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THE

PREFACE

HEN I, as an Historian,

drew up the Reasons of the
Ejected Ministers for their Noncon-
formity, and gave that Account of
their Principles and Practices, which
is contain’d in the Tenth Chapter of
my Abridgment of the Life of Mr.
Baxter, 1 little thought that Men of
different Sentiments could have been
disgusted; and much less, that I
should have been so eagerly Assaul-

ted.

The Treatment I have met with
has indeed been surprizing; and
the Defence 1 have been thereby put

A2 upon,
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upon, has taken up more time than
[ could well spare from my other
Occasions: And yet upon the whole
[ cannot say, that could I have fore-
seen what has since happen’d, 1
should either have omitted that
Chapter, or made any very conside-
rable Alterations in it.

Nothing in this whole Affair has
been so encouraging, as that I
should be Attack’d by two Gentle-
men of so great Worth as Mr. OlI-
lyffe and Mr. Hoadley; and that in
so Critical a Time as this, when our
Common Danger so loudly calls us
to Peace and Umnion, and a Hearty
Brotherly Correspondance: This,
with the length of the Debate, in
an Age that 1s weary of Controver-
sies, 1s the only thing that hath
created me any uneasiness.

[f it was so absolutely necessary
as some have apprehended 1it, that
the
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the Representation I had given of
Nonconformity, out of the Writings
of the Silenced Ministers, should be
distinctly Confuted, I should I must
confess have been better pleased it
had been managed by the open Ene-
mies, than the avowed Friends of
Moderation, and 1if They thought
not fit to take any notice, I should
have thought Prudence might have
enclined These to keep Silence: But
since their Zeal would not suffer it,
[ think they must Answer for the
Consequences. To Standers by it
cannot, however but have an Odd
Appearance, That one whose Lati-
tude in the Matters disputed of 1is
well known, should for defending
the Cause of Moderation, be so vehe-
mently charged as Assaulting the
Church, by Men who are themselves
accused by their angry Brethren, of
not understanding the true Princi-
ples of the Church; nay, and of
designing to Undermine it. This I

A3z think
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think will deserve a place among
the Peculiarities of the Time we
live in.

[ am very sensible our Circum-
stances call for Peace and Union;
and for that very Reason the Zeal
of these Gentlemen appears unsea-
sonable: But when they that are for
Peace and Union on the only Terms
that would make it Real, Firm and
Lasting, are exposed as Obstructing
it, I can’t see how their Vindication
can be any other than seasonable at
any time. Silence in such a Case,
would, to those that came after us,
look like Betraying a Good Cause,
which under the utmost Disadvan-
tages has been hitherto Supported,
and Defended by those that have
gone before us.

A Hearty Brotherly Correspon-
dence is indeed needful now if ever,
Amongst all who are for the Prote-

Stant
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stant Religion and the Present Esta-
blishment, in Opposition to such as
mean a Popish Prince and a French
Government. For which Reason,
tho’ I am far from being sensible I
am liable to any Charge, I can yet
freely declare; that if any thing I
have said in the management of this
Debate, tends to hinder that Good
Understanding which is so absolute-
ly necessary, or justly to offend any
Persons that are Hearty in the Com-
mon Interest, I freely retract it, and
wish 1t unsaid. But in the mean
while I can’t help thinking, that it
Discovers no very Brotherly Tem-
per, for such as give us good Words,
to reckon it a Reflection on them or
their Church, if when our Dissent 1is
represented as altogether Humour-
some and Groundless, we make it
appear to the World we have Rea-
son on our side.

A4 In
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In some Cases, I can easily fall in
with those who take Particular An-
swers to be wholly needless. Let
the Restless Party, who are out of
their Element while they cannot
Persecute, scatter about ever so ma-
ny Memorials, filled with intemperate
Invectives against all that won’t con-
cur with them in running things to
Extremity, I can’t see that we for
our Part have any Reason to regard
them. Their Poison carries its own
Antidote along with it. The Rude-
ness of their Clamours, and Noto-
rious Falsity of their Charges, against
the Brightest Ornaments of that
Church whose Cause they pretend,
to Espouse, makes it Evident, they
stick at nothing whereby they may
Blacken such as stand in the way of
their Designs. Who can think our
present Bishops need a Vindication,
to satisfy the World, that they are
not Endeavouring to pull down that
Constitution, of which they are the

up-
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upholding Pillars? Or that we Dissen-
ters have any occasion to take pains to
prove, that we did not Burn the City
of London formerly, and are not now
engaged in a Confederacy with the
Inhabitants of the Moon, to compass
the Ruin both of Church and State
in order to our own Destruction?
The Government may justly Condemn
such Writings to the Flames for their
indecent Reflections upon those that
sit at Helm; but as far as we are
concerned, we may be very easie they
should survive, as a proof that they
whose Malice against us was so Out-
rageous, could find nothing to charge
upon us, that could obtain the least
Credit with Men of Thought and

Understanding.

But as for the Cause depending
between those that are in the Con-
stitution of the Church, and those
that are out of it, and yet are e-
qually Friends to our Civil Govern-

ment, I can’t see why i1t mayn’t be
debated
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debated with freedom; and why
we maynt with an Hearty Love and
Good-Will canvass one another’s
Reasons, and try their Strength: 1
can’t see what need there is it should
break in upon our Tempers on either
side, for the Hearty Friends of this
Ecclesiastical Constitution to bring
the best Grounds they can to sup-
port it; and the Dissenters from it
modestly to shew upon what Grounds
they refuse to fall in with it. Our
Disagreeing in this, little affects the
Publick, as long as we heartily A-
gree against the Common Enemy. And
it is from comparing these Reasons
together, that our Superiors will
best be able to judge, whether a
farther Reformation be not desirable
and needful; and Inferiors, whe-
ther Complying or Dissenting be their
Duty. If our Writings in this Con-
troversie herein give Assistance, 1 can’t
see that we have any Reason to re-

pent our Pains.
The
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The Length of this Debate can-
not, I think, much surprize one that
considers the Variety of Particulars
insisted on. In my Three Books, I
have Answered Five that have been
written against me, together with
some smaller Tracts. I would have
been shorter, had I not feared 1t
would have disserved the Cause 1
am engaged in. And tho’ I wont
say nothing shall prevail with me to
write any more in this Controversie,
yet I can venture to promise, that if
any farther Elucidations appear Ne-
cessary, they shall not give much
Oftence by their Tediousness.

I have here finished the whole of
what I undertook. Having in the
Two former Volumes Defended our
Fathers who were Silenced, as to
the Validity of their Orders, and as
to their Not complying with the
Terms of Ministerial Conformity that

were
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were imposed upon them; I in the
present Volume proceed to justifie
their holding on in their Ministry af-
ter they were Ejected by the Go-
vernment; to Vindicate the Practise
of the People who encourag’d them
in the Exercise of their Ministry;
and to Answer the Reflections of
Mr. Hoadly on that Occasional Confor-
mity, both of Ministers and People,
by which they intended to express
their Charity, towards a Church,
which they were not satisfied in
their Consciences entirely to fall in
with.

