill, they are
fti!l hable to the Cenfures of the Church : Now I
do agree with the Doltor, that the A&t of Toleration
hath made no Alteration as to the Sin of Schifin ;
it the Diffenters were Schilmaticks before the To-
leracion, they are Schifmacicks ftill 5 and taking that
for granted, then here is the Force of the Doctor’s
Argument : The Dillenters were Schifmaticks be-
fore the A& of Toleration s as they were Schifima-

181. The Trial of Henry Sacheverell D. D.

0 Ann,

ticks before, fo they are Schifmaticks fll ; it s oh

Duty of all fuperior Paftors to thunder oyt theii
Anathema’s againft Schifmaticks ; when they thun.
der out thofe Anathema’s, theyare ratify’d in He,.
ven; whatever is ratify’d in Heaven, no Power on
Earth can reverfe; therefore, tho’ the Diffeniers py.
cxempted from human Penalties by the T oleration
Act, and are thereby preferved in the free Exercif.
of their Religion and Conlfciences 5 yet notwithtand.
ing that, Let the Superior Paftors do their Dugy, and
thunder out theiy Anathema’s againft them, and lop any
Power on Earth reverfe thofe dnatheme’s if they can,
Now can there be a more plain, pofitive and dire&
Proof of this part of the Article, than this is? Can
any thing be a clearer Evidence to prove this lat
part of the Charge againft him, That bz Suggefts an
Mantaiiis, that it is the Duty of Supciior Paflers to
Thunder ont  their Ecclefiafiical dnathema's againft
Perfons cntitled to the Bencfit of the Toleration 4,
and that be infolently Dares o Defies any Power o
Larth to Reverfe fuch Senteices ?

My Lords, This is what I have to offer by way
of Reply: There is a Gentleman to come after me,
who will amply fupply what I have omitted, and
therefore I fhall not trouble your Lordthips any
further.

Then the Levds edjeniied to theiy Houfs algve.

e il

Friday, March 1o. The Tenth Day.

HE Lords coming down into Fefiminfer-

Hall, and being feated in the manner before-
mentioned, Proclamation was made by the Serjeant
at Arms as follows:

Ouar Sovereign Lady the Queen doth firictly
charge and command all manner of Perfons to
keep Stlence, upon Pain of Imprifonment,

‘Then another Proclamation was made: Feary Se-
cheverell, Doétor in Divinity, come forth, fave thee
and thy Bail, elfe thou forfeiteflt thy Recognizance.

The Doctor appearing at the Bar accordingly,
with his Council, as before:

Levd Chancellor. Gentlemen, you thar are Mana-
aers for the Floufe of Commons may proceed in
your Reply.

Y Lords, when by Command
of the Commons, I fpoke to
vour Lordfhips a few days fince, in Maintenance
of the Second Article, towards the Conclufion of
what I then faid, I prefented to your Lordfhips
a fhort View of what I apprehended we mighe
reafonably expect would be the Confequence of the
Doflor’s bitter Invettives againft the A& of Tole-
ration, and the Perfons inzended to be protetted
by it. I likewife took rotice of thofe Heats
and Difputes, of the Feuds and Animofities, which
were then apparently ftirred up throughout the
Kingdom.

['am forry to have fo early an occalton to fav,
that my Apprehenfions in this Particular were fo
well groended : Your Lordihips have feen, thar this
feditions Libel, under the fpecious Title of a Ser-
mon, calculated to feduce and delude the Rahble,
has, even during the Continuance of the Trial,
produced an aétual Rebellion; in which feveral
Places of Religious Worthip (appointed for thofe

Perfons, who are by Law tolerated and allowed,
but

Mr, Cooper.
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but have the Misfortune neverthelefs to be repre-
fented by Doltor Sacheverell as neceffary to be de-
firoyed) have been accordingly pulled down, and
buent, in Dcfiance of the Supreme Power of the
Kingdom ; and this, my Lords, at the Inftigation
of one who would be thought an Advocate for Paf-
five Obedience.

[ could with the Prifoner’s indifcreet Behaviour
(which feems to have abufed the Liberty wich which
your Lordfhips have indulged him) may riot unhap-
pily have given fome occafion to the Outrage and
Viclence of late committed, notwithftanding the

Apology he has made in this Particular.

Sure I am, that Difcord, which flames in the
Kingdom, was unheard-of among us, unti! the To-
Jeration was thus publickly and feditiouflly branded,
until Doltor Sacheverel! had prefumed to reprefent it
to the People, it’s impoflible to fay how! without
reterring to his whole Libel.

I1is Council have obferved, that the Second Arti-
cle contains feveral Charges, and have mfifted that
the Paffages eiven in Lvidence by the Commons, are
not fuflicient to maintain the firft and fecond 5 and
as to the third and fourth, they feem rather to juflify
than deny thoie Branches of the Charge.

My Lords, the Commons apprehend, notwith-
ftanding what has been faid, Firft,

That Dodtor Sacheverell has plainly {uggefted and
maintained, That the Toleration granted to Diffenteis
15 winreafonadle, and the dllowance of it wirwarrantable,

This, my Lords, we infift he has done, not in
ambiguous ot doubtful Words, not m uncertain Ex-
preffions, but in diret and pofitive Aflcruons,

The Council admir, That to fpeak againtt a Law
in Being cannot be jultified.  The Act of Toleration
is not only a Law tn Being, but is a Law which has
vifibly attained the End for which it was made ;
that is to fay, by giving Eafe to fcrupulous Con-
{ciences in the Exercife of Religion, it has proved
an eliectual Means to unite her Majefty’s Proteftant
Subjedis 1n Intereft and Alffection.

Yet, my Lords, this Law, which, by the Lxpe-
rience of more than twenty Years, bas been found
fo ufeful and neceffary, hath been traduced and ar-
raigned by the Prifoner, both from the Pulpit, and
the Prefs, with a malicious and fedivious Purpole,
to deflroy the publick Peace, and Sccurity of the
Kingdom.

This Offence, it feems, is of too high a Nature
to be juflified by the Prifoner and his Council, and
thercfore it is thought more expedient to deny it
The Turn <hat’s given is this; fay they, Doctor Sa-
cheverel] affirms nothing touching Legal Indulgence
or Toleration, but all that he has faid relpects only
Univer{d Toleration,

My Lords, I thought I had obviated this Excule,
by obferving that this Notion of univerfal Tolera-
tion has been conceived and brought torth fince the
Impeachment.

However I am willing to enter into the Queflion::

Whether the Toleration mentioned in the Lihel, 1s
intended or can be underftood of Univerfal Tolera-

tion.

Fol. 34. Your Lordfhips will find thefe Words:
Nay, now they bave advanced thenmfelucs,
froin the Religions Liberty aur Gracious
Sovercign bas indulged thes, to claim a Crvil Right,
as they terin ity and to juftle the Church out of her E-
[fablifbment, by boifking their Toleration tto its Place,

My Lords, Will any Man deviate {o far from
Senfe, as to fay, that the Doftor here meant uni-
verfal Toleration, in the Senfe the Doltor and his

Vidﬂ hY £ryon.
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Council have defined it ¢ Is Univerfal Toleration a
Religious Liberty, with which our Gracious Sove.
reign hath indulged her Subjeéts ¢ Nay, my Lords,
Have not every one of them argued, and that rightly,
that the Doctor’s Univerlal Toleration is not tolerated
by Law ? That Atbeifls, Deifts, Tritheilts, Socinia-
nifts, and thofe who go to no religious Place of
Worthip, are not exempted from the former Penal.
ties? Flow then is it poffible the Doétor fhould be
underftood, as fpeaking of Univerfal Toleration in
this Paffage ? Is not this directly and politively af-
firmed of the Toleration, with which the Diffenters
are indulged by our Gracious Sovereign ? Can your
Lordfhips conceive the Diffenters are not the Perfons
intended, when he fays, They claim a Civil Right,
as they term ity to juftle the Church out of ber Effablifh-
ment, by boifting their Toleration into its Place ?

Again, Folio 25. They thrive upon Conceffions, take
Permiffion for Power, and advence Toleration into an
Efablifbinent—Pray, my ILords, What Conceflions
have been made to Perfons not within the Benefit of
the At of Toleration ? What Permiffion is it they
can be faid to take for Power? What Toleration
have they to advance into an LEitabiifhment !

My Lords, Folie 14, and in many other Places,
your Lordfhips cannot bur fee that all the Doctor’s
Spleen is levelled at the legal Indulgence or Tolera-
tion, But it is mifpending your Time, to prove
what it is impoflible not to know and be convinced
of, upon reading every Pafl’ ge in the Libel where
Toleration 1s but fo much as inentioned.

The next Thing they urge in the Doctor’s Defence
is, That if his Expreflions do relate to the Legal
Indulgence or Toleration, they are dubious and ur-
certain, that nothing can be inferred from them
without Innucndo’s and forced Conftructions.

My Lords, Now the Queftion is, Whether Doc-
tor Sacheverell’s Expreflions relating to the Tole-
ration, and the Perfons indulged, are dubious and
uncertain ? Whether any Innuendo or forced Con-
ftruction is necefliry to demonfirate ther Mabg-
nity.

Your Lordfhips will be pleafed to remember,
that the Council, from the firft to the laft, main-
tained very ftrenuoufly (as did the Doflor likewife
in his Speech) that altho’ the At of Tolerauon
exempts the Diffenters from Penaltics, yet they re-
main Schifmaticks notwithftanding 3 for, fay they,
Diffenfion was Schifm before the Statute, and a bare
Exemption from a Penalty has not alter’d the Cale,
but the fame remains Schilm ftill 3 and this Pofition,
I find, is agreeable to the Doftor’s Opinion as deli-
vered in his Sermon, with this Addicion only, that
all Schifm and Scparation is damnable Sin, without
making any Allowance for Ignorance, or Prejudice
of Education,

His Words are thefe, Folio 8. Is this the Spirit
and Doftrine of our boly Mother 2 To affert Separa-
tion from ber Communion to be no Schifin 5 or if it 15,
that Schifin is no damnable Sin.

My Lords, when I obferve in this and other
Paffages what Spirit this Man is of, I wonder not
to find, that the moft Chriftian Virtues of Charty
and Moderation are mentioned by him with Slighe
and Contempt,  Folio 25, you will find him citing
a Paffage from St. Paul’s Epiftle to the Galatians,
Chap. 2. after which he adds thefe Words, If our
Diffenters, fays he, bad lived in thofe Times, they
would bave branded bim (i. ¢, St. Paul) for an 1i-
teiperate, hoty furions Zealot, that wanted to be
fuweetned by the gentle Spivit of Chavily and Modera-

tion, forfooth! My Lords, if our Diffenters had
lived
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lived in thofe Days, they would bave been highly
to blame, if they had branded the Apoftle with thofe
opprobrious Names ; whoever perales that Chapter,
will find there is not the lealt occalion for it, But
Doé&or Sacheverell would willingly have St. Panl
thought like himfelf,

My Lords, I cannot take upon me to fay what
the Diffenters would have faid, had they lived in
St. Paul’s Days: But for my own part, I cannot for-
bear faying now, That fince it appears to be the
Dottor’s Opinion that all Separatifts are Schifma-
ticks, and that all Schifmaticks are dammned, I can-
not but think that Doltor Sackeverell wants to be
fweetned by that ridicul’d Spirit of Charity and
Moderation. I own, my Lords, I was amazed to
hear this Gentleman 1n his Speech affirm, that he
had not betrayed any wane of Chriftian Moderation
in his Sermon: I with he has not been unmindful
cven of Chriltianity itfelf; when 1t 1s fo apparent
that in this fhort Scntence, and in the Paflage
(Felio 24.) which I formerly cited at large, he has
fentenced to Etersal Damnation, not only the Dif-
fenters of whatloever Denomination, but thofe alfo
who defend the Toleration,

It i5 to be hoped, fome things which he has vow-
ed and faid for himfelf in his Detence, may have
more of Truth in them than this has.

Bur, my Lords, to return: The Dofor and his
Council are agreed that all Diflenters are Schifina-
ticks 3 confequently when he fpeaks of Schifin and
Schiimaticks, he mufl mean the Diffenters 3 and then
be pleated, my Lords, to judge if the Doctor’s Ex-
preflions touching the Toleration, and the Dificnters,
can be faid to be dubious; on the contrary, whe-
ther they are not plain, pofitive and certain.

B:fore I enter into this Matter, I cannot but take
notice again of that remarkable Paflage, (Fo!. 16
and 17.) Fhat conld wot be gaincd by Toleration,
maft be brought abont by Occaftonal Conforinily 5 that
isy what they could not do by open Vielence, they will
not feil by fecret Ticaclery to accoimplifh.  If th:
Church caw’t be pull’d dvie it may be blowon up 5 and
o atter with thefe NMei Dew it is deftroyed, fo it is
doflioyed. My Lords, s not here a direét Affertion
that the Toleration 1s downright open Violence, and
Occalional Conformity fecret Treachery 2 Is not here
an Aflertion, thataltho® the T'oleration has not been
ablc to anlwer the Lind for which it was defligned,
i. ¢. to pull down the Church, yet Occafional Con-
tormity may blow it up? Pray, my Lords, what
Conftrution can thefe Words adinit of, No matter
with thefe Men bow it is deflroyed, fo it is defiroyed ?
What Mun are here intended ! Liven Diffenters and
Occafioral Conformitts.

Is this Paffage doubtful and ambiguous ? Is here
any occafion for a forced Conftruction, or an In-
nuendo ? My Lords, us moft fcandaioufly plain,
and as plainly feditious,

Your Lordlhips have obferved, that neither the
Doctor, or any of his Council, (one only excepted)
have taken the leaft notice, in his Anfwer, of this
Pafiage : It was produced and given in Evidence
againft him, and twice at leaft mentioned by the
Managers, I wonder the Author would not vouch-
fafe to explam 1t.  Is not this Silence a Confeffion
of his Guile?

The Council that did mention it, was pleafed to
fay, that it rather commended the Toleration than
found fault with 1t 5 as 1f 1t was fome Credit to the
Toleration, which was intended to pull down and
deftroy the Church, that it had not done it, In what
Humour, my Lords, that Anfwer was made, to fo
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high and criminal 2 Charge, Iknow not ; the Com.
mons might reafonably have expected a more ferjgye
Anfwer.  But, my Lords, from hence we conclyg
that no Anfwer can be given to it.

Again (Folio 10.) the Doltor affirms, Thar cops.
ever prefunes to alter or innovate any Point in the 4.
ticles of the Fauth of our Church, ought to be arraigned
as a Traitor to the State; Hetcrodoxy in the Dofiriyes
of the one, naturally producing, and alof neceflazily
sisferving Rebellion and High Treafon in the othir, ayd
confequently a Crime that concerns as wmuch the Ciyil
NMagifirate to punifh and refiain, as the Ecclefiaficql.
Then he goes on, and adds, This Afertion as firf?
View, may look like an bigh-flown Paradox,——1] own,
at firlt View 1t looked to me fomething like i, and
I am not yet convinced but it is fo,

Are not the Diffenters heterodox in Opinion ?
confequently they are Rebels and Traitors, accord-
ing to Doctor Sacheverell, and ought to be punifhed
by the civil Magiftrate as fuch: That is to fay,
they are to be hanged as Rebels, and damned as
Diffenters, i

Sull, my Lords, we have the Do&or’s Word for
it, he has not betrayed the leaft Want of Chriftian
Charty or Moderation.

Many are the Paragraphs in this Libel equally
obnoxious, and which, like thefe, are too plain to
admit of any Anfwer.

My Lords, Iihall not lofe Time as to the Second
Flead, or Charge, inthis Article.  £0/9 8. you will
find 1t afferted, as plunas Words can fpeals, that 1o
defend Toleration is the Mark or Characeriftick of
a Falle Brother ; and (#5/io 24.) you will find his Por-
tion alfigned him, with all the reft of the Fulfe Bre-
thren, with Hypocrites and Unbelicvers, with all Lyars,
i the Lakte «which buarns <with Fire and Biiiftone,
with the grand Father of Falfbood, the Devil and bis
Angels.

My Lords, the Charge which relates to Archbithop
Grindall 1s, That Doftor Sacheverell afferts, Queer
Elizabeth ccas deluded by bis to the Toleration of ths
Genevian Difcipline s and that, to foew bis Refont-
ment againft the Archbifbop for faveuring Toleration,
be calls bim a folfe Son of the Church, and a perfidions
Prelate.

The Doétor, throughout his Sermon, is arguing
with a turious and intemperate Zeal againft the
predent Toleration 5 he is reprefenting it as a Law
that gives Encouragement and Proteétion to Schif-
matical Impoftors, Enthufiaits, Hypocrites, to 2
mungrel Union of Sedlts, to Fanaticks, Rebels,
Traitors, Athetfts, Deifts, Tritheifts, Socinianiits,
to the Principles of Ianaticifin, Regicide, and
Anarchy, to Monfters and Vipers, that {catter their
Peltilence at Noon-day, to Fews, Quakers, and
Makometansy in a word, to all falfe Brethren s
and after a great deal more of this unprecedented
Language, he breaks out, (Folio 19, ) Thefe Charges
are fo flagrant and wideniabizy that a Mai nnft be
very weak, or fomething worfe, that thinks or pretends
the Diffenters are to be gainea, or won over, by any
other Grants or Indulgence, than giving up cur whole
Conffitution,

Have they not, fays he, ever fince their unhappy
Plantation in this Kingdom, [y the Interccffion of that
Jalfz Son of the Church, Bifbop Grindall, always im-
proved, and rife upon their Danands in the Permiffion
of the Government,

My Lords, I wounld fain know whether Do&or
Sacheverell, by thefe Words, 4 Man mnft be weat,
or worfe, that thinks the Diflenters are to be svon by
any other Indulgence than giving up our wwhole Conftitu-
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tion, could mean any other than the prefent Diffen-
ters, and that Indulgence which is at prefent afford-

ed them. _
In the very Line following he calls them Clamo-

yons, Infatiable, and Church-devouring Malignants s
and then proceeds in the Words I have mentioned
Have they not (i, e. the Difienters) ever fiuce their
unbappy Plantation in this Kingdom, by the Intercef-
Jion of that falfe Son of the Church, Archbifbop Grin-

dall, fmproved and rifen upon their Demands in the
Permiffion of the Government ?

The Prifoner’s Defence hasexplained this Paflage;;
they were barcly permitted or fuffered, he fays, for
a time by Queen Elizabeth, but they have improved
and rifen upon their Demands, till in this Age they
have obtained an Indulgence by Act of Parliament,
and this A& of Parliament 15 manifeltly what the
Doctor has taken Oftence at.

Then he goes on Infomuch, fays he, that
Queen Elizabeth, who <vas deluded by that perfidions
Piclaie, to the Toleration of the Genevian Difeipline,
found it fuch an beadfirong, encreaching Monfter, that
in eight Dears fhe found it wonld endanger the Mon-
archy, as well ar the Hierarchy : And, like a Queen
of trite Refolution, and pions Zeal for both, preueunced
their Falficus, and  fuppiefs'd them by wholefome Se-
VEIILICS,

My Lords, Ithink we fhouid have been wanting
in that Duty we owe to the Memory of that great
Prelate and IFather of the Courch, who was fo con-
hderable in eftablifhing the Reformed Religion, had
we not taken notice of thefe harfh and unjuftifi-
able Expreflions.

Doctor Sacheverell {peaks of them as carrying an
undue Afperity, but fuch as he hopes may be for-
given, {ince 1t was neceflary, he pretends, that ei-
ther Queen Llizadeth, or that Archbtfhop, muft

ear the Blame 3 and ke racher thought it reafonable
to charge it on the Archbifhop, than to fuffer it to
lie at the Queen’s door,

My Lords, your Lordfhips will obferve, that all
the Anfwer he has given to this part of the Charge,
15, ¢s if the Commons had impeached him for being
too free with Archbithop Grindall, tor ufing, as he
calls it; an unduc Afperity of Exprefiion towards
him.

But your Lordihips will difcern that this Paffage
is made ufe of in our Charge, to fhew that the Dil-
fenters are reprefented as headftrong and encroach-
ing Monfters, dangerous to theMonarchy, as well as
the Hierarchy 5 and the Example of Queen Eliza-
beth 1s produced, to fhew how neceflary it is by
wholefome Severitics to fupprefs them.

Are any ftrained Conftruétions or Innuendo’s ne-
ceflary -to apply this Evidence to the firft and main
Flead of the Charge, which is, T4t Doflor Sache-
verell afferts and waintains, That the Teleration is
wpreafonable, and the Allowance of it winwarrantadle ?

My Lords, before I take my leave of this Head,
I cannot forbear faying upon this Occafion, that fure
I am the Toleration is not fo dangerous to the IVIon-
archy, as is this late Notion of an Flierarchy to
the Supremacy of the Queen's Majefty 5 which liow-
ever 1 hope thall be continued and preferved in the
Crown of England, for the Peace and Safety of the
Church as by Law cftablithed, to all Pofterity.

My Lords, to the next and laft Part, which re-
Iates to the thundring cut Ecclehattical Anathema’s,
the Defence is, T hat thofe Auatbemna’s are not intend-
ed againft the Perfons intitled to the Toleration,

To this I anfwer : He is particularly fpeaking,
this Part of the Libe!, of the Schifmaticks and Dif-
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{enters, and exprefly names them in thefe Words,
(Fol. 25.)

And yet if our Diffenters bad lived in thofe Times,
they would bave branded bim as an intemperate, bot
and furions Zealol, ~ Schifin and Faliton are
Things of impudent aud encroaching Nainres, they
tbrive upon Conceffions, take Permiffion jor Power,
and advance a Toleration immediately into an Effa-
blifbinent, Are not the Diflenters here expre(ly
named ? Are we not to underftand the Words Sehifis
and Faétion, as coupled with Toleration, to be meant
of the Diffenters, and of them only? Sure this is
too plain to admit of any Doubt,

Then, my Lords, he proceeds: And are there-
fore 1o be treated like growing Mifchiefs, or infeitions
Plagues, kept at a Diftance, left their deadly Conta-
gion fpread, Let us therefore have no Fellowfhip
with thefe Weorks of Darkuefs, but rather reprove
thein: Let our Superior Paftors de their Duty, in
thundring ot their Ecclefiaftical Anathema’s, and let
airy Power on Earth dave reverfe a Sentence vatified i
Heaven,

My Lords, Ishere one Word of Herefies, Blaf-
phemies, and the reft of thofe enormous Offences,
to which the Doctor would have thele Anatheia’s
relate ? No, there is nothing to be found here buc
Difienters, Schifim, and Tolsration. ~

If thele Anathema’s are to be underftood (as cer-
tainly they are) to extend to Perfons entitled to To-
leration ; then, my Lords, that Air of Infolence
that concludes the Period 1s explained.

Let our Superior Pafiors do their Daty 5 that is to
fay, let them exert themfelves, and thunder out
their Anathemna’s, and let any Power en Eairth dare
reverfe them.

Thele Words, my Lords, feem too big and mighs.
ty, to mean any little or fubordinate Power.

Thus have we fupported, and made good the fe-
veral Charges contained in the Sccond Article,

My Lords, As the Commons are fully fenfible
how neceffary it is to fupport the Fonour and Juftice
of the Revolution, to which we owe no lefs than the
ineftimable Blefling of her prefent Majelty, the
Guardian Angel of this Church and State, the future
ExpeQation of a Proteftant Succeftion, the Religion,
Laws, Rights, and Liberties of the Briti/h Nation s
fo are they thoroughly convinced that the Peace
and Welfare, the Security and Strength of the King-
dom in great meafure depend upon thie inviolable
Prefervation of the A& of Toleration, which has
been moft malicioufly and {editioufly traduced and
mifreprefented by Do&or Sacheverell,

Y Lords, It 1s my Part to
& trouble your Lordfhips with
a Reply to fuch Anfwers as have been offered to
the Third Article of this Impeachment; and not-
withftanding what has been faid by the Council,
what has been produced in Evidence 3 and what has
been alledged by the Doétor himfelf to move your
Lordfhips Compaflion, I am concerned, even for
his Sake, that I can obierve it to your Lordfhips,
T'hat the Charge in this Article remains entirely un-
anfwered,

Before I enter into the Particulars, I muft obferve
to your Lordfhips, that if there were any doubtlul,
or any the leaft favourable Conitruction to be made
of fome Paflages in this Scermon, the Commons
would not have given your Lordthips this Trouble,
nor the Doctor an Opporeunity of cenfuring their
Impeachment as a hard-hearted and uncharitable

Profccprion.
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My Lords, I cannot but think it very ungenerous
to infult any Man in Misfortunes, or to treat one in
his Condition with Scorn and Indignity ;3 neither
hive 1, or fhall T be guilty of it but I muft take
leave to fay, that no other Interpretation can be
made of fome Paflages applicable to this Head, but
what is criminal, fince fo many learned Council,
{ince fo many able Heads who have affifted the Doc-
tor in his Defence; nay, fince he himlelf, who
thould know beft his own Meaning, has not been
capable of giving the leaft Colour or Pretence of any
Conftruction of them in his Favour.

Whatever Pity your Lordfhips may be inclined to
In your private Capacities, for any one who has (I
cumot fay through Inadvertency) brought himfelf
into A fiction, whatever Difpolitions you may have
to Mercy, yet I need not fay, that there is a Com-
paflion, a tender Regard due to the Welfare of your
Country, a Care incumbent on you to {upprefs what
has the leaft Tendency to Sedition, and the Diftur-
bance of the publick Peace of the Kingdom, and
that thele important Trufts have a Claim to your
Lordfhips Juftice, preferable toany private Concern
whatloever.

Not to detain your Lordfhips any longer in Gene-
rals, I fhall proceed to ftate the Charge and Defence,
that your Lordfhips may have a View of the In-
fufficiency of the latter. My Lords, the Charge s,
““ That the Doftor luggefts and mawntiins, that the
¢ Church of England is in a Condition of great Pe-
“ ril and Adverlicy under Her Majelty’s Admini-
““ flration:” Hedenies that he fuggefts any Danger
to the Church, only from Vice, Infidetity, Blaf-
phemy and Herely, but not at all from or under
any Part of her Majelty’s Adminiftration.

