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?OSEPH anid BEN}AMIN:

_ O R,
Little DEMETRIUS
Tolsd n a

BLANKET:

Bewj, O JELL Litle Demetrzm 1 {a
: é% pofe you’ve enough now gf

@L Scribling;  what think you of
%g the Author of the  Divive
a Rzgfatsé’ &’:C

Fo. Think! why I chink he came of the Famlly'
of the Sad Dogs. After a Good-natur’d Imagmatlon
had dre{s’d me up a Handfeme Fieldimg, rais'd from a
Civer-Box, and meafur'd me ouc at leaft Six Foor
high, to be thrunk into a Diminutive by the Prefs,
and have my Hammer blabb’d, to the Slumng the
Reputation of my Amhmﬂup, 1t puts me out of the
Poffibility of Patience!

Benj. Poor little Gentleman ! But this won’t do,

b muft hear what wighty Covfids crations you have had
on vour New Antagonifi.
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Fs, Hang him for a Pyeecorser Ballad-mdker! —

The Book don't fell ¢ho'.

Bewi. That’s your Miftake, I have been at the ex-
pence of a Shilling fort.

Fo. If you employ a Selicitor, you mult always
pay his Fees. |

Benj. Weli, but this won't do, Little Crankey ;
What have vou to fay for your felf2 I have the

Book here in my Pocket.
- Fs. Say Sir ; why I fay my Pamphlet told two

Editzons, .

Besj. That your Printer told us before. But fee
here, he brings you in Ignoramas in the firlt Page ;
Il Read it to you: *“ To give your Lordfhip an
““ Tdeq of this Writer, I need only mention a Paf-
¢ f{age, Pages the tft and 2d. The exaét Parallel be-
< sopeen 1diots, Lunaticks, and the Popifh Line, u [0 plain,
“ gud frvefragably Clear, bas been turi'd over @ your
 Lordfhip’s Tborghts [o often, and opposd to every Gb-
¢ &iom fo often, that it can no longer [ure be deent’d a
 Revolution ( 1 fuppofe he meant a probable No-
“ tion or Opinion,) but a fix’d and unalterable Frinci-
< ple, In chis he o far Concurs with the Bifhop,
¢ as to think, Whoever (hould in the leaft pretend to dif
€ pute.it, caxnot pur in a Claim ta cven Commnon Senfe ;
¢ 3¢ he fays the Laicy do, and very juftly too : Tho’
¢ this Paffage, 1 confels, can hardly be reconcil'd
« to Common Senfe, however it may happen to be
¢ this Gentleman’s Senie ; and thereforel leave him
¢ to anfwer for it".  You hear what he fays.

Fo. Yes. yes, truly the Gentleman’s very Civil,
he calls me a4 Gentleman, tho’ I was not fo born.

Benj, Pough! bur how d'you quit your felf 2

* Defence of the Bp. of Bamgor's Prefervative, p 22.

Ffo.
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Y. That you fhould prefs me fo, when you
know no Power on Earth can interpyet amy Text 3 This
may be the fame Cale, it wants an Interpreter per-
haps.

%mj. Well, but fee what he fays here. * You
¢ can’t forbear fhewing your Concern for the
““ Nonjurors; a little for the Bifhop, had look’d
“ well .

Fo. Blefs me! what do’s he mean? Ihave, in-
deed , allow’d the Nonjurors the Privilege of a
Halter; ( tho', on fecond Confideration, I think
Tranfportation might do for fome of them; be-
caufe they are not worth hanging.) Wou'd he
have had me fhewn any Concern of this Nature for
the Bifhop ! -

Bens. But lee here he Charges you with either
wilfully or ignorantly Mif-reprefenting the Bifhop,
¢ and defigning to render the Bifhop, and his No-
tions odious ™ 7.

Fo. T am verily guilty in pare of this Charge ;
Odious I own I have endeavour'd to prove his No-
tions, but mifreprefent I cou’d not, when I quoted
hisown Words, I might, indeed, miltake him, bue
I cannot be faid to mifreprefent him. |

Benj. 1 ¢¢ But have you not Senfe, or Candour
‘““ enough .to diftinguifh between Deprivation ab
Offici», and Deprivation ab execztione oficii pro bic ¢
nune

Fo. He that diltinguithes well, argues well. I
love to fpeak Sentences fometimes, to fhew my
Scholarfhip.

Benj. The Sale of your Book makes you mighty
merry, Mr. Qz:ib:ff.

e -

fo. Right!

?‘j Ibr 23' -t Ihl
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7o. Right! and I am fo fond of the dear Babe,
thar I'll venture it to {peak for icfelf? || “’Tis high
‘“ time now, my Lord, to have done playing with
““ Words ; and 1f your Lordfhip by Deprivation,
¢ means only a Deprivation from Civil Privileges,
¢ there 1s none Difputes it with you. Dr. Hicks
“ himfelf, your Lordfhip owns; allows every thing
““ of that kind that can be Contended for. The
“ Deprivation therefore in difpute cannot be of
“ this kind, without your Lordfhip difputes with
““ the Wind ; but if Common Senfe, and Matter of
‘“ Fadf can determine, it muft relate to a total De-
“ privation of their Ofhice”. This 1s the State of
the Controver{y, as there propos’d, and may I
think be deem’d {ufficiently plain, and conclufive,
without either the Locality, or Time, contain’d in
your Aucher’s Latin.

But Men of Language are not to be negleted,
his pro kic & wwic is of that mighty Confequence,
it muft not be pafs’d over; for it fuppofes only a
Deprivation as to this particular Kingdom, as to
other places, © * Campus dicendi amplifimns 5 and in
fo doing they would oblige the Nation, &.” And
then it’s only temporary, which furely muft make
it diftinét from total Deprivation. But in anfwer
to this. prithee Ben tell me, 1t I was to take yout
Houfe and Garden from you, and not leave you fo
much as a fingle Bank to fet your A—{e on, what
Service would pro bic ¢ ##mc do you, while I con-
tinu'd in the Mind, and Power of thus Depriving
you? A Man’s Money may be taken all out of his
Pocket as well pro bic © nunc, as ad aternum ; and
till 1¢ 1s reftor'd, he is totally depriv’d of it.

Bcny,
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Benj. Well, but ¢ * do’s it become a Sound Mem-
* ber of the Church, to exafperate his Readers by
““ infiting upon it, that the Bifhop muft mean a
¢ total Deprivation contrary to exprefs Words, and
“ to very plain Paflages in the Prefervative” ?

Fs. No, very far from it, were there not good
Reafons for fo doing ; the mention of thefe you
forgot to put in dnomymons’s Infiruétions, it can’t be
improper therefore to refrefh your Memory with
them. It is obferv’d then as afferted, cthat the Office
of a Bifhop comes } Solely from the King, and thence
tis inferr’d it may be Solely taken away by him.
Now I muft own [olely and rotally, are Words in my
Notion of Englifh, fo very like each other, that I
fhould take them to be Synonimous. Another
Reafon given for Charging the Bifhop with Con-
tending for a total Deprivation, is, becaufe he
himfelf calls it, || © A taking away, or hindring the
“ Exercife of that Function, which before they had
¢ a Right t0”.