[ have also subjoin’d a Letter to
Mr. Ollyffe, in Answer to his Second
Defence of Ministerial Conformity; and
another to Mr. Hoadley, by way of
Animadversion on his Defence of the
Reasonableness of Conformity, &c. and
shall expect something that is new,
before I shall engage any farther with
either of them.

The
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The Historical Letter in the Close
may perhaps to some that are Curi-
ous, be more Entertaining, than any
thing else here offer’d to their view;
and [ think my self oblig’d to give
some Account of it.

Hearing of some Ministers in and
about Lincolnshire, who formerly had
Livings in the Church of England,
but are now Nonconformists, 1 was
desirous to know how this should
happen. Thereupon I wrote to
Mr. Rastrick (who 1is now the Wor-
thy Pastor of a Considerable Con-
gregation of Dissenters in the Town
of Kings Lynne in Norfolk) desiring
him to favour me with the History
of his Treatment in the Church, and
the Grounds of his quitting his Liv-
ing. After some time [ received from
him the Entertaining Letter, which,
with his Allowance, I here publish;
recommending it to the Perusal both

of
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of Mr. Ollyffe, and Mr. Hoadly, If 1
mistake not, it will be found to give
so me Light in several Matters which
our Controversie runs upon. Tho’
[ cannot say I agree with him in
every Particular, yet I can assure all
whom it may concern, that I Pub-
lish 1t as I receiv’d it; and think 1t
an Happiness that I have been an
Instrument in helping the World to
the light of so instructive a Narra-
tive as i1t contains; and that the ra-
ther, because such 1s the Temper of
the Author, that it leads him very
much to affect Retirement: So that
had he not been urg’d to it, his Case
would hardly ever have fallen un-
der general Notice. I forbear the
particular Remarks which such a Let-
ter would naturally lead to, leaving
it to every Reader to make them for
himself.

[ shall
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I shall only add, that being now
free to Prosecute my Design of a Se-
cond Edition of my Abridgment, with
Emendations and Additions, I re-
new my Request to all that are Able
to Rectifie Mistakes with reference to
any of the Ejected Ministers, or to
give a more distinct Character of
them, that they would not fail to
give me Notice. I would indeed
willingly have staid for the Opposite
Account, about which there hath
been (as I am inform’d) such Con-
sultation in many Parts of the King-
dom: I have that Respect for Truth,
that I should be glad to be set right
in the Particulars in which I have
been mistaken, tho’ the Pen should
be dipp’d in Gall that gives me the
Information: But not seeing any Like-
lihood, after all the Boasts that have
been made, and all the Instructions
that have been given to their Nu-
merous Dispersed Agents and Corre-
spondents, that their Design will in

hast
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hast be brought to the desir’d Perfecti-
on, I now purpose to proceed as fast
as any Circumstances will allow: And
if neither Goodwill nor Ill-will can pre-
vail with such as are Able, to give
me Information beforehand, I appeal
to all the World whether their Cla-
mours afterwards will not be unjust
and groundless.

THE
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A

DEFENCE

OF

Moderate Non-Conformity.

PART III.

A Continuation of the Tenth Chap-
ter of the Abridgment.

« O That hence forward the Church Remonsof
doors were Shut upon them with Con- the Ejec-
« tempt, and others filled their VacantedMini-
“ Pulpits: And they were Left to spendw“’,for

their time in Solitude add Retirement,;yggbﬂf_
preparing themselves for another Worlds atnisry:
“being of no farther use in this. They were
“much perswaded to lay down their Ministry,
‘when they were deny’d the Liberty of Exer-
‘cising it publickly; but the Generality of them,
‘could not be satisfy’d upon many Accounts.
“They fear’d the Guilt of Perfidious-breaking
“their Ordination Vow, by which they obliged,
“themselves to the Diligent Performance of
“their Ministry. They were afraid of the Sin
“of Sacriledge in alienating Persons, who were
“Consectated to God: It had to them a very
“strange Appearance, that their Brethren should
‘so much aggravate the Sacriledge of alienating

B con-
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‘consecrated Utensils and Lands, when they at
“the same time were so forward to alienate con-
“secrated Persons, and discover’d such an Ap-
“probation of it: When as to their Apprehen-
“sion, the Lands, and Goods were but to serve
“the Persons, who were Employ’d in the Divine
“Service. Many of their People claim’d the
“Continuance of their Relation and Ministry,
“and having given up themselves to their Con-
“duct in Divine things, beg’d they would not
“desert them: They profess’d they could not
“trust their Souls to the Pastoral Guidance and
“Care, of a Great many of those, who were plac’d
“in the Churches in their, stead; and dedar’d,
“that if they should forsake them, they would
“charge them with neglect of their Souls, whose
“Care they had undertaken. So that they fear’d
“the Sin of Unfaithfulness, Cruelty and Un-
“mercifulness, and incurring the Guilt of ruin-
“ing Souls, by stopping their own Mouths.
“The Magistrates Authority was indeed against
“them; but they found themselves under a
“Solemn Obligation to an higher Authority to
“fulfil their Ministry as they were able, when
“sought to for help; for neglecting which they
“could not discern how the Command of the
“Magistrate could furnish them with a just Ex-
“cuse. Should they have been commanded to
“forbear feeding their Children, or relieving
“the poor and distress’d, they should have fear’d
“being charg’d with murdering them, if they
“dy’d through their Neglect: And in like
“manner they were apprehensive of their being
“chargeable with the Consequences of a Neglect-
‘ing to promote the Good of Souls in a Mi-
‘nisterial Way, should any Perish and be Lost,
‘whom they were able to have assisted and
“instructed. The Curse and Doom of the
un-

3
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“unprofitable Servant that hid his Talent, Matth.
“25. much affected them; and they could not
“bear the Thoughts of exposing themselves to
“alike Treatment. Withal, they found the
“Necessities of the People in most Parts of the
“Nation Great, notwithstanding the Legal Pro-
“vision for them; many Ministers in the Pub-
“lick Churches having more Souls to look after
“than several would be sufficient for; and at
“the same time, without being at all Censori-
“ous, 1t was too Evident to them, that sundry
‘of them were insufficient and unqualify’d. And
‘making the best of things, they found that
“Populous Cities, and the ignorant Parts of the
“Country needed more help, than the Parish.
“Ministers did, or could afford them. They
“were withal alleged with many Passages of
“Sacred Scripture; some of which intimate the
“Duration of the Ministerial Office, where there
“is once a Conveyance: As Matth. 5.13,14. &c.
“Matth. 28.19,20. Ephes. 4.10.&¢c. 1 Tim.4.15,
“16. Matt. 24.45,45,48. And others of them
“plead for the Necessity of Preaching, even
“when the Magistrate forbids: As Acts 4.19.
“s. 28. 1 Cor. 9.14, 16. Acts 4.29. 2 Tim. 4.
“1, 2. 1 Tim. 6.13,14. &c. And they found
“i1t was their Duty to pray for the sending in
“of Faithful Labourers, Matth. 9.38. Luke 10.2.
“And could not but think the sending up of such
“a Request to God, a mocking of him, while such
“as they were, ceas’d to Labour, who had been
“Call’d and Qualify’d, Own’d and Succeeded.
“In short, Maturely weighing the whole Mat-
“ter, they after the Narrowest Search, appre-
“headed it an indispensable Duty lying upon
“them, as Men and Ministers, by the Obliga-
“tion of God’s Law of Charity, and by the
“binding Force of their own Vows at their