The firlt Paffage [ produced to your Lordfhips, to
prove the Charge, wasin Page the 5th; I muit beg
leave to trouble your Lordfhips with reading it a-
adain, becaufe 1t may be neceflary : ¢¢ Tho’ it were
‘“ yery obvious to draw a Parallel here betwixt the
«“ fad Circumftances of the Church of Corinth for-
‘““ merly, and the Chur v of England at prefent,
““ wherein our holy Commwunion has been rent and
‘“ divided by faltious and fchifmatical Impoftors;
*¢ her pure Doctrine has been corrupted and dehled,
““ her primirive Worfhip and Difcipline prophaned
« and abufed, her facred Orders dented and vilified,
< her Priefts and Profeflors (like St. Paxl) calum-
“ niated, mifreprefented and ridiculed, her Alrars
 and Sacraments proftituted to Hypocrites, Deifts,
¢¢ Socintans and Atheifls ; and this done, I wifh 1
“ could not fay without Difcouragement, Iam fure
“ with Impunity, not only by our profcfled Encmies,
¢ but, which 1s worle, by our pretended Friends
““ and falle Brethren,”

‘The learned Council pretended to fthew, that moft
of thefe Calamities attending the Church, proceed-
ed from the blafphemous and heretical Books and
Pamphlets produced to your Lordfhips, and that
the Do&or meant them to be the Caule of the Dan-
oer he fugoelts: Now, pray my lords, how can
that Conftrution be made ¢ FHow can this be con-
fitlent with the Doctor’s Affertion, that all this is
done, not only by protefled Enemies (whech every
body will agree takes in the Infidels, Blatphcmers
and FHereucks) but by pretended Friends and falfe

Brethren 2 When 1 took the liberty to obferve on
rhis Paflage, T ftated it thus:* Who could proftitute
Altars and Sacraments to Hypocrites, Deiits, Soci-
nians, and Acheilts, but fome of the Do&or’s own
Order? And who were to punith thofe Crimes ?
Wi could they be that did not difcourage them,
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but ﬁfﬂb}'ﬁd them to be cgmmitted with Impunjey,
but his Lcclefiaftical Superiors 2 And that they were
Part of her Majelty’s Adminiftration, no body could
deny.,

Now what Anfwer, my Lords, was given g
this? To the firlt part of this Paragraph, aboye
rending the Communion by {chifmatical Impoftors,
and fo to the other Particulars, ol the laft, it was
thifted off to the proleffed Enemies, the Infidels,
Blafphemers and Hereticks, Diffenting Teachers,
and Popifh Priefts, but nothing laid to the Falfe
Brethren, who, the Doctor fays, neither Punifh noy
Difcourage.  But when the learned Council came to
the Jaft Calamicy of the Church, that of proﬁitllting
the Altars and Sacraments, G, they are pleafed to
make Occalional Contormifts their Atheifts, €.
that receive the Sacraments 3 but as to the Charge
ot arraigning the Perfons that do not difcourage or
punifh thofe who proftitute Alrars to Atheills, &9,
they thoughe fit to flide it over, and not fay one
Syllable to it; they dud ‘not fo much as mumble
this Thiltle, and the others but very tenderly, Pray,
my Lords, in the Interpretation I make, where is
there any foreign Intendment, any forced Con-
{truction, or ftrained Inference againt the Dotor’s
exvrets Words, and pofitive Afferttons? Let every
candid Reader, without Prejudice, impartially con-
{ider the Meaning of this Paffage 5 Is this a Danger
fuggelted from Books or Pamphlets? Or is it not a
phin and dircct Invective againft thofe Perfons in
the Church, who are charged with betng the Occafion
of thefe Danaers to the Church by their Remiffnefs
in their Duty, not only in not puntthing, but not
fo much as difcouraging thofe Crimes: And to
whom can his lazy Defenders within relate, but to
the fame Perfons, thofe that are within the Church,
and to protect it |

But if it were true, that Alwars and Sacraments
were thus proftituted, why muft the World be told
in this Manner of it ¢ Tho’ 1t is the Duty of a Cler-
ogyman at all Sealons, and in all Places, as one of
the Doctor’s Council was pleafed to fay, to preach
againft Vice and Inhidelity, Immorality and Pro-
phanenefs 5 yet Jure none will fay, that he s to revile
his Superiors, and charge them in this Method
with their want of Duty, aund Cure for the Church :
What other Iind muft fuch licentious Reproaches
produce, but a Contempt of their Perfons, a leflen-
ing the Dignity of their Order, and a Diminution
of that Charater which gives them the Capacity
of doing Good in the World whilit they preferve a
Veneration and Efteem, but which muft ceafe when
they meet with the contrary ? The Doltor was fo
{enfible of this, when he mentioned 1t as his own
Cafe, that he thought the very Imputation of a
Crime te any of his Function, tho’ acquitted of i,
muft leave a Scar fo as to blemifh his Charaéter ;
fure then he ought to have ufed the utmolt Caution,
before he preached or publithed this Sermon, and
to have conlidered the pernicious Confequences of
reviling thofe in Authority. If, as he was pleafed
to fay, ill treating of him, who was an Ambaffa-
dor of Chrift, was defpifing Chrift himfelf; fure
it cannot be thought an unnatural Inference, if her
Majefty is faid to be reviled, by reflecting on thole
who a&t under her Commuflion, and are Part of her
Adminiftration,

The {econd Paflage I troubled your lLordfhups
with, 15 in Page 16 5 he had been talking of the
Comprehenfion and Union of the Church and Dit-
fenters, and giving a great many hard Names to 1t;

which Defign your Lordfhips know had its Rife from
i
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q Commiflion under the Great Seal from his late
Majelty to feveral Lords, Bifhops, and other learn-
oJ Divines, who were to confider of proper Me-
thods to accomplifh it: ¢¢ But he thanks God, that
« Providence had blafted the long projeted Scheme
« of thefe Lcclefaltical Aebitophels;” with other
icurrilous Reflections on the Defign, and thofe con-
cerned in its and then he fays,  That fince this
« Model of Univerfal Liberty and Coalition failed,
¢ and thefe falfe Brechren could not carry the Con-
« venticle into the Church, they are now refolved
< to bring the Church into the Conventicle, which
¢« will more plaufibly and flily effet her Ruin;
« what could not be gamed by Comprehenfion and
«« Toleration, muft be brought about by Moderation
« and Occafional Conformity ; that 15, what they
« could not do by open Violence, they will not fail
¢ Dby fecret Treachery to accomplifh. If the Church
¢ can’t be pulled down,, it may be blownup ; and
« po matier with thefe Men how ’tis deftroyed, fo
« that it is deftroyed.” _

Now pray, my Lords, where is the forced Con-
firution to make the Doctor in this Paffage {peak
of Perfons in Church and State who endanger the
Church, and not of Books and Pamphlets, Vice,
Infidelity, &¢ 2

He is on his fecond general Iead of the Perils
of Falle Brethren in the Church and State, and of thofe
Perfons who could not accomplifh the Deltruion
of the Church by the Comprehenfion, but were
doing it another Way, by Occafional Conformity
and Moderations I do not know that either of thefe
are condemned by the Law for Vice, Infidelity, Blaf-
phemy, Herefy or Prophanenels; be that as it will,
s from the Perfons in Church and State the Dan-
ger is fuggelted to anife, and who, as he is pleafed
to fay, make ufe of thefe only as means to blow up
and deftroy the Church: But then 1 fuppofe thefe
Perfons in the Church muft be interpreted to be on-
ly the moft isferior, and fo no Reflection on the
Adminiltration: As Men of Charalters and Stati-
ons in the State were conftrued to be Conftables,
Excife-Men and Cuttom-Houfe Officers, fo thefe
Perfons who were to bring about the Comprehenfion,
and are now blowing up and undermining the Church
in another Manner, mult be Church-Wardens, Parifh-
Clerks and Sextons. Thefe Sort of Conftrutions
by the Doftor’s Learned Council, are {o eafy and
natural, that I muft agree with his Obfervation, that
they have not much Argument, Learning or Elo-

quence to [upport them.
And [ cannot but obferve a very extraordinary

Method of anfiering this Paffage and the next, by
one of the Learned Council 3 he is pleafed to cite
Two other Paffages in the Sermon, which were ne-
ver mentioned by me, or any of the Managers of
this Articles and with very ftrenuous Zeal he ex-
plains thofz Paffages by chiming in with the Do-
&or, in charging Occafiona} Conformifts, with A-
theifm, Deifm, and the worft of Crimes; and
then he concludes, chat the Docttor, in thole Pafla-
ges he cited, has not afferted the Church to be in
Danger under her Majelty’s Adminiftration; bue
not one Syllable to this Paflage, which I cited in
Page the 106th, o
The third Place T croubled your Lordfhips with,
was in the 15th Pages; his Words are  Falfhood
“ always implies Treachery ;5 and whether that s
«« 3 Qualification for any one to be trufted, cfpeci-
«t ally with the Guardianthip of our Church or
¢« Crown, ler our Governors confider:” Thefe

Words fpeak fo plainly, they nced no Comment, nor
Vor. V.
5
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have they offered at any Explanation of them ; they
muft relate to Perfons, and can have b Reference
to Books or Pamphlets, Blafphemies ot Hegefies, &,
by any Conftruction whatever, T

The Fourth Paffage, my Lords, was in Page the
20th 5 he is talking of Dangers from Natjonal
Sins, which are occafioned by Diffenters and Falfe
Brethrens and then he fays,  And now are we un-
““ der no Danger in thefe deplorable Circumitance
‘““ Muft we Iull our felves under this fad Repofe,
“and m fuch a ftupid lethargick Security em-
“ brace our Ruin? I pray God we may be out
‘““ of Danger 3 but we may  rememoer  the
“ King’s Perfon was voted to be fo, at the fame
“ Time that his Murtherers were confpiring his
“ Death,”

The Subflance of the Charge in this Paflage, i
an Intention to reflect on the Members who voted
the Church to be out of Danger, by the Compari-
fon and Allufion to the Vote relating to the King,
The Meaning feems evidently, that though the King
was voted to be out of Danger, yet he was not
our of Danger; and fo, though the Church was
voted out of Danger, yet the Church was then,
and 15 ftill in Danger: Bot whether he meant
it of the Members that pafled that Vote, is the
Quelftion; be fays he only meant it according to
his Notion of that Vote of the King, that thofe
not privy to the Defign againft him voted him fafe,
whilft others confpired his Murther; {o when the
Members voted the Church of Zngland to be in no
Danger under her Majefty’s Adminiftration, it was
none of them, but others that were confpiring her
Ruin,

The Doctor was pleafed to {iy too, That that
Vote wasa Year and half before the King’s Daath,
and that there were not a Tenth Part of thofe
Members who voted the King fafzy the ret be.
ing turned out, and no Houfe of Lords: Be that
as 1t willy they were the fame Parliament thac
voted the King out of Danger ; and they thar con-
fpired his Death, were Part of thofe who voted
him fafe, and who turned out the reft to accom-
plith their Defigns: And thoagh the Paralle] fhould
not run fo as to refle on both IHoufes of Parlia-
ment, and all the Members, yet if it glances at
fome of them, and was fo intended, it is a Cjr-
cum{tance of Aggravation, and that is the only In-
tent of its being Part of the Article; and 1 can's
but think the Doétor was apprehenfive of fome Re-
flectionof that Kind, for he fays immediazely in the
very next Words, *¢ That he hopes what he has
“ fo freely fpoken will not give Offence” : If he
had not a View to that Vote of the Danger of the
Church, there was no Occafion for that Apology.

The fifch and laft Place T troubled your Lord-
fhips with, was in the laft Page, where there were
fome Pathetical Expreflions which the Doctor chofe
out of the Scripture, and managed them with others
of his own, fo as to renrefent the Charch to be in
the utmoft Peril ;3 he mentions nothing of Vice,
Blafphemy or Infidelity : ¢ But that fhe lies Bleed-
¢ ingof the Wounds fhe has received in the Houfe
« of her Friends’: He cited the Lamentations for
it, but there being no {uch Texe there, T took the
Liberty of faying it was a Lamentation of his own
making.

I fhould not trouble your L.crdfhips any more
as to this Particular, but that I am in fome meafure
obliged to vindicate my felf from what one of the
Learned Council hinted -upon this Occafion; he was
pleafed to fay in the Defence to the fisft Article, he

5 M was
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was as much at a lofs to find out a Paffage in the
Sermon, as one of the Managers was to find the
Text in the Lamentations, Though, my Lords, this
is but a Trifle to the Thing in Queftion before your
Lordfhips, yctr lince that Learned Gentleman was
pleafed to triumph, as if be had me fure 2and unan-
fivcrable on this Point, 1 beg your Lordfhips Indul-
gence that it may appear which of us 1s In the
right.

The Dottor cited that Text to be in the 2d of Lain.
4th, I looked through the Lamentations, thercfore
knew I might venture to fay what I'did; I have
Jlooked over it again, and am fure therc 1s no
fuch Text there. It gave me Occafion to read and
refe@ on the other Texts cited by the Doltor in
the Prophecy of Zachariah, the 13th Chapter,
where there are fome Words that I fuppole are
meant, though I could not but obferve the Dottor
to be very unhappy in the Choice of his Scripture,
this as well as others being direftly contrary to his
Purpole,  The Words cited are in the 6th Verle, the
two preceeding Verfes explain them 5 the Subject
Muatter was falfe Prophecy. In the gth Verfe "us
faid, It fball come to pafs in that Day, that the Pro-
phot fhall be afbamed, every one of his Vifion, wheit
be bas propbefied. In the sth Verfe the Prophet
is to deny that he is a Prophet, and fay he 1s 2
Hufboudman, and no Prophet, And in the 6bth
Verle he is afked where he received his Wounds ?
He anbwers, in the Houfe of bis Friends: So that
he retains the Charaéter of a falle Prophet all a-
long; and what he fays in each Verfe is equally
rue, and confequenty that the Wounds he se-
ceived were not in the Houle of his Friends.
Whatever may be thought of the Doltor in this
Matter, I think I may conclude, that his Learned
Council had his Scripture by Heartay, or clfc he
would not bave triumphed when he had fo little
Reafon,  There was a Difpute, my Lords, not ma-
ny Years fince, between Two Learned Divines
of our Church, about the Rights of our Convocati-
on ; one infulied the otl v for his Ignorance in the
Cominon-Prayer Book 5 but upon Examination it
anpeared, thae he who triumphed molt, was moft
ienorant of what he charged on the other: Whether
this Cafe is not fomewhat applicable, I lubmit to
your Lordihips.

Having done, my Lords, with the feveral Pal-
fazes made ufe of to maintain this Article, I think [
may fay the Charge contained in it, (That the De-
ctor afferts the Church to be in Danger, not only
aencrally, or foasto be meant from Vice, Infide-
lity, Schifm or Herefies, Blafphemy or Prophane-
nefs, but from under her Majefty’s Adminiftra-
tion) is not only affirmed, but ftrongly proved. He
is not charged here with fpeaking contrary to his
Words, or with Negative Crimes, nor is his
Silence, as he was pleafed to fay, made Crimi-
nal.

I muft now beg leave to obferve a little on the
Lvidence produced on the Doctor’s Behalfy and in
his Defence to this Article,  Your Lordfhips had a
Collection of many fcandalous Books and Pam-
phlets, drawn from Oblfcurity, to be republifhed
to the World, for the more effectual fupprefling
Blafphemy and Prophanenefs: And fince the Do-
&or’s Council forbore to mention the Particulars,
[ fhall not enter into them ; only in general I
think I may fay, that they bave been proved to
be no way material to what is in iffue before your
Lordfhips : But 1t may not be improper to take
Notice, thar moft of thefe Books appeared to
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have ftolen into the World, and the Authors gy
concealed 5 fome of them Printed in Holland foyep.
tecn Years ago, and others Publifhed fince the Do
&or’s Sermon ¢ And for the Obfervators, and Rights
of the Chriftian Church, ’tis well known the rl'u-
thor of one, and Publifher of the other have beep
profecuted ; fo that thele cannot be faid 10 be .
lerated with Impunity, nor meant as the Provoca.
tion for the Doctor’s Cenfure,

I am forry there are any of thefe prophane and
impious Pamphlets: There are fome others (o
that have been publithed within this feventeen
Years, which might have been taken notice of
but 1 don’t find them in the Dofor’s Catalosue,
There was a blalphemous Sermon preached an
publifhed by Doltor Binks; Mr. Dodwell’s Charpe
of Schifin, and unbifhoping molt of the prefent Bi.
fhops; the fame Gentleman’s Baptifmal Union of
the Spirit, or his No Iimmertality of the Soul y and
one Mr, Lefley’s Project of uniting ours and the Gal-
lic Church. Whether thele Books were thoughe
by the Dotlor to tend to the right Eftablithing our
Church and true Rehigion, I need not fay, burl
do think they were worthy his Notice, and may
vie with moft in his Colleftion 5 and if he had
been fo incenfed againft erroncous Doétrines, it
had been a worthy Tafk fure, and well becoming
his honeft well-meaning Zeal, to have endeavoured
a Confutation of them ; then his Afperity in re-
buking, his harfh and vehement Expreffions, would
not huve been ill employed: But, inftead of this,
to turn his Violence again{t his Superiors, for not
Punithing what, it may be, they never heard of;
and to lay the Danger from thefe Doétrines at their
Doors, 1s not to be juftified by any pretended Pro-
vocation of this Kind whatfoever.

There was another Piece of Evidence produced
to your Lordfhips, fome Proclamations againft Im-
morality and Prophanenefs: If there is any Thing
to be inferred from them in the Dofor’s Favour, I
mult own I can’t conceive it, Becaufe the Queen
commands the Magiltrates to put the Laws in Exe-
cution, therefore every private Divine may arraign
his Superiors for a fuppofed Neglect of their Dury,
as often as he thinks fit; I fiy, I don’ underftand
this Inference, bur I can ealily apprehend the Con-
fequence to all Governments that will fuffer fuch
Prefumptions.

The Doctor himfelf was pleafed to fay, That one
of the Dangers of the Church mentioned by him
was forgot by the Managers, that was from Pa-
pifts and their Emiffaries: I will do him the Ju-
itice to remember, that he has beftowed f{ix Lines
on this Danger, but twenty-{ix large Pages on the
Danger from thofe in Church and State, Then it
was faid, that the Doctor prays for the Queen, has
taken the Qaths to the Queen, and therefore he
could have no Intention to refle€t on her Majefty,
or any Part of her Adminiftration either in Church
or State.  And the Doctor .n his own Spcech was
plealed to acknowledge her Majetty to be a Nur-
fing-Mother to the Church: But I could not obferve
one Syllable to the Reverend Fathers of the Church,
of his Opinion of their Carcof 1t : I could hear him
admonith that Venerable Bench of the Guilt of de-
parting from the Church, and abandoning the Prin-
ciples of the Church, if they thould punith him, a
true Son of the Church, for Preaching the fame
Do&rine with theirs; as if there was no manner of
Difference whatever.

It {feems, my Lords, very ftrange, that after a
Charge of this Natwre of RefleCtion upon his Ec-

cleafiftical
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clefiaftical Superiors, that, after having ﬁl_ldicd fo
much Submiflion, he fhould not prevail with him-
{elf for fo much as a Compliment on this Occa-
fion. Such Behaviour feems to need no Explana-
tion. I fhould be very unwilling to recollect any
of the Doétor’s charitable Opinions of his own Bre-
thren, who, as he is pleafed to fay, can facrifice
their folemn Declarations and Oaths to Complaifance
and Preferments. I would be fo charitable as to be-
lieve well, and think favourably of all Men; but
when the contrary does fo manifeltly appear, it
would be Injuftice to the reft of Mankind not to judge
accordingly. It would be a Remiffnefs and Negli-
aence of Duty, juftly blameable, if we were to fhut
our Eyes, and refolve not to fee what {o evidently

threatens the Peace and Quict of the Kingdom,  If

Men muft be allowed to vent their Difpleafure at
fuch Proceedings of their Governors which do not
fure their parnicular Flumours, what muft become of
the Credit and Repuration of any Government, which
15 fo neceflary to preferve it?

Your Lordihips have heard a great many Obje-
ctions againft Junuendss, that they are dangerous
Things, and never encouraged; and that your
Lordthips have been pleafed to fhew your Diflike
of them, I fhall not fcruple to own, that to lay a
Meaning to a Man when his Words will not bear it,
to make any invidious Conftruction when 1t will ad-
mit of a favourable one, [ can neither approve or
defire. But becaufe the extreme or ill Ufe of any
Thing 1s not to be allowed, that therefore you muft
pever apply 1t at all, is {uch Logick and Law as I
have not been ufed to,

My Lords, In the Cafe de Libellis faiofis, cited by
the Doctor’s Council, your Lord{hips will find, that
if only plain pofitive Affertions are Libels, there
will be no Fence againft the Envy and Malice of
wicked Spirits: And if the Law has guarded every
private Man’s Reputation, {o as not to be blafted by
oblique Turns and fcandalous Infinuations, 1t would
be very hard if thole in Authority thould be expofed
to the Virulence of every difcontented Humourift,
Malice will never want a Pretence, or Means to
convey Scandal and Reproach by fly Parallels and
Allufions, which may do equal Mifchief with pofi-
tive Affertions: But I mult obferve to your Lord-
fhips, That there are not only oblique Infinuations,
but pofitive Aflertions.

Not only thofe Paflages which 1 have pro-
duced, which arve exprels, but the whole Scope and
Tenor of his Sermon, relates to the Peril of the
Church trom Perfens tn Church or State, and not
thofe evalive Shifts of Vice and Infidelity, Books
and Pamphlets. If the Dotor had only rebuked
Immorahty, Blalphemy, Prophanenefs and Irreli-
aion, he might fill have attended his Flock *, and
they not have been brought to attend him; nor
would he have been thought to arraign the Refolu-
tion of the Parliament. But for him to take upon
him to cenfure and expofe his Superiors, and to in-
finuate into the Minds of the People the Danger of
the Church from thofe Perfons who have the Pro-
tection of it, is no ltkely Method to {upprefs Immo-
rality and Prophanenefs, and 1s direftly contrary to
the Waords and Intent of the Refolution of your
Lordfhips and the Commons.

To what End the Doctor has thought fit thus to

® His Pargkisiers fart of the 3ed that attended him ts qud
from his Triel.
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difperfe his Sermons, may be eafily imagined; and
your Lordihips cannot be unacquainted with the
Hiftory of a Neighbour Nation, what temporal Ends
were to be accomplifhed by a loud Outcry of Dan-
ger to the Church, the Church, Religion and the
Church. 'Whether that will not bear a Parallel with
the groundlefs Clamours which have occafioned many
of our prefent unhappy Divifions, I fubmit to your
Lordthips,

It remains, my Lords, that I anfwer one of the
Learned Council, what the Nature of this Offence
152 I fhall only tell him in the Words of your Lord-
fhips and the Commons Refolution, made publick
by her Majefty’s Proclamation, ¢ That whoever
““ creates unreafonable Diftrufts, and groundlefs
““ Jealoufies in the Minds of the People 5 whoever
““ diftratts the Kingdom by falfe and feditious Ru-
““ mours of the Danger of the Church, to cover De-
“ figns they dare not own 3 whoever goes about to
“ mfinuate that the Church is not in a fafe and flou-
““ rithing Condition under her Majetty’s happy Ad-
““ miniftration, is an Enemy to the Queen, the
“ Church, and the Kingdom.” Which, in other
Words, 15, Againft the Law, againft the Temple,
and againft Cefar has he offended.

Nay, my Lords, Has not this bold Offender
gone yet farther? IHas he not told your Lord(hips
at your own Bar, That notwithftanding the Tole-
ration, the Diffenters are Schifmaticks, and liable to
Spiritual Cenfure; that by continuing the Indul-
gence to them, you countenance Schifm 3 and that
while Schifm is continued, the Church muft be in
Danger? So that refolve what you pleafe, and make
what Laws you will in their Favour, he muft flill
thunder out his vehement Awathema’s aganft them,
as dangerous to the Church.

This, my Lords, isa Specimen of that Indepen-
dency of the Church that of late has been fo much
ftrugeled for; and which, if not confuted in time
by Authority, may foon devour the Supremacy and
the State.  And fince the Doétor has and does fhill
thus prefume to defy and arraign the Refolution of
your Lord(hips and the Commons, he is properly be-
fore this Tribunal ; and I may apply to him the Say-
ing to a Goat broufing on a Vine, and which was ap-
plied to one of another Function upon fuch an Occa-

fion, who had deficd the Power of Parliaments:

Rode Caper vitem, tamen hinc cum flabis ad dyas,
In tua quod fundi Cornua poffit, erit.

My Lords, The Commons are {o fully affured of
your Lordfhips Wildom and Juftice, that they can-
not queftion but your Determination in this Proceed-~
ing will be to their Satisfattion therefore 1 fhall

trouble you no farther, but fubmit to your Lord-
fhips Judgment,

Y Lords, Having already, by
Commuand of the Commaons,
endeavoured to make good the Feurth Article of this

Charge ; it 1s now my Duty 1o fupport, what I of

Sery. Parker.,

fered before, both againft the particular Objeftions,

and the general Rules, propofed or infinuated by the
Council, or the Prifoner.

The firft Thing 1 attempted to prove by particular
Paffages, was the {econd Claufe of this Article :

“ That Dolor Sacheverel! fuggcfts, That there
< are Men of Charaéiers and Stations in Church and
¢ State, who are Falfe Brethren, and do in them-
““ felves weaken, undermine and betray, and do en-

““ conrage and put it in the Power of others, who are
5 M 2 ‘¢ profcifed
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«« profeffed Enemics, to overfuri and deftroy the Con-
“ Ritution and Effablifbment.”

This I thought would be plainly made out, if I
could fhew thefe Trwo Things :

1. That the Doctor has afferted, in exprefs
Terms, of all Falfe Brethren in general, that 2hey do
in themfelves weaken, underinine and betray, and do
encourage ond put it in the Power of others, vho aie
profeffed Enemies, to overturn and deftroy the Conji-
tution and Effablifbwment,  And,

2, That he charges Perfons of Charaticis and Sta-
tions with Falfe Brotherbood.

Apprehending the Confequeace clear, thatf thele
Two Things were afferted by the Doctor, the
Charge was juit.

I ufed likewife fome krther Proofs, which I fhall
not need repeat,

Befides fome little Cavils as to the T'wo Propofi-
tions, which I fhall tale Notice of by the way ;
areat Complaint is made, often repeated, and much
exaggerated, that I have broughe together thefe Two
Propofitions, that are twelve, or nine, or at lealt
feven Pages afundes:

My Lords, I took Notice of this Trifing Oo-
gestion bLefores; and whae I faid to it, neither the
Doctor nor his Council have attempted to Anfwer.

But they all feeming to lay the greateft Serefs up-
on this Part, and the Council every one repeating
it, I beg leave to ftate once more how that Matter
[tands.

The Doctor in this Sermon progoles, (1.) To de-
fcribe Falfe Brotherbood 5 (2.) To thew the Mifchief
and (3.) the Maliguity of 1t,

Aund this fingle Confideration would make one ex-
pect, that thefe Heads thould relate 1o one another,
at whatever Diftance he tukes them up,

Under the Second Head, * Page 15, he afferts,
of all Falfe Brethren 1 general, that ¢ they do in
¢¢ themfelves weaken, undermine and betray, and
“ do encourage, and put it in the Power of others,
¢« who are profefled Lnemies, to overturn and de-
¢ ftroy the Conftitution and Eftablifhment.”

This is my firlt Prope! .lon in Terms, and nothing
is objetted to it

Only a little Attempt is made to divert the Que-
{tion, by mentioning fome pariicular forts of Falfe
Brethren, and faying he there {peaks of Falfe Brethren
1 fome of thofe Senfes of the Word.

Iagree it: He that fpeaks of all, fpeaks of {uch
as are included in thofe Senfes of the Word which
he mentions; but likewile fpeaks of a/f others too s
Ipeaks ot fuch as be has mentioned any where elfe, as
well as there, {uch as arve Men of Charaliers and Sta-
tions, as well as fuch as are not,

Under the Third Fead,

In fhewing the Malignity of this Sin (not 7n i
felf, that he had fhewn before, but) with repard to
the World : He inflances firfl, in the Mifehiefs ari-
ling from Men of Charafers and Stations, in the
Words I formerly cited. This, T thought, made
out my Second Propolition to he the Doflor’s,
“ That Men of Charallers and Stations are Falfe
Brethren.”

This 15 faintly deny’d s and ’ts faid, he does not
here fuggeft Men of Charaéters and Stations to be
Falfe Brethren 5 but what is bere ipoke relates to

* Note, The Pages of the Sermon ave referred to as in the
Second Eddition, avhich avns that avhich avas fraved and read in

Fidvnee.
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their private Behaviour, and not to the Adininifiyg.

Lion,

Befides, that this is diretly againft the plaiy Iin
port of the Words; to let your Lordthips fee he
Candor of this Defence, let us fuppofe it 174, - and
that it 1s the Doffer’s Opinion that e PL‘!‘!E}}}S he
here tpeaks of, be they grear or mear, are nog Iy
Brethren,

Then the Dottor, to be conffient with this De.
fence, mult affirm, that he here fets forth (e Malis.
uity of Lfulfe Brothcilood, by fhewing the Melioniry of
ancther Sin which is uet [ALSE BROTI] ) R-
HOOD, m Peijons of Characters and Stations, o
are not FALSE BRETIHRIEN.

‘T'his is the wreeched Shilt he 1s driven to, takine
it the belt for him, - >

That thefe Charadices end Staticus velate both 1o
Church and State, all his Difeouifz in the Ploes
cited, ard every where elfe, thews; nor has be of
his Conncil made 1t an Opjediion tzat ey do et s
fo that it would be very much mupending your
Lordfhips Tune, to go to preve, what is not aemy’d,
that by Mew of Charadicis and Stations, he in-
tends Men of  Characters and Seations in Chuieh and
State,

The Two Propofiticis being thus clearced, et us fee
if that which 15 kud hold of to declaiin 1o carnellly
upon, have any more Weight in it, that s, the join-
fing together thele Two aiffcas Prepofitions.

The Objection, nighdy ftated, 1s this

Fle has m one Place affirmed of e/l Fal Bre-
threir in general, ¢ That they do in themifelves
“ weaken, undermine and betray, and put it in the
“ Power of others, whoare proteficd Encmics, to
« overturn and deltroy the Conftitution and Efta-
¢« blifhment,”

And fever: Pages off, has reprefented AMen of Cha-
rackers and Stations as Folfe Biethren,

And we (very unreatonably !y have charged him
with fuggelting, ¢ That there are Men of Cha-
“ racters and Stations in Church and State, who are
‘“ Falfe Brethren, and do in themftlves weaken, un-
dermine and betray, and do encourage and pu it
““ n the Power of others who are profefied Fnemics,
* to overrurn and deftroy the Conflitution and F-
“ ftablithment.”

This is the trze Strength of the Objeion, and the
very flating 1t cxpofes it.

The general Mifchief he mentions, ascommon to
all Falle Brethren, Page 15, I prefume will be ad-
mitted to betong to thge deleribed, Page 75 Why
then not as well to tbofe Page 22 2

Muft not what 15 faid of all Falle Brethren,
extend both to thefe whole Crime he delcribes,
and to thofe whole Malignity for that Ciime he cx-
poles ?

And which is molt to be regarded, the Diffance
of the Place, or the Connexion of the Scheme, and the
Nature ol the Propofitions ¢

The Doétor hmilelf feems rather to prefs the Ob-
jection thus, “That this is luference, and joining in-
dependent Propafitions 5 which, though fpoke by him
in general, the Unanimity ot his Council in falling
upon this Part of what I fud, fhew, it was 1}10]{}:
privcipally with a View to thele two Paflages.  Are
then Paflages that fpeak of all Falfe Brethren, and
that fpeak of foine particular Falfe Brethren, inde-
pendent ¢

My Lords, Thefe are fo far from being indepen-
dent, and fo 7/l have they chofen our what to find
faule with, (that if your Lordthips will pardon the
Pedantry, conlidering'T have a Man of Logick and

Difputation

™

£
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Difputation to deal with) the two Propofitions are the of our Conftitution, is nothing to the inflaming
two Propofitions of a Syllegifm, concluding in the the Nation, and rendring the QU £ E N and Her

firft Frgure.

And the Inference he complains of is the Concln
fion neceffarily arifing from them, according to the

Rules of Logick.
The whole Syllogifm runs thus:

All Falfe Brethren de in themfelves weaken, wider-
mine, and betray, and do encourage and put it in the
Power of others wbe are pirofefs'd Encmies, to overturis
and deftroy the Conflitution and Eftablifbment.