Benj. Ay.ay; but this we have fully Anfwer’d.
‘“ + The Bifhop only Glofies here on the Words of
“ the Aét, (1. #. M.) [depriv’d from their Offices]
« faying, The Deprivation here {poken of is from
4 Right to execute their Office. And p. 40. The Lay-
.“ Power doth not Concern it ﬁ!/f with the Power withm.
““ And p.5y. the Civil Power may hinder their Aétual
¢ Exercife of their Office when ever,¢c. And again,
‘ Tt is abfolutely necellary to the Being of Civil
‘“ Power, that any Ecclefiaftic fhould be depriv’d
 of his Right to the Exercife of his Office, if that
“ be inconfiftent with the Salety of the State;

‘“ which

g e sl —

T

* Ib. p.24. 1 Confideracions, p-13. [l Ibs p. 214
¥ Church aud Seate Vindicated, Margin, p. 24,
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* which was the Cale of Abiathar in Solomon’s Reign,
““ Now that is all the Deprivation we are {peak-
“ ing of "

Fo. And ’tis all the Deprivation there opposid,
and juftly, as I ftill chink, call’d a Total Deprivation,
For fuppofing a Right in the Civil Power to De-
prive them of all thofe Excrcifes of the Prieftly
Funéion, which before they had a Right to; the
Deprivation muft of Courle be as extenfive, as the
previous Right they were invefted with; Confe-
quently the Deprivation contended for by the Bi- -
fhop muft be a Total Deprivation,or in other words,
a taking away, during the Force of the A&, and
under the Limits of the Place it extends to, the
whole Mifiion of the Priefthood from fuch Perfons
who come under its Sanétion.

A third Reafon given for taking his Lordfhip to
mean a Total Deprivation, 1s from his granting the
* Nonjurors mioht gain Advantages, (hould it not be admit-
sed: And as 1t is his Lordfhip’s protefs’d Defign to
overthrow all is faid, and infifted on by them, it
can’t but be fuppos’d ( whatever may be thought by
others) his Lordfhip here takes it for granted all
prover Righty as’tis there call’d; muft ceafe after Lay-
Deprivation ; Confequently his Lordfhip’s Senfe,
may Reafonably be fuppos'd to amount to Total
Deprivation,

Many more Reafons of this Nature, are fuggefted
in the Pamphler referr'd to; but I would not tire
you, Bewn, with Circumlocution: However, one
Thing I can’t but oblerve in Brother Scribble ;
“ Whoever ( fays he) reads Mr. Smuh, and doth
‘‘ not

$

o bl iy

* Confiderations, p. 18, § Vindication, p. 30s
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¢ not read the Bifhop, will certainly conclude, that
¢¢ the Bifhop maintains, that Lay-Powers can de-
“ prive. Ecclefiafticks of Holy Orders”, ,
Cersainly Conclude: This 1 own is very firange;
becaufe, tho’ I might poflibly miftake the Bifhop’s
Senfes yet.it is wonderful; every Body elfe that
reads me, fhould as ?ertanﬂy cqgjc:im!e fq;; thole Very
Miftakés. He chat réads me; reads the Bifhop; for,
I quoted him whole Paragraphs, and therefore had
I miftaken him, 2t muft bave been palpable and
plain, which is not the Cafe when a Writer only is
glanc’d 4. Well great Men have their Nodds, and
who can helpie! . . -
. Really Ben. your Author is {fuch a merry Fellow,
tis almoft impoflible to look on him apd be feri-
ous ; however, for his Lordfhip’s {ake, I had much
tather appear to.be miftaken, than he obftinately
to perfift in {fo abominable a Principle, But what
does he . fay elle, for now I am in 2 Humour for
Prattle ? e |
- Benj. Why, fee heré, -he tells yey, € of your,
‘:;ﬁou'rifhin’g with the' Anfwer of the Apottles,”
Cls 4 . C o L :
Jo- And prithee tell him Bes, when you pay him
his Wages, I won't yield his picking and culling
my Wares; I don’t love to fee the Senfe of the
Church negleéted, efpecially by f{o True, and
Stanch a Church-man as our Author; and more
aipecially, as his Lordfhip, and my * Worfhip, had
both thought her worth our Notice., But how-
every, what is this Flosrifh you talk of ¢
B Benj., What}

“ +

—

e e e s g et B AN TS, ey e N S R Ay !

® Ib. pag. 5. Vide Cenliderations, p. 11, t0 20,
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Beni, What, 7 ¢ who but you wonld infer from
“¢ that Text, the invalidity of Lay-Deprivations for
¢« Civil Matters, for which the Bifhop only con-
“ tends” 2

0. Any one that has but common Senfe would ;
cheythat exceed this, indeed,may infer the contrary,

Benj, Well, But the . Cafe is not Parallel; your
Argument muft run thus 3 * “ The Apoftles Divine-
“ly infpir’d, ;and led by an Infallible Spirit, would
“ not {ubmit to a Lay-Deprivation ; ergo, others not
¢ Divinely infpir'd. and not led by an Infailible,
¢ buc a Seditious, fhould not, &c. The Apofties,
“ 1n a Cafe not Seditious nor Traiterous, would
¢ not {fubmit to Lay-Deprivations, therefore others
“ in a Cafe Seditious, and Traiterous fhould not, ™

“Fo. What muft be, mnf be; thefe tall Fellows I
know, are not to be refifted: "Tis in vain for 2
Pigmy o grapple with a Gyant; but with due De-
ference and Submiflion, I had rather the Argument
fhould run only to fuch § Inftances as they areCom-

miflton’d to, and to which I only apply it, and let
Traytors and Seditious Perfons of all {orts, be treat-

ed as fuch.
Benj. Well, “|] but let us attentively confider

 the Cafe, and fee if it be to the purpole.
Fo. Thank you, good Sir, ’tis more your Good«

nefs than my Deferts.
Benj. Firft,Itis obfervable,“That thePerfons here

‘“ forbid to teach, were Apoftles, who had their
“ Miflion immediately from Chrift, Mat. 10, and
““ were miraculoufly Confirm’d in their Divine

- % Office by the effufion of the Holy Ghoft,
AlPs 2,

L Defence of the Prefervative, p. #5. #* Ibide -+ Confide-
rations, p. 23+ }| Defence, pa 25
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® Afts 2. Whereas our Non-juring Teachers dare
““ not pretend to fuch Miflion, or Powers, and are
“ pnot under an immediate and Divine Dire&ion,
““ a5 you exprefs it,” ¥ -

Fo. I know not how it may pafs with the fine
Fellows, but, I think, a Man may be very well
allow’d to wear the {ame Coat twicegif it be not
at all fpotted. Be this then the Anfweér. § * Nor
““ will che alledging the peculiar and extraordinary
¢t Miffion of the Apoftles, any thing confiderably
““ vary the Gafe; becaufe fuch Deprivations from
“ the Civil Power were continually thundered
“ againft their Succeffors in the Miniftry, for feveral
“ hundred Years after. What their Sentiments
“ were in the Point, the very Tittle of Chriftianity,
‘“ even in this Age, clearly proves; and ’tis to be
*“ hop’d, the Faith and Conitancy of fome, would
¢ {lill bravely continue, were they never fo much
‘“ either betray’d or openly opposd.”

Bewj, Secondly, The Doctrines taught, and the
Principles held by thole divinely infpir'd Apoftles,
- were by no means Seditious ; they did not call in

queftion the Title or Power of the Civil Magi-
itrate ; whereas the Nonjurors, ¢. |

“Fo. For which they may be punifh’d, a thonfand

other Ways, than by depriving them of their Fun-
&tion ; and it muft be obferved, ’tis not the Abue,

but Proper Ule of their Fun&ion 1s contended for.
Benj. || ¢ The Apoftles were threaten'd, and com.