B2 Selt-
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“Self-Dedication to the Set vice of God in his
“House, to do their Best in the exercise of all
“their Talents, Human, Christian and Ministe-
“rial, to seek to save Peoples Souls; and there-
“fore to Preach or Teach and Exhort them, in the
“manner that appear’d to them most conducible
“thereunto. They could not see whence, either
“Civil Magistrates or Bishops had any power
“to Doom them to utter Silence, so long as
“they could not prove upon them, either Apo-
“stacy, Heresie, or Perfidiousness, or any thing in-
“consident with the Publick Peace. And there-
“fore, persisting in that Work, which God and
“the Necessities of Souls call’d them to, they
“tho’t Patience their Duty, as to all Sufferings

Li?;:i“ “they might meet with: In which respect
formity “they endeavour’d to arm themselves as strong-
stated and “ly as was possible.*

argu’d, p.

156. His Plea for Peace, p. 229. His Apology for the Nonconfor-
mist Ministers, in Quarto: Where the whole Matter is distinctly
Canvas’d. His Sacrilegious Desertion of the Holy Ministry Re-
buk’d. Octavo. And Allen’s Call to Archippus, Quarto.

Mr. Hoadly here tells us, he will suppose the Rea-

II)’ar;*z sons alledg’d to be sufficient to prove, that a Compli-
ance with the Terms of Ministerial Conformity
had been Sinful in our Ministers, and yet he under-
takes fo prove, that the Arguments propos’d are not

o4 Sufficient to justify their Behaviour. And he says,

he’l Consider these Arguments, both in the Case
of those, who continued their Ministry after they
were Ejected by the Act for Uniformity; and also
in the Case of those, who have been Ordained to the
Ministry since. My Profess’d Aim, was to give the
Reasons of our Fathers for Continuing in the
Ministry after the Law silenc’d them: And
yet Seeing, he is so willing to Consider the Case
of their successors too, I shan’t be backward to fol-

low
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low him, tho’ I have touch’d upon it already in
the First Part of my Defence. But here he tells
me, He’l pass by whatever is not Argument; un-
due Aggravations; which are rather Prejudices to
support a Party, than Arguments to maintain a
Cause, which ought to be founded on Reason, and not
on Passion. 1 profess he’s free to take his own
way: But then I hope he’l yield this 1s as al-
lowable on our Side, as on his: Upon which
Condition I agree.

Before he proceeds to Particulars, he takes care
to lay in one General Prejudice; viz: That seve-
ral who were in the Ministry before 1662, And those
none of the most inconsiderable nor injudicious, were
not determin’d by these Arguments. Being shut out
of the Estabtishment, they sought out some other ways
of being useful to Mankind; tho’ if these Arguments
prove Good, Mr. Hoadly says, be would not be in their
Case for a thousand Worlds. 1 won’t say this is an
Aggravation and not an Argument; but shall de-
sire Mr. H. to Consider a few things. Of those
who were Preachers in 1662, and silenc’d by
the Uniformity Act, and afterwards turn’d off to
other Employments, many were not Ordain’d,
and so not Stridly oblig’d. This was the Case
of Dr. Sampson Dr. Morton and Dr. Hulse, &c. and
Indeed of Most of those who turn’d either to
Physick or the Law, or other secular Business. They
were but Candidats for the Ministry before;
and therefore were free to Divert from it, when
they were deny’d the Liberty of Officiating in it
with full Satifaction to their Consciences. But
among those who were Ordain’d Ministers before,
there were very few that were Ejected, that
wholly laid aside the Ministry; and in the case
of those few. Great allowance must be made for
Fear, as Circumstances then stood; and the in-
fluence of the Glosses put upon things by those
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who rather desir’d thet should quit the Ministry
than continue in it. The Arguments alledg’d,
may in themselves be very considerable, and yet
might not ne rightly understood by these few;
who had they seen things in the same light, would
have acted in the same manner as the rest of their
Brethren: So that tho’ Mr. Hoadley were in their
Case, he might be very safe; and yet the Conside-
rations mention’d may be very weighty.

He then comes to the Pleas of those who held
on in their Ministry: the first of which was ta-
ken from their Ordination-Vow, wherein they ob-
lig’d themselves to the diligent Performance: of
their Ministry. Mr. H. says, That he knows not
what it was that they explicitly promis’d, when they
Devoted themselves to the Service of God in the
Ministry; which I a little wonder at. For some
of them were Ordain’d by Bishops before the
Civil Wars; with whose Ordination-Promise he
must therefore be as well acquainted as with his
own. And as for the rest, they were Ordain’d
according to the Directory, where he may see their
Promise in Form. But he says, He is sure. No-
thing ought to .be imply’d in such a Vow, and such a
Dedication, that is contrary to the Service of that
God, to whom, they Dedicated themselves, or inconsi-
stent with the Good of the Christian Church, in which-
they oblig’d themselves by Vow to Minister. To
which I reply, that when Persons that are duly
qualify’d, Devote themselves to the Service of
God, in the Work of the Ministry, ’tis necessa-
rily imply’d (whether it be exprest or no) that
they engage to make that the Business of their
Lives. And when they are once thus engag’d,
tho’ a change of Circumstances may occasion a
Variation in the manner of their. excercising their
Ministry, yet I conceive no hange of .Circum-
stances can make their continuing in the Mini-
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stry, as far as they have a Natural and Moral Ca-
pacity, and a real Opportunity, cease to be their
Duty. Nor can I see how their acting in this
Sacred Office, according to the Rule of the
Word, can ever be contrary to the Service of God,
or really inconsistent with the Good of the Christian
Church. His Explication of this Matter is a lit-
tle Particular. The Vow, says he, was, to promote
the Glory of God, and Good of that Society to which
you belong, and you had not determin’d your selves
to one certain way, unless in order to these Ends.
This is not a sufficient Account of the Ordination
Vow, which 1is really, a Solemn Engagement to
make the Ministry the Business of the Life; and to
Officiate in it as God gives Capacity, Ability
and Opportunity. Now (says he) if these Ends
may be better promoted by you in forsaking this way,
than in continuing in it, you are neither Perfidious,
nor Sacrilegious, if you desert it, but rather if you con-
tinue in it. To break such a Vow as that fore-
mention’d, and desert the Sacred Ministry, be-
cause Men (who could not prove themselves di-
vinely authoriz’d for any such purpose) forbid
them to continue in it, was what our fathers tho’t
both Perfidious and Sacrilegious; and, 1 think, ve-
ry justly. And to pretend, that so doing would
be for the Glory of God, and the Good of the Church,
while their Ministerial Capacity continu’d, is so
far from an Excuse, that it rather makes the Mat-
ter worse. But (says he) He is not Perfidious,
who acts against idle literal sense of his Vow, because
it is agreeable to the fixt and original Design of it,
than he should do so. 1 answer, He that being duly
qualify’d for Service in the Ministry, and solemn-
ly engaging to spend his Days in that Service,
shall afterwards wholly divert to other Affairs,
without minding that Service, is justly chargea-
ble with Perfidiousness; because he acts against both
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the literal Sense, and the original Design of his
Ordination Vow. This we may safely assert in
the general; tho’ in particular Cases, where there
may be some peculiar Circumstances, it is fittest
for us to leave Persons to God. He adds. Nor
is he Sacrilegious who withdraws from the Sa-
cred Office, to which he had dedicated himself, be-
cause he can now no longer do that Service to the Church,
he once proposed to himself, in this Station; but can
do much more, by betaking himself to another. To,
which I reply, for Persons duly qualified for Ser-
vice in the Sacred Ministry, and bound to it by
a Solemn Promise at their Ordination; for Per-
sons, whom God has own’d in that Office, and
may be likely further to own as Instruments of
Good to many, if they continue faithfully to dis-
charge their Duty, for such Persons having an
Opportunity, to withdraw wholly from the Sa-
cred Office, is properly Sacrilegious: And to do
this upon pretence of being no longer capable
of Service to the Church, is a poor Excuse; for
which in the Case of such, there can be no so-
lid reason given. For the Church always needs
the Assistance of such Persons. And to talk of
their doing mifchief, while they, according to the
Rule of the Word, discharge the Office, 1s to
suppose it a mischievous thing to help multitudes
of Souls to Heaven, because it is not done in
Mood and Figure.