Perlons of Charalters and Stations are Falfe

Brethren.
Therctore Perfons of Characters and Stations, do,

(.

The two firft Propolitions are what I have fhewn
the Doétor plainly to lay down; the other only a
neceffary Confeqience,

Would any one expeét that the Doctor fhould be
{o forgetful of the Rules oi Logick, as when he had
Jaid down the Pircinifes, to deny the Conclefron 2 Or
to deny the Conclufion tobe HIS DOUTRINE,
who laid down thofe Pieinifes ?

Cau 1t be thought, that he laid them down withaue
an [utention that his Hearcrs thould make the Con-
clufion 2 Or cordd he think 1t poffivle they thould wot
make 1t 7

Or (hall the fupprefing 2 Conclufion {o phinly
artting, which is ¢aken Notice of 1n fome that write
of Logick as an Elegance m Dijcourle, pafs for an
Lxenfe ¢

Let the Doctor deferibe Iulie Biethren in general
as Betrayers and Deffroyers ot the Church, and the
proper Objeéls of the Rage and Fury of the People,
and then expofe as Falle Brethren thole i the Ad-
miniftration, Perlons of Charaéicis and Stations, from
the chicf to the leaft, the People will quickly make
the Application.

If any one fhould mflame the Mob to fuch a De.
aree of Rege and mifleken Zeel, as to forget the
Spirit of the Gofjel, and to believe it ther Daty to
ferve God by breaking the pullick Peace, and to
fupport his Church, by pulling down ail Meeting-
Houfes, and nfling the Houtes of all Diffenters 5
he needs afterwards only tell them, THIS IS A
MEETING-HOUSLE , HERE LIVETH A DIS-
SENTER, they are a0t o du/l as to fail of making
the Conclufion ; THEREFORE THIS HOUSE IS
TOBEPULL’D DOWN; THEREFORE THIS
MAN IS TO BE PLUNDERLD; and of putting
it immediately v Execution where they daie.

Suppole fuch a Man thould, in Defence of him-
felf, fay, ¢ Idid not bid them pull down sbis
« Houfe, nor rifle that 5 my telling them AU Meet-
‘¢ ng-Houfes were to be pulled down, Al Diffenters
““ to be marked and plundered, was Four Months
“ belore 1 rold them THIS WAS A MEET.
“ING-HOUSE, OR THAT MAN
“ A DISSENTER; and to carry back a
“ Man’s Words, fpoke only by way of fuforma-
““ tion, to what was faid Four Months before by
““ way of Dofrine, 1s the greateft Hardfbip in the
“ World :*

Would chis pafs for an Lxcufe 2 Or would it not
add to the Indignation againft fo 1mpertinent a 77i-
fler on {o fad an Occalion.

My Lords, The burning a Adeeting-Houfe, the
burning a// the Meeting-Houafes, the laying this
Metropolis once more 1 Afhes by the Eneinies

™

ADMINISTRATION odionsto the People.

Shall it then be an Excufe for the Doltor
here, when he has laid down the Premifes, to
fay, that he has not in Words exprefied the Con-
clufrin ?

Shall the weaneft of the Pesple, clearly and righth
collect, This 1s Door Sacheverel’s Dodriney and
fhall not we in accufing, and your Lordfbips in judging,
be allowed to colle@ it, when we are endeavouring
to preferve the Queca and Conflitution, and a!f tha
i$ dear to us ?

Surcly, my Lords, we fhall. Nor is the #7714
Confeguence that your Lordlhips find in this Clanfe,
always weceffary in Cates of this Nature: Bur T was
willing to fhew it here, that your Lordfhips mav
fee with what Juftice this was made the grear Topsck
whercupon to deckum agamlt Hardfbipsy and to
couple fuch fafercices with Junzends’s, as it both
were the faine.

As for taking onc Part of onc Sentence, and ano-
ther Part ot aiotler, whoever makes a Conelrfion in
Logick ever does 1t and only then does amifs in it,
when in deing 1t he departs from the proper Rule,
and where the Confequence is et joff 5 which I have

Shewn is not the Cafe here, and no Body has atssipt-

ed to make out that it s,

"Tisas hittle to the Purpofe what is faid, that he
has not reflrained this to Perfons of the HIG H-
EST CHARACTERS AND STATIONS;
which 1 fhewed fo fully before, that it has been
tnought more advifeable to pretend T adiisezd what
I believe I plainly difproved, than to ¢ffer any Anlier
to my Realons,

I'll only add, that *usaoet prefeaded, that there is
one Hord in the Sermen that looks hike the leaft
Hint, that eirly Infericr Oflicers were meant; and
tis plunly fhewon, that others were fatended: And
then the Doctor’s Excufe amounts, af bff, but to
this: He has indeed {poke in reproachful Terms of
Magifirates in geicral, he has pointed to thofe that
bave, and thole that deflerv the Honours of the
Church, and Places and Preferients in the Siate
he has pointed to the Chiefs Ins Reaforing, when
he fhews the Molignity of the Sin from Evainples
of Perfons of Charalicis and Stations is the flronger,
the Greater thefe Perions are, as the Lxamples of
the Gieateft are the molt Contagions; but yer he
relies upon 1t, that fince the general Alenticn ot
Perfons of Charadlers and Stattons takes in the
Meangft as well as the greatefl, tis not to be donbi-
ed but the all-difeerining People, elpecially when
fulficiently jired and enraged, will #¢ftrai the Words
to the molt imnecent Adeaning, and apply them only
to zuferier Qfficers, Conflables, and thole in the near-
elt Degrees to thom.

This is the Sum of this notadle Excufe.

Let zhis therefore, where, by bending their uni-
ted Force agamit 1, they feemed to have the

greateft Hopes of making fome Zmpreffun, ferve

for the Specimen cholen Ly thewifelves, of the
Hardhips ot Iuferences and  Inunends’s in this
Charge.

“ The Third Claule, * That be chargeth ber
« Maefly, and thefe in Authority under hery with
“ g general Male-Adminiftrationy; The firlty That
“ he fusgefts that ber Majefly’s daviiaiffration, both
“ in Leclefraflical and Civil Affairs, tends to the
Deftruction of the Conjlivutici™ 5 are {o manifeft,
that after what bas been Luid, and 1s amanfwered, it

would

i
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would be but lofing Time to attempt to make them
more plain.

And their Defence, and the Books and Pamphlets
rcad on this Head, are not to the purpofe,

For {ure, the fhewing that there have been fome
Paltry Scriblers, few in Number, many long f{ince
dead, fome mad, fome that have undergone the in-
famous Punifhment of the Pillory, moft of them pro-
fecuted or unknown, does not prove that there are
Seminaries tor the open Profeffion of thofe Blafphemics
and Impieties 3 much lefs, that they are fuffered by
the Government, or that their Follies can be called an
open Violence upon the Church, or sheir Faults made
the general Charafier of the Nation, and charged upon
the Queen and her ddminiftration.

When a frandalous Book 1s publifhed, or contagious
Sin committed, any Subjet who has a #eal Zeal to
prevent the Mifebief fpreading, may apply to the pro-
per Magifirate to fupprefs it; and 1t inferior Ma-
giftrates neglect thetr Duty, may earry the Com-
plaint, againft bem and 7t, to their Superiors.

But is it to be endured, in any eftablithed Go-
vernment, that a Man pafs over all the Ma-
giflrates, and make an Appeal 1o the People, not
only againft the Offenders, but againtt the Magifrates
too ?

This 1s properly Faétion, this is invading the Royal
Arthority 5 tis, in the Dotor’s own Words, ¢ A re-

““ bellious Appeal to the People as the Dernter Refort of

« Tuftice and Dowinion™y ’tis erelling a Populor
Tribunal, where not only SCRIBL E RS, but the
QUEEN and her AUTHORITY are to be
try*d,

The Doltor indeed pretends that his Zeal was
only againft thofe Offenders, and fuch as keep not
within the Bounds of the Toleration Aét; that his
Warmth ot Spcech, was only to flir up the Aiapi-
firates to put the Laws ftndtly in execution 5 and he
folemnly protefts he intended no RefleCtion on the
Queen, or ber Miunifiry 5 that by the Dangers of the
Church, he meant only thofe Fudgments, which the
Jult Anger of a provoke: God might be reafonably
expected to inflict on fo wicked a People.,

[can’t pretend to repeat his very Words, but |
appreiiend  this to be his Senle, and beg Pardon if
I miflake his Meaning,

My Lords, T am amazed at the Dolor’s Solems
Proteftations. 1 will avord bard IWords as much as
I cins but if when he calls God to Witnefs in {o
foleamn a Manner, he fhould then fpeak without
Foundation of Truth, plainly againft bis Sermon, and
be even then ufing the little Arts of Evafion, and di-
verting the Quoftion, inftead of that Sincerity which
ought to accompany fo folemn an Qath, I leave
it to your Lordfhips to give a Name to fuch Be-
haviour,

Is it poffible to fay he intended not to refle? on the
Adminiftration ?

Give me Leave to read to your Lordthips Tuo
Pages 1n bis Sermon, to which I before reterred ;
and be plealed to obferve, as I go along, how much
they are applicable to awknown Authors, or the
Dread, to dfgill, the Obfervator, the Review, or
other Writers, that he has made fo flthy a Colleftion
out ot 5 or to Atheifts, or Diffenters exceeding the Li-
mits preferibed by the Toleration 5 or to Occafional Con-
formifts, Diflenters too in the main, but when the Oc-
cafion. of a Place calls them to Church s and your
Lordfhips will have one Juftance of his Sincerity in
his Solemn Proteftations.

‘¢ 2, Secondly, In regard to the World, What a
“ valt Scandal, and Offence mutt it give to all Per-

4.
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fons of Piety and Iutegrity, to fee Men of Cha-
ratier, and Stations, thus fhift and prevarjcye
with their Principles, and ftarting from e,
Religion upon any Occalion of Difficulty, or Ty
and like the Difeiples, flying from, and for-
faking our Saviour, when his Life kuy ar Stajeu >
To fee Mens Opinions fit as lovfe “about et
as their Garments, to be put on, or off) for ().
ventence ¢ What can wnwary Perfons conclude
from fuch Tergiverfation, and Hypocrify, but that
all Religion is State-Craft, and Impoftuie 2 Thay
All Godlinefs is Gain 3 and that the Dollvines of
the Church lie not fo much in her Articles, as hor
Honours, and Revenyes? Withour doubt, this
Modern Latitude, and infamous Dokl Dzaling
as it can proceed from nothing but the rm;ﬂjﬁ
Atheifm, fo it muft propagate it wherefoever
goes; and ’tis not to be queftioned, but thar the
Wonderful Increafe, and Impudent Appeaiance
of all Sei?s and Herefies in this Kingdom at pre-
lent, beyond what was ever known in former
Ages, is chiefly to be attributed “to it. Bur thic
Crime 15 as pernicions to Human Sociely, as Re-
““ ligion s for it deftroys all common Houefty, Faigh
‘““ and Credit in the World, and in the Place o}
it, fcts up an Univerfal Trade of Couzenage,
Sbarping, Diffimulation, and downrighe Kunavery,
For, what Dependance can there be upon 2 May
of o Principles? What Truft in Fquivecations,
Lvafions, and Lyes? Nor indeed could any one
be fuppofed fo fottith, as to place the lealt Con-
fidence in thefe Men, did they not dait their
Liook, and cover their Treachery with the facred
“ and plaufible Presences of Friendfbip, whercby
“ they are capable of doing much wmore Mifchief,
than a dare-faced and profefd Enemy. In whar
moving and fively Colours does the Holy Pfalmift
Paint out the crafly Infidionfuefs of fuch wilely
Volpoies? - Wickednefs, fays he, is therein, De-
‘“ ceit and Guile go not out of their Strects.  Fur it is
““ not an open Enemy that bas done me this Difhonour,
for then I conld have born it : Neither wvas it mire
Adverfary, that did magnify bimfelf againt me, for
““ then peraduventure I would bave hid my fIf frow
“ bim.  But, it was even Thou! my Companion, v
“ Guide, and mine own Familiar Friend, We toct
“ Jweet Counfel together, and wakked in the Houfe of
“ God as Friends. There is no Faithfulne[s in their
“ Months, their inward Parts are very Wickednefs
““ their Throats are open Sepulchres, and their Words
are fmootoer than Qil, yet be they wery Swords.
Like Joab, they pretend to fpeak Peaceably, and
‘¢ fure Us mortally under the Fifth Rib.

“ 3. Thirdly, With regard to a Man's [elf, itis
““ hard to diftinguith whether our Falfe Brethres
« prove themfelves Guilty of more exceflive Kna-

““ wery, or Folly, For whatever thele cunnin
£

¢
19
1
4
14
G
91
114
L
i
9 4
L 4
44
c
¢¢
L4
€4
ti
L
¢LC
| 44
44

44

44
€L
Gé
4
c<
¢
L

£c

44
L
(44

¢é

Le

44

4

teinporizing Politicians may think, they will find,
after all their Shaffling, and Compliance, that the
plain Road of Truth, Homefly, and Intesrity, is
‘“ both the moft Prudent, as well as the Safef
“ Way they can follow, and that the 7Vifdom of
““ this World i1s as much Foolifbnefls with Men, as
““ tis with Ged, For certainly there is no Sin that
“ fo much Difappoints its ewn Ends as This docs.
¢ Perhaps e Man may obtain the prefent Advan-
““ tage he has in Profpett, by relinquithing his Ol
‘“ Friends, and Principles 3 but is ever fuch a Mer-
““ cenary Convert received beartily into the Bafors
““ of his former Enemies? Or are They ever found
““ fo Credulons, and Good-natured, as to Fergive,
“ and Jelieve fuch an Apgffate Cordial and Sincere,
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« and fit to be frafted in any Matter of Weight, or
« Iiportance, Who has betrayed his own Party for
< the little fordid Lucre of a Place, or Preferment :
«« And is again ready to be Retrograde, when-
« ever the #ind fhall Change, and Veer about?
« Such a Falfe Brother may ferve the prefent Turn
« of his Adverfaries, who may feem, whilft they
¢ want the Tool, to flaiter and carefs him; but
¢ lor fuch a Turn-Coat relt affured, he fhall
« meet with Hypocrify, for Hypocrify; and fince
«« He is got upon the Stage, thall A& his Part,
« and be biffed off when he has done. Such a
«« qife Game do our Prejedfors Play, they Barter,
« and derray their Friends, only to fell themfelves
« Slaves into the Hands of their Ewnemies, who
« fhall treat them with more Infolence, Difdain
« and Tyramny, than houef Men do with Scorn,
«« and Conrempt, 1f they don’t go the whole Lengths
« of their Party, fick at wothing, though never fo
« ;mpigus, and abfurd, and run from one Extream
«« to a quite Contrary. Thus little, thus bafe,
 thus odions, thus comtemptible, thus fervile, nay
« thus execrable is the Traytor, and Double-Dealcr
« in the Sight, not only of all boweff Mei, but
<« the moft profeffed Kinaves, and Hypocrites! Who
<« cannot but have a Tacit Regard, and Venciation,
< for a Man of Steadinefs, and Probity, that upon
<« all Qccafioits 1s true to himfelf, and his Canfey is
«« ahove the Threats, as well as Flatieries of this
« World, fhll srufing in his God, and his own
« Integiity, and Fuftice, defpifing his Intereft, or
¢ Succefs, and 1s under all Circumftances like that
«“ God, and Religion he belicves and ferves, with-
“ out Variablcirlsy or Shadow of Change, but is the
< fame, To-day, To-morrow, and for ever. Far-
«“ ther, thele Falfe Brethien cannot be more odions
« to God and Man, than they are to themfelves,
« who are always a Self-Contradittion, full of Con-
« fufion and Perplexity, perpetually baunting them-
<t felves, the worft of Demons, maintaining an frre.
< concileable War betwixt the emtward and inward
< Man, Conformifts in Profeffion, Half-Conformifts
< in Profice, and Non-Confornufts in Fudpment,
«« Such a Mixture of Inconfiffency and Nonfenfe, that
< any onc that has the leaft Spark of Confeicnce,
« or Reafpin, muit renoupce, and detefl.  But this
« difmal Effeét has fuch a State of Habitnal
«« Hypocrify, that it quite damps and extinguifles
<< both, quenches the Ioly Spirit of God, and cru-
< cifies bis Son afrefb 5 and as it finds a Man vgid
¢« of Shame, generally (without a miraculons Con-
¢« verfion) Jeaves him incapable of Repentance,
«« and both damus him here, and bereafter ; and
<« as he chofe it in this World, appoints him in the
« sext, his Portion with Hypocrites, and Unbelicvers,
 quith all Lyars, that bave their Part in the Lake
< apbich burns with Fire and Brimflone, with the
<« Grand Father of Falfbood, the Devil and his Angels.
« And fo here we leave our Falfe Brethren, n the
« Company they always keep Correfpondence with,”

To go on. Is that true, that he only calls upon
the Magiftrates for Fuftice upon thefe Offenders

If his Iutent really were to exbort the Magiltrates
(before whaom be pireached) to put the Laws 1 Execrs
tion, one would expect to find it vebemently preffed
under the Fourth Head, where he undertakes to fhew
what {hould be the Refulr of all5 but I have fearch-
ed carefully, and can find nothing there, mor any
where clfe, of any fuch Exhortation.

There is indeed a Calling upon the Paffors of the
Church, who were not prefent, to thunder ont Anathe-
ma’s agﬂinﬂ Schifm 5 which corld not be to Jere
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Juade thofe Paflors that did #ot hear him, but to
condemn their Remiffnefs to the People that did. But
all the reft is to the People, to adbere to the Funda -
mental Principles s to watch againft, MARK AND
AVOID, thofe that defert thems to give Place, BY
SUBJECTION, 0 not an Hour 5 to defpife fneak-
g Souffling COMPLIANCES, and put on their
BRAVEST Refslutions, which the PRESENT
Cafe requived : There is a denouncing #oe to- the
fearful Heart and faint Hands; a thewing the Perils
and low Eftate of the Church, that her Sons deferted
bery that Joe lay bleeding of her Wounds; that her
Adverfaries were CHIEF, and her Enemies AT
THAT TIME profpered.

Is this the Language of one, that is only laying
before Magiftrates the Abufes of a few inferior Per-
Jons, within their Power, fubje@ to their Authority,
and whom they could eaftly crufh, and defiring thole
Magiftsates 1o corres? them ?

In thort, Is it calling upon the Magiftrates, or
upon the People, for Fufice ?

Again;

He folemnly declares his Meaniig in the Serson
to have been, That the Dangers of the Church are
only fuch as arifc from the Sins of the Nation, but
not in the leaft from her Majefly and her Admini-

flration,

Let any one caft his Eye upon the Seriron, or up-
on the Dedication of that preached at Derdy, and
try how the feveral Exprefions fuit this Scheme
and he will fee, the Doctor had nothing of it in
View then, but that tis contrived fince, for him to
pretend now,

What Dangers of the Chuich and Confitution he
means in the Sermon, is too plais to be fhifted oft
by a Protefiation : He tells you exprelly ewhat they
are, and from whom 3 from Men, whom he defcribes
as being in the Adminiftration, who uniermine and
betray the Churchy and enable others to deftroy it
they are fuch as he apprehends, not from the
Hands of God, but from the Treachery and Fiolence
of Men. .

Accordingly, the whsle tends to fir up dnger, In-
dignation and Fury againft thofe Men; not to move
Humiliation and Prayers to God, to avert thofe im-
pending Fudgments.

But poffibly he may expeét to be nuderficod, not of
an fmmediate Vengeance of God, or his delivering us
into the Hands of a Foreign Enemy, but his permitting
wicked Men at howe 1o overtbrow the Church.

If we take it to be fo, this flemn Proteftation 1s a
mere Evafion, and a fhifting the Queftion.

*Tis true, the Querthrow of the Church and Conft-
tution is the beavieft Fudgment can befall us, and if
it does happen, muft be accounted the 4% of Di-
vine Fuftice punithing us for our Sius.  All National
Punifments are certainly the more immediate Abts
of the Fufice of Providence ; and the Infiruments
made ufe of to bring them about, are very often
wicked Men,

The Prophane Writers, the Atheifts, the Abufers of
the Toleration, the Vilifiers of Holy Orders, of the
Church, and of Chriftianity, and other wicked Men,
may have given great Provocations to Aliighty God ;
and if I fhould fay fo great, as may give juft Caufe
to fear a Judgment upon us, that may endanger the
Chusch and Conflitution 5 yet fiill the Queftion 1s,
IVhat Hands ave about to execute this Fudgment upon
us > #e charge him as reprefenting the Church in
Danger under her Mafefly’s Adminiffration 5 as {ug-
gefting that her Majely’s Adminifiration, in Church
and Siate, tends to the Dillrultion of the Cmg/}fmt.f'aﬁ;i

ane
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and confequersly, that the Hands of thofe in the
Adminiftration are about to execute fuch Fudgment :
And ke folemnly protefts, he apprehends no Dangey
bt from God. o

My Lords, This is trifling 3 for every fuch Danger

is from God, and is his Fudgment, whoever they be,

whether ber Majefty, and ber Miniftry, or any othersy

that iminediately bring it upon us. |

This therefore, inftead of anfwering, is evading,

.and diverting your Lordfhips View from the Per-.

* fous he charges to be working the Ruin of the

Church, to God the Supreme Direflor and Over=

ruler of all the Aétions and Defigns of Men. As if
the Refle@tion on the Queen and her Adminiftration
were the lefs, for faying, that they are the Inftia-
ments in the Hand of God to fcourge the Nation for

its 8$ins, and to execute his Yengeance in everthrowing .

the Church and Conflitution,

So that I am afraid, this Part of his Solemn Pro-
teftation is either falfe, or cvafive, or both.

And let fo much fuffice o be added on thefe
Claufes, | ,

To what I offered to your Lordfhips on the Claufe
of keeping up Diftinélion of Fallions and Partics 4

I defire to add the /7eight of One Authority, out
of the Excellent Sermon preached by the molt Reve-
rend Prelate, my Lord Archbifhop of 2ork, and pro-
duced by the Doltor.

The Words are thele

¢ They are Faftious, they are Setters up and A-
betters of Parties, who endeavour to deftroy, or
unfettle, or difparage, or n the leaft burt or
‘“ weaken the Government, and the Laws as they
“ arc eftablithed 5 let the Principles on which they
“ go, or the Pretences they make, be what they
« will,”

Whether the Doétor hath not endeavoured in
the higheft Degree to difparage the Governmens,
and confequently to weaken it, your Lordfhips will
judge,

. As to the other Claules, they have offered very little,
and I will not repeat wh - 1 faid before.

Only I would take notice, that under the Head
of flivring up to Arms, {fomething was urged by the
Council, in relation to what I faid upon fome Texts
of Scripture, but fo entirely miflaking my Meaning,
that I think my felf anconcerned therein.

As for perverting Scripture s :

The Council would feem to  pretend fomething
or other to be the Miffake of the Printer, without
faying where the Miftake 1s, or how they would have
it read,

Pl tell your Lordthips what the Miffake is; it
is Printing the Second Chapter of Lamentations in-
ftead of the Firft, and Mifplacing the References to
Lamentations and Zechariab 5 which I {corned to take
Advantage of, and, in what I faid, refify’d.

But this ferved for a Shew of an Excufe.

They faid fomething more on this Head, but not
to what was my Objection; but promifed the Doffor
fhould clear all,

My Lords, I think I might reafonably here put
an End to the Trouble I am giving your Lordthips ;
but that I apprehend jfome Things which fell from
the Doctor, and which have not fallen in my way
already, may be proper to be taken notice of, fo far as
concerns what is within sy Province,

I own, his Speech was extremely well compofed, fit-
ted not fo much to infors (his Cafe would not bear
that) as to move, (wherein his Hopes were more juit-
ly placed ;) not fo much to fate the Queltion, and
clear it, as to divert 1wt All the plaufible Topicks

<6
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were * laboured;  and all the Arguments tha pref? ;f:
hardiffapon” himy, and moff required an Anfiy,
pafs’d over in Silence 5 the Whole framed to ajye
the: Paflions- Maftery over Reafon, and o indyee #
Perfuafion, that fo good, fo excéllent-a Man ag pe
painted himfelf, that has fo many, Firswes, fo arey
Sincerity, fo tue a Zeal for Religion, conld :E; he
Guilty of this Charge, though plainly prowe -
on him: The Proteflations were flrang and boayp
and fuch-as will read well amongft the People's* ¢/ear
of all thofe - gualifying Claufes, that nﬁght"perhnps
have made it fuit Jetter with the Trath of his Cafe,
but would have had the Inconvenience of FIviiig to
" . . o)

the Readers Sufpicion of Guilt. An agreeable Coy.
cern for Religion and Virtue ran thro' all;  whicl,
will always ftrike an Audience, and feems intended
to make fome Amends for the Rage and Fury, and
Zeal for Parly in the Sermon.

1 only with, for the Dottor’s Sake, the Compofer
had preferved a little more Regard, as well to what
was jit to be faid here, (where the Truth of the
whole Matter is known) as to what was fit to be faid
abroad, and given 1t a little more Refemblance of the
Doftor and bis Serinon 3 That he had not calculated
fo many Parts of 1t foran Appeal to the Peaple, and
to obtain therr Acquiteal upon his ¢wn Word,  And
I muft needs fay for. my felf, (tho’® my liking, or
difliking 1t, 1s of very little Moment) had it had
fewer and lefs Solcmn Appeals to God Almighty, or
wiove Truth, or I known lefs of the Matter, I fhould
have liked it much better,

He begins with making his Order, the Courch and
Chriftianity to be concerned in the Caute 3 intending
it, I prefume, to be underftood abroad as a Charge
upon his Acculers, that mn his Perfon they arraign
all thefe,

But I fhall not pretend to follow him through-
out the whole Specch, only point out fome Fallacies
In it,

My Lords, Great Regard 1s to be had to the
I7ord, much more to the Solemn Declaration, much
more to the Oath of a Clergyman, when he is free and
unbiafs'd. |

Bur when he flands in Fudgment, when the Rod is
gver him, when there is only one wway open tor Efcape
from the juft Punifhment due to his Crimes, by pio-
tefting his Iunocence 5 neither his Zord, nor his Decla-
ration, nor his Oath 1s to be regarded.

That Method will acquit @/l that are accufed ; ana
the lefs Confeience any fuch Wretch has, the firer and
eafter will be his Efeape.

And therefore your Lordfhips will judge, by what
the Doctor has taight the People, what he has pub-
lifhed, and not by what he pretends 1o be his Inten-
tions in doing 1t,

He makes Complaint of the Generality of the Charge,
that 1t was fuch that he Auew not where it would
potil,

My Lords, Suppofe we had followed the siore
common Way, and fet torth all the Paflages we have
read, or the whele Sermon and Dedication verbatim,
(as we might have done) without pointing out cwhai
we objected to, or why; had zbat lefc him lefs in
the dark ? It was therefore more for his ddvantage,
that we thould tell him the particular Peints we
would infift upon, than if we had left our felves at
Liberty af the Trial, to make as many Points as we
then pleafed.

He lays it down for a Rule, That the bigher the
Charge 15, the more clear ought the Proof 10 be,

My Lords, The Proof here is indifputable ; the

Sermons and Books -are not denied to be his, And
thefe



- - L] -
""# e ~a ) 1-1‘-} - +
d p.r.!_ Fl LY w4 1 . | ] m . .
"y .-""} L¥: i L R
'Y ) L I i . . L4 + i
1ar * *

r
e, *

L

“ - thefeare all thac frictly make the Evidesice in the
Cafe; the'reft is but’ Argument, and fhewing them
to be Libellous inthe Particulars in the Charge,

But take Proof~in a larger Senfe, fo as that it
may extend-:to_ the Reafoning upon the Evidence,
and to the makipg good the Charge, as in this Cafe
is perhaps not improper . ‘

I have no Reafon, in refped of this Charge againtt
him, . to conteft his Rule,- becaufe the Proof of it is
clear 1n that Senfe too, |

But yer, for the fake of Fuffice, 1 fhall take the
Liberty to fay, that, as apply’d to this Cafe, it is a
Fallacy.

This fort of Proof artles from the Senfe and Doc-
irine of his Boots. o

And I prefume, the Doéler cannot hope, that be-
caufe chis is charged to be fo bigh a Crime, as De-
faming and Undermining the Government, any more
favourable Meaning 15 to be put upon his #ords,
than it 1t were the Jfs Ciime of defaming a Pri-
vate Perfon 3 or that your Lordfhips thould not un-
derfland in this Gafe, (that which every body elfz
that hears 1r, underftands) and which your Lordfbips
world have underflood, if it had not endengered the
Governinent, |

I own, I cannot comprehend why your Lerdfips
fhould be more fhy of Defending the Government,
than a private Reputation 5 or meft afraid of ceirfur-
7ig that which is infinitely the moff dangerons Con-
fequence, i 1t efcape wnceafured.

On the contrary, in the Cafe of .thofe Things
which tend to the Owerthrew of the Conftitution,
where the Rules and Methods of Inferior Courts
cannot apply a proper Remedy, your Lerdfbips (up-
on the Impeachment of the Commons) may.  Let
the Contrivaice lic never {o decp, be never {o art-

fully wienght, when it {trikes at our A/, it would
be abfurd to fay, the Conzmons may not bring it to
the Bar of Jultice, and your Lordfhips prevent its
dreadful Eitcéts, and give it the Panifhmene it
deferves.