““ manded, Aés 4 17, 18. To [pesk benceforth to no
“ Man, not to (peak at all in the Nasme of Fefus, which

“ was a total Deprivation: Whereas the Nonjurors
“¢ are not forbid to Preach or Baptize in general,

‘“ but

*{b, pe 26, F Confiderations, p.23. || Defence ib.
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f but are by Law hinder‘d from executlng their
‘¢ QOffice in this Kingdom only.”
 Fo. This is profound but can it be immagin’d
tho’ they intended their Probibition to extend further
than their Furifdidtion? If not, then their Depriva-
tion was only pro bic & wume. No Laws are more
extenfive than their Subjeét; and tho’ indeed they
were ftri¢tly Commanded to Preach to mo Mas :
Yet it can’t in Reafon be thence inferrd, their
Prohibition extended furtherthan their Dominion.
But were it admirtted this Determination of the
Council extended to the whole World, 'tis not the
..verfa!zr_y with refpecét to Place, but tatdlﬂeﬁ of the
DF rivatiss, with regard to the previous Power, or
R: ..-.5 of the cunéticn, is the View in which the
leou is there plac'd; and, thus confiderd, the
Cafes muft furely appear to be Parallel.
But fince this Gentleman is pleas'd to make the
Lsw 2 Party inthe Quarrel, it may not be impro-
ner to obferve to him, there is no Neceflity from
tﬂgL_, to {uppofe their Funcion ar all, any further
than zecidentaily concernedin the Difpute. I know
not, Ben, whether vou paid him for the Jobb in
ne Whole, or by the Piece; confequently, cannot
gge v whether he could afford to caft his Eye on
3

t
B
th2 ~8th Page of Confidsrations, & however I'll
ead it 10 }OL “ Nor does the Vindication of any
* of cur particular Laws, ar all render {uch an
- Ule of the Prieftheod, as 13 intireI} Divine, and
“" Commiiﬁon"d by Chrift, atall Neceflary to be
* voided 5 Jor, ho» ever the Letrer of the Faw may
“ *:f: 2 Drelad, it f2oms more than probable, the
o Senfe 01 our Legiflators was thereby, only to
e :‘i;e. their Civil .L.nf’fﬁ and Proteciion away, [o

¢f as

S e

N by
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as it fhould be Penal, for them fo to exercife their
“ Funétions as if they had them : And this che prefent
“ Pradtice againit the Nonjurors, feems to prove;
“* for tho’ by their Nonjurancy, they are tender’d in-
“ capable to exercife their Minifterial Funéion,
f in any Licenfed Aflemblies 3 yet 1 have not heard
¢¢ it hath been deem’d Criminal (in the Eye of the
‘¢ Law, that deprives them, or takes away its own
¢ Licenfe or Proteltion) when fuch Exercifes have
¢ been yet performed by them in their own Private
 Affemblies. [{ay, I have not heard of any one that
“ has been Profecuted for bare Nowjuremcy, nor
“ their Adminiffrations, as Minifters of the Golpel,
% in the leaft difputed by any at theirPrivateAflem-
‘“ blies; and this inclines me to think, the Law is
““ not levell'd againft their Funélion in general, but
** only fuch Exercifes of it, as come under its More
‘“ immediate Licen{e and Protection, Confequently
« what your Lordthip {fo earneftly Contends for,
¢ in the Civil Power, by way of Commutationy or,
““ as your Lordfhip terms it, Chufing a le[s, inftead of
““ a greater Punifkment, is entirely needlefs in the Ap-
¢ plication, and is no more the genuine Senfe of
““ the Law, thanthe Doéfrine of either the Church,
‘“ or the holy Scriptures, ”

Beny, ¢ It may be it to Confider, That the De-
‘“ privation (as ‘tis after call’d in the A& of Unifor-
‘““ mity 1662.) which affeted many Hundreds,
““ and fome worthy Divines, who were Epifco-
““ pally Ordaind, gre.

“fo. Not as a Parallel Cafe I hope, becaufe moft
of them had no Orders to be depriv’d of 5 and they
which had, (who were rere Aves) were Apoftates,
and as juftly depriv’d of them by the Canons of the
Church, as they were of their Rapine, and Ufurps-
tums by the Laewi of the State,

ft

Beny,
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Benj, Well, © After all the Duft you have rais'ds
¢ ’tis plain from your own Words, you do not dif-
« like a Deprivation by Civil Powers. For in the
““ Cafe of the Popifh Clergy at the beginning of
““ the Reformation ; you {ay, Thev were not de-
¢ privid of fbdzr ’%dsz 1omy, but only fuch Exercifes as
« were the £luf of it, and deftru&ive of the Purity
¢ of the Church, and Peace of the State, ”

Fo. Predatum e{:‘, tis my Anfwer ftill, and may
our A&sof Parliament as well as Canons of the Church
fecure us always from Priefis of this Nature, come
they from what Corner they will !

Ben. Well, but you make {ad lame Work of the
Cafe of Solomon and Abiatbar, and are fo * * fhock’d
““ with the Inftance, as with hard Shift, to get
“ through it, without leaving fome Marks of un-

“ fair dealing, and (really I think) Scruples in your
“ Mind. 7

Fo. As how, dear Sypbax

Beri. Why, by tellmg us the tarufting out Abia-
thar from being 2 Prieft, fignifies taking away the
Endowrments of toe Crown ﬁlwaj: belfow' 4 on their Per-

fensy (I fuppofe you mean his Preferments) and bis
Barn:(hent,

Fe. You are right, T do fo; what chen? It does
no: appear he was depriv’d of his Prieftly Office, from

hence.

Berif, ““ Be it fo, there’s no hurt done to the
Bi fhm Canfe.”

Fo. Mot indeed, if he Contendsbarely for a Pow-
er of Banifament, and Deprivation of Civil Privi-

E:ni, That's ,,_r Miftake: For if Abia'har was
Jeorivd of his Preferments, and Banifh'd, ¢ ic is
full

e
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“ full enough for the Bifhop’s Catife ; for he could
“ not A&, or Execute his Office of High Prieft,
“ but at Ferafalem. ”

7o. Had I apprehended his Lordfhip to Gontend
only that he was depriv’d of his Prieffhood, as fuch
Banifhment put him per Aecidens, under an Incapaci-
ty of executing his Office, and not all proper Right to
do {o; Believe me, Fo. Smith had kept his Confi-
derations to himfelf ; and notwithftanding all that
has pals’d to the contraryy were-I aflur®d this Gen-
tleman has fufficient Authority to declare this only,
to be his Lordfhip’s Senfe s I had rather bear the
Shame of Miftaking him, than he the Juft reproach
of fo Wicked a Notion. However, let it be ob-
ferv'd, then Dr. Hicks, warm injudicious Dr. Hicks,
(as he has of late been reprefented) is in the Right,
when he fays, Thac the Civil Power may Bamifh,
or put to Death, but it cinnot deprive a Bifliop or
Clergy-man,

Bens. But 1 cannot but obferve, you give a very
infufficient Reafon for his not being totally de-
privid: * For he wasa Prieft before his Depriva-

‘ tion, and this was enough to give him Place a-
mongfit all thathad been and were Solomons Chiefs,

Fo. Accurately {fpcken, and may be allow’d when
the Herald Mafter determines Fames Butler, ftill
Duke of Ormtmd, pro bic ¢ nanc.

Berj. Your Abfurdities grow thick upon you:
"¢ Solomon was indeed an extraordinary Perfon in
*“ fome Cafes, but in this it plainly appears, That
** Solomon difplac’d him for his factious adberance to
" Adomijab 5 and tho’ in the Evem, 'tis faid to fulfil
“ the Word of the Lord; yer, in Solwmon’s Defign,

““ cwas

+ 15 |l I
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< 'pwas to fecure theThrone by difplacing his Ede?
““ mies. ”

Fo. It plainly dppears ! and in the Event ! Pofitive, ve-
ry pofitive indeed, and fo I’ll leave 1t; for where
no Reafons are given, none can be opposd
Well, but it is doubtful, at leaft, whether it be at
all an Inftance of Deprwauon .

Benj, < ¥ By no Means ; for 'tis paft Doubt with
“ the Bifhop.

Fo. Are you {ure of it > have you Orders to tell
me {o?