Mr. Hoadly frankly declares, That it shocks
him to think that any Person knowingly and willingly
design’d to rob the Church of the Labours of any tru-
ly good and useful Men. He may suppose there-
fore, that they did not apprehend those con-
cern’d were ftruly good and useful Men, if that
will afford him any Relief, But that alters not
the Reality of the Case. I own with him. That
the Faults of others are neither our Faults, nor ex-

cuses
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cuses far our Faults. And, for that reason, if some
were faulty in attempting to Silence so many
Hundred useful Ministers, as were Ejected by
the Act of Uniformity, tho’ I don’t think that
will be charg’d upon those, who neither had any
Hand in that matter, nor approv’d of it, and
pleaded for i1t afterwards; so neither would it
have been an Excuse for those Ministers, had they
comply’d with them. But why should he say,
That this is of no relation to the Point now before us?
If it be evident, that they who design’d wholly to
silence our Fathers, did design fto rob the Church, of
the Labours of many truly good and useful Men, (and,
if I mistake not, Mr. Hoadly himself afterwards
owns something that is very like it); then I think
it plainly follows, that they could not concur in
silencing themselves, without having also a hand
in such a Robbery upon the Church.

But, says Mr. Hoadly—the Ordination Vow is
no Argument, as it stands by it self for the Conti-
nuance of their Ministry. He might therefore have
taken notice (had he tho’t fit) that it was not
pleaded alone, but in Conjunction with other
Considerations. And yet taken alone, I can’t
see, but it may be allow’d of weight in the Case
of all, who knew themselves qualified according
to the Gospel Rule; and had found God owning
them in their Ministrations. A Humane Prohibi-
tion could not dispense with; their Vow, so as
to excuse their Quitting the Sacred Office, so
solemnly undertaken. But says he, the right way
must be, first to shew from other Arguments, that
it is for the Honour and Service of God and his
Church, that they should publickly execute the Office
of Ministers, and then to argue from their Vow, to
the Continuance of their Publick Minstrations. For
my Part I took the Arguments, which they Plea-
ded in their own Vindication, in the Order in

which
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which they propos’d them. And supposing their
Considerations were not rank’d according to the
Nice Rules of Method, I should yet suppose,
that as the World ordinarily goes, it might easi-
ly be overlookt. But if the Gentleman will stand
upon it, I doubt he’d be hard put to’t to prove,
that their Method was not as good, as that which
he would have prescribed them. His main Plea
is, That their Vow was wholly conditional; and re-
specting the Good and Service of the Church: Sup-
posing it; if yet this is a Condition that is never
wanting in the Case of such as are duly qualified,
both as to their Intellectuals and Morals, for Mi-
nisterial Service; if the continu’d Labours of
such Persons 1s ever for the Good and Service of
the Church, then are we but where we were.
The most that can be made of the Matter, is this.
They took it for granted, that the Labours of all
Faithful Ministers, according to the Rule of the
Word, were always for the Good, and Service of
the Church; and this being supposed, their Argu-
ment from their Ordination Vow 1is firm and
sstong. Mr. Hoadly, when he comes to Answer
them, will suppose that the Labours of Faithful
Ministers, tho’ according to the Rules of the
Word, may be to the dishonour of God, and dis-
service of the Church; and therefore, pretends
their Argument from their Ordination Vow
won’t hold: But he should have disprov’d their
Supposition, and clear’d his own; before he could
reasonably expect, either to weaken their Argu-
ment, or serve his Cause against them.

[t was farther pleaded by the Ministers who
were Ejected, That many of their People claimed
the Continuance & their Kelatiom and, Ministry, &c.
and that they fear’d the Sin of Unfaithfulnesss, Cruelty
and Unmercifulness, and incurring the Guilt of ruin-
ing Souls, by stopping their own Mouths. To which

Mr. H.
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Mr. H. thus replies, I do not doubt indeed, but that
many of their People might be induced by their own
Affections to them, and many by their. Discourse with
them, to request them still to Minister to them. But
how does it follow from thence, that therefore they ought?
I Answer: I have so good an Opinion of Mr. H.
as to believe that if he had been in the Case of
some of these Ejected Ministers, he would him-
self scarce have demurr’d upon the Point. I’]
suppose him to have undertaken the Care of the
Souls of the People in such a certain Parish and
that God had own’d him there, to do good to
many, and spread serious Religion among them.
I’l suppose him silenc’d by Authority, upon the
Account of his Non-compliance with some things
requir’d, in which his Conscience after his utmost
Enquiries remain’d dissatisfied. I'l farther sup-
pose his Place to remain for some time unsupply’d,
and that if he continues not his Ministry among
them, they must have no Ordinances in this time
Administred to them, no Publick Worship kept
up among them: (I may well put such a Case
as this, since I have been particularly inform’d
by some of the Ejected Ministers, that this was
their Case, and I refer to Mr. Quick, who 1is
yet Living for one:) I'l once more suppose,
that he is in this Case set upon by these poor Peo-
ple, to whom he was related as a Pastor, and
entreated and adjur’d by all that is sacred, that
if he has any value for their Souls, any regard to
their Eternal Welfare; any Concern not to undo
all that he has been doing, since he has been spend-
ing his Pains amongst them, he would still continue
to Minister to them in Holy things as before:
Would Mr. H. in such a Case question whether he
ought or no? I must needs say, I both hope and be-
lieve, he wo’d soon determine to gratify their desire,
When then he asks, are the People fit Judges of Your
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Duty or Directors of your Practice? 1 answer it does
not follow, our Fathers tho’t they were so in all Cases
because they tho’t themselves bound to regard
them in such a Case as this. But he goes on with his
Querys: Have you Acted, or do you Act, as if you were
guided by this Consideration; as if it were your Judg-
ment, that you Contracted such a Relation to the Flock, in
which you once Minister, that a removal becomes unlaw-
ful, if any of them request your stay? But is this Ar-
gument or Aggravation? He knows very well that
this Judgment did not obtain among the Gene-
rality of the Ejected Miuisters, Nor was it necessa-
ry, that it should, in order to their being consistent
with themselves. For it does not follow that a
Minister most think himself necessarily stak’d
down for life, in that Congregation to which
he is once related as a Pastor; because he, tho’
prohibited by Authority thinks himself oblig’d
to continue his Labours among a People that
God has made him useful to, and to regard their
Crys and Entreatys on that behalf, as long as they
are either wholly destitute of a Minister, or have
one sent to Officiate among them, who is notori-
ously unfit for that Sacred Work. When he far-
ther asks. Did you never remove from these People
who thus Entreated you? The Answer is Easy;
Most of them, did it not till force Constraind them.
They preached among them till they were many
of them imprison’d, and some of them banish’d
and afterwards by violence seperated from them
by the Oxford Act. And what tho’ they after-
wards remov’d from one Congregation to another?
Why might they not, if in the Places where they
were, their Familys could not subsist; or they
had a Prospect of greater Usefulness and service
elsewhere: Or suppose the People are not always con-
tent to part with their Ministers when they would
have them; Does it follow they must do it, when