My Lords, Without.that Power, your Couflite-
tion were weaz and precarions.

THLE Doctor obierves in what manner the
Charge againtt him 1s fupperted, not by exprefs Sei-
tences of his, but by Iiferences, and joining inde-
pendent Sentencess (as to that part I have confidered
it already ;) and he feems to expeét, thac if he
were Guilty of Suggelting and Maintaining the
Things chargzd upon him, the Paffages inight as
eafily be pointed 1o 1n his Sermon, as the Doflrine in
togfe be produced 5 and that bare reading, without a
Commenty, <vould convifl biv,

No, my Lords—Even Doctor Sacheverell is not
yet arrived at that Pitch, as to arraign the Govern-
ment fo direCly and openly, as to preach a general
Dollrine.

This Fallacy feems very grofs.

For is it reafonable to think, that a Man that
intends to ynhinge the Govermment, to expofe an
Adminiftration, to fire the People, to raile Sedition,
thould fpeak direftly and plainly? No-——he is to
cover his Defign even from thofe he 1s to draw in;
he is to pretend Zeal for Religion, infinuate him-
felf by degrees, not fhock his Hearers at firft with
a Dzclaration againft a Queen they are fond of 5
he muft pretend Zeal for her Majelty, to preferve
their good Opinion of himfelf, while he is doing
that which by degrees will alienate their Affetions
from Her, This he muft do, though there were none
to punifh, and to prevent the dafhing bis own Hopes

YouL.V.
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of Succefs, But when he knows that,the Potwer of
the Adminifiration he is to revile and rail at, ‘is, oper
him, ad at bands that is a farther Reafon for
Caution : Therefore in' fuch Difeourfes, dark Phra--
Jes are o be ftudied, confufed Deferiptions will be
frequent, with a perpetual. Perplexity of Expreffion,

-between faying what his Rancour will née let him

with-hold, and with-bolding’ what his Fear will not;
let him fpeak ont.  Schemes.of Speech are to be con-
trived, that have swo Meanings ; the one more ob-
vious and plain; to have its fu// Effesf upon the Peo-
ples and the other (that will occur to no body elfe)
a Referve to be offered to a Court of Fuftice.  This
1s naturally to be expeted in Seditions Difeonrfes:
But if your Lordfbips will pafs this by; which has
fpoke infinitely more plain and audacioufly than any
other (I believe) that ever fo publickly dared Au-
thority, your Lordthips may expelt to fee a new
Difceurfe from the Dottor, where Sedition, that
had buc a very thin Difpuife in this, fhall there have
none qt all, T |

And this may ferve for an Anfwer to what is
urged from his ealons Exprefious for the Queen 5
for if the whole Difcourfe have quite another Ten.
dency, 1t 1s plam that thofe are only Parts of the
Blind and Difpuife. |

He complains, That he is acenfed for what be bes
aittted, as if done with Delign s and his Stlence is
made cirtminal, ,

My Lords, [ was the Perfon that took Notice of
his Omiffions, but I did #ot make them a pare of his
Chaige.

Indeed, when he mn his Aufeer protefted (as now
he does ware folemnly) his Leyelty, 1 took that Pro-
feflion into Confideration, asa part of his Defence,
which I ought to take notice of. o

I had learned, that the beft way to 7y the Truth
or Falfity of Pretenders to Virtue or Religion, was-
by their Fruits.

Accordingly I confidered his Mauasement of bis
Text 1n this Sermon, how agreccdle 1t was to fuch
Profeffion, and to fee what Zruits of Leyalty 1 could
find there,

And your Lordfhips will now apply thofe Obfer
vations to his felemn Appeal to God before your
Lordthips, that his lntentions in tbat Sermon were
to exert his BEST ENDEAVOUR for the
Security of her Maypefly.

I thewed your Lordthips, that he omitted the
only true Notion of Falfe Brotherhood in Stare;
which took in the Non-Furors and Difaffelted, tho’
his Text led to 1t; that he had omitted to make
the prroper Ufe of the Dofiriue of Paffive Obedience,
which was to. prefs Obedience and Submiffion T O
HER MAY ESTY, tho the Day and the Dac-
trine feemed both to require it.

That he had fet up another Notion of Falfe Bro-
therhood, which I fhewed to be, upon bis own
Principles, wrong.

By thefe 1 try’d his Pretences, and fhewed, that
if they were fincere, this Behaviour was wnaccoun-
able 3 but if he were a¢ Heart for the Pretender, 1
made it manifeft that all his Proceedure was juff 3
nay, thateven bis Notions of Falfe Brotherhood was
right to him that was of tbat Mind, and that his
Application of the firfe of Lamentations was exal?
and fine upon that Suppofitton, which 1s never to
be juftificd or excufed on any other.

This [ then prels’d no farther, than to fhew that
his Sermon had in it no Fruits of that Loyalty which

he pretended.
5 N But
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But I may make a further Ufe of it #ow, asa plain
Contradiftion to his folesn Declaration,

For has he pretended to give any Anfwer to
this ¢ .

Was I wrong in my Notion of Falfe Brother-
hood, or was he richt 1n bis? Has he made that
Ule of Paffive Obedience, as to prefs Submiffion to
the Queen from it? Has he not let the Non-Fu-
rors efeape, tho” his Texe led him to fpeak againft
them, and advanced a wrong Notion of Falfe Bro-
therhood merely to fall foul upon thofe that juftify
the Refflance in the Revolution, and cut off there-
by every Colour of Title to the Pretendeir? Or
does he ofter to reconcile that Procceding with his
Pretence 2 No — And then, the? baie Quiffion were
not a Fault, yet 1 may now afk 3 Is that Omiffiois
confiftent with his Protefiation of an Intentton to
exert 1is beff Endeavour {or Security of .the Queen ?
Did he exert, or intend Lo exeit his beft Endeavours,
that omitted things {o very obvious ? Nay, where
does he fhew that he has exerted any {uch Iindeavour
at all ?

On the contrary, he has fallen into the Afetheds
ufed by thole that are againft her Majefty, to wirder -
mine and weaken her Titie, and to difparaze ber Go-
veriient, and to render it edioits to the People.

He complains that whtie be preffes Obedience 1o
the Queeny we fay be meais the Pretescer,

My Lords, It was one of the Ouifzins that 1
urged againlt him in the manner [ have jult men-
tion’d, that he no where preffes Obedicnce ta the Qucen,

Does he think it had not beceae him to fhew
where he did prefs it, it he condd 2

Or what Name docs he think is to be given to
his taking it for greated, that he had done thas,
which it was exprelly charged he had ot done, and
which he caunot fhew he bas?

e feems to complainof feime Expreffons that have
been ufed againdt him by the Managcrs, as not be-
coming this Place, or bis Order.

My Lords, I hope we fhall always demean our
{elves with jaft Refpeif (o rards your Lordfhips.

And as to him, he is to confider, that there isa
wide Difterence between what a private Mea ays
of athers, much more of his Goveriois, 1 Conver-
fationy ov in popular Affemblies, and what is {poke
of an accefed Peifon at his Trial. In the former
Cafe, itis not fi# to fpeak i/l of them, that which
is trie 5 in the other, the Crime isto be reprefented
as it s, and the Perfon is to have no Refpeét paid
him that fhall any way tend to prevent thewing the

full Enorinity ot the Crime inall 1ts true Colonrs,
And if any thing has been faid, which otherwife his
Orders would have fecured him from, let him re-
member that his Criize deprives him at 2his Tise of
~that Protection s where *us one Aggravation, that he
has abufed his boly Funélion 3 which it was the Buli-
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nefs of the Managers, both to fay and to matke oul.

He complains that there is no Allowance made lo
¢ Minifter vebuking Vice and Irseligion <oith Zeal,
when be bappehis thereby to be carried into an Expref-
Sfigit ot well guarded.

My Lords, Ilis Zeal is levelled more at Peifons
than Crimes, he mentions not falfe Dolirines to con-
fute them, nor the Faults of thofe that hear him,
that they may amend them s but rals at Perfons
abfent to expofe ther 5 and raife the Paflions of his
Auditory againft them ; His Zeal leads to bnat out
Faults, for an Occafion of Complaint 5 to magnify
whatever is amifs, and charge 4/l home upon the
Goverimment 5 departing from the Ofhice of an -

0 Ann,

baffader of the Prince of Peace, and preaching Sed;.
tion and Rebellion.

And in fuch Cale, his Orders are {o far from -
ing an Lxcufe, that they are an Azgiravationy when
he who ought to preach Peace, Long-Suffering, Ger-
tenefs and Sudnnflon, toments Divifions, creates
Fealoufies; heighiens duimofities, and diffurbs 1he
Governneil,

But where there 15 2 Sermon  truly tending to
promote Religion and Fiptne, God torbid that any
incantions Exprffions n ity tho’ juftly exceptionai)s,
fhould be Jaid hold on as an Occalion to puuifh the
Preackers 1t bas not been done, #or, 1 think, 6t
to be, .

Yer when a Minifter prefumes to go out of bis
170y, and to meddle with the Governient, he oughe
to be more than ordinarily wary in his Ixpreffions,
fince his Characler gives his Refletlions ercater
Weight and L‘orce with the People, and his &7 7475
will therefore do the greatelt Adifechief.

And this Man that Profefles 1o pieach Politicks,
and Janghs at thofe that tell him s his Duty o
preaco Peacey and 1s saflaziing the People againtt
thir Sovercign, mult not think himfelt enticed o
that Favour,

[ own I am very well pleafed to hear the Dector’s
Declaration in Favour of the Snecefion i il Honfz

i, Becaule, whenever our Sins fhall be the Occe-
[ton ot our lofing the byt of Queens, the Sccurity of
our Neligion and L.oeitics for our Pefferity depends
poa it

Bue I a licde wondery that he appeals to God that
in this Serice he had fincere Tntentions to cxert bis
beft Endeavenrs foir the Sceurity of the Queen, and
the Pretoftant Succelien. 1 bope he 1s hearty for
both, but fure, his beft Ludeavenrs tor them are not
excirled 1 this Serii,

As for the Qrecrr, [ have {poke already.

As for the Suceeflion, 1 own myfelt entire'y at a
Lofs, i what partot the Sermon 1t 15, that he has
excrred any Lndeavour at all for the Secoiisy of the
Fioteftant Sncceffioir : 1 do not find any thing that I
apprehend can concern it, except thatr Place where he
ridicufes the Notion of any Right to the Crown,
but an Heredizary Right,

THE COUNCIL having in great meafure
declined that Head about Mreftang and perverting
divers Tests and Paflages of foly Scripture, and
feeming to promife thar the Dottor fhould give Sa-
tisfaction thereins I was in great Expeclation of
bis Perferinance there s but am miferably difap-
pointed, and cannot but be in fome Confufion for
the Doflor 3 tho’ he feems to have entre Satisfaction
111 brinfelf,

His Conduct upon this Claufe, from firft to laft,
amazes me.

His Anfwer put i before your Lordfhips to the
Charge of the Conunons, 1s throughont cvafive and
reflecting 5 but in this part of it there is a Aaffer-
piece of Equivecation and Malice, to avoid either
eonfelfing or denying the Charge, and to caft an Odiui
on the Coimnons as Perfecutors of the Clergy.

The Words are thele:

¢ Hard is the Lot of the Minilters of the Go-
“ fpel, if when they cite the 7Pord of God in their
“ general Iixhortations to Piety and Firtue 5 or in
“ Reproof of Mens Tranigreflions, or where they
¢ are lamenting the Diffculties and Conflicts with
¢ which the Church ot Chrift wbilff militant here
““ on Barth, mafl always Rrugale s the feveral Texts

| ¢ and

2
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« and Paffages by them cited, fhall be faid to have
« been by them meant of particular Perfons and
«« Things, and fhall be confidered in the molt cri-
« minal Senfe, and be made by fuch Conftru@ion,
«« one Ground of an Impeachment for High Crimes
« and Mifdemeanors.”

Thele are the Words of his Anfwer; and give
me leave to afk, Do they deny, or do they confefs
the Charge ¢

Neither- But are an Appeal to the Paffions of
the People, among it whom it has been {o sndufirionfly
and #rregufarly difperfed,

Yet I dare fay every anwary Reader took the
Do¢tor to have deny’d this Charge, and felt fome
Indignation againit the Commons for making it

My Lords, he has now come upon his 7rial, he
has been charged boine upon this Head.

And permit me to fay, there cannot be a beavier
Charge upon a Minifter of the Gofpel, nor more af-
feéling to any one that has not abandoned all Pre-
tence to Gosmon Honefly.

Give me leave to meniton fome of thofe folem
Words, wheremn a Pricft receives his Orders. *¢ Re-
“ ceive tac Holy Ghoft, for the Office and Work of
“ a Prich iu the Church of God; and be thou
« faithful Difpenfer of the IWord of Ged, and of his
“ Sacraments, i the Nawe of the Faticr, of the
«“ Son, aid of the Holy Ghoff.”

This Crime tocrefore, when committed by a Pideff,
is betraying that jacred Trif repofed in him with his
holy Orgirs 5 *us ferging the Authority of God, ’tis
aftuming a Superiority over the dfpired Writeis, if
not over Him that infpired them.

The Doctor therefore, thatis feufible (as he fays)
of the Load of Guilt and Infamy the Charge of the
Coimmons lays upou bim, and whereof this is {urely the
heavieft Part 3 What does he fay to this ?

He fays, if be be guilty be is 19 anfwer it at another
Tribunal, where be is to be judged by thafe Sciiptures.

My Lords, fo be is to anfever at that great T7ibu-
ial for every Branch of this prefent Charge.

Butis this all ¢ Is he neglivent of his Reputation in
#0 other Inflance bui 2his, thatis the tendereft and
moft affeiting ?

Or will he thus give bimfelf up for a Falfifer of
the Word of God, and yet have the Confidence 1o
hope for any Reputation, or any Capacity of doing
good in preaching it ?

Is it thus the Dignity of the Sacred Order s to be
fupported ?

Is this the Caufe of the Church, and of Chrifia-
#ity 2 And are they wound up in the Fate of an -
poftor and falfe Prophet ?

Pardon the Warmth of Exprefion 5 his wot faying
a Word to the Charge, owns all this.

My Lords, It is true (as the Doftor has faud)
the Sacred Order, the Church and Chriftianity are
concerned in this Caufe 5 but 'us, that they may be
clear’d from the Repreach brought upon them by

this unhappy Mun,
But if he be feif-condenned, if he dare not open bis

Mouth on this Subject, how dare he declare lus Hopes,
that thofe of your Lordfbips, whofe Studies more
particularly lead that way, fhould acquit him?

My Lords, He has made an Appearance before
your Lordfhips in a manuer very extraordinary, not
only as in a Defence of a Profecution, but as ina njoft
Jolemn A of Devotion, before the meft Auguft Ju-
dicature on FLarth, appealing to @ yet greater in

Heaven.
But with what Sincerny! what Candor ! or what

Senfe of that which he has done!
Yoi. V.

v %
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I am amazed, that a Perfon in boly Orders, in
his diftinguithing Habit, before this awful Affembly,
fhould dare to-take the tremendonts Name of Geod
tnto his Lips, ‘and appeal to him for the Sincerity
and Integrity of his Heart, at that very Time when
he flands charged with bis black Crime, and is nei-
ther able to repel it, nor has the Sincerity and Ho-
nefty to repent, to take Shame upon himfelf in the
moft publick manfier, and to a% Pardon of God and
the IVorid for it,

But whiie he can thus, with fuch Affurance as
your Lordfhips have feen, and mow fee, face out
fuch a Crime, and be equivocating and playing double
with your Lordfhips, with God Almighty, and his
own Confcience; what Regard 1s to be had to his
molt folesnn Proteflations ¢ His manifeft Infincerity in
this plain Point, leaves him no Credit in any thing s
and bis having taken the Abjuration Oath, gives me
not the lealt Difficulty, after what { have obferved
of his more folcian Oath before your Lordfhips.

My Lords, The juft Veneration we owe to the
Divine Majefly, (for the Doctor’s Behaviour has made
that #ew part of the Cafe) the Honour of Chriftianity,
the Church and its Holy Orders, the Security of the
prefent Efablifbinent and the Proteffant Succeffion, the
Safcty of her Majefly’s Perfon, the Quiet of her Go-
veriment, the Duty we owe to her as our Severeign,
the Gratitude for her mott gracicus Adiminiftration, the
Hononr of our Prelates, the Obligations we are under
to prevent Seditions and Tumults, 1o undeceive the
People, to guict the Mindsof the Proseflant Diffenters,
and convince them that the Toleration allowed them
by Law is #ot to be Laken away from them, to fecure
at picfent, and tranfit 1o our Pofterity (as far as in
us lies) our Religion and Liberties, and vindicate the
Revolution (which 1s the Foundation on which they
ftand) and the Glory of our late Royal Deliverer, to
whom, under God, weowed it 3 and to banifh Sedi
tion from the Pulpit, which 75, and ever ought tg
be facred to Divine Purpofes, REQUIRIL the
Commons to demand your Lordfbips Judgment on
this Offender.

Bat, my Lords, be obferves fo far rightly, that
bis Punifhment 1s not all we aim ar.

No, my Lords,—~—What we expect from your
Lordfhips Juftice, 75, the fuppsrtiug our Effablifp-
menty the preventing all Attempts to fap 1ts Founda-
tion, and anfwering thole other great Purpefes | have
mentioned 53 and I hope the Clergy will be safiruéted,
not to preach the Do@rine of Submiffion in fuch man-
aer as to prepare the way to Rebellion, but to follow
the Advice and Example of my Lord Archbifhop of
York, rather than tread in the Steps of Dottor §a-

cheverell,
And we doubt not, but that thefe to whom our

Proceedings have been fo induftrionfly mifreprefented,
will fee and ewn the Favour fhewn to this Man, in
the manner of the Charge; and onr Care for the
Hynenr of the Church and Clergy, in fingling out for
an Example for thefe impious Attempts againlt hig
Country, him that now plainly appears the Shame
of his own Order.

Lord Nottingham, My Lords, I defire your Opi-
nion, whether I may propofe a Queftion to the

Judges bere. ..
Thereupon the Lords, being moved to adjourn,

adjourned to the Houfe of Lords; and being re-
turned, and feated as Lefore, Proclamation was

made for Silence.
Note, During this Adjenrnment, the Lords on

Debate agreed, That the Queftion fhonld be
propofed in Weltminfter-Hall.
5N 2 Lord
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-Lord Neitizghzz, My Lords, The
humbiy propofe to vour Lordfhips, thar
L0y prot !

Queflion I

Y my Noble
Lerd on the Weolfack may propefe to the Reverand
Jueges, 15, Whether by the Law of England, and
coniczne Practice in all Profecutions, &y IndiGZment or
Lzfermatisy for Crimesand Mifdemeanors by Writ-
ing or Spezking, the particular Words, fuppofed o
b2 Criminal, muoft not ba exprefly fpecifieq in fuch
lzinZment er Information ?

Tomm toe Lords wwere moved to adjsurn, ond -
cerdsigly adjournzd to the: Houfe of Lards;
and beirg returned, and. feated s befere, Pro-
tlematisn was made for Silence.

z7d Chancellor. 1 take it, the Queftion that
vour Liordfhips are of Opinion to afk the Judges
ior them o give an Anfwer to, is, Whether by
the Law of Englend, and conftant Pradice in 4l
Profccutions, by IndiGment erInfermation for Crimes
arnd’ Mudemeanors by Writing or Speaking, the
pariicular Words, fuppofed to be Criminal, muft
net be exprefly fpecified in fuch lndiFmenr or [n-
frriciisn £

Mr. Bzrer Lszell. My Lords, I have always
taken iz to be fo, and by conftant Experience we
have praciis®d it fo, thar all Words 2nd Writings,
which are fuprofed o be Criminal, ouchr to be ex-
prefly mentioned in the Information or IndiGment.

Nr. Fzfice Dormzr. Ny Lords, I am of Opinion,
‘That by the Laws of Englend, and conftant Practice
1 zll Profecations, by Indi&ment or Informarion
i6r Crimes and Mifdemeanors in Wrizing or Speak-
ing, the particular Words lsippofed to be Criminal,
cugat to be {pcaify’d ia fuch IndiGment or Infor-
mailox, in the Cours of IZ¢fminjier- Hall,

Mr. Bzrea Bary, My Lords, 12m of the fame
Opinton with my Brothers.

Mr. F#iics Tracy. Ny Lords, I am of the fame
Opizion.

Mr. Fziice Genld, My Lords, Iam of the fame
Opinion. It 1s our Pr: “ce in the King’s Bzuch
and we {pecify the Words in the Indictmen:, or it
15 Canfe of Demuorrer.

Mr. Fulice Blemcowz. My Lords, I am of the
{ame Opinion with my Brothers.

Mr. 7ufice Poxys. My Lords, I am of the fame
Opinion.

"Mr. Fufficz Peazell
Lrgland s cermainly fo.

Lord Coizf Bargn, My Lords, I am of the
izme Opinion.

Lord CEief Frfiice Trever. My Lords, Tam of
the famc Oprnien,. That by the Laws of Englend
the Words ought to be fpecify’d in the Indi@ment
or Informaticn. ‘

My Lords, The Law of

Tben the Lerds adjeurmed fo the Houfe ¢of Lords,
as 5.-:7‘?;:' £.

Note, b2 Lords did 15t come again into W eftmin_
fter-Hall *#f/ Monday bz 205 of this Moath
of Marchs but in order to the Delivery of their

" Opizites, did on fome of- the intermediate
come 1o thefe following Refolutions, viz.

Jaizraay, March 11,

Refolved by the Lords Spirirual and Temporal-
m Parhament Affernbled, Thar this Honfe will pro-
ceed 1o the Determination of the Impeachment of

Days .

O Ann,
Doltor Heury Sackeverell, according to the Law of

the Land; and tbe Law and Ufage of Parliameyy
Tuefday, March 14.

It is Refolved by the Lords Spiritual  and Tem-
poral in Parliament Aflembled, That by the Lazy
aird Ufege of Parliament, in Prof; ecutions by 7.
peachments for High Crimes and Mifd meanors, by
Writing or Speaking, the particular Words fupnofed
t0 be Criminal are wot nzceffary to be exprefly foe-
city’d in fuch Lmpeachments. ]

It is Ordered by the Lords Spirittal and TFem.
poral in Parliament Affembled, Thar op Thutiilay
next, at Eleven a Clock, this Houfe fhall procew
upon the Impeachment of Henyy Sﬂfbewreﬂ, Dodtor

1n Divinity, Article by Article.
Touifdar, March 16,

It 15 Refolved by the Lords Spiritual nnd*Tcmpo-
ral 1n Parliament Affembled, That the Commaong
have made good their firft Arricle of Impeachment
againft Henry Sacheverall, Dotor in Divinity,

Friday, March 17,

The like Queftions were feverally put concorn-
ing.the Srcond, Third, and Fourth Articles, and
{everally Refolved in the Afirmative,

It 15 Refolved by the Lords Spiritual and Tem-
poral in Parliament Aflembled, Thar the Commons
have made good the Second, Third and Fousth Ar.

ticles of their Impeachment sgainft Henry Sache.
veredl, Dodtor in Divinity.

Saturday, March 18.

It is Ordered by the Lords Spiritual and Tem-
poral in Parllament Affembled, Thar the Queftion
to he put to each Lord in P fmisifrer- Hall fhall be,

Is Henry Sacheverell, Docor in Divinity, Guiliy
of High Crimesand Mifdemeanors, charged omhim
by the Impeachment of the Houfz of Commons 2

And the Anfwer thereunto thall be; Guilty, or Nbt
Guilty, only,

Monday, Maich 20,

The Lords coming down from 77:fminfter- Hali,
and being feated in the manner before-mentioned,
Proclamation‘was made by the Serjeant at Arms as
follows :

Our Sovereign Lady the Queen doth ftridtly
Charge and Ccmmand all manner: of Pérfons to-
keep-Siience, upon Pain-of Imprifonment.

Then another Proclamation was made- Heyry
Sacheverell, Dottor in Divinity, come forth; fave thee
and:thy Bail, clfe thou forfeizeft thy Recognizarice:

The Doltor appearing at the Bar accordingly,
with his Council, as before : ‘

Lord-Chancellsr. Your Lordfhips having' fully
heard-and: confidered” of the Evidence and*—ﬂi‘gu—
ments 1n this Cafe, have agreed: upon-a Queftion; -
which Is {everally to be put to-your ‘Lordfhips in
the ufval Order. The Queftion is' this, That
Dotor Heiry Sacheverell is Guilty of High Crimes -
and Mi{demeanors; charged-on him by the Impeach-
ment of the Houfe of Commons.-

Lord Chaucellor. Lord Pelbam, What is your'
Lordthip’s' Opinion s Is Doftor' Henry Sackeversl!

4 Guiley
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Guilty of ngh Crimes and Mifdemeanors, charged
on him by the Impeachment of the Houfe of Com-

ons? _
[.ord Pelbam, Gulty,

The fame Queltion was feverally put to the reft,
whoft Names and Votes are as follow.

Loid Hervey, Guilty.

Tord Coraway, Not Guilty.

Lovd Geernfey, Not Gmlty

Toid Hallifax, Guilty.

Lord Haveifham, Not Guilty.
Lord Herdert, Gulty.

Lord Wefton, Not Guilty.

Lord Leimpfier, Not Guilty.
Lord Guilford, Not Guilty.
Lord\Stawell, Not Guilty..

Lord Dartmouth, Not Guilty.
Lord Qffulfton, Guilty. .

Lord /Ofborne, Not Guilty.
Logd Craven, Not Guilty.

td Corawallis, Guilty.

Lord Berkeley of Stratton, Not Guilty.
Lord Lexington, Not Guilty,
Lord Rockinghain, Guilty.

Lord Calepeper, Guily,

Lord Byiein, Guilty,

Lord szgb Not Guiity.

Lord Mshun, Guilty.

Lord Howard of Efcrick, Not Guilty.
Lord Hunfdon, Guilty.

Lord Chandos, Not Guilty.

Lord Nerthand Gr ay, Nnt Guilty.
Lord Paget, Guilty.

Lord Willoughby of Broke, Not Guiity.
Lord Fitzwalter, Guiity.

Lord- Ferrers, Not Guilty.

Lord Dela Har, Guilty.

Bithop of St. Afaph, Guilty.
Bithop'of Norwich, Guilty.
Bithop of Chefter, Not Guilty.
Bllhop of Lincoln, Guilty.

Bithop of Bath and H/EHI ‘Not Gmlt)
Blfhop of Oxford, Guilty.
Bithop of Peterboraugh, Guilty.
Bithop of Ely, Guilty.

Brﬂw of Sarum, Guilty.

Blfhc: of Robefter, N0t Gmlty
Bllhop of Durbam, Not Guilty.
Bifhop of" Lendeii, Not Guilty.
Lord V lcount #Weyuouth Not Guilty:
Lord Vifcount -S'ay “and Selz; Not Guilty.
Earl of [flay, Guilty.

Earl of Glafgow, Guilty.

Earl of® Rifeberry, Guilty.

Earl of Séafields; Guilty.

Earl' of Orkney; Guﬂry

Earl of Nar!bgﬂ', Not Guilty.
Farl of - Leven, Guilty:

Earl of #4mes, Not Guilty.

Earl of Loutloun; Guilty.

Eirl of Mar, Not Guilty.

Earl of- Crawjbrd Guilty.
Earlof Chiliiiley, Guiilty.

arl Paa:bier, Not Guailey.

Earl of W’barta::, Guilty.

Earl of Greeiitiich;, Guilty:

Earl of Grantham, Guilty.

Earl of Ferfey, Not Guilty. -

Earl of Orford, Guilty.

Earl'of Bradford, Giilty.

Earl of Warrington, Guilty.’

| Guley
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Earl of -S‘mrborazfgb Not Guilty, .
Earl of Portlaid, Guilty.
Earl of Plymouth; Not Guilty,

Earl of Haldermg/}, Guiley.
Earl of Abingtoin, Not Guilty.

" Barl of Rochefter, Not Guilty.

Earl of Nottingbam, Not Guilty.
Earl of Berkek_y, Guilty,

Earl of Yarmouth; Not Guilty,

Earl of Radnor, Gul]ty

Earl of Suffes, Not Guiley,

Earl of Caslifle, Guilty.

Earl of Anglefey, Not Guilty.

Earl of Scarfdale, Not Guilty.

Earl of Sunderlond, Guilty.

Earl of Thanet, Not Guiley.

Earl of Winchelfea, Guilty.

Earl of Stamferd, Guilty.

Ear] Rivers, Guilty.

arl of Berkfbire, Not Guilty.

Farl of Manchefter, Gailty.

Earl of Weftmorland, Gutlty.

Earl of Denbigh, Not Guiley.

Earl of Nortbampton, Not Guilty.
Earl of Lefcefter, Guilty. |
Earl of Bridgewater, Guilty.

Earl of Dorfer and Middlefes, Guilty.
Earl of Linccln, Guilty. .

Earl of Pembroke, Not Guilty,

Earl of Derdy, Guilty.

Marquis of Dorchefter, Gmity.

Lord Chamberlain of the Houthold, Guily,
Duke of Dover, Guilty.