Benj. ¢ Yes, That it was 4 Deprivation of Abis-
““ rhar from the Execution of his Prieftly Office.”

Fo. What, fo as accidentally to take from him
the Power of executing his Office; for want of Op-
portunity in the proper Place ; or becaufe .of the
Nullity of his Orders, by {uch Denrlvatton ?

Benj. No, ¢ That his Orders remain’d, will be
€ granted by all. ”

Fo. I fhould be glad to fee this, How then was
he Ic_ieprwd and what is this Inftance to the pur-

ole ¢
] Benj. Well well, ¢ your firflt 27 Pages have beeil
t Combatmg a Phantom of your own Brain, &
“ Pofition no where maintain’d; but Caution'd
‘“ againit by the Bifhop.”

Fo. Where? I am yet in the Dark; there is flill
a Cloud on my Underftanding, and in order to
the Penitence and Acknowledgement your Authot
recommends, and which I own to be a Duty, if [
was miftaken, palpably miftaken, it would be a Chari-
table Deed 1o give me Reafons inftead of poflitive Af-
fertions.

Beny.

# Ibl Pag- ZQI
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Benj, * “ You Banter your Readers, Page the 195
¢ for do you not know the Nonjurors think it 2
« Contradi¢tion to fear God, and honour King
“ GEORGE ? Has the King then not Power to
“ fecure himfelf, and the State againit fuch Ene-
‘¢ pies ? 7 | .

7o. Undoubtedly, without in the lealt depriving
them of their Orders ; unlels Mr. Howel, and a few
other unfortunate Men, fhould prove at laft, an
Over-match for his Guards.

Benj. + ¢ This fuppofes Deprivation of Naa ju-
““ rors, by A& of Parliament, to be an Ecclsfiafical
“ Penalty inflided by Civil Authority ",

%. No, it don’t; but it {uppofes that fome are
willing it fhould be {o, tho’ when they are told ho-
neftly of it, they may have Grace to blafh,

Benj! Your injurious treatment of his Lordfhip
further appears, by your having the  Modefty to
“ infinuate, That a Regular outward Call to the Mini-
““ fry, is by him deem'd 4 Nicety, than which
‘“ nothing be more untruly fuggetted.”

Fo. More Mifreprefentation ftill! —I don’t know
what’s the Matter Ben, but I begin not greatly to
like this fame Author of yours.

Benj, Why 2 |

Fo. Becaufe I fear he’s a little impudent ; I muft
own 'tis 2 Talent I have besn faid to have a Share
of my Self; however, I cannot bear it in any Bo-
dyelfe.

Benj. Impudent ! as how, pray ¢

Fo. On a two-fold Account : Firft, as pretending
to defend his Lordfhip with only pofitive Affertions,
without offering fo much as a Shadow of Realon to

C back

o S
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back them ; and, Secondly, In arrogantly obttu-
ding his own Senfe on the World, as that of his
rdthip, even when his Lordfhip was pleas’d to
appeal to Common Senfe,

Ben; Hough! You'r very Pert, Sir.

Fe. I have been often called fo, when I've fpoke
Truth. Lookee, Bes, to talk atthe Rate of your
Author, of Mi-Prefertations, Impofitions, Foreignnefs
and Impertinence, without being particular in his
Reafons. 1s an Affront to the Celebrated Reafoming of
the Biflsp of Bawgor 3 and tho’ it may ferve to Amufe
the Motb, will only excite the Scorn of all who
know any thing of Argument, and dilgrace the
Caule it pretends to defend.

Besf Well, but how does it appear you have not
impo:r'd on vour Reader, {uppofing him wanting
in the Proof?

%, Becaufe I have really own’d my {elf in the
Particular here mention'd, in doubt concerning his
Lordfhip’s Senfe ; my Words are thele ; ¢ However,
“ my Lord, the wild and arrogant Monopoly of
 the whole Prietthood by Papifts, and Non-ju-
 rors to themielves, may be juftly deem’d; yer,
‘“ {ure che Chriftian Priefthood in general 1s noc
‘ the Invention of Men, but of Divine Inftitution;
“ nor can it be any Scandal ro Chriftianity it felf,
““ to affert it to be {fo; whether your Lordfhip
“ means the Chriitian Priefthood in general, or on-
‘“ ly the Novel Notion of it, propagated by Pa-
““ pifts and Nonjurors; your {fometimes general
“ way of Expreflion, and at others particular Ap-
“ slication to their Cafe, renders it exceeding hard
“ to determine; and fuch is the deference I have
“ for your Lordfhip, That I will not pretend to
¢ ouels, riti I fee your Lordfhip yet further explain
“ your f2If.? Where now, («fter the Bifhop’s own

Words
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Words were exa&ly tranfcrib'd, and this diffident
Conclufionr, on their Senfe was made) can pofiably
be any Impofition, or Mifreprefentation, to excite
that * Pity, and Indignation {0 warmly mention’d by
your Author. If his Lordfhip were for regular Ox-
ders in the Miniftry, why were not the Inftances,
where he declares his Opinion, referr’d to; or if
this can be deduc’d only from the Paflages referr'd
to in Confiderations, ¢¢. Why are not the Ex-
preflions better Calculated to the apprehenfion of
that common Senfe to which they Appeal? Or
fhould it be admitted, his Lordthip had expreficd
himfelf never {o plain on the Subje&t, what either
Injury or Refle¢tion could it poflibly be to him to
have his cown Opinion Confirm’d 2 Such a Defence
of the Bithop of Banger, others indeed may look on
with Pity ; but his Lordfhip muft fure do it with
Indignation '
 Benj. '+ Well,““had your Bufinels been only to ju-
“ ftify a Kecular Ordination,you would have been ex-
“ cus’'d; for that was always thoughe Reafonable,
‘“ and muft be always contended for by #3% and
“ Good Men, particularly by the Bifhop of Bangor.”

“Fo. Could I be affur’d this Gentleman {peaks his
Lordfhip’s Senfe, {o far there 1s an exa& Agree-
ment.

Benj. || Well, ‘¢ but that all the Powers convey’d
“ to the Apoftles by our Saviour, Mar, 16, 19. and
“ 18. 18, and Febn 20.23, are in the {ame Degree
‘““‘and Kind convey’'d from the Apoftles by a Re-

¢ gular Succeflion of certain Perfons, down to the

“ Clergy of the prefent Age, of any Communien,
(49

. or

* Confideratiors, p.47  + Dufincepo 34, | Deferce pi 33,
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“ or that binding or loofing, Retaining and Re-
‘“ mitting, Blefling and Curfing, are f{o entirely
% the Property and Prerogatives of Perfons in holy
¢ Orders, that they alone have the fole difpofal
“* of them; or that thofe Things in pafling thro’
*“ their Hands. or being difpens'd by them. have
a fingular Energy, and peculiar effeds ; orthat
““ conftant recourie is to be had to the Clergy by
“ Confeflion, for Remiflion, or for Benedidion,
are Notions notto be met with in the holy Sctip=
“ tures; nor maintzin’d by the Beft Authority in
“ the Church of Engiand ?