others
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others wou’d have them, tho’ without and against
Reason? Does it follow that the silenc’d Ministers
were obliged to leave their Flocks, when they
earnestly Entreated their stay, and were like so
Considerably to suffer by their removal, as may
well be suppos’d, in Case they had no Ministers
among them in their room; or only seek as
were loose and Scandalous? He further asks is
this Argument only good, when you are succeeded by a
Minister of the Establisht Church, and not when you
are succeeded by one amongst your selves? 1 answer
tis as Good, if an unquaiify’d Person succeeds,
with whom the People have therefore just reason
to be dissatisty’d, in one Case as in another. For
the different Character of the successor, and his
Profession, if he be really known to be immoral
and Vitious, makes no difference in the Obliga-
tion of Ministers (when desired) to take Care
of the Flocks, to which they have been related as
Pastors. And as much as the People are des-
pis’d, we find they often are so far Discerners, as
to be able to distinguish between such as aim at
doing Good to Souls by their Preaching, and such
as only aim at a Livelyhood; between such as dis-
cover they are in Earnest in their Pulpit-Perfor-
mances, by the suitableness of their Lives, and
such as live-down what they Preach. And tho’
it is not to he deny’d, but that the Ejected Mini-
sters (and their Successors too) have had reason to
complain sometimes of their want of Judgment, yet it
does not therefore follow, but that when the
People would either have been left wholly desti-
tute upon their removal, or under the Conduct
of unsafe and insufficient Guides, those Ministers
whom the Law silenc’d, might not in such a case,
warrantably have regard to their intreaties.
When he farther asks, whether the People made
this request only, where their Successors were really in

sufficient
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sufficient? and whether it was regarded by these
Ejected Ministers only in such Cases? 1 answer, ’tis
eno’ to the Purpose, if this Argument is Good in
some Cases, which was not pleaded in the Case of
all: And tho’ it did not hold in all, yet it does
not therefore follow, but it stands very good, and
is unanswerable in the Case of some. And in-
deed, if some of these Arguments will hold in the
Case of some, and others in the Case of others,
and there were none among the Ejected Mini-
sters but might be justified by some of them; it is
eno’; it answers the End intended, tho’ there
are several of them that suit not such and such
Particular Cases. And after all, if Mr. Hoadly
wonders to see such insignificant Aguments advanc’d
for so very material a Point of Practice, I cannot
help it: He must give me leave also to wonder
in my turn, to see such insignificant Querys
put, in a Matter so Momentous, depending upon
Circumstances, not distinctly weigh’d or stated.

As for his Formal Speech which he has taken
the Pains to compose for one of these Ejected
Ministers to his Parishioners, when they per-
swaded him to continue his Labours amongst them
after the Law had silenc’d him, I have these Ma-
terial Objections against it: That it, in sundry
respects, failed not the Case of those who were
most vehemently urg’d by their People to conti-
nue their Ministerial Labours amongst them; and,
that in other respects, I hardly think Mr. Hoadly
himself could have made such a Speech with a
safe Conscience.

1. A Set Speech of this nature would not,
in several respects, have suited the Case of those
among the Ejected Ministers, who were most urg’d
by their People to continue their Labours among
them. They that had none to succeed them
upon their Ejection, (which was the Case of se-

veral)
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veral) could not have told their People, that it
was for the universal good of the Church, that they
should not execute their Office publicity among them:
Or that there wes no necessity for it, or that there
was no Danger of their losing their Souls, for want of
their publick Assistance; when they might so easily
drop into Eternity in an unprepared State, hav-
ing none to assist them, if they refus’d. They
could not tell them, that in the Church of Eng-
land there was (as to them) Ewxcellent Provision
for their Edification &c. since she left them de-
stitute, &c. Again, They that had such succes-
sors as were notoriously scandalous, and immoral
in their Lives, could not have told their People,
(even tho’ this Directory of Mr. Hoadly’s had
then been extant) that they tho’t themselves not
oblig’d to Continue their Labours publickly Amongst
them, when they that way might see an Apparent
Hazard of losing much of the Fruit of their
past-Labours. They could not tell them, that
in the Church of England there was (as to them)
Excellent Provision for their Edification, and increase
in all truly Christian Graces; When they had one
sent among them for a Guide, who rather ridi-
cul’d serious Religion than recommended it; and
was more likely to lead them to Hell by his Vi-
cious Example, than to Heaven by his Instructi-
ons and Ministrations. They could not tell
them, that they needed not to doubt, but that un-
der such a Successor they might make considerable
Proficiency in the paths of the Gospel: For they
discern’d just reason to fear the Contrary. They
could not tell them, their Salvation would not be
much endangered in such a Case. For they knew
‘twas otherwise, notwithstanding the Lifurgy
and Publick Service, which they saw no reason to
magnify and extol at the Rate, Mr. Hoadly seems
willing they should have done. In these Res-
pects, this is but an ill-fram’d Speech. (2) As
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(2.) As forward as Mr. Hoadly is herein to
declare himself, I hardly think he could have
made such a Speech with a safe Conscience: For
supposing he had endeavour’d to have led the
People of such a Parish, while he had been among
them, in the way to Heaven, both by his Doct-
rine and Example; I don’t see, if the Successor
that was appointed him, had been a Licentious
Person, a Man (visibly) of no Conscience, how
he could have told them, that it was for the uni-
versal Good of the Church, that be should not publici-
ty execute his Office among them; or, that it was
for their Good, in Particular, which must come
under the Universal Good. As high an Opinion
as his Speech discovers of the Liturgy, &c. 1 hard-
ly think he would have told them in such a Case,
That they were to regard the Peace of the Church as
well as their own Humours and Fancies: For I can’t
have so had an Opinion of him, as to imagine,
that he could have found in his heart to have
represented the preferring his own Ministerial
Labours, calculated to promote Serious Religi-
on, and back’d with a good Life, before the tri-
fling of one, whose whole Deportment discover’d
no Concern or Value for Religion, as a Hu-
mour and Fancy. So that this Speech, which he
hath presum’d (as he says) to make for the Eje-
cted Ministers in this Case, answers no End that
I can discern (except to discover his Value for
the Liturgy) and therefore might very well have
been spared, he having given such abundant evi-
dence of that elsewhere.