Duke of Rexborongh, Guilty.

Duke of Montrefs, Guilty.

Duke Hamilton, Not Guilty.

Duke of Buckinghamfbire, Not Guilty.
Duke of Bedford, Guilty.

Duke of Leeds, Not Guilty.

Duke of Shrewfbityy, Not Guilty.
Duke Schoinberg, Guilty.

Duke of Boltsn, Guilty.

Duke of St. Albans, Guﬂt

Diuke of Nertbumber land, Not Guiley.
Duke of Beaufor:, Not Guﬂty '
Duke of Ormond, Not Guilty.

Duke of Graftoir, Guiley.

Duke of Richmond, Guilty.

Duke of Cleavelandand Senthanipton,, Guilty.
Lord Steward, Guilty.

Lord Privy. Sca] Guilty,

F.ord Prefident, Guﬂty

Lord Treafurer._. Guiley.

Archbifhop of York, Not Guilty.
Lord Chancellor, Guilty.

Then [oise Time being [pent by'the Lord Chancellor
in mmbring the Opinions of the Lords :

Lord Chancellor. My Lords, I have caft them up
with as much Exa&nefs as I cany and I find thae
there are’ of your Lordihips prefent in all One
Hundred Twenty one; of thefe Sixty Nine of
your Lordfhips have found Dr, Henry Sacheverell
of the High Crimes and Mifdemeanors
charged on him by the Impeachment of the Houfe
of Commons, and Fifty Two have found him Not

- Guiiey.

Then Dr. Heirry Sacheverell was brought to the

Bar, and kneel’d till he was bid to ftand up by the
Lord Chancellor.

Lord Chaiicellor. Dr. Hemry Sacheverel], The
Lords having fully confidered of your Cafe, have
found
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found you Guilty of High Crimes and Mifdemea-
nors, charged on you by the Impeachment of the
Houfe of Commons.

Dr. Sacheverell. My Lords, One of your Lord-
thips Officers acquainted me, that it was your
Lordfhips Order, That neither I nor my Counfel
might have the Privilege of ftanding at the Bar
while your Lordthips were giving your Opinions
whether I was Guilty of the Crimes laid to my
Charge 3 by which Means I was prevented from
offering feveral Matters to your Lordfhips Confi-
deration in Arreft of Judgment, which I now beg
leave to offer to your Lordfhips Confideration, and
I defire my Counfel might be heard to them,

The firft 1s, That no entire Claufe, Sentence or
Expreflion, contained in either of my Sermons or
Dedications, is particolarly fec forth in my Im-
peachment, which I have already heard the Judges
declare to be neceflary in all Cafes of Indictments
or Informations.

I defire to add another Exception, That the Im-
peachment 1s by the Knights, Citizens and Bur-
gefles, CommifTioners of Shires and Burghs, in the
Name of themfelves, and of all the Commons of
Great Britain 3 but the Articles are only by the
Knights, Citizens and Buroefles, in the Name of
Themfelves, and of all the Commons of Grear
Britain 3 which isneither agreeable to the Impeach-
ment, nor to the Title of the Houfe of Commons
fince the happy Union,

Then the Lords adjourncd to the Houfe of
Lords,

\Where they took into Confideration the Matter
moved by Dr. Sachevercl] in Arreft of Judgment;
and thereupon ordered,

That this Houfe will) to-morrow, at eleven of
the Clock, take into Confideration what Cenfure
to pafs upon the faid Dr. Henry Sacheverell,

Tuefday, March 21,

The Lords, upon I -bate in the Houfe of Lords,
agreed upon the Juugment to be pafled in this
Cafe upon Dr, fenry Sacheverell, in the Form
hereafter mentioned.

Wednefday, March 22. in the Houfe of Lards,

A Meffage was fent to the Houle of Commons,
to acquaine them, That the Lords are ready to
give Judgment in the Cafe of Henry Sacheverell,
Doctor in Divinity, if they with their Speaker will
come and demand the fame,

Thurfday, March 23. in the Houfe of Lords,

A Meflage was brought from the Houfe of Com-
mons, to acquainc the Houfe of Lords, That the
Houle of Commouns, with their Speaker, do in-
tend immediately to come to the Houfe of Lords,
to demand Judgment againlt Dr. Henry Sache-
verell 3 and theretore defire that the Painted-Cham-
ber, and Paffage to the Houle (of Lords) may be
cleared.

The Meffengers were called in and told, the
Lords would give Order as defired.

Which was done accordingly,

- Then the IHoufe of Lords adjourned during
Pleafure to Robe.

And being refumed,

The Commons, with their Speaker, being pre-
fent at the Bar of the Houle of Lords,

The Deputy Gentleman-Uther of the Black-Reg
brought the Prifoner to the Bar, who after loy
Obeifances made, kneel’d, until the Lord Chap.
ccllor bid him ftand up.

Then the Speaker faid as followeth, viz.
| My Lords, The Knights, Citizens and Burgeffes
in Parllament Affembled, in the Name of thep. -
fclves, and of all the Commons of Great Britain,
did at this Bar Impeach Dr. Hewry Sacheverell of
High Crimes and Mifdemeanors, and did exhibi
Articles of Impeachinent aeamft him, and have
made good the fame

I do thercfore, in the Name of the Knighs,
Citizens and Burgefles in Parliament Affembled,
and of all the Commons of Great Britain, demand
Judgment of your Lordfhips againt Dr, Henry
Sacheverell, for the faid High Crimes and Mifde-
Meanors.

Then the Lord Chancellor faid,

Mr. Speaker, The Lords are now ready to pro.
ceed to Judgment in the Cale by you mentioned.

Dr. Sacheverell, the Lords having found you
Gutlty of High Crimesand Mitdemeanors, charged
on you by the Impeachment of the Houfe of Com-
mons; and you being thereupon admitted to the
Bar, and acquainted thereswith, moved two Things
n Arrefl of Judgment,

Firlt, That no entire Claufe of ecither of the
Books or Sermons referred to in the Impeachment,
1s {pecify’d, or parcicularly fei forth, in any of the
Articles of Impeachment.

Sccondly, Thart in the Title of the Articles ex-
hibited by the Commons, the Stile of the Com-
mons run thus,

“ The Knights, Citizens and Burgefles 1 Parlia-
“ ment Affembled, in the Name of themielves,
‘““ and of all the Commons of Gieat Britain, &c.”
Omitting the Words, Commiflioners of Shires and
Burghs.

I am to acquaint you, That the Lords took thefe
Points into Confideration.

I. And as to the Firlt, they found,

That on Occalion of the Queltion before put
to the Judges in Weftminfler-Hall in this Cale,
and their Anfwer thereto, their Lordfhips had
belore fully  debated and conlidered of that
Matter, and had come to the following Refolu-
tion :

That this Houfe will proceed to the Determi-
nation of the Impeachment of Dr. Henry Sacheve-
refl, according to the Law of the Land, and the
Law and Ufage of Parliament.

And after, to this Refolution ;

That by the Law and Ufage of Parliament, in
Profecutions by Ingeachments for High Crimes and
Mifdemeanors, by Writing or Speaking, the par-
ticular Words fuppofed to be criminal are not
neceflary to be exprefly [pacified in fuch Impeach-
ments.

So that, in their Lordfhips Opinion, the Law
and Ufage of the High Court of Parliament be-
ing a Part of the Law of the Land, and that Ufage
not requiring the Words fhould be exprefly fpeci-
fied 1n Dmpeachments, the Anfwer of the Judges,
which related only to the Courfe ufed in [udiéi-
ments and Informations, does not 1n the leaft affect
your Cafe.

II. As to the Second,

Their Lordfhips finding, that in the A& made

in the Sixth Year of Her now Majelty, For ren-
; dering

J
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dering the Union of the two Kingdoms more entive and
compleat, the Terms Commilloners of Shires and
Kuights of the Shires, Couniniffioners of Boroughs and
Burgeffes, are ufed as fynonymous Terms, fignify-
ing the fame Thing 5 they were clearly of Opinion
there can be no Weight in that Excention, and ac-
cordingly over-ruled the fome ;5 without entring in-
to the farther Confideration, how far a Miftake in
the Title of the Articles, would viciate or avoid
an Impeachment, 1f fuch a Miftake had  hap-
pened.

So that the Lords ind themfelves obliged by Lasw
to proceed to Judgment agamit you, which I am
ordered to pronounce.

And in which you cannot but obferve an ex-
treme Tendernefs towards your Charalter, as a
Minitter of the Charch of Iongfaid,

Therefore this High Court doth adjudge as fol-
Joweth,

Thet you Tleory Sacheveredl, Poor in Divinity,
foadl dey and you are leiedy cuporiiod it 10 preach
duwtig the Teri of tlhive Jears next cifuing,

That yeur teoo printad Serions, reforred 10 by the
Tinpeachiicnt of tie Lloufec of Commeirsy fhall o¢ burnt
before the Royal Exchange in London, delween toe
Hours of cie aird dwon of the Clecky it the twenty-
feventh dav of this inflent Mavea, £y toe Hands of
the coiien [anowan, in the Profeice of the Lord
Mayci of the City of London, ad the Sheviffs of
Londen axd diddliiex.

Thon the Spealer with the Commons returned
to their 1loule; and Dr, Secbevere!! bang with-
drawn,

The Houfe was adjourncd during Pleafure to

unrobe.

The Houfe was refumed.

It is Ordered by the Lords Spiritual and Tem-
poral in Parliument aficmbled, That Dr. Heary
Sachzverell’s two printed Sermons, one preached
at Deroy Aflizes, and the other at St Pail’s, Lon-
do, reforred to by the Impeachment of the Houfe
of Commons, fhali bz burnt befre the Royal- Ex-
coaige in I endon, buvween the Hours of one and
two of the Clock, oath: feven and twenticth day
of this infrant Aleich, by the Hands of the com-
mon Hanaman, in the Prefence of tee Lord Mayor

of the City of London, and the Sheriffs of Londor
and Middlefex.

To the Lord Mayor of the City of
London, and the Sheriffs of
London and Middlefex.

The Houfe taking into Confideration a Judg-
ment and Decree of the Univerlity of Oxford,
pafled in their Convocation the one and twenticth
of Fuly, one thoufand fix hundred eighty-three,
given in Evidence by Dr, Heiry Sacheverel! at his
Trial, upon the Impeachment of the Houfe of
Commons, and thereupon lately reprinted ; It is
Refolved by the Lords Spirttual and Temporal in
Parltament affembled, That the fud Judgment
and Decree contains in it feveral Politions contrary
to the Conftitution of cthis Kingdom, and de-
ftructive to the Proteftant Succeffion as by Law
citablithed,

It is thereupon Ordered by the Lords Spiritual
and Temporal in Parltament affembled, That
the faid Judgment and Decree, lately printed
and publifthed in a Book or Pamphlet, enti-
tled, i eitive Confutation of N, Hoadly’s
Book of the Original of Governiicnty taker fioi
the London Guazette, publifbed by Authoiity ;
London, Reprinted in the 1ear 1710. {hall
be burnt by the Hands of the common Hang-
man, in the Prefence of the Sherifis of Landon
and Adidilefex 5 at the fame Tiune and Pace,
when and where the Sermens of Dr, Heiiy
Sacheverell are ordered to be burnt,

To the Sheriffs of London
aind Middlelex.

It is Ordered by the Lords Spiritual and Tem-

poral in Parlinment affembled, That the Lord
Fhgh Chancellor of Gireat DBiitaiin do give
Order for the printing and publithing the
Trial of Flenry Sacheverell, Doctor m Divi-
nity 3 and that no other Perion do prefume
to print the fame, And further, "That the
Jalt mentioned Refolution and Order agreed
on this Day, be printed at the End of the

{atd Trial.

The Lord Haverthams Sescen in the Houfe of Lords, on the firft Article
of the Tmpeachment of Dr. Henry Sacheverell.

My LorbDs,

HEN [ confider whare this Impeach-

ment firft began, [ cannot but think the
Defign of it was very good s bur whatever it
was, in its irflt Intendment, it s very evident,
it-has already produced very mifchicvous Lffedts
it has created great Difturbances in private Fa-
milics, and Tumults among the People 5 and
raifed a Ferment in the Nation, that will not
be laid by your Lordfhips Judgment, let that be
what it will.” It has been a two-edged Mifchief s
giving the Church on the onc fide, and the Dif-
fenter on the other, too juit Apprchenfion, that
they are both in danger. Nor can this be won-

dered ar, when your Lordfhips have been told,
by {fome of the Managers, of a pretended Divine
Right of the Church; and when it has been
more than hinted by the Managers of the Houlte
of Commons, That the Clergy ought -to be di-
rected by the Civil Power, what Doltrine they
fhould teach: Nay, when they bave authorita-
tively taken upon them to interpret Scripture, and
charged 1t as a Crime upon a Miniller, that he
had wrefted feveral Places of it to his own wicked

Intentions.,
My Lords, Alter {o noble a Defence made for
the Doctor by his Counfel, and fo great and
moving
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moving an Apology by himfelf, I thould not trou-
ble your Lordfhips upon this Occafion, were it
not more in Juftification of myfelf, for the Jude-
ment I fhall give, than for the fake of the Dotor,
whofc Caufe, 1 think, now ftands in very little
need of it.

I was, my Lords, a Sufferer in the late Reigns,
as well as otherss T was 1o the Convention-Par-
liament, and in the Vote of Abdication ; and am,
at this day, ot the fame Principle I was then ; and
yet, notwithftandine this, I am not athamed to
fay to your Lordfhips, that I think myfelf obliged,
i Juftice, to acquit the Doétor from the Charge
brought againft him in this Article.  And the?
this niay feem ftrange to fome of your Lordfhips,
yet, 1 hope, it will not appear {o very firange as
to fee Bifhops vote agamnft their own Doétrines,
and Diflenters in the midtt of a Mob, that are pul-
ling down Meeting-Houfes s efpecially, after the
Reafons I fhall ofter to your Lordfhips for the
Support of my Opinion,

[ tha!l not trouble your Lordfhips about the Ori-
ginal of Government, or the divers Forms of it ;
your Lordfhips heard that learnedly difcourfed on
by one of the Munagers of the Houf: of Commons
below : But there is one thing, My Lords, that if
my Memory ferves me rizhr, that Gentleman
omitted, and it 15 a Matter too that I take to be of
the greateflt Conlequence to any Government what-
{foever @ IT'mean, the Divine Appointment, or In-
ftitution of Government itfelf 5 from which Ap-
pomtment 1t is, that Men aie obhiged o Obedience
to the Magiftrate, not only for Wrath, or Fear of
him, but for Confcience-fake, for Dread of a fu-
ture Punithment, which is the greateft Security the
Magiftrate has. And I the rather mention this,

ccaufe of Nowions that fome People have of late
advanced of their own, (and have found their Ad-
vantage too in fo doing) ot a difcretionary Obe-
tience only 5 that is, mm my Opinion, whillt the
Government is for them, they will be for it 5 and
think themielves bound to obey no longer. It is
not neceflary, to the i ool of this Divine Autho-
vity, to fix the jult Time and Place, when, and
where, and how che Knowledoe of it was firft
communtcated to Mankind : It 1s enough, thar we
have 1t as exprefly, as plunly, and as clearly
declared, as can be putc into Words, that it i
fo.

There is another thing, My Lords, that in ge-
neral, I would mention to your Lordfhips, be-
fore 1 come to the Article itfelf, which may other-
wife be the Occafion of fome Miftake in this
Debate 5 we are not now judging according to
our own Notions of Politicks, or dctermining
how far Refiftance or Non-Refiltance is lawful,
It would be a ftrange Rule of Judgment, to find
any Man guilty for the fuke of one’s own private
Opinion, and for the ecflablithing a Doérine
which he likes, and his Neighbour dozs not,  Bue
the only Queftion before your Lordfhips is, whe-
ther, and how far, the Houfe of Commons have
made good their Charge again(t the Dodtor.  And,
] take Diberty to fay plainly to your Lordfhips,
that, in my Opinion, they have been very far
from making good their Charge againft him in
this Article.

My Lords, to prevent the lealt Miftake, I fhall
read the Words of the Article to your Lordfhips,
as they ftand in che Impeachment.

“ He, the faid Henry Sacheverell, in his faid
““ Sermon preach’d at St, Paul’s, doth fuppeft
““ and maintain, That the neceffary Means ufeqd

"¢¢ 10 bring about the faid happy Revolution, were

‘“ odious and unjuftifiable : That his late Majetty,
¢ 1n his Declaration, difclaim’d the lealt Imputa-
““ tion of Refiftance, and that ta impute Refiftance
““ to the fard Revolution, 1s to caft black and odi-
““ ous Colours upon his late Majefty and the faid
‘“ Revelation.”

‘Tne Doctor in this Article is charged with
having  maintained, That the neceffary Divaus
wfed to bring about the late buppy Revolution,
were odions and unjuflificdle, To fupport  this,
the Commons fay, ‘That having afltrred the gi-
neral Propofition of the Unlawtulnefs of Refit-
ing the Supreme Power, and not having ex-
cepted the particular Cafe of Refitance that was
made ufe of as a Means to bring about the late
happy Revolations he does thereby retlect both
upon the Means, and wvpon the faid Revolu-
tion, In Anfwer to this, there have been wo
Things inhited uvpon to your Lordfhins, in be-
half ot the Doctor, by his Counfel @ Firtt, That
in Cafes of fuch a Natre as this, the Exception
15 always imply’d in the general Rule; and there
was a very umanfwerable  Inflance broughe in
Proot of this, at leaft to moft of your Lord-
fhips 5 it was the Oath of Allegiance 1o King
James,  All thole that took that Oath, took i
in general Words, and yet fuch an extraordinary
Cafe as the Revolution was excepted, tho’ not
exprefsd by thofe that took that Oath, The
next was, the Doctor, fay they, would have
been Jullly more blam’d, had he mention’d all
:he Cales of Exception, which extraordinary Cafes
ought to anfwer for themielves, whenever they
fall out.

And tho’, My Lords, thefe two be a lull Anfiver,
yet there are two things more, 1 think, with Sub-
miffion, may be added to i, which have not as
yet been taken notice of.

The firft 15, My Lords, That the Proof againtt
the Doftor 15 drawn by Confequences of the Com-
mons own making, which he himfelf difowns ;
and T apopeal to that Reverend and Learned Bench,
who are great Mafters of Controverfy, whether
it 1s not an eftablifh’d Rule amongtt all Iearned
Men that have the leaft Spark of Ingenuity, That
no Man ought to be charged with Confequences,
let them appear to his Adverfury never fo clearly
and undeniably to follow from his Aflertion,
when he himfelf denies thofe Confequences,  This
is fo known a Maxim, in all Difputes between
Proteftants and Papilts, and between Proteftants
theinfelves, that it cannot be denied, Now, the
Doctor himfelt” denying, as he does, that he had
the lealt Thought of including the Revolution un-
der his general Aflertion, or that he apply’d his
Doctrine of Non-Refiftance to that Cafe, can-
not, withour the higheft [njuftice, be charged
with Confequences which he himfelf utterly des
DS, *

In the next place, 1t is impoflible, in my Opi-
nion, to prove that Refiftance was made ufe of
as @ Means to bring about the late happy Revolu-
tion 3 and, confequently, is not within the Doftor’s
general Maxim.

Means, My Leords, s a relative Term, and re-
fers to fome End; and the End and Defign of

the
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the Prince of Orange in his coming hither, and of too, efpecially the Lutherans, have afferted the

thofe that join’d him when he was here, being to
have the Nation and Rightful Succeffion fecur’d by
a Free Parliament, it follows, that whatever Force
was at that Time made ufe of, could not be made
ufe of as a Means to bring about an End which was
never intended,

Far be it from me, My Lords, to leflen the
great Undertaking to deliver us from Popery and
Arbitrary Power 3 and tho’ the Glory of that En-
terprize is wholly attributed to King William, *tis

fame Do&rine of Non-Refiftance to the Su-
preme Power, as Dr. Sacheverell has 5 1 think it
the Fardeft Cafe in the World, that this unfor-
tunate Gentleman fhould thus be fingied out and
made a Criminal, and a kind of Martyr, endu-
ring the Trial of cruel Mockings, yea, - more-
over, of Bonds and Imprifonment, for aflerting
the fame Dottrine. ’Tis true, Beza and Pareus,
and fome others of thic Calvinifls, are of another
Opinion 3 buc "tis known, that Parexs’s Cominen-

certain, her prefent Majefty had her Share in it, tary on the 13th of ihe Romans was burnt at Ox--
however that is forgotten: For, give me leave ford, by the Order of King Fames 1. for afferting

to fay, that had not her Mapdly countenanc’d
the Undertaking of the Prince of Orange with
her Affiftance, 1n my Opinton, the Succels had
been very dubious.

Now, isit poffible, My Lords, to imagine, that
it was ever the Defign of her Majefly, or thofe
that join’d the Prince of Orange, to take the
Crown off of King Fames’s, and put 1t upon King
Williaw’s Head ?

No, My Lsrds, the avowed great Defign was
quite otherwife, as appears by the Declaration
it eIf, which was read below: It was to reftore
and fecure our Laws from the Invalions that had
been made upon them by Arbitrary Power: It
was to fecure that Rizhe which all the World
knows the Princefs had to the Succeflion of the
Crown, and to have every thing fatled by a free
Parliament, and not to make a Revolution by de-
throning King Fases. This the Prince himfelf owns,
when he fays 1n his Declaration, be had no other De-
fign in coming bither, but a Free Parliament.

My Lords, I take it to be of moft dangerous Con-
fequence, to judge any Man by Suggeftions and
Innuendos : Let what will be faid o juftify i, it
fhall never be the Rule of my Judgment.

Groundlefs Suggeflions, My Lords, have, with-
in my Memory, been the Pretence of Power, to
cover illegal Oppreflion with the Shew of Rea-
fon, to the Publick. T will give your Lordfhips
but one Inftance of it: It was the Cafe of a
Reverend Prelate, now in the IHoufe ; I mean
the Archbithop of 2erk ; his Grace was then Dr,
Sharpe only. It was inthe Year Eighty Six;
there was an Order, dire€ted by way of Letter
to the Proteftant Bifhops, to difcharge all the in-
ferior Clergy from preaching upon controverted
Points in Divinity. They thought it {erved the
Defigns of Popery, then, to direlt Mimifters how
they fhould preach ; which was, in effect, to for-
bid them to defend their Religion,  This Pre-
cedent was taken from an Order in Queen Mary’s
Time, fays the printed Account; when at the
fame time, it was attack’d by the Romifh Priefts
with all the Vigour they were capable of, whilft
the Popith Scrmons and Difcourfes were printed
by Authority. Notwithftanding this Order, the
Doéor toak occalion, in fome of his Sermons, to
vindicate the Church of Eigland, in oppolition to
the Frauds and Corruptions of Popery.  But this,
by the Court Emiflaries, was interpreted much
the fame way as the Doctor’s Sermon 1s now, to
be endeavouring to beget in the Minds of his
Hearers, an ill Opinion of the King and his Go-
vernment, by infinvating Fears and Jealoufies, to
difpofe them to Difcontent, and to lead them -
to Schifm, Difobedience and Rebellion,

My Loids, When the Homilies and Arucles,
when fo many Archbifhops and Bifhops, and the
Univerfity, aad moft of the Foreign Divines

Vﬁ L. V. /

/

that Do&rine.

Bur there is one thing, My Lords, fo aftonifh-
ing in this Profecution, that I cannot but take
notice of it: Thole who were at Man’s LEftace,
at the Revolution, know how induitrious, on the
one fide, all that were Friends to King Fames
were, to put his leaving rhe Nation then upon
the LYoot of Force and Rebftance, as thinking’
this the ftrongeft and beft Argument to juftify
his withdrawing himfelf from his People.  They
rack’d their Brains to find out Arguments to con-
vince Men, that his Life was manifettly in Danger,
by ftaying here 5 and chat it was for che fake of
that, and nis Liberty, that he was forc’d to with-
draw ; and that his Withdrawing was juft, being
an Act of Neceffity, and not of Choice.

On the other fide, thofe that were Friends to
the Revolution, made 1t their Bufinefs to per-
fuade the World, that all this was but a Colour
and Pretence, and that the IFact was quite other-
wife ; that the Senfe and Conviction King Fanmies
had of what he had done, prevail’d upon him ra-
ther to throw off the Goveriiment, than concur
with a Free-Parliament,

That this was the only Foot they then put it
upon ; and that it was not then put upon the Foot
of forfeiting the Government by Male- Admini-
ftration; if any Man denies, I appeal to the Papers
that were then writ, and are now in Print, on
this Subject.

This being {o, it is very ftrange to fee fo great
an Alteration in Mens Notions of Things; and
that now, after our Conftitution has maintain'd it
{clf upon this Foot, againft all Deligns and At-
tempts that have been made upon it, for above
twenty Years, thofe very Men, and, that Party,
who endeavour’d to place the Revolution then,
upon King Fames’s voluntary Defertion, which
they call’d bdication, {hould now without any
Reafon given, be for changing that Foundation,
and do all they can, to put it upon King Fames's
Foot of Force and Refiftance.  What, My Lords,
are we endeavouring, after twenty Years, to make
King Fames’s Title better now than any of his
Friends could make it then, and not only finding
out Arguments they never thought of, but im-
peaching any that dare fo much as queftion the
Truth and Force of them ? This, My Lords, {eems
very {trange.

My Lords, 1 cannot but take Notice to your
Lordfhips, of what was faid by that noble Lord,
who fpoke laft, becaufe, to me 1t appears to be a
Matter of the laft Confequence, to the Honour of
her prefent Maefty., He told your Lordfhips,
that the beft Title her Majelty had to the Crown,
was her Parllamentary Tite. 1 mufl take liber.
ty to affirm the quite contrary 3 and that, in
my opinion, the beft Title her Majelty has, is
her Hereditary Title; tho' I deny not, but that

5 0O the
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the Aé of Parliament is a Strengthening and Con-
firmation of that Title: But I deny a Parliamen-
tary-Title to be the only, or the beft Title that
the Queen has to the Crown fhe wears. And in
faying this, I do not fear the malicious Reflections
of having a fquinting Regard to the Title of any
Perfon on the other fide the Water ; for inaffirming
(as I now do to your Lordfhips) that her Mujefty is
my Rightful and Lawful Queen, by Right of In-
heritance 3 and as the is Daughter to King Fames
the Second, I do in fo many Words affirm alto, that

there is no other Perfon, the Rightful and Lawtul
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Heir to King Fames, butherfelf. And if the pre-
fent ITmpeachment of Dr. Sacheverel! fhall have this
Effect (as T hope it will) to convince the Nation of
the undoubted Truth of her Majefty’s Right of In.
heritance to the Crown, (a Matter now fo indul-
trioufly oppofed) the Sccurity this will bring to her
Majelty’s Perfen and Crown, and to the Succeflion
in the Proteflant Line, and INuftrious Houle of
Hangver afterwards, fhall prevail with me eafily to
pardon any warm and unguarded Expreflions, that
the Doctor may here and there bave dropi, and
made ufe of in any of his Difcourfes.

The Bifbop of Salisbury’s * Speech in the Houfe of Lords, on the firf} Article
of the Impeachment of Dr. Henry Sacheverell.

[1F, Counlel for the Prifoner did o plainly

and Tully yield atl that any Loyal Subjedt has
ever preiended to, that in Cales ot extreme Necel-
fity, Sclf-defence and Refiftance were lawtul, and
that this was the Cale at the Revolution ; that it
may not be neceflary to fay any thing further on
this IHead, 1f 1t had not been that the Evidence
they brought feemed to carry this Matter much far-
ther, and that the Priloner himfelf allow’d of no
Exception in Cafcs of Neceflity,  And fince 101
arown to be a vulgar Opinton, That by the Doc-
trine of the Church of Lugleid. all Refiftance in
any Cufe whatfoever, withour Lixception, 15 con-
demn®d 5 T think it is incumbent on me, who have
examin’d this” Matter long and carefully, to give
you fuch a clear account of this Potnt, as may as
fully fatisfy you as it did myfelf,

I ferved in the Revolution, and promoted it all
[ could. I ferved as Chaplain to the late King : |
had noe Command, and carried no Arms, but I
was fo far engaged in it, thatif 1 could fee that I
had gone out of the way in that (and the many
Up-and-Downs we have have gone thro’ fince, has
aiven much occafion tv flect on that Tranfaction)
[ thould hold myfelf unworthy to appear longer,
cither in this Habit, or in this Great Aflembly ;
but fhould think myfelf bound to pafs away the relt
of my Life in Retirement or Sorrow.  There is
nothing more certain in Religion, than that we
ought to repent of every Sin we have commitied 5
and that we-cannos truly repent, unlels we repar
or refltore, as far as it Is I our powcr.

I 20 now rto give you the Account of the Doc-
trine of our Church in this Particular. In the
Times of Popery it was a Tenet, builc upon Bi-
fhops fetiing the Crown on the Heads of Princes,
and anointing them, that they held their Crowns
of the Church, and at the Pope’s Mercy; who
had for about five hundred Years got into the
Claim of depoling them, and giving their Domi-
nions to others, in cafe they were Hereticks, or
the Favourers of them,  But the Reformation be-
ing in its firft beginning protefted by the Princes
of Geriaiy, by the Kings of the North, and then
by the Kings of Englaud 5 they came every where
in oppofition to the Papal Notions, to fay that
Kings had their Power from God: Not that they
meant, that they had any diftinct Authority be-
fides the Law of the Land derived to them from
God ; but that by the Laws of God, the Autho-
rity of the Law of the Land was fecured to them.
For when a different Authority from that of the

* Dr. Gilbert Burnet.