7o. So! Now we are come to dint of Argument,
znd, Firft, 1t is oblerv’d that the Power 15 not cone
vey'd to every Miniiter in the fame Degresy, and
Kind, as wasto the Apoftles. Very true; and has
net this been allow’d ; nay, is it not mention'd as
foby vour Author himfelf, * The Words are thefe,

¥

T “Not thar ir is infifted, That every Thinrg thac
“ was premis’d the Apoftles, reaches all their Suce
““ ceffers in the Chiiftian Miniftryy it is very rea-
¢ dily Cenfefs'd, {ome Parts of their Power were
“ entir ely Aliracuons and Extraordinary, Confer'd
*“ onthem, the berter to fit them for the particu-
¢“ lar Exigencies of the Church; but the Power

€<

€c

“ of Remitiing and Retsining, is not fo efteem’d by
“ any of the Commentators: This is by all of them
11

ention’d, zs that Ordinary and Srared Power
““ which was promifs’d to the Chuich tilltbe End of
' < ard therelcre, tho’ it cainot in the

“ leaft be presended, thar every Thing fpiken to
' oitics, belongs co Minifters 1n all ngess

r here Contended, is allowed (o to
‘C be
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% be by all; Confequently, the Conclufion of fuch
““ 3 Power, as the Text mentions, belonging to all
““ the Regular Prieftbord, 15 very certain, as certain

¢ g5 that all the Promifes of God, are Tesy and
 Amen.”

Benj. Ay ! But don’t you know what Anfwer is
made ?

Fo. What pray 2

Benj. * ¢ By any of the Commentators, and by all of
““ them, methinks are Words too great for little De-
“ metrins, and too Falle for a modeft Man to ule.
“ However, they are but Words, and vain ones too
“ out of your Mouth; Commentaters we know, and.
““ Criticks we know 3 but who are you Sir? .

Fo. Who am 12 All the World knows Fo. Smith,
little Demerrins, what you will, any thing but a
Few, an Exorciff, or {uch a wretched Namelefs De-
ferder of the Bithop of Bangor, Commentators be knows 5
why does he not then produce them, as I have

done ? Can the Bifhop of Bangor be no better de-
fended thanthis? Ob tell it not in Gath !

Benj. Well, but what do you think of pinning
your Salvation entirely on a Prieft’s Sleeve, as he
ohferves next ¢

Fo. 1 think, as I have faid before, * ** A regular
“ and outward Call to the Miniftry was inno Age
¢« deem’d 3 Nicety; and tho’ {fuch a Strels may
“ not perhaps be laid on it, as to limit the Mercy
‘““ of God: yert certainly where the Ule of it may
“ be had, toreject it, is to reject even a Divine Inw
 firsticn : and be thar fo defpifes the regular Prieft-
“ hood, de/psfes Chrift himfelf, and bim that Jent
 bim., Good Nature, and a Defire rhat all lhould

“ be

L

* 1bids + Conlderations, p. 35,
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““ be (sv'd, may lead us to fome kind Expreflions to-
S¢ wards thofe, who are not {o happy to be poflefs’d
‘¢ of thefe Privileges; but all that can poflibly be
¢ {aid in {fuch a Cafe is, People of this kind muft
“ be left to the uncovenanted Mercy of God, who moft
“ certainly is tenacious of his own Inftitutions, elpe-
“ cially when he finds them reje&ted?” And,
whatever this Author may think onit, thisisa No-
tion founded both in Scriptare and Reafon.

Benj. Well, but {ee what is faid afierwardsy *
¢ you fall foul on the Bifhop, without explaining
% your Terms, or aitempting to prove your No-
¢ rion of Biefli::g, and Abfolving from the Word of
‘“ Ged, without which it cannot be of Divine In-
“ ftitution” ?

Fo, Indeed, Bem, if this {ame Author of yours
were tall enough, he’d ferve rarely for a May-
Pole ; and in {pight of my Age and Corns, me-
thinks I could take Pleafure my felf in Dancing
round him.

Benj. Hey day! you're veiy merry, what's the
Matter now Pray 2 |

Fo. Matter ! why this Gentleman would put Mer-
cury into a Nixe-Pin, and {eems Born to give the
World Diverfion. Not attempting to prove my Notion !
What is the Texr about #emitting and retaining, and
the Commentators, (the mention of whom was fuch
a paw Trick) urg’d for, without fome Atzemps of
this kind were made. But proceed.

Berj. He owns you ofter to proveit to be the
‘““ Doétrine of our Church, from her Prayers; but
““ this 1s nothing at all to your Asthoritative Bene-
“ ditiony and plainly againft your duthorirative Ab-

‘“ (alution,

Fa

* Delence, po 36, 7 1bid,
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‘¢ folation, vefted in the Chriflian Priefthood, by Divine
¢ Inftitution. ™

%o, Indeed! how fo, pray? '

Benj. “ For, Firlt, the Words are exprefs, That
¢ God kbath given Power and Commandment, to declare
€ and promounce Abfolution and Remiffion, not to Ab-
“ folve, and Remit. Second, ’tis as exprefs That He
 that is God pardoneth and abfolveth, &c. This is the
¢ Modeil, the Cautious, the prudent and humble
‘¢ Stile of our Church concerning Abfolstion.

70, The Modefty and Prudence your Author
mentions in our Church, thews neither her Pre-
cepts, nor Example can affect him. For as her Au-
thority was the Medium advanc'd by me, to prove
{uch a Thing as Authoritative Benedi&ion, Abfo-
lution and the like in the Chriftian Miniftry, fo

that the Power of this Nature is intirely determi-
ned in ¥ God in the laft refort, and only to be de-

clar’d by them, on the Conditions of the Gofpel,
is {o often mentior'd by me throughout the Di-
fpute with his Lordfhip, that it is hard to fay, whe-
ther his after-prattle T about’Abfolute Remsiffion Indi-

cative, Remiffion, Abfolutiony 8zc.abounds more with
Confidence or Impertinence.

Benj. Hear what he fays a little after. < His
« Lordfhip having oblerved anm infallible Abfolution
“ cannot belong to falltble Man 5 you nibble at this

“ Paflage, and fay, If your Lordfhip means an infallible

“ Abfolution cannst come from, or be promounced by Man;
“ 1demy it flarly.”

~ Fo. Well, and what does he fay to this?
Bewj, © But for what Realon does he deny it 2

“ Why

% Vide Defence p.43, 44. -+ Allo Confiderations, p 49. §7° |
i Delence, po 37
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¢ Why this remarkable one I If God wonchfafes ts
““ give fuch & Power to Man, [o far as thar Powsr ex-
¢ tends, it muft be infallible, ” |

Fo. So, and what is his Anfwer to this¢ =

Benf. *° Wifely (aid, But does God give fuch a
“ Power? That is what remains to be prov'd.”

Fo. Difprov’d he means; for all his Knowledge in
Criticks, and Commentators, have not producd 2
Word to the contrary. |

Benj. No! *“ Can fallible Men, without Infpira-
‘ tion, exercife fuch a Power? The Apoftles in-
“ deed mighe; becaufe our Saviour, Fobn 20,12,
“ infpir'd them for that purpofe; Receive ye the Ho-
[y Ghoft ; Whofocwer Sins, &c. But without Infpi-
‘“ ration, who dares fay I abfolve, or pardon with
“ carrainty 77

F0. The Apoftles! yes and every Minifter of the
Goflpel too, if what cur Church fays is true, Z4at
be bas given [uch Power and Commandment to bis Mini-
fers, cntbe Conditions of Repentance, |

Benj. Pough, thisis the old Stuff over again. I
know you fay, Ween God Almighty exprefly orders a
Minifter to fay, Thy Sins are forgiven, | «m as infallibly
fure thiy are [0, as if 1 beard a Veice my [elf from Hea-
TER,

Fo. And what does your Author fay againft this?

B:sp. Say . why he Banters you. *

7o. I know he’s a merry Gentleman; but pri-
thee let’s hear what is the Wit 2

Berj. ¢ * All Divines have taught us hitherto,
“ thar our Aflurance of our Forgivenefs depends
‘“ upon our being Coafcious, that we have hearti-
““ ly and fincerely repented, and without immedi-
“ ate Revelation, we can have no other affurance.