His next Complaint is, that the Authority of the
Magistrate is spoken of, as if it were the only Argu-
ment to engage the Ejected Ministers to Silence, &c.
where he frankly declares, that be urges not the bare
Authority of any Earthly Power. Owning, that
he has but a mean Opinion of the Argument drawn

from
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from thence, in the Question now before us. It must be
own’d this was the Argument with which the Eje-
cted Ministers were most vigorously oppos’d. Whe-
ther he has not betray’d the Cause in giving this
up, I leave him to Consider. If the Magistrate had
not interpos’d with his Autoricy, I am apt to
think, the Silenc’d Ministers would have been able
eno’ to Cope with any Church Power that Con-
fronted them. But for him when this is drop’t, to
repeat again his insinuation, that it would have been
more for the honour of God and the good of the Christian
World, that the Ejected Ministers should not have
Continu’d the Publick Exercise of their Ministry;
and to expect that this will be regarded when he has
not prov’d it; is to lay aside a formidable Weapon,
and venture to fight with a Bulrush in his Hands.

The next signification of his Displeasure, is
thus exprest. He says, that the Aggravating this
part of the Cause, with Comparing the neglect of the
Demands of the People, for these Ejected Ministers to
continue amongst them, with the neglecting to feed
their Children, or relieve the Poor and distressed shews
only how willing they are to say what may move the Af-
fections of the World about them, not what may Con-
vince the Judgments of Men of Tho’t and Considera
tion. Could I see ieaton for this Gensure, for my
Part, I should lay as little stress upon this represen-
tation, as Mr. H. himself can desire. For I am nonc
of those, that are for working upon the Affections,
and leaving the judgment behind. But with his good
leave, I think this Illustration, may convince the
judgment of such as will duly Consider it. For tho’ P**
it would not be Inhuman and Barbarous for Parents
to neglect to feed their children when they’re otherwise
well provided for, yet there’s scarce: any Man but
will judge it to be highly inhumane and barbarous
in these respects to neglect them, either while they
have none to feed them, or when they are in

C the
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the Hands of such as would not mind to give them
what 1s necessary and fitting. And tho’ a Mans
relieving these and these Poor People, is not so
necessary, when there is no danger of their starving
for want of his relief; yet to sit still and see Peo-
ple starving that have none to relieve them; or
not to regard their Distress, tho’ those that pre-
tend to take care of them, rather ruin than relieve
them, is what I think any Considerate Person will
agree is against all the Laws of Charity. And
supposing it should he true, that those who pro-
fess’d in Sacred Matters, to Act upon this Prin-
ciple, should in some cases have Acted contrary
to it; it does not therefore follow that the Prin-
ciple is not Good. Suppose they who stay’d with
their former People, when the Law Ejected them,
should have afterwards, some of them, remov’d
from them upon Reasons that were not justifiable;
it does not therefore follow, that their continu-
ing their Labours among them, while they either
were not provided for; or while they were 1ll
provided for, was not warrantable. When
then he addresses himself to the Ejected Ministers
and says, I doubt not but that you may have remov’d
(at least that you Esteem’d it not unlawful so to do)
from these very People, who so Importunately de-
manded your say amongst them, to exercise your
Publick Ministry in same other Congregation, and
Contract a new Relation to another People; Tis
agreed and yielded: And what of all this? why
says he, by this Removal you are Ejected and Silent’d
as far as they are Concern’d. And if so, where is the
force of this Argument, on which so great weight
seems to be laid? As if, they might never leave
them, because they could not conceive they should
have done well to leave them wholly destitute, hav-
ing none to take care of them; or as if they might
as well negled a continu’d Call to Service a-

mong
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mong them, when they had none elsewhere; as
they might leave them well provided for, when
the Providence of God gave ’em an Opportunity
of greater Service in another Place: Or as if
their leaving them had been as warrantable while
they knew not but the Magistrate might upon
Reflection yield to mild Councils, as after the fal-
ing under Legal Severities, which repeated, would
have utterly ruin’d them, and their Familys. I
should think these things speak for themselves.
Let Mr. Hoadly then banter this Argument as
freely as he pleases, I must needs say, I think it
firm and strong in the Case of several of the
Ejected Ministers. I won’t indeed say, that be-
cause their People would charge them with neglect
of their Souls, unless they continued Publicity to
Minister among them, it was therefore their Duty,
to Minister in whatever other Places they tho’t fit
throughout the whole Nation: (Had 1 thus repre-
sented an Argument on his side, he’d have
warmly exclaim’d,) But this I'le venture to say;
that tho’ the Law silenc’d them, the Entreatys of
their People to continue their Labours for the
good of their Souls, while they were either desti-
tute, or ill provided for, might justifie their so do-
ing. And Gods owning them in these Labours
under the frowns of the Government, to promote
serious Religion, might very justly encourage
them, to persist in the Great Work they had
undertaken; and when their Hardships and Suf-
ferings drove them from one Place, they might
still warrantably pursue the same Work in ano-
ther, where the Providence of God gave them a
Call and Opportunity. And tho’ Mr. H. is
pleas’d to say, that this Argument will excuse so
very few, that it was hardly worth the while to men-
tion it, yet he must give those who are better
Acquainted with the Case of the Ejected Mini-
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sters than himself, leave to judge that it reaches
to many more than he seems to be aware of.

His Last Suggestion upon this Head is this, that
had any Souls perisht, in this Case, the fault had
not been in the Silenc’d Ministers, but it had
been Chargeable on their own Neglect. But this
will not hold, while these Ministers had a Call and
an Opportunity of Assisting them. For tho’ every
Man 1is in the first place charg’d with the Care of
his own Soul; yet if others whose proper work
and business it is to give Assistance, should refuse
when call’d upon, the sad Consequences would lie
at their Doors; and that particularly, where
there is a special Obligation, to give such Assi-
stance; which many of the silenc’d Ministers ap-
prehended was their Case, with reference to
those to whom they before stood in a Pastoral
Relation.