Law came to be pretended to, and to be oroundead
on thefe general Exprefions, thar received here
a Parlamientary Cenfure, and tewas then declared,
that the Laws of Rcligion in the Seriprure did
only eltablith the feveral Conftitutions and Go-
vernments that were in cthe different Parts of the
World.

The Occafion that the Apoltles had to write
what we find in their Fpritles, with relation to
Government, was this: The Jews bad a Noton
among them from a Puflage i Deateroissiv, that

aimgng their Brethien, and ot a Stranger. Frem
whence 1t 1, That to this day they do not think
they arc bound in Confcience to obey any Magi-
firate, who 1s not one of their Nation,  Now the
firft Converts to  Chriftianity being  Jews, the
Apoftles took care that they fhould not bring this
dangerous Notion with them into the Chriftian
Religton @ But they did not meddle to determine
where this Authority was lodged, that was to be
cathered out of the feveral Conititutions : They
did not determine how much was due to the Em-
peror, and how much to the Senate; and tho' not
long after thofe Epifiles were writy, the Senate
condemn’d Nero to dic msre snajortin, to be whip’d
to death, none of the Chriftians interpofed in that
Matter.  He prevented thar infamous Death by
his own Hands: Aund the Primitive Chriftins
reckon’d 1t one of the Articics of the Glory of
their Religion, that their firft Perlecutor came to
fuch an End.

Not long after that. T7ajon was famed for that
memorable Expreffion, when he deliver’d the Sword
to the Governors of the Provinces, as the Emblem
of their Authority, he ufed thefe Words, Pro me,

Jt mereary inme: For me, but if I deferve it, a-

oainft me. That did not weaken his Authority ;
his Government, with that of his Succeflors for a-
bove eighty Years, baing the greateft and happieft
time the Romans had under their Emperors. This
Word was put on King 7air25 the Tirft’s Coin in
Scotland, It is true, that was durinz his Minority s
but when he afterwards changed his Motto, the
Coin was not calPd in, but continued current tili
the Union.

The Primitive Chriftians had no Laws 1n their
Favour, but many againit them: fo their patient
fuffermmg fo many Perlecutions according to the
Laws of the Empire, under which they lived,
was conform to the Doétrine laid down by the
Apoltles.  When they came afterwards to have

the
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the ProteCtion of Laws; they claim’d the Benefit
of them, not without great Violence, when they
thought an Infradtion was made on thofe Laws ;
which broke out nto great Tumults, in many of
the chief Citics of the Empire, not excepting the
Imperial City 1tfelf, -

But to proceed with the Hiftory of our Church :
When the Articles of Religion were fettled, the
Books of the Apocrypha were indeed declared not
to be a part of the Canon of the Scripture, but
yet to be ufetul for the Exawmple of Life, and the
Tnftrutiion of Manners. A great part of thefe are
the Books of the Marcabees, which contain the
Hiftory of the Jews fhaking off the Yoke of the
Kings of Syrie, “when they were broke in upon by
a total Overthrow of their whole Law, and an un-
relenting Perfecution,  Mattathias a private Prieft
began the Refiftance which was carried on by liis
Children, till they fhook off the Syrian Yoke, and
formed themfelves into a free Government, un-
der the Family of the Maccabees. It were eafy to
fhew that the Jews had been for above 400 Years
fubject, firlt to the Babylonian, then to the Perfian,
and at laft to the Grecian Empire: So that by a
long Prefeription they were Subjeéts to the Kings
of Syria. It were cafy alfo to fhew, that this Re-
fiftance was foretold by Daniel, in Terms of high
Commendation, and 1s alfo mentioned in the Epiftle
to the Hebrews, as the Work and Effeét of their
Faith, If then all Refiftance to illegaland bar-
batous Perfecution is unlawful, thefe Books con-
tain nothing but a Hiflory of a Rebellion, and all
the Devotion that runs thro’ them, 1s but a Cant,
and inftead of reading them as Example of Life,
and . fuftruélion of Maimers, we ought to tear them
out of our Bibles with Deteftation. I thall after-
wards fhew what ufe was made of thefe Books,
not only by private Writers of our Church, but by
what the whole Body in Convocation was about to
determine.

The next Step to be made, is, to confider the
Homilies: The Second Book of Fomilies, which
has the Homilies in it againft 2Vilful Rebellion, is
generally believed to havebeen compofed by Bithop
Fewell, who was by much the beft Writer i that
time. It is certain, he underftood the meaning of
them well : Now I will read you two Paflages out
of his Defence of his Apology for the Church of
England y from whence we may clearly gather
what his Notion of Rebellion was, and that he
thought a Defence againft unjuft and illegal Vio-
lence was not Rebellion, In one place he has thefe

Words
The Nobles of Scotland neither drew the Sword,

nor attempted War againt the Prince : They fought
only the Continuance of God's undonbted Truths, and
the Defence of their own Lives againft your barba-
rous and cruel Invafions : They remember’d befides all

other Warnings, your late Dealings at Vafly, where .

greai Nuinbers of their Brethren were murder’d, be-
fng together at their Prayers in the Church, holding
up thetr innocent Hands to Heaven, and calling upon
God. In another place he writes, Neither do any
« of ali thefe (Luther, Melanchthon) teach the People
to rebel againft their Prince, but only to defend them-
felves by all lawful Means againfy Oppreflions ; as
did David againft Saul, fo do the Nobles in France
at this day, they feek not to kill, but 10 fave their

own Lives.
Thefe Paflages fhew that he looked on Rebellion

to be a violent Rifing againft a Prince executing
the Laws ; which was the Cafe of the three Rebel-

- VoL. V.,

lions in England that they had in view: That id
King Henry the VIIIth’s, in King Edward’s; and
in Queen Elizabeth's Time; where the Papifts took
Arms againft their Prince, who was exetuting
Laws made in Matters of Religion; and that with
a great Gentlenefs; Of the eleven Paflages quoted
by the Prifoner out of the Homilies, five plainly .
relate only to the coercing the Perfon of tlie Prince;
in which David is fet in Oppofition to thofe Re-
bels: Now, tho’ he indeed defended himfelf, yet
he had a juft and facred Tendernefs to the Perfon
of §aul, when he had him in his Power; which is
certainly facred by our Conftitution. Five of them
relate to wicked Princes, It was never pretended
by any who pleaded for Neceflary Defence; that
the bad Life of a Prince can be a juft Caufe of Re-
fiftance: Yet that was then pretended 5 for King
Henry VIII, had given too much occafion to rec-
kon him a wicked Prince. So there is only one
of all the Paffages quoted from thofe Homilies,
that relates fimply to Rebellion in general : And
it has appear’d what Bifthop Fewell's Senfe of the.
Matter was, There is alfo a Prayer at the end of
every Divifion of the Homily againft 77ilful Re-
bellion, (and, by the by; Wilful was not put in the
Title for nothing) for thofe opprefled by Tyranny
in other Parts, that they might be relieved, and.
that thofe who were in fear ot their Cruelty mighe
be comforted. |

Let us next look thro’ Queen Elizabeth's long
and glorious Reign, and fec what was the conftane
Maxim of that Time.

The Year after the Queen came to the Crown
the War in Scot/and broke out between the Queen
Regent that govern’d by Commiflion; from her
Daughter then Queen of France, and the Lords in
Scotland, She, to obtain the Matrimonial Crown
to be fent to Francis 11, gave Aflurances for the
Exercife of the Reformed Religiony but the Point:
being gxin’d, fhe broke all her Promifes, and re-
folved to force them to return to the Exercife of
the Popith Religion.  Upon which the Lords of
Scotland formed themfelves into a2 Body, and were
called the Lords of the Congregation. Iorces
were fent from France to aflift the Queen Regent ;
upon that Queen Efizabeth enter'd into an Agree-
ment with the Scottifh Lords, and fent an Army.
to their Affiftance, which continued in Scotland
till all Matters were fettled by the Pacification of
Leith: And in a Mauifeflo, that 1 have in my
Hands, fet forth twenty-five Years after that, I
find her refle¢ting on that Interpofition in the Af-
fairs of that Nation, with great Satisfaction,

The Year after this War was ended, upon
Francis the IId’s Death, Charles the I1Xth, who
was a Child, fucceceded in Framce. LEdiéts were
aranted in favour of the Proteftants : Thefe were
foon after broken by the Triumvirat, and upon
that followed a Series of Wars often pacified, but
always breaking out again, by reafon of the Vio-
lence and Cruelty of the Government. Al thefe
Wars, till Henry the 1Vih was fettled on ‘the
Throne, were in a Courfe of twenty-cight Years,
that which fome would call Rebellion, being carried
on againft two fucceeding Kings,  Yet the Queen
was 1n all that time {till afliting them with Men
and Money: | _

In the Year 1568, the Provinces in the Nether-
lands threw off the Spanifb Yoke, that was become
intolerably fevere and cruel. The Queen for
fome Years aflited them more covertly, but when
the Prince of Orange was kill'd, and they were in
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danger to be over-runy fhe took them more oien-
ly into her Protetion ; and by the Manifeffo which
I have in my Hands, fhe publithed the Grounds
upon which fhe proceeded. She laid down this for
a Foundation, That there had been an Antient
League not only between the Crown of England,
and the Princes of the Netherlands, but between
the Subje@s of both Countries, under their Seals
interchangeably, for all Friendly Offices. If this
was a good Realon for the Queen’s giving Aid to
the opprefled People of the Netherlands, then if
the Cafe had been reverfed, that the People of
England had been illegally and cruelly opprefled,
it turnifhed the Princes of thole Provinces with as
good a Reafon for aflifting them, In this Affilt-
ance given the States, the Queen perfifted till the
£nd of her Reign ;3 nor was this only done by
the Court, but both Parliaments and Convoca-
tions granted her feveral Aids to maintain thefe
Wars :  And in the Preambles of thofe Subfidy
Als, the Queen’s Proceedings in thofe Particulars
were highly approv’d and magnify’d.  Bilfon, Bi-
fhop of Winchefter, and feveral other Writers 1n
that time, juftificd what fhedid ;5 and not one that
I ever heard of, cenfured or condemned it,

Upon King Fames’s coming to the Crown, the
firlt great Negotiation was for a Peace between
Spain and the United Provinces 5 which lafted fe-
veral Years, The States infifted on a Preliminary,
That they fhould be acknowledged Free, Sove-
reign and Independent States ; the Spaniards
would not yield to this, nor would the States re-
cede from it.  Some here in England began to
fay, They were form'd in Rebellion, and ought
not to carry their Pretenfions too far: Upon that,
King Fames {ufier’d a Convocation to meet s and
a Book of Canons, with relation to the fupreme
Authority, was prepar’d; in which, tho’ the Au-
thority of the Prince, even when he becomes a
‘Tyrant, is carried very far 5 yet the Cafe of the
Maccabees 1s ftated 3 and, it was determined, That
when a new Government, tho’ begun in a Revole,
is come to athorough S..tlement, it may be owned
as Lawful.  King faies, who was jealous enough
of the Regal Authority, yet did not like their
carrying thefe Matters fo far: He ordered the
whole Matter to be let fall fo entirely, that there
is not @ Word of it in the Books of Convocation :
But Archbithop Saucroft found this Colleétion of
Canons at Durbam, under Dr. Overball’s Hand,
which he copied out, and Licenfed the Book a
few Days before he fell under bis Sufpenfion. T
foon faw that it had a Relation to the Affairs in
Holland : For the Dutch delighted to compare their
firlt Beginnings to that of the Fews in Antiochus’s
time: They compared King Philip to Antiochus
Epiphanes, and the Prince of Orange to fudas Mac-
cabens. But I faw much clearer into the Matter
by an Original Letter of King Fames, which 2
worthy Gentleman fent me. I knew his Hand
well, the Letter is in Print 5 but I will read fome
particulars out of it. It is directed to Dr, Abbot,
afterwards Archbithop of Canterbury, It begun
with cenfuring fome Pofitions concerning a King
in Pofleffion, the fame with our Modern Term of
a King de faffo : He goes on in thefe Words,
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in affifting the Hollanders both with Arms and 4.
vice 5 and none of your Coat ever told me, that any
Jerupled about it in ber Reign.  Upon my coming 1,
England, you-may know it came from fome of youp-
felves to raife Scruples about this Matter 5 yef I neyey
took any notice of thefeScruples, till the Affairs of Spain
and Holland forced me toit, I call’d my Clergy toge-
thery to fatisfy not fo much me, as the Zorld about y;
of the Fuftnefs of my owning the Hollanders a¢ 1y
time,  This I needed not to have done, and you haye
forced me to fay, Iwifh Ibad not. He refle@s on
thofe who had a great Averfion to the Notion of
God’s being the Author of Sin, which phinly
points at Dr, Overhall, who was the firt Man of
Note among us, that oppofed the Calvinifts Doc.
trine of Predeftination 5 yet he fays, They bad gone
to the Threfhold of ity by [aying, That even Tyranny
was God’s duthority, and foonld be reverenced as fuch,
He concludes, Thefe were edg’d Tcols,and that there.
fore they were to let them reft,  Here is a full Ac.
count of King Fames’s Thoughts of this Mater,
which was then the chief Subjeét of Difcourfe all
Eurepe over. He had Twelve Years before this
fhewed, on an e¢minent Occaflion, that he owned
the States, when he invited them in the Year 1593,
to Chriften his Eldeft Son, Prince Hemry,  They
were fenfible of the great Honour done them by
it ; and tho’ they were then but Low, they fent
an Embafly, with a noble Prefent of Gold Plate,
to affift on that Occafion. This Negotiation
{tuck for feveral Years, the Spaniards refufing to
own them in exprefs Words : The Temper found
was, they were treated with (tanguam) as with
Free Stawes 3 and the Matter went no further at
that time, than a Truce for fome Years, which
was concluded in the Year 1609, Thislets us fee,
That the Words in King Fames’s Speech that Year
to his Parliament, were not chance Words that
fell carelefly from him, A King leaves to be a King,
and degenerates into a Tyrant, as foon as be leaves
off 1o govern by Law : In which cafe the King’s Con-
Jeiencemay [peak to him,y as the poor IWoman to Philip
of Macedon, ELitber govern by Law, or ceafe to be
a King.

‘There 1s another eminent Inftance towards the
End of that Reign, that fhews what the Senfe of
our beft Divines was in this Matter : When the
Archbithop of Yerk’s Son and Mr. Padfwerth
had changed their Religior: in Spain, W adfiworth
writ over a bold Defence of that; and among
other Things, charged the Reformation with
Rebellion, This was anfwer’d by one of the beft
Books of that Time, writ by Dr, Bedell, dedica-
ted to the Prince of Wales, who afterwards pro-
moted him to a Bifhoprick. His Words on this
Head are full : I will read {fome of them. Do yor
think Sutjells are bound to give their Throats to be
cut by their Fellow-fubjelts, or to their Prince, at their
mere Wills, againft their own Laws and Edifls 2 You
wonld know quo yure the Proteftant Wars in France
and tlolland, are juftsped. Firlt, The Law of Na-
ture, which not enly alloweth, but inclineth and in-

forceth every living Thing to defend itfelf from Vio-

lence, Secondly, That of Nations, which permite
teth thofe who are in the Proteltion of athers, to
whom they owe no more than an hononrable Ackizow-

My Reafon of calling you together, was to give your ledgment, in cafe they go about to make themfelves ab-
Yudgments, how far a Chriftian and aProteflant King, Jolute Sovereigns, and to ufurp their Liberty, to refif

may concur to affift bis Neighbours to fhake off their
Obedience to their cwn Sovereign, upon thedeccount of

and fland for the fame. dnd if a lawful Prince,
who 15 not yet Lord of his Subjefis Lives and Goods,

Oppreffion, Tyranny, or what elfe you like to name it Shall attempt to defpoil them of the fame, under co-
In the late Queen’s Time, this Kingdom was very free four of reducing them to bis own Religion, after all

humble
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bunble Remonftrances, they may fand upon their auwn
guard, and being afailed, refift Force with Force, as
did the Maccabees under Antiochus. In which
cafe notwithflanding, the Perfon of the Prince him-
felf ought always to be facred and inviolable, as
was Saul 20 David, No Commentary is wanted
here,

My Lords, You fee how this Matter ftood dur-
ing King Fames's Reign. In the firt Year of
King Charles's Reign, Grotius’s Book de Fure Belli
£ Pacis, was publithed at Parss, dedicated to
the King of [rance, while France was under the
Adminiltration of the wifelt and moft jealous Mi-
niiter of the laft Age, Cardinal Rickelien. In that
Book, in which he afferts the Rights of Princes
with great Zeal, yet he enumerates many Cafes,
in which it 1s Lawtul to refift, particularly that
of a total Subverfion : And that Book is now all
Eurepe over in the higheft Reputation of any Book
that the Modern Ages have produced. In the be-
ginning of King Charles’s Reign, a War broke out
in France, agamit the Proteftants ; upon which he
fent over Ambaffadors, by whofe Mediation 2
Peace was concluded 5 but that being ill kepr,
the War broke out again 5 and the King thought
himfelf bound by his Mediation to proteét the
Proteflants.  So in the Second Seflien of the Par-
liament, 1621, in the Demand of a Supply that
the Lord Keeper Coventry made in the King’s
Name, thefe Werds are 1o be found ¢« France 15
wayd by the Popifh Fafiion s and the by his Ma-
Jefly’s Mediation, there were Articles of Avrecmcnt
betweecn that King and bis Subjefis, that Treaty bath
been broke, and thefe of the Reformed Religion will
be ruined wwithout prefent Help. Upon this the
Commons petitioned the King for a Faft, and de-
fired the Concurrence of the Lords, who join’d
with them init. The King granted it, and an Of-
fice was compos’d fuitable to the Occafion; in
which, among other Devotions, the Nation was
diretted to pray for all thofe, who bere or elfecvbere
were fighting God's Battles and Defending bis Altars.
Thus the whole Body of the Legiflature did con-
cur for a Falt for that, which if this Dorine is
true, was no better than Rebellion; and yet the
whole Nation, Clergy and Laity, were required
to pray for Succefsm it

But to complete this View of the Doltrine of
our Church, it 1s to be confider’d, That when a
Year before this, while the Lioan or Benevolence
were carried on, fome officious Divines made ufe
of thofe Expreflions of Kings having their Power
from God, as importing an Authority of a Na.
ture fuperior to the Laws of the Land. One of
thefe, Dr, Manwaring, was Impeached, and had a
fevere Sentence paffed on him forit.  So I have
now made it out, beyond, I hope, the Poflibility of
Contradiction, that for Seventy Years together,
from 1558, to 1628, the Lawfulnefs of Self-de-
fence in the Cafe of illegal and violent Cruelty,
was the publick and conflant Doctrine of this
Church,

Thefe were the beft and happieft Times of our
Church, as is often repeated by the Earl of Cla-
rendon : From thefe we ought to take the Stan-

dard of our Doétrine.
I go next to {hew what was the common

Do&rine for the next Sixty Years, from 1628,
to 1688. I mult yield up the firlt twelve Years :
For upon the unhappy Mifunderftanding be-
tween the King and that Parlizment, there was
a long Difcontinuance of Parlizments, then the

5
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lately condemned Dottrine was again in Vogue ;
and nothing was fo much heard of, as the Law of
Government that was from God, antecedent to
all Human Laws: Out of this fprung illegal
Imprifonments, illegal Monopolies, fevere Pru-
ceedings in the Star-Chamber, but above all, the
Ship-Money. Thefe things put the Nation in an
Univerfal Disjointing and Fecblenefs. And wlhien
an unavoidable Neceffity forced that King to call
a Parliament, the fatal Effe@s of thofe Counfels
broke out terribly. I know many fancy, that the
War is to be charged on the Principles of Self-
defence : They are much miftaken, I had occa-
fion to fee a great way into the Secret of that
time, when I examin’d the Papers relating to the
two Dukes of Hamilton, T knew a great deal
more fince from two Perfons of unqueftionable
Integrity, who knew the Sccrets of that time,
the Lord Hollis, and Siv Harbottle Grimflone; but
all receiv’d a full Confirmation, when [ found ic
agreed p.rfeélly with the noble Account given by
the Ikl of Clarendon.

No body dreamt of a War, nor had they any
Principles leading to it.  Bur there was an un-
happy Train of Accidents that hindred Marters
from being brought to a Scttlement, even while
the King was granting all chey could defire.  Sto-
ries were carried by Perfons about both the King
and Queen, of Words Iet fall, that made them
conclude, there were fHill 1l Defigns on foor,
againft the Laws that were then paffed.  Buc
that which brought all to a Crilis, was the Dif-
covery of a Negotiation, to engage the Army to
declare againft the Parliament,  Wholoever conm-
pares the Depofitions in Rufbwerth, with the Ac-
count given of that Matter by the Earl of Cla-
reindon, will fee there 1s a great deal more in the
one, than the other is willing to believe 5 tho’ he
acknowledges they had both Gerdig’s Evidences
and Prerey’s Letter with them. T will not take 1c
upon me to determine, whether they believ’d too
much, or the Earl of Clarendon too hetle. Tt 1s
certain, they believ’d all that was 1n the Depo-
fitions, and a great deal more : For Gering being
continued in the Government of Porifmonth, and
his Father being advanced from being a Baron
to be an Earl, and Picrey’s being made a 1.ord,
and Mafter of the Horle to the Prince of Wales,
made them conclude they had fupprefled a greac
deal, inftead of faying more than was true. This
ftuck deep in their Hearts, and at laft fatally
broke out in the Demand of the Militia, that
brought on the War, which I do own was plainly
a Rebellion 5 becaufe a Force was offer’™d to the
King, not to defend themielves from an unjuft
Invafion, or illegal Grievances, but to extort anew
Law from him.

Thus the true Occalion of the War, was a Jea-
loufy, thata Conduct of 15 Years had given too
much ground for ; and that was {till unhappily kept
up, by a fatal Train of Errors, in every ftep that
was made, The great Concuffion that the War
aave the Nation, and the barbarous Effufion of
fo much Blood, efpecially of the Royal Blood of
that Bleffed K1 N G, had at laft a happy, tho' a
Jate Conclufion in the Refforatien : And 1t’s no
wonder, if fuch a Series of Tragical Events, be-
got a general Horror at the Occafion of them.
But then 1t was, that bad it not been for the Firm-
nefs of the Earl of Clarendon to his Erglifh Prin-
ciples, the Liberties af the Nation had been de-

bver’d up.
I¢
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It i5 to his Memory that e owe our being a
free People 5 for he with his two greac Friends,
the Duke of Ormond and the Barl of Seutbampton,
check’d the Forwardnels of fome who were deli-
rous to load the Crown with Prerogative and Re-
.venue, He ftoptall this, which being afterwards
.odioufly reprefented, brought on him that great
and lafting, but honourable Difgrace. The Earl
of Southampton, whofe Death went a little before
his Fall, and perhaps hatten’d it the fooner, faid to
many about him, that he was a true Proteftant,
and an honelt Euglifpman 3 and that the Nation
would feel the Effe@sof his being removed, when-
fozver it might happen.

That Lord, in the great Settlement after the
Reftoration, would carry things po farther than
to repeal what had been extorted by the Tumults s
and in the matter of the Militia-Act, and the
Oaths refating to 1t, all was more cautioufly word-
ed than 1s commonly underftood. To the Word
Conmiffion’d by the King, fome indeed moved, that
the Word Lawfully might be added, to make all
plain.  This was prefs’d in the Houfe of Com-
mons by Vaughan, atierward Lord Chief Juftice
of the Common-Pleas. The Attorney General,
afterwards Lord Chancellor Nottinghaim, anfwer’d,
That was not neceffary, for the Word Comuiifion
imported it; fince, if 1t was not Jawfully iffued
out, to lawful Perfons, and for a lawtul Reafon,
it was no Commificn 3 and the whole Houle af-
fented to this @ yet in the Houle of Lords, the
fime word Lawfully was prefled to be added by
the Earl of Soutbampton, who was anfwer’d by
the Earl of Auglefey, 1o the fame purpofe with
what had been fard in the Houfe of Commons,
He indeed infilted to have the Word added, be-
caufe it would clear all Difficulties with many,
.who not having heard of the Senfe given in both
Houles, might fancy, that any fort of Commiffion
being granted, it would not be Lawful to refift it
He did not prevail; for 1t was faid, That this
Explanation being the Senfe of both Houfus, i
would be foon fprcad and known over the Na-
tion. In this Senfe, it is certatn, that 1t 15 not
Liwful to take Arms againlt any fo commiflion’d
by the King ; for that were to take Arms againft
the King’s Commiflion in the Execution of the
Law, which is certainly a refilling the Ordinance
of God, which whofocver do, they fhall receive to
themfelves Damnation,

It was no wonder, if afier fuch 2 War the
Doé&rine of Non- Refiffance was preach’d and prefs'd
with more than ordinary Warmth, and without
any Exceptions ; yet fome ftil kept thefe in view :
{o did both Dr. Falkuer and mylelf; and I know
many others had them always n their Thoughts,
tho’ they did not think it neceflary to mention
them,

I found the 1l Lffects that the carrying this
Mareer fo fur, had on the Mind of that unfortu-
nate Prince, King Fames; tor in the Year 1673,
when he was pleas’d to admit me to much free Con-
verfation with him, among many other things, I
told him, it was impoflible for him to reign in
quiet in this Nation, being of that Religion @ he
an{wer’d me quick, Doesnot the Cliurch of £ng-
Jand maintain the Doltrine of Non-Refiffance and
Paffive Obedience 2 1 begg’d of him not to depend
.on that ; for there was a Diftinétion in that matter,
that would be found out when Men thought they
needed it. I now come to tell your Lordfhips,
how right T judged, |

It is true, they pafs’d a very pompous Decres
at Oxford in 1683, but you fhall hear how leng they
ftood to it. In Summer, 1686, the Prince of
Orange was pleas’d to receive me into his Serviee
with a particular Confidence.  Soon after tly
Ecclefiaftical Commiffion was fet up, and upon
{fome Proceedings before that Board,. he was de-
fird from England to break with King Feiies
upon that Fead. I oppofed this, and faid, I was
convinced, that Commiflion was againft Law,
and would have ill Effeéts, but it did not firike
at the Whole. This was more warmly prefied
upon the Proceedings againt Magdalen Colleg..
I itill ftood to my ground 5 and told both Prince
and Princefs, That if a Breach fhould tollow o
thef Matters, 1 could not ferve. YWlhen indeed
the Declaration was publifi’d a fecond time,
with a Refolution to have it carried thro' 5 and
that many Laws were difpenfed with at pleafuore ;
and Perfors who were under legal Difabilities,
were made Judges, Sheriffs and Magiftrazes 5 all
whole Acings were fo many Nullies: Then
I thought there was a total Subverfion of our Con-
ttitution 5 which from being a Legal one, was
made precarious, fubject to mere Will and Plea-
fure. So I was ready to ferve in the Revo-
lution,

Some Days after we came to Exeter, Sir Ed-

-qzard Seyvmeur came thither, and he prefently fene

for me: When I came to him, he asked me
Why were we a Rope of Sand, and had not an
Affociation ? I faid, Becaufe we had not yet a
Man of his Weight to begin the Mouon: He
faid, if we had not one by To-morrow, he
would leave us before Night, I prefently faw a
Noble Duke, now in my Eye, and acquainted
him with this : He went to the Prince, who ap-
proving of 1t, an Affociation was prepar’d, and
Jaid on the Table next Morning; and was after
that figned by all who camc to wait on the
Prince. ‘Three Days after we left Exeter, a Head
of 2 College came to the Prince, to invite him
to come to Oxford, affuring him, that the Uni-
verfity would declare for him. He wentas near
itas Ahingdon, but then the fudden Turn of Af
fairs at London obliging him to hafte up, the At-
fociation was fent thither, and was figned by the
Heads of the Colleges, and many others there
fome doing it in a particular Warmth of Ex-
preflion, and faying, That their Hearts as well
as their Hands went with it.  Upon what Difap-
pointments or other Views, I cannot tell, this Con-
tradiction to their famed Decree, five Years alter
it was made, feem’d to take another Turn back
to it again; and the Notion of a King de faéts,
which is but a fofter Word for an Ufurper, came
in Vogue.