Z7o. Nor

e o T =
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- Jo. Nor with immediate Revelation neither; 43
to any Thing is yet reveald. .
 Benj- ©° But yeu are affur'd by the Priefls Affii.
“ rance not by your own. If the Prieft be affurd
‘“ he has Power to abfolve, then you are fure yous
“ Sins are forgiven. |

70 He's very right theré ; but neicher has God
orderd, nor can the Prieft be aflurd he has Power,
to pronounce the Abfoluion without Repentance; and
1 this is the Reafon why I believe their Abfolution,
1 may be, undoubtedly is, infallible, tho? it cannot be
1 Abfolute. For indeed Repentance is the Conditi-
. on that gives it Being, and that perform’d; it ne«
i ver fails, and therefore I think may be faid to be in-
! fallible— But I'm Si¢k of this Triffer. =
i Bemj, 1 thought you’d be nettl'd at what comes
g next, | ‘ D
. Fo. Why, what’s the matter now pray ? .
.. Benj. ““’Tis pleafant to obferve how you trifle;
 “p.47. You begin indeed wich a feeming feri-
- ous Air, perhaps we fhall better underftand this
1 ¢ Controverfy it we flate it ina Logical Yiew,
i * Then having recited {fome of the Bithops Words,
. you come off iniftantly from your Logical View in
¢ this Abje& manner, I leave the Learned to
¢ quarrel about Mbsde and Figure. And well you
\“ may ; you have fome Stock of Modefty left to
%“ refirain you; it your Stock had béen greater,
i* you had not laid down your Hz—er to take up
*¢ the Pen, which by no meansis the Province of
\* every Dewsetyius,
i 70, What have we got here Bes, a4 Paw Word 2
come, I'll e’en venture to bolt it out ; perhaps my

ammer may beat fome Senle of the Paffage into
our Author’s Noddle. To give you a Tatfte of his
‘it then, hear the whole Paffage hé alludes o,

| D it @ But
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‘« ¥ But perhaps we fhall better underftand each
““ other in a Logical View. Your Lordfhip forms
““ your Argumentthus, Viz. An infallible Abfolu-
‘¢ rion cannot belong to fallible Men. But no Ab-
“ {olution can be Authoritative, which is not cer-
““ tainly to be depended upon; nor certainly to be:
‘“ depended upon, which isnot infallible: There-
“ fore no Authoritative Abfolution properly fo
‘“.cail’d, can belong to any Man living.
““ I leave the Learned toquarrel about Mede and
““ Figure: However, my Lord, I muft own my felf
‘““ under {ome Difficulty in your firft Propofition,
“ for I durft not call it your Major, left I fhould
“ be ask'd afrer the Minory I fay, I am in
““ Doubt, &¢.” Now Ben, U'll leave you to deter-
min,whether your Author isnot an ignorant Sawce
Box. For as his Lordfhip waspleas’d to negleét fome
of the /[ittle Forms of School Boys, ¢&¢. What Bufi-
nefs had he to trump it up a freth, and convince the
World of his Lordfhip’s Lapf{es, and his own Igno-
rance and {tupidity.
erf. Well, well, you may repeat your Aflerti-
ons about ¢ God's appointing a Set of Men, s
“ vour Words are, pag. 48, 49. and ot his empow:-
“ ring them to 2& in his ftead, and urge the ex
““ pediency or it 2s often, and as Dogmatically a
< vou pleafe, uniefls you could plainly and clearl
“ {tate yourown Notion of the Prieftly Powers, o
¢ had carefully obferved what the Bifhop had fai
“ about authoritative Ablolution ; your intermed
‘““ ling in this Affair will fignify nothing, but ¢
¢ Amufe your Self, and Divert the Publick.”

¢ ; : « |
7o. Very Concife truly! and Argumentative
hav

* Coniderations, p. 47, 48, Delerce, p. 39,
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have you no more of it 2 I would fain now deak
with your Author by Whole-fale. o '
Beni, Yes, © yourRecital of the common Texts
~ ¢¢ that are ufed in thefe Debates, fignifies nothing
¢ from your Pen; becaule you can neither ex-
. % plain them, nor apply them to your purpofe.”
' Fo, Admirable! irrehiftible! Fitter for the Knight
. than the Efguire ! - j
. Bews. *“ 1 wifh you took a little more heed to quote
t ¢ the Words right, which you have not done,
} ¢ Mat. 18, 18.and to write intelligibly, which you
| “ have not done Page 50, and in {everal other Pla-
L oces, ' ' .
Fo. So, the Cloud thickens a pace on me, there
' muft be a2 Shower by and by ; but what is the mat-

[

ter with the Quotation ; do our Bibles differ ¢

. Benj. No, but you have mention’d the Word M:-
\nifters, which 1s not in the Text,

. Fo. Oh! Isthatic? The Printer, or I, indeed (L
can't tell which) were to blame not to put it in a
different Character. But were not the Apoftles, to
whom the Words were {poke, our Saviour’s Mini-
iters 2 In fhort Bem, if your Author lays about him
at this rate, he may {ay, wveni, vidi, wvici, But what

ire the Faults of Page the §o, and feveral other
Places ?

Benj. Really 1 cannot tell; he has not mention’d
hem, but when I {ee him again, I'll ask him;  but
" as to Candour, if you know the true meaning of
" the Word, you feem to have no regard for the

Thing ; why elfe do you from the leaft Occafion,
and from no Occafion given you, divert from

honeft and ufeful Obfervations to invidious Re-
flections 2 pag. g1, What need was there of your
Modern Notions of Proteftanti(m, Levities from the Ge-
nins of a Mug-honfe, or the Pen of 4 News-Wrirer, 8c.

“ unlefs
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‘““ unlefs it be natural to you, to be dull and tQ
¢ be rude.”

Fo. Nunguam [ine querela tanguntur £gra.

Benj, What d'you mean by that 2

Fo. Nothing but a little Latin ; Whipping you
know will make an 4fs kick fometimes.

B:nj. Well, well; if you come to that, we can
'\{atch you. .me e:xpedwzt phittaco [uum sdice 2 Quis

Demetrium infituit, behofbfmm Vaticanam, é‘ Theolow
gos crepave

Jo. Bounce! There was a Clap ' What a |
Sound does this Ha=——~—r of mine make in all |
Languages ? |

Berj. Ycu laugh o'th’ wrong fide your Mouth ;/
come, what do vou think oflt 2

Fo. Think ' Why, that ’tis very good Latin ; and
as'd as fhallow Rakes do Oaths, tofillup a Vacuﬁm |
and fupply the want of good Senfe, and Argu-
ment,
~ Beyj. Youll find more Senfe and Argument toof
Ian;ou Il be willing to fee; hear what is faid
mft afeer, ¢ You proceed to cite an excellent Paff
« fage out of the Prefervative, pag. 93,94. which
““ if vour Readers look into, they muft blufh for
‘< :‘:E: CG ~fidence of the weak Man, who has firf:

v s W ord [/&m@j out of the laﬁ Claufe in thc
o Parzgrﬂnh
Fo, T orthe Prmter am verily, but not defi gnedh‘f
Suilty in chisParticular |5 but what can be the Cor¥
fequence of this mighty Matter, that there muft
fo mucn Bmﬂu..b in the Cale ?