It was further Added in the Case of these
silenc’d Ministers, that the Curse and Doom of the
unprofitable servant that hid his Talent, Mat. 25. much
Affected them, and they could not bear the tho’ts of
exposing themselves to a like Treatment. Mr. Hoadly
replies, that they might have been wvery Profita-
ble Servants had they Conform’d; but denys they
had been chargeable as unprofitable servants had they
laid down the Publick Exercise of that Office, when
they could not join with the Establisht Church. And
he gives this reason for it; because by doing so, they
would have consulted the Peace of the Church, and
the Honour of God, without putting themselves out of
all Capacity of doing Service to the Souls of
Men. But this deserves to be Reconsider’d.
For if these Ministers might have been ve-
ry Useful and Profitable in the Ministry, in
the Church, if they had Conform’d, it must
be because they were well Qualify’d for’ Ser-
vice in that Respect. Here’s he Talent to be

improv’d
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improv’d. Now says Mr. Hoadly, by remaining
silent, you’d have consulted the Peace of the Church,
&c. We’le suppose it: But what becomes of the Ta-
lent in the mean time? that Ministerial Talent that
was given by God? This remains wunoccupy’d, and
hid; bury’d and lost. This makes those con-
cern’d, Unprofitable Servants, in the truest Sense:
For their proper Talent lies un-employ’d. Be-
sides what Comparison is there room for, be-
tween the Good that would result from the faith-
ful Management of the Talent entrusted, and the
Good suppos’d to follow if they left it unoccu-
py’d? In the former Case, the helping many
Souls in the way to Heaven would have been
the Consequence; in the Latter, the Peace of the
Church only is consulted: Now 1is it supposable,
that the real Good of Souls, and the Peace of the
Church, should stand in Competition with wise
Men, and they be at a Loss, which should out-
weigh? Is there any Comparison, between the
helping many Souls to Heaven and that Agree-
ment in Forms and Ceremonies, that was in-
this Case obtruded under the Notion of the Peace
of the Church? Besides, the Ejected Ministers, ma-
nifested a much greater regard to the true Peace
of the Church than those that silenc’d them. They
pray’d and begg’d for it; they, offer’d to submit
in order to it, as far as they could, without dis-
honouring God, and doing Violence to their own
Consciences, but all in vain: Any Man that
reads their Petition for Peace, presented to the
Bishops in 1661, will find they were not back-
ward to consult the Peace of the Church. When
after all this, they who had the Ascendant, would
force them to comply with their Wills and Hu-
mours in things which they call indifferent, where
when press’d and urg’d they could not prove
their Authority to impose, they were the break-

G ers
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ers of the Peace of the Church: And .the Mini-
sters who were passive, might well eno’ appre-
hend, that had they comply’d, or had they been
altogether silent, they had been so far from con-
sulting the Peace of the Church, that they had
incourag’d Church-Tyranny, and Imposition; which
when once given way to, is hardly capable of any
Bounds: None can tell where ’twill stop. They
could not see how this would be for the Honour
of God, as is pretended. And tho’ ’tis said, that
they would not, had they altogether ceas’d from
Ministring publickly, have put themselves out of
all Capacity of doing Service to the Souls of Men;
yet it will deserve to be consider’d, that that
little Service they had been capable of had they
silenc’d themselves, had been far from an im-
proving their Talent: It had been a real letting
it lie unoccupy’d, if compar’d with the Service of
which they were capable, continuing the Exer-
rise of their Ministry, both in Publick and Pri-
vate. Mr. H. has indeed mention’d several ways
of Service, had their Publick Ministry ceas’d;
but they neither were so considerable as he would
seem inclinable to have them believ’d; nor were
they at all comparable with what they might
expect upon continuing of their Ministry as be-
fore. He says, their Examples might still have
continued to shine before Men, as much as ever;
their Conversation might have been instructive, and
of great Influence upon their Neighbours: Be it so;
yet what would this have been to their Ministeri-
al Talent, for which they were Accountable to
God? That, upon this Supposition had remain’d
unoccupy’d. And withal, neither could their Ex-
amples have been so influential for Good, had
they appear’d so afraid of Men, as to cease from
their Ministry, when there was such need of their
Labours; and when so many that needed them,

were
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were so earnest for them. He goes on: Their
Writings might have pleaded the Cause of true and
serious Religion in the World. Suppose they might
have been this way useful, yet it does not follow
that this had been a sufficient Improvement of
their Talent, which is the Thing under Consi-
deration: Though withal, care was taken soon
after their Ejection, to clap such a Padlock upon
the Press, that their Writings could not reach
the World, to do Good, without the utmost Dif-
ficulty; and without running considerable Ha-
zards. So that in this Case there was poor En-
couragment. 'Tis added, Their Conformity as Lay-
men to the Church of England would have given
a Check to the Spirit of violent Separation then reign-
ing; and on the other side, it should not be for-
gotten, it would also have given mighty Encou-
ragement to that Spirit of Imposition, that was
so rampant: Would have done much to the produ-
cing Peace and Harmony in the Tempers of Men,
viz. By inuring them to Ecclesiastical Servitude,
which would produce Harmony in the Church,
much after the same rate as Slavery would do it
in the Commonwealth. Would have reflected no
dishonour upon the Gospel of Jesus Christ, nor con-
sequently upon their own Characters, as they were
Christians; unless (it should have been added)
it could be suppos’d for the Honour of the Go-
spel, or becoming Christians, to prefer indiffe-
rent Forms and Ceremonies, before the saving of
Mens Souls, by the Ministerial Endeavours of
such as God had call’d to, qualified for, and
own’d in that Service in his Church. And now
says Mr. Hoadly; there being still room for this
great Service, what danger there could be of their
incurring the Guilt and Doom of the Unprofitable
Servant in the Gospel, I cannot see. Perhaps he
don’t desire to see it; and then it is not likely

Cy he
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he should. But let us a little debate the matter,
that he may yet see it if he pleases. That Wicked
and Sloathful Servant (says he) acted his Part up-
on a quite different Principle. This is more than
I can discern. His Principle I think was Sloth
and Slavish Fear. He was Slothful, and would
be at no Pains to improve his Talent: And he
he was afraid his Matter would lay more stress
upon Circumstances, and little Particularities than
there was any Ground for, and therefore he
would do nothing of what was expected from
him, in Proportion to the Ability given him.
Now our Fathers thought their Case thus far
Parallel: That had they ceas’d from their Mini-
stry, they should be chargeable with Sloth, in not
being at any Suitable Pains to improve their Mi-
nisterial Talent: And with a slavish Fear also;
as if the Matter they serv’d, was so imperious and
rigorous, as to lay more stress upon Niceties and
Formalities, than upon the saving of Souls, un-
der their Ministry. Herein there would have
been a great Agreement. But says Mr. H. He
consulted not the Honour of God, vregarded not the
Improvement of those Abilities and Opportunities he
had of doing Good, but determined to live Idle and
Useless in the World. That he liv’d altogether
Idle and Useless, is more than the Parable expres-
ses; and therefore the Stress ought not to be laid
there: But he made no Improvement of the Ta-
lent that was committed to him, which he might
have us’d to the Honour of the Donor, and the
Good of many of his Fellow-Servants. "Twas in
that his Fault properly lay; and for that he is
stil’d a wicked and slothful, and unprofitable Ser-
vant. And herein there would have been a great
Agreement in the Case of our Fathers, had they
wholly ceas’d from their Ministry. Their Valu-
able Ministerial Talent, which was design’d for

the
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the good of many Souls, would have remain’d
unoccupy’d, and others have had no Benefit;
that is, nope in comparison of what might have
been expected. upon Supposition they continued
in their Office, and were Faithful and Diligent
in 1t. And to pretend the Honour of God, and
the Good of the Church, and respect to their Lord and
Master in such a Case, would really have been
no better than trifling. It had been just as if
the Servant in the Parable had told his Lord,
that he had bury’d his Talent it is true, and
made no Use of it, but that this was out of regard
to his Honour, and for the Common Good, that there
might not appear any clashing between him and
his Fellow Servants: For that he could not have
manag’d and improv’d it to any Advantage, but
they would presently have fallen foul upon him,
unless he had just manag’d himself in their way,
which to do he was not satisfied; as not know-
ing what Right they had to impose upon him,
nor that he could honestly comply; &c. The
Gentleman’s arguing with the Ejected Ministers
upon this Head, furnishes the slothful Servant
with much such an Answer.