The Parliament, to prevent the il Lffeéts of
that, ftudied to fecure the Government, Firff, by
an Affociation, and then by an Abjuration, 1,
who was always acainft every thing that might
break in upon Confcience, was for making thefe
only voluntary ; but they were Enacted, and they
were generdlly taken. A Noble Lord on the
Earls Bench, procur’d me the Sight of a Letter,
that went about to perfuade the taking the Ab-
juration, that he had from a Place where he be-
jieved it had jts Etfect 5 where I found this Dif-
tinftion, That the Abjuring any Right whatfo-
ever that the Pretender m-ghi claim, was only
meant of a Legal Right, and that it had no re-
lacion to Birth-Right, or 1o Dizine Right, This

| | agreed
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agrced with a Report that went then current,
That a Perfon, in a great Polt, fent a Meflage to
an Honourable Gentleman, who would not take
the Abjuration, that if he had an half Hour's
Dilcourle with him, he doubted not to be able
to convince him, that he might take the Abjura-
tion, without departing from any of his Princi-
ples. Towards the end of the laft Reign, a beld
Arrempt was made on the King’s Supremacy; by
an Incendiary, who is fuppofed to have no fmall
Share in this Matter now before your Lordthips :
But the Attack on the Supremacy being liable to a
Pr.emunive, 1t was turn’d with much Malice, and
managed with grear Prevarication, againft the Bi-
fhops, who adhered frmly to their Duty to the
Kinz. How great a Disjointing that has brought
on thts Church, is too viiible all the Nation over s
and it tends to carry on the wicked Defign of
diftracting the Churcli, and undermining the Go-
vernment,

By the uime the Queen was on the Throne, or
foon after, the Rebearfal began to be foread over
the Nation, two of them a Week, which conti-
nued for feveral Years tozether, to be publifh’d
without Check or Controut, It was all thro® one
Argument againil the Queen’s Right to the Crown :
Tihat, tho' it was diverfified with Inadents and
Digrctlions, was keptalways in view, The Clergy
were in many Places drawn into Subleriptions for
this Paper.  "This look’d like a Dudign long con-
nived ag, to have the Queen’s Title undermin’d
Befides this, we had a Swarm ot Pamphlets every
Year to the fame Purpofe, and, as was believed,
writ by the fame Fland.  One fold at the Door of
the Houfe, with the Title of Kiity Williaid’s Exor-
bitaut Grants, did plainly call him an Ulurper:
and frarting an Objection againit the Queen’s pof-
fefling the Throne, gave it this Anfwer, That fhe
did well to keep it ull fhe could dehiver it up o
the righteous Heir. At that time there was a quick
Profecution of a Paper, publifh’d, with the Titfe
of The Shortift TVay with the Diffenters s and upon
that, I brought that Pamphlet to a great Minifter,
and offer’d to fhew him this Paflage n1t, o fee
if there fhould be a Profecution of this order’d,
He rurned from me 3 fo whether he heard me or
not, I cannot tell: I am fure, 1t he fays he did
not, | wi'l believe him. No Profecution follow’d,
and the Rehearfal wene on. The Clergy in many
Places, met at a Coffee-Ioufe on Saturdays, to
read the Rehearfals of the Week, which had very
ill Effe@s in moft Places. I know 1t may be faid,
That the Queen’s Learned Counfel ought to have
look’d after thefe things: But we all know, that
they ftay till they receive Orders from the Miniftry,
The Courle of that Trealonable Paper has been
now for fome time ftopt, fo we fee there 15 fome
Change in the Miniftry.

But to compleat the Infolence of the Encmies
of the Queen and of the Proteftant Succeffion,

they had the Impudence to give it out, That the
Queen fecretly favour’d them.  And as this, we
all know, has been long whifper’d about among
us, {0 it was more boldly given out in Scotland
which obliged one of the Queen’s Minilters in
that Parliament, in a Specch that was printed, to
contradict this treafonable and difhonourable Sug-
geftion, That as fome Divines would have 1t, that
there was in God a feeret as well as a revealed
Will, and that thefe might be contrary to one an-
other 3 fo they would faften an Imputation on the
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Queen, that while fhe revealed her Wil one way,
fhe had a fecret Will another way 5 which he fo-

lemnly affirmed to be falf, and highly mjurious

to the Queen,
While the Pampblets and thefe Reports were

thus fet about, Mr. Hoeadly thought that 1t became
him to aflert the Queen’s Title, by jultifying the
Revolution, out of which 1t rifes. Buat what an
Outery was rafed on this, that one durlt difturb
the Progrefs of a wicked Opinion, that was vili-
bly defigned to overturn the Government: And
vet he aflerted noching, but what the Counfel for
the Prifoner did all fully and plainly own, That in
the Cafes of extreme Neceffity, an Lxception to
the Doétrine was to be admitted, and that that was
the Cafle at the Revolution,

But as thefe Notions have been long let run a-
mong us, fo they have appeared in a moft violent
and unguarded manner, cver fince the Attempt of
the Pretender 5 and more of late, ince the Preli-
minaries upon the Overtures for a Peace, "feem to
exeinguifh thetr Hopes.  What Sermons on this
FHead are preached i this City, at Aflizes, at Bask,
and at many Cathedrals# Furious Men At thems
felves with fome hot Scrmons, which they carry
about from Place ro Place, to potlon the Nauon,
This has not only che vifible Lffect deligned by ir,
of fhaking many in thar Alegiance to the Queen,
and n thetr adhering to the Protellant Succedion
but it has a curfed Effect on many oihers, onwiom
this their Defign does not fucceed.

[ am very fenlible there 1s a great deal of Im-
piety and Infidelity now fpread thro® the Nation :
This gives every good Mind all poffible Horror
but I muft tell your Lord{hips, on what a great
part of it 1s founded : for fince my Converfation
with 7Vilmet, Earl of Rochefier, 1 have had many
Occafions to difcourfe with Perfons tainted with
thofe wicked DPrinciples 3 and I do afirm it, thac
the greateft Prejudice thefe Perfons have ar Reli-
aion, at the Clergy, and at the Publick Worfhip
of Gud, is this, that they fay, They fee Clergy-
men take Oaths, and ule all Prayers, both or-
dinary and extraordinary, for the Government,
and yet in their Actings and Ditcourl's, and of
Jate 1n their Sermons, they fhew vifibly that they
look another way: from whence they conclude,
They are a mercenary {ort of People witneut Con-
fcience,

I hope there are not many that are fo corrupted
and {o fcandalous: I am fure I know a great many
that are far otherwife, who preach, fpeak and aét
as they fwear and pray ; but thofe who act i an-
other way, are noify and impudent, and fo bring
an Imputation on the whole Body.  And unlefs an
effeCtual Stop is put to this Diitemper, 1t s not
poflible to forefee all the ill Coniequences that may
tollow upon 1.

I have, I am afraid, wearied your Lordfhips ;
but I thought it was neceflary, once for all, to
enlarge copioufly on this Argument.  And now to
come clofc to the Article, and the Sermon, for I
meddle not at all with the Perfon of the Man,
whatever general Expreflions might very well have
been ufed, in fetting forth Paffrve Obedience and
Non-Refiftance hefore the Revewtiion 5 becaule odi-
ous Cafes ought not to be tuppoled, and therefore
are not to be named, yet fince Refyfence was ufed
in the Kevelurion, and that the late King invited
all the Subjets to join with him, which was in

them ccrtninly Refittance 3 and {ince the Lawful-
nels
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nefs of the Rewvolution is {o much controverted, thie
condemning all Refiffance in {uch crude and gene-
ral Terms, is certainly a condemning the Revolt-
sion. And this is further aggravated from thole
Limitations on our Obedience, in an Act paft foon
after the Kevolution, by which, in Cafe our Prin-

ces turn Papifts, or marry Papifts, the Subjectsare

9 Ann,

in exprels Words difcharg’d from their Allegiance
to them. Certainly this puts an End to the No-
tion of Non-Refifiance n any Cafe, or onany Pre-
tence whatfoever. For thefe Reafons, I think the
firlt Article of this Impeachment, is both well
erounded, and fully made out,

The Bifbop of Oxford’s * Speech in the Houfe of Lords, on the firft Article of
the Impeachment of Dr. Henry Sacheverell.

My Lorbs,

O ME of this Bench are neceflarily call’d up,

by Words which fell from the noble Lord
who fpake third in this Debate, who was pleas’d
to mention among other firange Things, Bifbops
voting contrary to their Dodlrines, ‘The Opinions
of feveral of the Reverend Prelates have been read
before your Lordfhips in Wefiminfter-Hall : They
were firft quoted by the Counfel for the Defen-
dant, and by their Order read in {fuch a partial
and unfair manner, that if 1 may be allow’d to
ufe any other Author atter the fame way, to take
a naked Propofition out of his Book, and not con-
fider the Coherence or Dependance of the Words,
how it may be explain’d or limited in other Places,
to read jult fo far as may ferve my Purpole, and
ftop when any thing foliows that may fet the
Matter in a juft Light, I dire undertake to make
any Author fpeak on which-ever fide of the Quel-
tton I pleafe.

But the Managers for the Fonourable Houfe of
Commons did Juftice to thole Reverend Prelates,
by obliging the Clerk to vead other Paflages in
their Books, wihnch clearly explain’d their Opi-
nions 3 and fo the only Purpole that was eventual-
ly ferv’d by producing thoie Quotations, was that
which, I fear, was not tntended 3 the vindicating
thofe Reverend Predaies (rom the unchartable Im-
putation of having aii wd a Doélrine 1 their
Writings, which they had contradiéted by their
Practices, in relation to the Revolution, and the
Government founded upon it

I Liope to be able to reconcile the Vote which I
fhall give, with the Opinion which I have always
been of, and which having not been produced be-
low, I ftand up to give it your Lordfhips here ;
being far from cenfuring, far from entertaining
the lealt difrefpectful Thought of any that fhall
differ in Opinion from me,

I own the Subjeét now in debate, Is a matter
of great Conlequence, and of great Nicety and
Tendernels 5 and that he, who fhould prefume to
entertain your Lordfhips upon 1t, ought to be bet-
ter quabfy’d, and better prepar’d than I am in
other Relpects 5 but [ will give place to none in
thole that follow, wiz. in delivering my felf with
that Refpect and Deference which is due to this
Houle, that humble Diffidence which becomes a
jult Confcioufnels of my own Weaknels, and that
Plinnefs and Sincerity which becomes that Cha-
racter, which however unworthy of 1, 1 have
the Honour to bear 5 and then I am fure I may
depend upon your L.ordfhips known Candor, Ho-
nour and Juftice, that ifany thing fhould fall
from me lefs correct, or lefs guarded than it ought
to be, 1t fhall receive the moft favourable Con-
{truction that it is capable of.

Betore I deliver my Opinion, I beg leave briefly

* Dr. Villtam Talhor,

to ftate the Queftion ; and in order to that, to
lay down two Premifes,

1. That Government in general, was in 1ts ori-
ginal Inftitution, deligned for the Good of the
whole Body., Men were not torm’d into Socictics,
only to be Subjects of the arbitrary Wills, the {la-
vilh Inftruments in the gratitying the ambitious
or other corrupt Deligns, of any cne or more
Men 5 but for the Safety and Profperity of the
whole Community.

2. That in the Holy Scriptures (as faras I can
find) there 15 no Specthication of any one particu-
Jar Form of Government to which all Nations and
Bodies of Men, in all Times and Places oushe to
be fubject 5 nor arc there any fuch exaét Accounts
of the Extent of the Power of the Governor, or
Obcedicnce and Submiflion of the Governed, as can
reach to all Cafes that may poflibly happen.

There are many general Precepts requiring the
Obedience and Submiffion of Subjetts to their
Governors: Let every Soul be fubjeét to the Higher
Poeers: Yon muft nceds be fubject uot only for
Wrath, Lut alfo for Confcicnce-fake : He that iefiffs,
refifts the Ordinance of God @ dud fubiiit your felves
to cevery buman Confiitulion for the Lord’s Jake, &,

But yet thefe Scriptures do not tell us how far
we mult obey and be fubject, nor do they necel-
farily mmply that there can never be any Cafes
wherenmn we may not obey and not be fubjeét, but
refift 5 becaule there are other Places in Scripture,
where other Duues are requir'd in Terms as large
and general as thefe, nay in univerfal Terms,
which yet muft admit of Exceprions,

Some of the moft zealous Contenders for the ab-
folute Power of the Prince, and unconditional
Submiffion of the Subject, found themficlves very
much upon the fifth Commandment, Honour thy
Father and Mother, which they expound as com-
prehending political as well as natural Parents;
and I do not gamn-fay it: But then pray, my Lords,
let us {ee 1n what Terms the Duty of Children to
their natural Parents is requird in Scriprure :
Children, lays the Apoltle, obey your Parents in
all Things. "Lhis Expreflion is furely univerfal
enough ; and from hence, according to fome Mens
Reafloning, it muft follow, if Children muft obey
thetr Parents in all things, then they may refiit
1D none,

But will any body fay, that notwithftanding
the Univerfality ot this Precept, there may nor
be fome Exceptions and Limitations underitood,
both as to the active and paflive Part of the
Child’s Obedience ¢ As to the aQlive, no one
will deny, but the Command muft be reftrain’d
to Licita & Ionefla 5 they are not to obey in all
things abfolutcly, but in all things that are law-
ful and honeft,

And
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And as to the paflive Part of the Child’s Obe-
dience, the Submiffionor Non-Reffiftance requir’d,
permit me to put a Cale:  Suppofea Parent in
Phrenzy, in 2@ Fit of Drunkennefs or Paffion,
draws his Sword, and attempts to kil his inno-
cent Son, and the Son has no way to elcape
from him: Is he oblig'd by this Duty of not re-
filting, to ftand ftill and lec his Father fheath
his Sword in his Bowels? May he not, tho’ he
muft ftll have a care of his Father’s Life, defend
his own? May he not put by the Fals, grapple
with his Father, and difarm him if he can? My
Lords, furely he may; that prime Law of Na-
ture, of Self-Preflervation, will jultity him in it:
And then why may not the fame Law of Self-
Prefervation juftify the Political Child, the Body
of the People, in defending their political Life,
7. ¢. their Conftitution, againft plain and avow’d
Attempts of the political Parent utterly to de-
ftroy it? And it 1s upon this Pomt only that 1
fhall ftate the Queftion.

[ do allow, that 1n all Governments whatfo-
ever there is an ablolute Power lodg’d fome-
where, With us, as I humbly conceive, that
Power is lodg’d in the Legiflature; for which I
have the Authority of 2 grecat Polincian and
Statefinan, Sir Thomas Swith, who was Secretary
of State to two Princes, King Edward VI, and
Queen Llizabeths who in his Book, De Republica
Augl. a Baok feen and allow’d, as is f{aid in the

Title-Page, in that Chapter where he treats of

our Parliaments, and the Authority thereof, lays

down this Affertion, ¢ The moft high and abfolute
¢ Power of the Realm of England confiffeth in the
¢ Parliament.’ And giving particular Inftances of

that Power, among others, mentions this, ¢ That

¢ the Parliament gives Foris of Succelfion 1o the

¢ Crown
The exccutive Power with us 1s lodg’d with

the Prince; and I do readily allow, that the

Prince fo vefted with the Exccutive Power, and

all others lawfully commiffion’d by him, acting

according to their Commiflion, and within thofc
Laws with the Exccution whereof he and they
are refpedtively trufted, are irrcfittible: The Per-
fon of the Prince is always inviolable; no perfonal
Faults in him; no Injuries to particular Perfons,
where they can have no Redrefs by Law, as in
feveral Cafes they may have; no general Male-
Adminiftration, whereby the Publick may be
greatly hurr, can juftify any forcible Refiftance
of his Subje&s; nor any thing elfe than a total
Subverfion of the Conttitution.

But if in a legal Monarchy, where fuch Laws
have been enacted by common Confent of Prince
and People, as arcto be the Mealures of his Go-
vernment, as well as of their Obedience, that
limit his Power, as well as fecure their Rights
and Propertics, the Prince fhall change this Form
of Government into an ablolute Tyranny, let
afide thofe Laws, and fet up an arbitrary Wil
in the room of them: When the Cafeis plain,
and when all Applications and Attempts of other
Kinds prove unfuccefstul; 1t then the Noblc'.s and
Commons join together in defence of ther An-
tient Conftitation, Government and Laws, T can-
not call them Rebels.  Allow me, my Lords, to
lay before you a few things In maintenance of
what [ have advanced.  And,

t. I would humbly offer fome Facts, which I
allow do not direétly prove what 1 have fud
to be true, but chey do prove 1t to have been
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the Opinion of our Princes, Parltaments, Clergy
and People, in the Reigns of thole three great
Princes, Queen Elizabeth, King Faines and King
Charles I. I mean the Affiftances which thofe
Princes gave to the Subjells of cther Countrics
that were refifting thelr  yefpedtive Princes; and
to enable them to do fo, they had Subfidies
given them in Parliament and Convocation——-,
and there were Prayers compoled and uled for
the Succefs of their Arms.

Surcly, my Lords, if thofe Princes, Darlia-
ments, Clergy and People, had heen of opuion,
that the Refiftance of Subjects agaimtt their Princes
was In no cafe lawtul, but always damnable Re-
bellion; they would never by aiding and aflitting
fuch Rebels have involv’d themitelves m the Guile,
and expos’d themiclves to the dangerous Conie-
quences of fuch a Sin, T mention not the parti-
cular Stories, becaufe they are better known ro
your Lordihips than to me, and becaule T doubt
not but in the Courfe of this Debate, fome Lord
or other will give a larger Account of them.
But I cannot forbear obferving one thing rela-
ting to that Alfliftance, which that pious Prince,
and now glorious Saint in Heaven King Charles 1.
aave to the Rochellers, who were furcly the Sub-
jects of the King of France: He order’d a Falt by
Proclamation, and appointed a Formy of Prayer to
be drawn up for the imploring of Gud’s Blefling,
It 15 hughly probable, that Bithop Land had the
great Hand m compofing thole Prayers, he being
then Bithop of Londen, and i great Favour, and
the Archbifhop ot Canterbury, Abbat, at that time
in Difgrace.  But whoever compos’d them, I beg
leave to read part of one of the Collects in that
Ofhce: O Lord God of Hefts, that giveft Victory in the
“ Day of Battel, and Deliverance in the time of Trou-
< ble, IWe Befeech thee to firengthen the Hands, and
< encourage the Hearts of thy Servants, in fighting thy
< Battles, and defending thy Altars that are among
< us, and in all the Reformed Churches? It feems
the Reformed Churches were thought to have
God’s Alears among  them then, however they
have been villify’d fince.  But thar which T would
oblerve from dus Paffage i1s this, That neicher
that excellent King who commanded thofe Prayers
to be compofed, nor the Bithops who compuos’d
them, nor the Clergy and People who ufed and
join’d in them, could 1n fo folemn a manner have
recommended  thofe  Forces to the divine Pro-
teftion and Favour, and as fuch as were fighting
God’s Battles, 1t they had thought they were
fighting aganft God in his Vice-gerent; and as
defending his  Altars, if they believed they were
refifting lis Ordinance.

2, Tcould produce feveral Authorities in fup-
port of what I have lmd down, but I fhallmen-
tion but one: Itis in a Book written profefledly
on this Subject, and the Paffage I fhall quote
comes home in point to the matter in hand,  The
Book was writt:n in Queen Llzaberh’s Time:
every one that is acquainted with the Hiltory
of her Reign, knows what Attempts were made
by the Pope and his Party againft her Govern-
ment and Life, by cxcommunicating, depofing
her, abfolving her Subjets from their - Allegiance,
by raifing Tumults and Infurrections, by Dagger,
Potlon, and what not: And ’tis certain, that
they were thefe wicked Practices of the Pope and
his Followers, and the Doftrines by which they
jultity’d them, that the Compilers of the Homi-
lics, which were then made, and other Authors,
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who then wrote about the Power of the Prince’

and the Duty of the Subject, had principally in
their View, The Book I mean, is intitled, The
true Difference between Chriftian Subjedtion and Un-
chiiftian Rebellion. Tt 1s written by way of Dia-
logue between a Chriflian, whom the Author calls
Theopbilus, and a Jefuir whom he calls £hzlander.
[ beg leave to rcad a Quotation out of 1t.  Theo-
philus the Chrittian fays, [ dufy not wisfelf in otber
Mew's Commontcealths as you (the Fefuits) doy neither
will I rafbly pronounce all that refifi 1o be Rebels:
Cafes may fall out evenin Chriftian Kingdoms, where
the Peaple may plead their Right ageinft their Piice,
and not be charged with Rebellion.  Philander the
Jelvit afks, As when for Example? Theophilus the
Chriftian replies thus: If a Piince fhould go abou:
to fubjet bis Kingdoss to a foreign Realm, o1 change
the Form of the Commonzocalth from Impeiy to Tyrai-
iy, or negledt the Laws eftadlifl’d by comingin Confent
of Prince and People, to execute bis own Pleafure: [
thefe and other Cafes, which might be named, if the
Nobles and Counmons join together to defend their
anticnt and accuftom’d Liberty, Regiment, and Lacs,
they may not well be acconnted Redels. "This Book is
faid, in the Title-page, to have been perufed
and allow’d by pubhck Authority; was \::rittf:n
by a great Man, Dr. Biljon, then Warden of /Fi-
cheftei Colleaes printed at Oxford by the Univerfi-
ty Printer, and dedicated to Queen Elizabeth 5 and
the Author was afterwards made Bithop of -
chefler. T could offer many other Authoritics, not
from fallc Sons, or perfidious Prelates of the
Church, not from Men of fatious and antimo-
narchical Principles 1n relation to the State; but
venerable Names, Ornaments to the Ages they
lived in, and fuch as will be remembred with
Honour in fucceeding ones : But I am fuperfeded
in producing, and your Lordfhips Trouble faved
in hearing morc  particular  Quotations to  this
purpofe, by what is yielded by a Reverend Di-
vine of great Parts and learning, far enough
trom the Sufpicion of being proudic’d againtt
the Rights of Princes, or partial to thole of the
People; T mean the Reverend Dean of Carlife,
who in a Letiz Difcourle preacl’d and printed m
this Town upon the Dauty of Submifiion, ftating
fome Cafes of extreme Neceflity, and  purtting
the Quellion, Hhether it may not be lawoful for
the Pecple in fuch Cafes to refif? anfwers, Viri
boni & graves, &c. ¢ That good and judicious
¢ Men, that have taken grear and ufetul Pains
¢ in defending the Rights ot Princes, and reprel-
¢ fing popular Licence, have contended that 1t s
“ Jawtul:* He adds indeed, ¢ Whether they have
¢ done right or wrong, let others judgey’ and
does not give his own Opinion. But fince he
has granted, that fuch Mon as he has deferibed,
Men of Probity and  Judgment, zealous Affertors
ol the Rights of Princes, and Repreffors of po-
pular Licence, have contended that in Cafes of
extreme Neceflity it is lawful for the People to
defend  themielves; I may comfore mylelf, if 1
crr i my Opinion, that [err in good Company,
But [ humbly conceive I do not erry, and thar,

3. I'or this plain Reafon, That it it be urterly
unlawtul o refft in any cale whatfoever, even
that of a total Subverlion of the Conftitutton
and Laws; then there 1s no Diftinction of Go-
vernments, of abfolute, I mean, and limited:
or if there be a Diftinion, it 1s 2 nominal one,
without any real Difference. Tor what Difference
is there between a Princee’s governing arbitra-
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rily withcut Iaw, and govorning arhitr.u'ily 1.
aainft Law? betwixt having o Laws acali, snd
having precarious Laws at depend datirely o
the Will of the Prince, whether he will chiipve
one of them, or fubvert them ails and i he dos,
the People cannot help themiclves ?

But, my Lords, I hope and believe that there
s a real Diftinéiion of Govermiients, and thar o
Subjects of all Governments are not in the jame
wretched  Condition  that thole of Fierce and
Turkey are in. I hope we have not boafted falily
ot vainly of our own Form of Government, that
we are blely’d with a Conftitution more happy
than any other Nation in the World enjoys, that
allows and fecures as great, and (I had aluioft
fad) God-like Powers and Prerogatives o the
Crown, as any wile and good Prince can delire s
a Power of doing every thing that is good, and
nothing that is il and at the fame te  feeures
moft valuable Rightsand Privileges to the People,

What wie or goed Prince would not rather
chule to raign over frce Subjeéls, than tyrannize
ovel Slaves? T'o reccive a willing cheertul Obe-
dience, preceeding from the Prinaples of Gra-
titude, Love and Ineereft, as well as of Duty,
rather than a foreud one, owing meerly toa Principle
of Fear, the Principle from whence the Jadigis
worthip the evil Spirigs 2

My Lords, fuch a Frame of Government your
Lordihips have receiv’d from your Anceftors
and I hope and truft, that in grateful Refpect to
their Memory, and in tender regaid to your Pofte-
nty, (I fay nothing of ourfelves, my Lords; for
as for us who have the Happinefs to live under
the Government of the beft of Princes that ever
Heaven blefs’d a Nation with 3 for us, I fay, were
our Government as arbitrary as any in the Zaff,
yet Hhould think our Righes, Liberties and Pro-
perties, and whatever is moft dear and valuable to
us, as fafe 1if they depended entirely upon Her
Majelly’s gracious Will, as they are now they
are {ecured to us by our Laws, or {lronger Fences,
It they could be made) but I fpeak in regard
to thofe that arc to come after us: and I do hope
and trutt, that as your Lordfhips have receivid
fuch an incftimable T'reafure from your Prede-
cefors, you will tranfmit it inviolable to your
Pofterity.

My Lords, T fearI tire you, but I muft beg
your Paticnce a little longer, while I exprefs my
Surprize and Wonder that the Do&rine of Paffive
Obedience and Non-Refiffance, in the unlimited Fx-
tent in which fome explain it, is fo diligently in-
culcated, and fo zealoutly prefs’d ac this Time.

Paffrue Obedience, T own, when truly ftated, isa
truly Chriftian Duty 3 a perpetual Duty as to the
Obligation, but occafional as to the Practice of
it. Now Preachers do not ufually, negleting the
prefling of other Dutics of more conftant Prattice,
lay out their Time and Labour in filling both Pages
of their Difcourfes with earneft Affertions and vio-
lent Lxhortations to the Practice of an occafional
Duty, unlefs they have fome near Prolpeét of an Qc-
cafion for the Exercife of it.  And yer, my Lords,
has this one Duty been of fate, more frequently and
carncftly afferted and urged both from Pulpit and
Prefs, than all the other Duties of Chriftianity
And what Occafion for this does any one pretend
to have 1 view ?

Can there be a Wretch fo abandon’d, fo loft to
all Senfe of Gratitude “and cvery thing  thar s
good, as to be capable of admitting a Thought,

that
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that our gracious Queen has done, is doing, or
intending to do any thing, that may give her Sub-
jects occalion for the Practice of this Duty: Has
{he not, ever ﬁncq her happy Acceffion to the Throne,
poftponed, facrificed her own Repofe and Eafe
to the Quict and Happinefs of her Subjets ? Has
fhe not clearly fhown that fhe has nothing fo much
at heart, as the Good and Profperity of her People,
the true Intereft and Honour of her Kingdom,
which fhe has carried higher than any of her Royal
Predeceflors ever did before her 2 Has fhe not ap-
prov’d herfelt a true Parent of her Political Childcn,
by exercifing as prudent a Care of, and expreffing
on all Occafions as tender an Indulgence to
them, as any natural Parents ever did towards
theirs 2

If then there be no Occafion from the Conduct
of our Prince, 1s there any Reafon from the Beha-
viour of her People that may juftify this extraor-
dinary and otherwife unfeafonable Zeal for this
Doctrine ? Do they (excepting fuch as the Zea-
lots for this Do&trine have excited to difturb her
peaceful Reign at home, by rebellious and dan-
gerous Tumults and Infurrections) fhew any Un-
eafinefs under her Maeity’s Government, or
Inclination to throw it off? Do they not blefs
their glorious Queen and God for her? Do they
not on all Occalions cxprefs their grateful Senfe
of the many ineftimable Bleflings they enjoy thro?
her Adminiftration? Do they not conftantly offer
up their devout Prayers to God for her long Life
and happy Reign 2 Do they not willingly pay their

Taxes for the Support of her Government, cheer-
fully expend therr Preafure and Blood too in Detence
of 1t ?

YWhat then can be faid for fuch a Condudt, which
¢an have no other natural Tendency than to crcate
unreafonable Jealoufies of her People in the Head
of our Queen, and groundlefs Fearsof their Queen
in the Hearts of her People? Jealoufies in the Queen,
that her Subjeéts are inclinable to rebel agandt her,
when the Clergy think it neceffary thus to prefs thefe
Reftraints upon them; and Fears i the Peoplewhen
their Paftors are {o indulerioufly preparing them for
Sufterings.

My Lords, I would not be thought to charge
upon all that hold and affert this Dectrine, the
Confequences which I may with too much Rea-
fon charge upon fome of them ; I mean fuch asdo
not allow Her Majelty’s Title to the Crown, bur
refufe to rake the Oaths to Her, or join in Prayer
for Her, and have upon that account form’d one
of the moft unaccountable Schiims that ever was
made in the Church.  Some of thele have engaged
zealoufly in afferting this Doctrine; and one of
them in a Paper written in Virdication of 1t, has
not been afraid to infinvate a Parallel between the
Cafe of Her Mejefty and the Prefeider, and that of
Athaliah and Foafh.

Horrid Suegellion, that would make one trem-
ble | What do thefe Men mean? Any Service to
Her Majefty ? No: The Confequences as to them
ate plain, Ifto refift upon any Occafion whatever
be unlawful, be Rebcllion, damnable Rebellion;
then the Revolution was Rebelfion, and all that
were concern’d in it are involv’d i that Guile,
then we have continued in a Rebellion ever finee
then if we wou’d avoid Damnation, we mult repent
of that Sin: but theie Is no true Repentance without
Reltitution, and if there muft be Reftitution, they

will tell you what that is.
VoL. V.

8in
45

I would charitably hope, that the unfortunate
Perfon now in Judgment before your Lordfhips;
did not intend to carry Matters fo far : But I muft
fay, his DoCtrinc as he has ftated and managed
it, under his Head of Falfe Brotheriood with ves
lation to the State, does give too great a Handle
for thofe that have fuch Views, to improve what he
has faid to their Purpofes.