Benj, Wha,‘;

* [hid. + Deerce, poq2e || Whether it were omitted int)
Zus lmorefion, Teannovell, having it not by me,
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Benj, What, “ Why the Word [ fuch] points to a
¢ Power to abfolve, fuppos’d to be lodg’d in Priefts
¢ (which the Bifhop had {poken of a few Lines
* before) without which God would not pardon
“ Sinners. ” ¥

fo. His Lordthip, it muft be own’d, does men-
tion fome very exorbitant Claims of Power in the
Prieffhood, but as {uch a Power is hot to be inferr'd
from the Text in debate ; neither is it any where
infifted by me, as belonging to it, Sucb Claimants,
and fuch Temets may be known by his Lordfhip or
at leaft it may be neceflary to talk of {uch) but all
infifted ot by me is, a2 Power in the Priefthood in
seneral, Authoritatively to Abfolve, 'éc. on-the
Terms of the Gofpel ; and thérefore it is exprefly
{aid by me, T He has not indeed given them this
“ Power, without our performing thofe Conditi-
“ ons your Lordfhip mentions: No body difputes
““ this, or that God Almighty has not the Difpofal
¢ of his own Favours; but the Queftion1s, Whe-
““ ther in Fa&t he does not beftow his Favours on
« our performing {uch Gonditions, and empower
¢ his Minifters fully and Authoritatively to aflure
“ us of this? Qur Church, I am fure, is undeniab-
“ ly plain, & So that the fuck I contend for
from the Text, is the regular Commiflion’d Power
of the Priefthood, which in my humble Apprehen-
fion, his Lordfhip {eems to difpute ; however fome
fiGitious Monfters may be prefented for an after
Difguife of Primary Intentions.

- Burt however, let us, as this Gentleman contends,
{uppofe his Lordfhip’s Argument entirely determin’d
to fuch exorbitant Claims of Power he is pleafed to
mention ; it is not to be imagin’d, how the Apoftles
- . themfelves

| * {b, +Coniiderations, ps 54, 55
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chemfelves could claim {uch a Power, as his Lord-
thip there argues againft ; for whatever fupernaty-
ral Powers they were pofiefs'd of, no doubt they
were confiftent with the Tewour of the Gofpel, and

xaltly agreeable with its Zerms; confequently,
nothing of that Nature was more peculiar to them,
than their Succeflors ; nor could it be the Intent of
the Text, to give [#ch Power even to them.

But if at laft, fuch an exorbitant Clazm of Power in
the Prizfthood, was all his Lordfhip contended for;
as it was unhappy h2 fhould appeal to Common Senfe,
{o moft certainly he is very {fecure from Oppofiti-
on, no body being fo mad, or fenfelefs, as to pre-
tend to fuch Notions; tho’ it may not be proper
to abridge his Lordfhip's Suppofitions, nor deny
him the Liberty of feigning new Enemies, as well as
Confounding his old Friends. But proceed.

Beng. Proceed ! “ I don’tfee how you could read,
‘¢ and cite the 94th page of the Prefervative, with-
* out being rightly inform’'d, how far any one, be-
¢ fides the Swpreme Being is Concern’'d in Abfoluti-
¢ on, ¢ But you go on with Miftake, upon Mi-
‘“ ftake, and one Perverfion after apother, that to
‘“ trace them were endlefs trifling. For you nei-
‘“ ther underitand the Bifhop, nor your {elf ; nor
““ can well be underftood in many Places by vour
“ Readers; yet thus much is very plain, that you
' know very little of the Controverfy.” *

Fo. All this may be, but what Realons are gi-
yen ¢

Berg. What! 1 ** Would any Man in his right
‘“ Mind affirm, as you do that, p. §7. That God
** wsoins moff certainly pardom [uch as were ovally promoun-

ced,

* Deunce page 430+ Dhid,
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t ced, abfolv'd by a Regular Prief, by Virtue of bis Mif-
“ fim 3 can any thing be more {tupid or Popifh than

« chat Affertion? Yet you ask if the Mimifters of God

“ bad not ever [uch aPower? And pofitively fay,
¢ That God Ratifies and Confirms in Heaven, what they

¢ (that is his Priefts) do of this kind on Earth.”

“fo. Can any Thing be more {tupid than him that
wrote this ! Prithee, Bem let me read the Paffage he
refers to: * “ Your Lordfhip mentioning f{o often,
« that it is God alone that forgiveth Sins, {cems to me
« to {uppofe it aflerted by us, That the Prielt for-
“ giveththe Sin himfelf, exclufive of God; whereas
« my Lord, I never heard any contend for more
¢ than this, That God Almighty would moft cer-
¢ tainly pardon all fuch as were orally pronounced
«“ abfolv’d by a regular Prieft, by Virtue of his®
‘“ Miflion: Itis, my Lord,a Do¢ctrine not {o ve-
“ ry New, to be branded asabfurd, and blafphe-

““ mous and every thing elle, that your Lordfhips
¢ Wit and fertile Imagination can load it with,

¢« Had pot the Minifters of God ever fuch a Pow-
““ er in all Ages of the Jewifh .and Chriftian
¢« Church ¢ Did not Fomas by Virtue of fuch 2
« Commiffion, pronounce pofiitively that in forty
““ .Days Nineveh [hould be defiroy’d ; and tho their af-
‘“ ter Repentance prevented the impending Judg-
¢ ment, was the defect of the Sentence owing to
“ the Weaknefs and Infirmity of the Man? How
¢ were the Denunciations or Abfolutions of any
« of the Prophets Valid, but only as they were
¢« Commiffion’d by Ged fo to fpeak and a&? And
“ this is all I am perfuaded is meant by any that
“ ufe thofe Terms of Art, as your Lerdfhip calls

them,

M

* Confiderations, pag. §7.
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« them, of Authoritative BenediGiion, Abfolstioy, &c.
“ That God Almighty Ratifes and Confirms what
“ they do of chis kind on Earth, in Heaven, and
¢ has more immedidtely appointed them for that
“ nurpofe than other Men.”  Is thisthe Language
of one that Denies God to be the Primary Author
or Caufe of forgivenefs? Judge you Bes, whether
this Gentleman either underftands himfelf or me
gither? | |

Bers. Yes, T think it is very apparent, he does
inderftand you, and ftates your Notion very fairly.
‘“ For * had a Prieft fuch a Power delegated to
¢ him, it would be a proper and redfonable Adt,
¢« to beg Forgivenefs of the Prieft; andif he O-
““ rally pronounces Abfolution, God would be ob-
“ lig'd, according to you, to Rarify the A& of
¢ his own Commiflioner.” L

%o It isvery true, Ido fay fo, when the Prieft
afts by Virtue of his Miffion. |

Beni. 1 “’Tis impoflible for any Bifhop or Ptieft
“ in the whole Chriftian Church, to fhew a Com-
“ miffion from the Holy Scriptures (they may
‘“ from the Pope, I grant) to pardon and ablolve
““ this or that individual Perfon, otherwife than con-
¢ ditionally, or in any other Senfe than this: If
“ you do fincerel; vepemt, &c. 1do affure from the Wora
““ of God, that be pardons and abfolues yom, for be bas
““ requir'd us Miniffers to declare bis Pardom to true Pe-
““ yitemts.” |

70. Well {aid, N.S. Proteftant Efquire ; but how
can any one be {aid to be a Commiflioner, who
has no Commillicn? And ncne any Prief has,
but what is warranted by the Holy Scripture ; the

talking
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talking of Abfolution inconditionally pronounc’d’
may be an after-Gatfie, now necellary to be play’ds
but that the Controverly was begun with only
that View, Common Sence will give us fone
Doubt of. 'Tis no inconfiderable parc of a Dii-
patant, to provide a farting bole ; and when I can-
not poflibly defend my felf, the oaly way is to

divert the Queftion , and complain of Mifreprefen-
tation.

Benj. Mifreprefentation! Yes moft certainly yoir
are juftly Charg’d with it. * “ The Bifhop is hew-
““ ing pag. 85, 86, 87. what Principle it is juftify’d,
“ the Proteftants in {etting up their own Bifhops,
““ and feperating from the Churchof Rome; and fays,
¢ and thde very truly too, That “twas becanfe the
“ Proteffants were perfuaded, in their own Confciences,
““ That the Popilh Doctrines and Worlhip owere Corrupt,
“ Who would think now, that what is {o Juft,
® and fo certain as this, with the Illuftration as
““ follows, could offend, or that fo plain and evi-
“ dent a Truth could be miftaken by you? But
“ {o it is, for you make this, Pag. 43. t0 02 refolv-
““'ing all Religion into an boneft and fincere Perfude
¢ fion.

Fo. But after all, your Author is the A:fre-
prefenter here, both of his Lordfhip and me ; for as

his Lordfhip is pleas’d to be very particular, and
punétual in his Sentiments; {o my Words are not

barely an Joweff, and fincer¢ Perfuafion, but, what he
was pleas’d ro call an boneft and fincere Per/uafim. But
whatever Liberties mighe be indulg’d kim in my

E Words,
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Words, thofe he takes with his Lordfhip are in-
{upportable: For his Lordthip's Words are thefe.
 What is it that juffifyd the Proteféants, asbe acknow-
¢ Jedges in [erting up their own Bifhops ¢ Was it that the
 Popifs Docfrines were alfually corrupt ; or that the
¢ Protsfants were perfuaded they were [0 the Latter,
< aithout deubt? Some mention Religion® like 4
Comjurer’s Circle, the only Plice of Scfety from the De-

il. Others talk of Perfusfim, with a Hee Pafs ! be
G:one' and fo determin Good and Ewil ; But his Lorde
fhip, one would think, might have the ZLiberty of
faying, and demonftrating what he will, ill he
himfelf chought fit to unfay and wndemonfErate; it a-
gain without the Inmtrufion of every Sguire, who
thinks fr to cali himfelf his Defender, and take
that Work out of his Hands, which he alone 15
able to maznage.

Beri. + < If you had been careful and attentive,
% would vouinthisControverfy havecited twolarge
‘¢ Paflzgas fromDr. Cave's Primitive Coriffienity con-
““ cerning Church-Geafures, which are fo wide
« from the Poinc che Bifhop difcourfes upon: No-
¢ ¢hing but very great inadvertency, can excufe fo
 glizee, {0 impertment a Citatios.  No Body doubts,
¢« whecher the Cherch has Power to excommuni-
¢ cate Offenders, and receive Penitents, €.

Yo As farasi canfind, Ben, by your Author,

I am always exadly ia the right, but my Misfor-
naeis, I rake che Bifhop wreng. 'Lis true, he
dozs now 2nd then give me 2 Rubo of my Blindnefs,
and

P

* Vide Nzzure arnc E:-:cdl..—::z:c;; of Moderation by Mr. 5’053
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and my Ignorance s Yet I know not how it happens,
I generally ftumble on the right fide the Quefti-

on, and the Noble Squire and I feem to have ve.
ry litele difference of that Kinde

Benj. Well, but hear what he {ays towards his
Conclufion. ©“ What Opinion Mr. Smitb has of him-
¢ felf, and his Readers, is very plain. I who have
“ been one of them, pity him, and wifh him more
““ Wifdom and Modefty : If the moft candid Rea-
“ der were to cafthis Eye firft upon the Bottom of
“ his 74thPage *, and find him {umming up his Di-
“ fcourfe in one general View, thus, Whether we
‘“ confider the exprefs Decifions of Scripture, the Semfe
““of the Fathers, of all the Commentators, the Publick,
°C and moff Awuthentick Voice of the Church ; the Perplexi-
* ty and Uncertainty of the Bifkop, &c.

lj;o. Well, and what does he fay to the Sum To-
ta) : | .

Beng. Say ! At, quid feras bic tanto dignum Promie
for biatu 2 |

Fo. But why kiats, Ben ? every Body knows my

Voice is neither fit to cry Flounders, nor the Bifhop
of Bangor’s Anfwer, &c. | |

Beni. © You Jingle with Texts, as a Morrice-
“ Dancer does witch his Bells.”

70. How Natural is it for a Man with Crotch-
ets in his Head to dream of Mufick ?

Beng, ¢ Yon

* Defence, p, 47, 4 Ibid.
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Benj. ¢ You mangle three Englifi Commenta-
cors, and flight all the reft.” p. ¢1.

Fo. By quoting them Verbatin. and by now
Challenging your Author to produce one of the
other, =ven to the Afembres 4-n-arons themlielves,

l e h]

to cont-zuiir the Senfe 1 contund for.

erg CYou Uiz acac of the Fathers, but Father
¢ Croepowho dvid avoui & Scoure Years ago 5 and
. e ’ « 1 - 3 2
- hibe, Jiite belides your Purpofe.”

“ro. Father Cowe, 15 none of the beft manner'd
Lxpreflions, for {o great and venerable a Mun ;
but howevzr had he been confulted in the Pafia-
ges referr’d to, not only the Senfe, but the Names
of the greatelt, and moft Antient of the Fathers
raight have been feen by him.

Benj. ¢ For the Senfe of the Church, you only
¢ name a Line or two from the Liturgy.”

Fo. Which, I fuppofe, always truly to fpeak her
Senfe.

Benj. < Anc for the Bifnop’s Words, and Argu-
“ ments, you in almoft every Page miftake, and
‘“ pervert ‘em, yet in fo weak, and often in {o ri-
““ diculous 2 manner, that your Friends Blufh, and

““ your Adverfaries Smile, not without a juft Con-
¢ tempt,”

Fo. This fame Miftaking of the Bifhop is, I own,
a reigning Difeafe ; and as far as I can find, like
to

A g g + .
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i ¢o continue, till his Lordfhip is pleafed to ceafe

 appealing to common Senfe.  But that which con-
. cerns me in the Squire’s Account here is, my - Mi-
| ftakes are fo weak and ridiculous, that Friends and
| Enemies have a Juft Contempt towards them : Now
. ¥ am at a lofs under which of thefe to rank him,
;becaufe the Account he has given of my Miftakes
15, they are {o natural, that on reading my Book,

2?refr y Reader muft fll into them, as well as my
el

Bezj. What you prefent, * © You tell your Read-
¢ ers ﬂows from the Dictates of your Conlcience,

H“ which, upon my Word, is 2 very Melancholy
1}“ Account of the State of your Mind, and de-

" ferves our Pity, and your further Conﬁdera-
* tion, ”

’z Fo. As to my Conlcience, ’tis founded in my

‘R...:zfm and Underffanding, 2nd not in my Will and
iFancv, were it {o with {fome others, we fhould

not find Igmorance, Prejudice, Obftinacy, Intereft, Im-
judence, and every other ill Spring that moves

'Humane Nature, {6 often affume the Name. Gon-
ifcxence this ab{‘:m&ed from its common and fa-

thionable Abufes, mov’d what is there prefented ;

and 1f there be thar exa& Agreement betweern
his Lordfhip and me this Gentleman fo induftri-
oufly contends, ’tis not to be imagin'd how, the
moft . concern for a Truth he agrees to can af-
fect bim; I muft own I could with for the Ho-
nour of Religion, as well as his Lordfhip, his
ESenfe were fully explaind in many Particulars,

. and

i

|
1
|
{
1
i

| * Vide Defence, p. 49, 50.
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end I fhould take it to be Complementing him
with common Honour, and Integrity to fay
more, ’till that be done. King George for ever, be-
ing the Language of our Parliaments, is what
I muft beg the Gentleman’s Pardon for, in being
Ignorant of it before. And as to the Divifions
among Papifts, I like them no better than thofe
among Proteftants ; the Realon of King Fames’s
Popery being owing to the Education of his Mi-
nority, is what we only hear from fuch Church-
men as your Author, and is an Art us'd by them
to flabb the Memory of his Father. 1 have
only Time now to ask Pardon for thus antici-

pating your Author, and muft, for the prefent,
bid you heartily Farewell.

Benj. Nay, I muft own you have been pretty
well exercifed. Adieuto you then,

FINIS