The Counfel for him, have labour’d to defend
him againft the Charge in this Article, by pro-
ducing a great many Quotations out of the Homi-
lies, Statutes, and TVritings of Divines dead and
living, wherein this Doctrine has been laid down
generally, They all allow’d that Cales of ex-
treme Neceflity were always excepted out of this
general Doctrine 3 and that tho’ the Exception was
not exprefs’d, yet 1t was always imply’d; and
they allow’d farther, that the Cafe of the Revolu-
tion was a Cafe of fuch Neceflity : But how did
they apply this to the Cafe of their Client? Thus :
They faid, that thofe Divines whom they had
quoted, were never found fault with for afferting
the Doctrine tn general Terms, not exprefling bue
tacitly implying the Exception: Then they afk’d,
Why fhould the Doctor be charged for afferting
the Doctrine in general Terms, as others had done,
not exprefling the Exception which they had not
exprefs’d ¢ Why fhould not he be intitled to the
favourable Confiruétion of tacitly implying the Ex-
ception of Cafes of Neceflity, fuch a Neceffity as
they allow’d juitity’a the Revolution 2

Indeed I fhould readily have admitted the Plea,
if the Doctor had done no more than barely affert
the Dotrine in general Terms, and his only Faule
had been that he had not exprefs’d the Exception
which he tacitly mply’d: But has he done no
more than this? Has he not mention’d the Cafe
of the Revolution, with no other view, as I can
fce, than to expofe it; not as an Exception out
of his general Polition, but an Objeftion againfl
it? Our Adverfarics, fays he, that'is, thofe that
oppole his general Doétrine, think they have us
fure, 7. e. efieftually confute that Doctrine, by
objeCting the Revolution, This Objeltion mult
fuppole that there was Refiftance at the Revolution ;
for to fay that the general Dotrine, That it 1s not
Jawful m any Cafe to refift, 1s not true, becaufc
the Revolution was Jawful, in which there was no
Refiftance, would be a wonderful Objection in-
deed: T fay, Refiftance muft be {uppos’d 1 the
Objeétion, to make Senfe of it, How then does
he folve this Objection ? Does he fay the general
Do&rine always implics an Iuxception of Cafes of
Neceffity 2 That the Revolution was a Cafe of fuch
Neceflity, and therefore that Neceflity juihify’d the
Refiftance at the Revolution; No, but by ad-
vancing a {trange Pofition (which he proves by
as ftrange a Medium) @iz, That there was no Re-
Siffance at the Revolution : planly unplying, that
it there was Reliftance at the Revolution, which
cvery body knows there was, the Revolution {tands
condemn’d by his general Doltrine.  So that |
cannot fee that his learned Counfel, who wanted
neither Abilities nor Inclinations to ferve him, have
at all defended him againftthe Charge in this Article.
But this they have cfiectually done, they have given
up his general Dollrine, if it admits of no Excep-
tions ; and thereby clear’d the Revolution and the
neceflary Means whercby it was brought about, from
thofe black and odious Colours which he endea-
vou’d to cafl upon them.

5P 2
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After all, I can truly appeal to my own Heart,
and a gregter than i, the Searcher of 1c, that I
am not any ways prejudiced againft the Perfon of
the unhappy Prifoner, but rather in favour of him,
as 1 am of all Men in his fuffering Circumftances,
by a natural Tendernefs (it may be a Weaknels,
but fuch a one as 1 cannot help) which never fuf-
{ers me, however oblig’d in Juftice to 1t, to doa
hard thing to any one-however deferving 1t, with-
out doing at the fame time a hard thing to mylelf:
And if your Lordfhips fhould be of Opinion in
the Conclufion of this Trial, That the Commons
have .-ade good their Charge againdt him, I am
fure I could come into as caly a Sentence upon
him as may be confiftent with the Honour and
TJullice of your Proccedings, and with that which
I take to be the chict End m ail Punifhiments,
not o much the hurting the Offender, as the pre-
venting the like Offences, and hindring others from
committing them for the [uture.

But ftill, my Lords, there is furely a Tender-
nefs and Compaflion due to our Queen, our Coun-
try, and our Pofterity 5 all which, 1 humbly appre-
hend, are highly concern’d in the [ffuc of this Alfar,

If Clergymen may with Jmpunity publickly in
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their Sermons arraign and condemn the Revoly.
tion; befides the KefleCtions they caft upon al
the worthy Patriots that were concern’d in that
oreat Work, the Commonalty, Gentry, and
Nobility, Lords upon every Bench in this
Houle ; belides this, 1t muft fhake, 1t muft lap
the very Foundation of our prefent Eftablithment
as it flands upon the Foot of the Revolution, and
utterly deftroy our future Hopes in the Proteftant
Succeflion, whicn 1s founded upon that botom
only.

My Lords, T muft humbly afk Pardon for havine
trefpals’d {o long upon your Patience, and wiﬁ
conclude with this one Word, That in my Opi-
nion, thefe Praflifings of Clergy-inicn (toufe the x-
preffion of a great and eminent Prelate) i State-
Mattcrs, aic of that dangcicus Deandeiney aid Corfe-
quence, that if theie be it foine effectual Stop pat to
thefe Praciiftngs, thefe Prectifiins oty in tinwe, put
an effeiinal Lid to ¢ui Confiitution,

The Commons had therefore Resfon to bring
this Matter i Judgment belore your I.Ul'dﬂ]ips::
and I think they have ful'y made eoed eher Charge
n the fufl Arccle of tar Impeachient aaintt
Dr, Sucheverell, D

The Bifbop of Lincoln’s * Specch to the Houfe of Lords, March the 15, ar
the opening of the fecond Article of the Dupcachment againfe Dr. Sache-

verell.

My L orpbs,

T was the Misfortunc of fome of our Bench,

that in the Profecution of the foregoing Ar-
ticle of this Impeachment, a Noble Lord, who
fpoke very carly to that Point, was plealed not
only to anticipate our Judgment in that Particu-
lars but to do it with tius pretty hard Reflec-
tiod, ‘Thatin giving it, - he fuppos’d we would,
we fhould vote contrary o our own Doctrine, It
is not improbable but thag, in the Courle of the
prefent Debate, another Arrow may be drawn
out of the fame -+ Quiver to fheot atusy and we
may be told, that m defending of the|| Lolera-
tion erantcd by Law to the Diffenters, we fhew
omfelves to be Apoftates from our own Order.
But from both thefe Imputations T am perluaded
both our Writings, and cur Actions, will fecure
us in the Judament of all indifferent Perfons.

The Subtlance of this Sccond Article of the
Impeachment, which your Lordfhips are now
about to cnter upon, is this: ¢ That Di. Sache-
< verell in bis Serizoir doth fuggeft and maintain, 1oal
¢ the Tolcration granted by Latw is wmrcafonable,
¢ and the Aliowcance of it unwwaryantable,  That be
< is a Ialfe Brother with relation to God, Religion,
< or the Church, <who d:fends Toleration, and Libeity
¢ of Confeicnce.  That Queen Eizabeth was deluded
¢« by Archbifbop Grindal to the Toleration of the
¢ Genevian Difeipline: dud that it is the Duty of
¢ fuperior Paftors to thunder ont iheir Lcelefigptical
¢ gyathemas asainft Perfens entiteled to the Benefit
¢ of the Tolerations and infelently deves, or defies,
aity Power on Barth to reverfe fuch Sentences?
This, my Lords, is the Sum of this part of the
Commons Charge agcainft Dr. Sacheverell, and 1
think the Managers have fully made 1t out; not

~ oy Wilklaim VWalke.

by bare Intendments, by unnecellary Implica-
tions, and forced Conftructions; not by piecing
together  broken Sentences, and conjoining of
diftant, and independent Paflages (as he has unjuftly
complain’d ;) but by the plain Words, ard ncc;:[f;u*y
Meaning, of a very great part of his Difcourfe,

But before T trouble your Lordfhips with the
Proof of this, give me leave, upon this Occa-
fion (tho’ 1t be no part of the Impeachment laid a-
oxinft the Preacher) to obferve to your Lord-
fhips what a {lrange Account he has thought fit
to publifhh of that other popular Lngine, which,
he fays, has been made ufe of T to pull down the
Church, and which he calls by the Name of Com-
prehenfion.

The Perfon who fintt conceried this fuppofed
Dcfign againft our Caurch, was the late moft
Reverend Di. Sancioft, then Archbifhop of Casn-
terbury,  The Time was towards the End of that
unhappy Reign, of which fo much was faid up-
on the Cceafion of the feregoing Article,  Then,
when we were v the height of our Labours,
defending the Church of Englend againft the Af-
faults of Popery, and thought of nothing elfe,
that wile Prelate forcfeemng fome fuch Revolution
as {oon after was happily brought about, began
to conlider how utterly unprepared they had been
at the Reforation of King Charles 11, to fertle
many things to” the Advantage of the Church;
and what a happy Opportunity had been loft for
want of fuch a previous Care, as he was there-
fore defirous thould now be taken, for the better
and more perfect Eltablifhinent of it It was
vifible to all the Natton, that the more moderate
Diffenters were generally fo well fagsfied with

that
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that Stand which our Divines had made "againft
Popery, and the many unanfwerable Treatifes
they had publifhi’d in Confutation of it, as to ex-
prefs an unuftal Readinels to come into us.  And
it was. thercfore thought worth the while, when
they were deliberating about thofe other Matters,
to confider at the fane time what might be done to
aain them, withoutdoing any Prejudiceto ouiftives.

The Scheme was lud out, and the feveral
Parts of it were commitied, not only with the
Approbation but by the Dircétion of that Great
Prefate, to fuch of our Divines as were thought
the moft proper to be mtrufted with 1t, His
Grace took one Part to Himfelf: Another was
committed to the then Prous and Reverend ¥ Dean,
afterwards a Bithop, cf our Church, The re.
viewing of the daily Service of our Liturgy, and
the Communion-Book, was refer’d to a {eleét
Number of excelient Perfone, - two of which are
at this time upon our Benchy and I am {ure wiil
bear Witnels to the Truth of my Relation. The
Dcfign was, 1n fhort, this: To mprove, and,
if poiiible, to inforce our Difcipline; to review,
and cnlarge our Liturgy; by correcting of fome
things, by adding of others; and if it fhould be
thought adwvifable by Authority, when this Mat-
ter thould come to be legally confider’d, furft
Convocation, then in Parhament, by leaving
fome few Ceremonies, confefs’d to be indifferent
in their Natures, as indifferent in their Ufage,
{o as not to be neceffanly obferv’d by thofe who
made a Scruple of them; ull they fhould be able
to overcome cither their Weaknefles or Prejudices,
and be willing to comply with them.

How far this good Defign was not only known
to, but approved of by, the other Iathers of our
Church, that famous Petition, for which Seven
of them were fent to the Tower, and which con-
eributcd fo much to our Deliverance, may fuflice
to thew. The© Williuzunefs there declared of coming
“ to fuch a Teinper as fhould be thought fit with lhe
“ Diffemters,whei that Matter fhould be confidei’d, and
< fettled, i Parliament and Couvecalion s manifedtly
referi’d to what was then known to feveral, if
not all of the Subfcribers, to have been ar that
very time under Deliberation.  And that nothing
more was intended than I have before faid, 15 as
evident from what was publickly declared in a
Treatife purpofely written to recomimend the De-
fign, when 1t was brought before the two Houles
of Pariiament, in the beginting of the latc Reign s
and Licenfed by the Authority of a Noble Peer,
now prelent, who was at that time _Sccrumry
of State: In the very Beginmng of wlhich there
is this remarkable Paffage, which I fhall beg leave
to rcad to your Lordfhips: || ¢ No Alteration,
¢ that 1 kioza of, is intended, but in things declared to
< b alicrabls by the Chuich itfelf.  Aud if Things
< altercbie be altered upen the Grounds of Prudence
 and Charityy and Things defective be fupplicd s
< and Things abufed be reflered 1o their proper Ufe s
¢ aind Thinrs of a mere than erdinaiy Conpefition,
¢ sevifed and improved; whillt the Dottrne, Go-
< yernment, aird Wotthip of the Church ramarn
< Zutire,in afl the fabflantial parts of thei 5 wwe bave
“all eafon to belicve that this will ve fo for fion
< fujaring the Church, that, oi toe contrary, it fhail
© pecesve a wey great Beaefit Oy it?

* n. Dawick, Lijkepof Ely.
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And now, my Lords, let any impartial Perfon
confider, what was there n fucn a Delign that
could be juftly efteem’d prejudicial to the Con-
{titution of our Church? Wherein would our
Canons have fufter’d, if thofe alrcady made, had
been more ftrongly enforced ; and fome new ones
had been added, for the Reformation of Man-
ners; for the better punifhing of notorious Of-
fenders; and to render our publick Dilcipiine
more {tri&, and fevere? This we have been
wifhing for, ever fince the Reformation, What
harm would it have done our Church had 1t now
been cffected ? Or how would our excellent Li-
turgy have been the worley if a few more doubt-
ful Expreflions had becn changed for plainer
and clearer; and a Paffage or two, which how-
ever capable of a jnft Defence, yet in many
Cafes {eem harfh to fome even of our own Com-
munion, had either been wholly lefe at liberty,
in fuch Cafes, to be omitted altogether; or been
fo qualified as to remove all Exception againft
them In any Cafe. If fuch Collects, as are not
yetTadapted to the Feflivals, or Gofpels, to which
they belong, had been made more full, and ap-
pofite to both ; if fome of the occafional Ofhces had
been  enlarged, and new ones added: If, for
LExample, there had been a greater variety of
Prayers, Plalms, and Leflons appointed by Au-
thority, mftcad of the Compofitions of private
Perfons, now needflarily to be ufed, for the Vifi-
tation of the Sick; and new Forms compofed for
the Ufe of Prifoners for Debt or Crimes: For
the greater Solemmnity of receiving Profelytes into
our Church; of reconciling Penitents to it;
and of calting notorious Offcnders out of it
Thefe were fome of the main things that were
then defign’d. As for any favour to the Dif-
fenters, none, that I know of, was intended, but
what fhould have been entirely confiftent with
our own Conftitutton: And I hope it will not
be thought any Crime {or the Pifhops, and Clergy
of our Church, to be willing to enlarge its Com-
munion, by any Methods which may be likely

to gain others, and yet not mjure our own Efta-
bltthment.

But to fatisfy your Lordfhips that nothing could
have been defigned to the Detriment of the
Churchy be pleafcd farther to confider, how what
was thus at firft projected in private, by feleét Per-
fons, and m a diflicelt Tine, when no Countenance
was to be expected from Authority to any fuch
puarpote, was afterwards, 1f ever, to have been
brought to Maturity.  And this being a mateer of
publick Notice, the relation of it will admit of no
Lixception,

No {ooner were their late Majefties, of glo-
rious Memory, feated in their Thrones, but this
Defign was openly cipoufed by them. A Com-
miffion was ilued out, under the Great Seal of
Lnglend, to a larse number of Bifthops and other
cmment Divines, to meet together, and to con-
fider of thefe Matters, What they did, having
not had the IHonour to be one of them, I fhall not
prefume to fay. This we know, that whatever
they dud, it was to have been carried on from
them to the two Convocations of Canterbury and -
Zork: And after it thould have pafs’d their Ap-
probations, 1t was finally to have been laid before

the
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the two Houfes of Parliament, and fo to have
gone on to the Royal Affent, This, my Lords,
was the Courfe thro’ which all that was defigned,
or Thou'd have been done in this matter, mu[t have
paly’d: and I am perfuaded nothing very injurious
to our Church’s Welfare, will ever be able to pals
thro’ all thele.

Having thus given your Lordfhips a true ac-
count of that Dufien which Dr, Sacheverell men-
tions under the Name of Comprehenfion, I
doubt not but that your Lordfhips will now be
amazed to hear, what a falfe and feandalous Re-
port he has made of it. In the 16th Page of
lis Sermon, he thus fpeaks of 1t: ¢ The worf
< Adverfories of onr Church, fays be, were 1o be lot
< juto ber Bowels under the Holy Unbroge of Sous
¢ cobp neither Lelioved ber Faithy own’d ber Mil-
¢ fion; fubmitted 7o ber Difcipline; o complicd
¢ qeith ber Litargy.  For the admitting of this Lro-
< san Horfe, big <with Arins and Ruin into onr Holy
< "City, the fraight Gate was to be laid quite opeir s
< her Ialls and Enclofures to be pull’d dowins and
¢ Ijsh-road made in upon her Communion.  IHer i
¢ ticles to be tanght the Confufion of all Seifes, Na-
¢ tions, and Lainguages’”

This, g1y Lords, 1s a very ftrange Rr{[)I'cfen-
tation of fo good a Defign, as that I betore re-
counted to your Lordfhips.  Yet this Reprefenta-
tion did this bold Man, as confidently, as falily,
make of it in the Floufe of God, and publith to
the View of the whole Naton. IFor thus he
oocs on: ¢ This pious Dfign of saking our Loufe
¢ of Prayer a Den of Thieves, of roforiniig our
¢ Churceh into a Chaos, Is well known to have been
¢ attempted feveral times in this Kingdom, and lately
¢ within our Memory; when all Things feei’d to
< favour it, but that good Providencewhich fo bap-
< pily interpofed againft the Ruin of our Chureh, and
¢ blafted the long-projecied Scheme of thele Eccleli-
¢ aftical Achitophels> To fay nothing more of
the Defign itfelf, of which I have given an Ac-
rount betores pray, my Lords, who were the
Achitopbels that projected it, and muft have con-
curr’d to the Exceution of it? Ihave alveady na-
med the firft, ard chicfelt of them, the late
Archbifhop Sancroft. The next who openly ap-
proved of it, were the Commiffioners who met
upon iz in the Ferufolem-Chamber: A Set of Men,
than which this Church was never, at any one
time, blef’d with either wifer or better fince
it was a Church: Who it was that* piclided i
the Convocation of this Province, to which this
Projeét was next to be :'f?ﬁ:rr"d 3 and v.fho, had it
sonc on, muft have had a chief Hand in the Ma-
nagement of it, I nced not fy. livery one who
knows any thing at all of his Character, (and I
am fure your Lordfhips arc none of you Stiangers
to it) knows him to be too good a Friend to the
Ftablifhment of cur Church, to have been capable
of being enzziged in fuch a vilkunous Defign, as
Dr. Sacheveryil pretonds, for the Subvcrhqn of it
Or had he toen otherwife, yet il te mayor Part
of that vorerable Body mult have been as greac
Achiterl o5 as himiaf, or no Plarm could have
‘been done by Lim. Pardon me, my J_mds,_lf
th> Courle of my Argument obliges me o nfe
yer one Degree higher, and to fay, thar i lixe
Majority ot your Loidfhips, and of tae Houle
of Commons, together with his late Majedly,
mull all have come into the Piot apainit ihe
Church; or all the Skill and Ddalice of the -
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ferior Aehitophels, would have fignified nothine.
And what Cenfure that Man deferves, who has
the Confidence to infinuate to the World, that
the Bifhops, the other Clergy, the Convocations,
the Parliament, nay, and the latc King himfelf,
our glorious Deliverer; or at leaft the greater
part of all thefe, were engaged in a Project /2
“ monflrous, fo romantic, and abfird, (for here’]
“am content to ufe his own Lixpreflions) zhq
“ it is bard to fay whether it bad more of }illair,
“or Folly, in ity 1 fhall fubmit 1t to your Loid-
fhips to confider. All I defign in taKing notice
of this part of his Sermon, is onlv to clear the
Memory of many excellent Perfons who are dead ;
and to vindicate the Reputation ol fome itill liv-
mg, and in the higheft Stations of the Church, from
that Load of Infamy which thus rath Man has
with fo much Virulence of Specch caft upon them:
And to let your Lordfhips fee that nothing was
mtended in all thac Aftair but what was both
Honourable to thofe who cngaged in ir, and I
am perfuaded would have been for the Intereft
and Peace of our Chuirch and State, had it been
accomplifh’d.

I come now to that which is the proper Sub-
Ject of the prefent Debate; namely to offer fuch
Paffages to your Lordfhips, as I humbly concuive
do plainly and fully make out the Second Article
of the Commons Impeachment againtt the Preacher;
and prove him to have {pcken with more Freedom
than he ought, not only of the Diffenters themfelves,
but of the Toleration, (or as he had rather we
fhould call 1t) the Induigence granted by Law to
them,

And here, as I remember, 1t was not deny'd
cither by his Counfel or himiclt, but that he had
fpoken, and fpoken with Warmth too, againft To-
leration, The only Queftion is, What the Tole-
ratton 1s againft which he fpake? Whether it was
that which has been granted by Law to the Diffen-
ters? Or whether it was only againft a general To-
leration of Atheifts, Deills, Socimans, Men of no
Principles, perhaps of no Religton? Or at muoft
againft fuch of the Diffenters as abuled the Indul-
cence granted them by Law; and made ufe of it
to Purpoles not at all warranted by 162 The former
of thele the Commons charge upon him: The latter
he pretends; the better to clear himfelf of their
Charge.

To determime this Point, I mult m the firft
place beg leave to obletve, that among the feve-
ral forts of falic Brethren, enumerated by the
Preacher with redation to God, Religion, or the
Church; the fecond kind 15 of thofe, who give
up any Point of the Church’s Difcipline and
Worithip, Page8. To this he adds, that thofe
are falle Brethren who defend Toleration, and
Liberty ot Confcience.  And that we may the
better know what Toleration and  Liberty of
Confcience he means, he Ipccifies the very
Perfons to whom he refers, and of whom e
fpeaks 3 the Diffenters: ¢ If, fays be, to comply
“cwith the Dijfenters both in publick and private Af-
¢ faiis, asPerfons of tender Confeicnce and Picty, to
“ sremote their Intercfts in Licbtions, to fueak to them
¢ for Ulaces and Preferment, todefend Toleration and
¢ Literly of Confeience, and ynder the pretence of Mo-
¢ devaticiny excufe their Separation, are the Ciite-
¢ rivis of a true Church-Many God deliver us all
¢ frow fuch falfe Brethren?  The Toleration there-
fore, and Liberty of Conftience, againil which
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he fpeaks, muft neceffarily be that of the Dif-
fenters 3 thofe who {fcpavate from our Church :
e names no others; but carries the fame Per-
fons thro* his whole SEHtCl]CE, both before and
after thofe Exprefiions.  Ether therefore 1t is no
Refle@tion upon the A&t of Indulgence to fay
that all thofe who defend the Toleration of the
Diffenters, and are for allowmg Liberty of Con-
{cience to them, are falfe Brcthren with relation
to God, Religion or the Church, Page 6, 7, and
fuch againft wnom we ougat to pray to God to
deliver us all, Page 8: Or if this cannot with
any Reafon be either faid, or fuppofed, then it
muft remain that Dr. Sacheverell has here faid
what the Commons charae him withal ; and that
in exprefs Terms, viz. That he is a falfe Brother
who defends the Toleration, not of Deifts, Socintans,
and I know not what Moniters of Irreligion, but
of the Diffenters: Thole fame Diffenters who by
the Act of Indulgence have a right to that Liberty
of Confcience of which this Gentleman fpeaks fo
very hardly 5 and prays God to defend us from all
fuch falle Brethren as fhall prefume to excult it.

But not to nfift upon a fingle Paffage which
may be fuppofed to have dropt unwartly from him
In the Sccond Part of his Sermon, he proceeds to
fhew the great Perils and Mifchiefs of thofe falfe
Brethren, aganft whom he was before fpeaking,
both to the Church and State, Page 15, And that
thefe again are the faine Perfons who have a Righe
to the legal Indulgence, 15 fo very clear, that I do
not {ee how 1t 1s poflible for any one to make the
Jealt doubt of it.  Page 18, He deferibes them as

ccafional Conformiits to the Church.  Page 19.
As thufe who had the old Leaven of their Fore-
fathers ftill working in them: And, in the next
Sentence, he exprefly talks of the religious Liberty
which our gracious Sovereign has ndulged them,
Thiz in tie very fame Sentence he calls their To-
leration 3 (for the Doctor himfelf 15 not tied up
to any Niceties of Lxpreffion; he may call it fo,
tho’ otiaers may not:) Thefe are the Peifons,
and the only Perfons, of whom he fpeaks in all
that part of his Difcourte; let us fee what he
fays of the Induigence grant=d by Law to
them,

And fArfty he tells us, Page 18, ¢ That it can-
w0t be deny’d, but that tho® they do fubmit to the
¢« Governmenty their Obcdience is forced, cud coi-
¢ frai’dy and fo treachérons and unceriain, as
< pevei to be tivfted.  That they ave as mtich Occa-
¢ fionzl Loyalifts to the Siate, as they are Occafioial
< Conforiifts to the Chureh 5 and will betray either
¢ qubencver it 15 i their Powery and they think it
¢ for their Advaitage. That notving but a {ottifh
¢ Lifatuation can fo far blind our Lyes and oni Fudg-
¢ ents, as lo make us believe that the faire Canfes
< (houid not piroduce the fame Effeits 5 thet the fame
¢ Letitudinarian oud Republican Notions fheuld not
< bring forth the faine rebellions and periicicus Con-
< fequences.  That we Jhall be convinced to oui Sor-

iy If we doir’t apprchind that the old Leaven of
< their Forefathers is flill working m the prefeat Ge-
¢ ueraticiny and that this traditional Poifon fiill re-
¢ sains i1 this Brood of Vipers to fling us to death.
<« That they bave advanced themfelves from the veli-
< gious Liberty which our gracious Sovereign has in-
¢ dulged them, to claim o Civil Right 5 and to juftle
< the Church ont of ber Efiabliftment, by boifting
« their Teleration into its Place. That to conwinge
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us what alone il [atisfy than they infolently
“ demaiid the Repeal of the Cerporasicn aid §off Aits,
which wazer ber Majefly, is the only Scearity the
Church bas to depend wpon : Ard which (f we
may belicze biwm) tley bave fo for clided b theiv
abominable Hypocrify, as to bave waderinii?d her
Foxudations, and indanger the Goverament, by Jil-
© ling it with its profejfed Enemies”  Flis Meaning
1S plamnly this; that the Diffenters, whom we
arc o foohih as to indulae, are a parcel of file
and  treacherous  Perfons s Enemins both o our
Church and State 5 and fuch s, if not time'y fup-
prels’d, will convince us to our Sorraw of the Weak-
nefs and Folly of taking fuch Vipars nto our Bofom,
as watch only for a fair opportunity to {ting us o
death,

But what then mult we do to fecuire ouilllves
againft thele dangerous Enemies ¢ Why firit, the
Doctor affures us, that they are never to be gain’d
by any Favour that can be fhew’d to chem. ¢ * Thas
“ he muft be wvery weak, or fomething worfe, that
“ thinks, or pretends, ther the Difinters (lor of
¢ thele he full fpeaks) aie 20 be woir over by axy
“ other Grants and Indulgences thair giving up our
¢ whole Conftitution.” 'This fhews the Folly of
trying the foft way of Indulgence with them: And
therefore he conclides, That ¢ Iz swho recedes the
“ leaft Tittle from it (oxr Coufitutisn) to [atisfy, or
¢ nmiatiate with thefe clainorous, infatiadle, Chirch-
“ devouring Maligiiants, tnswes nat what Spirit they
“ are of 5 or be oupht to fhety whais tae true M-
¢ ber of our Church,.”

This I think comes {ully up to what 15 objected
¢ againft himy namely, that Dr. Sachezerel! docs
in his Sermon fuggeft and mameain, thar the To-
leration granted by Law is unreafonable, and the al-
lowance of it unsvarrantable: For o it needs muft
be, if the D:ffenters be fuch Men as he cells us they
arc; and will be fatsfy’d with nothing lefs, than
he affures us they will.  And yet what next follows,
15, 1f poflible, {till more exprels to the fame pur-
pofe, It 1s objected agamft him, by the Com-
mons, that he had affirn?’d 1in lus Sermons, That
¢ Queen Klizabeth was deluded by Ayehdifhop Grindal,
“ (whoin be feurrilonfly calls ¢ falle Son of the
¢ Church, aud a perfidious Prelate) to the Tolera-
¢ tion of the Genevian Difeipline’  The Iadt is
not denied, but the Lxprefions are excus’d; and
the Truth of the Allesation i1s endeavour’d to be
made out by Hittorical Memoirs: And it is hoped
that your Lordfhips will not account ita Fligh Crime
and Mifdemeanor, to have fpoken too hardly of
a Preiaie wiho has been fo many Years i his
Grave,

[ am, my Lords, very far from thinking, that
the Commons cver mtended to charge Lr. Sau-
cheverell as guilty of High Crimes and Mifde-
meanors, for {peakmg fcandaloufly of that gosl
Archbifhop. Their Concern was not for  his
Perfon, what Refpect foever they may have had
(as all true Friends of the Reformation mufk
needs have a very great one) for his Meinory,
But the Truth of the matter is this : The Preacher
compliins, Page 19 of his Sermon, that Quecu
LElizabeth was deluded by Archbifbop Grindal, to
the Televation of the Genevian Difeipline.  He adds,
“ That the dirchbifbop was a pevfidicus Prelate, for
¢ deluding bev to tolerate 1hat Diftipline.  That foe
¢ fouird it fuch o beadflyong aid encroaching Monfter,
¢ that 1 eight Years fhe fawe it would endanger the
Moiaichy
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