But he will make it a matter of Doubt, whether
(all Circumstances considev’d) the Silence of the Eje-
cted Ministers would have been more for the Honour
of God, or their continuing their Publick Ministrati-
ons. This he says, the thing turns upon; this is a
weighty Matter, and worthy of serious Consideration,
whether the Arguments on the side of their Practice be
plainly and evidently superiour to those on the other
side: That they are so, (says he) I hardly believe I
shall ever see clearly demonstrated, And till I do
(says he) I cannot possibly think this Argument is
sufficient to Vindicate the Continuance of their Publick
Mmistrations. This appears to me much the same
as if be should doubt whether it were not better

for
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for the Servant in the Parable, (upon the $up-
position forementioned) to leave his Talent un-
occupy’d, than endeavour to improve it in his
own way, and as he could: Whether (all Circum-
stances consider’d) his forbearance in such a Case,
where there would be frequent Jarrings and
Clashes between him and his Fellow-Servants,
were not more for his Master’s Honour, than his
Diligence and Activity? What would he think
of one that should say, that it was a weighty mat-
ter, and worthy of a most serious Consideration, whe-
ther the Arguments on the side of this Servant’s Di-
ligence and Activity, be plainly and evidently superior
to those on the other side? Would this pass with him
for a Convincing way of Arguing? [ leave him
to his second Thoughts: But hope he will give us
leave to have the same Apprehensions of his Rea-
soning under this Head, as he would have in the
other Case.

And after all, when Mr. Hoadly had under-
taken to disprove an Argument, on which the
Ejected Ministers laid a considerable stress, ’tis
pretty much that he should think, his declaring
that he hardly believed he should ever see their Ar-
gument, (or any part of it) demonstrated, a suffi-
cient Answer. Supposing there were not a De-
monstration (which all Cases wont bear) if there
be but an over-bearing Probability, ’tis a suffici-
ent Foundation of a Wise Man’s Practice. But
when he intimates that the whole thing turns up-
on this; whether their Silence, or holding on
in their Ministry was more for the Honour of
God, and the Good of the Church, &c¢. (which
was what our Fathers Thought would scarce ad-
mit of a serious Debate) for him to put the
Proof on them, or to think his contrary Asser-
tion would convince, does not to me look like
Mr. Hoadly. But if he can’t think that this Argu-

ment
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ment is sufficient to vindicate the Continuance of their
Publick Ministrations, we can’t help it: He
must allow us to differ in our Sentiments from
him, tll it is better disprov’d.

The next Plea of our Fathers for the Conti-
nuance of their Ministry, was this: They found
the Necessities of the People in most Parts of the Na-
tion great, notwithstanding the Legal Provision for
them: Many Ministers in the Publick Churches
having more Souls to look after, than several would
be suffcient for. And here Mr. Hoadly is pretty
warm. He desires to be Pardon’d if be tells us, that
it is not sincere to alledge that in Vindication of their
Publick Ministrations, which we know was not the
true Reason of their Continuing them. Want of
sincerity is, it must be own’d, a Considerable Charge
And yet as far as I am Concern’d, the Gentle-
man has an Ample Pardon. For I am very sen-
sible how natural ’tis to drop Charges of that
Nature, in the Heat of a Debate. Tho’ Perhaps
he won’t immediatly Pardon himself, when he
Considers, that our Fathers being Antecedently
Convinc’d, that holding on in their Ministry was
their Duty, because of their Ordination Vow,
and that they might not bury their Talent, &ec.
their next Concern lay to Enquire, what room,
there was for their Usefulness, when their Places,
were supply’d by others? And here this Consi-
deration came in; which therefore might very
well be Pleaded: Not indeed as a Reason
by it self; But as a Confirming Evidence of
their Duty to persist in their Ministry, since
there was so much room and Occasion, for their
Usefulness, not withstanding the Publick Provi-
sion of Ministers. When then he says, that such
a Practice as that of the Ejected Ministers can-
not possibly be founded upon such a Reason as this;
[ only move he’l state the matter a little more

fairly,
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fairly, and I'm free to debate it with him. If it
had by solid Reasons been really prov’d to
have been their Duty to be silent, and cease
from their Ministry, its granted, this Reason
would not have afforded sufficient Foundation
for their Continuing to Officiate: But if they
had a Talent which they were bound to im-
prove to the Honour of the Donor, and the
Good of their Fellow Servants; I think this
Consideration of the Necessities of the People in
most Parts of the Nation, helps to Clear their way:
In as much as it presents them with an Opportu-
nity of some Service, and room for being in some
measure Useful, notwithstanding the Loss of the
Favour of the Magistrate, for want of Comply-
ance with unnecessary Impositions.

But he says. He does not grant that the Necessi-
ties of the People are so great and pressing, as we
would have the World believe them to be. We can
only desire that Persons will consider, and com-
pare, and then are free that they should judge
according to Evidence. He says. The Churches
and other Places for religious Assemblies annex’d to
them, in which they may meet and pray, and hear
God’s Word, are not so little, in many of those Pa-
rishes, which have given occasion to this Plea, but that
they will hold many more People than ordinarily fre-
quent them, and with no great inconvenience. What
Churches he may particularly have in his Eye 1
cannot say: But I am well satisfy’d, there are se-
veral Parishes in and about London, where all the
Churches, Chappels and Meeting-Houies that are
in them, put together, would not hold a Sixth Part
of the Inhabitants. But,says he, the People of these Pa-
rishes may as easily frequent the Churches of their neigh-
bouring Parishes, which are not so large; as many
from these neighbouring Parishes frequent your sepa-
rate Assemblies. >Tis true, they may so; and I

know
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know nothing to hinder them, if they are so dis-
pos’d; unless the Canon against going to neigh-
bouring Churches (upon which, by the way, a
certain Gentleman has been lately prosecuted)
if they were aware of it: But still, there’s room
eno’ for Dissenting Ministers too. Nay, in most
Parts of the Nation, more Ministers than the
Publick Establishment supports and maintains,
are really necessary in order to a due Care of
Souls. And this is capable of Demonstration;
and has been acknowledg’d by many of the
Church of England, tho’ Mr. H. in this Case is so
backward to own it. But bating this, he tells,
us, that which he insists upon is this, that this can-
not be the true reason of the Practice of these Ejected
Ministers (and he seems to take in their Successors,
too) and therefore ought not to be alledged in justi-
fication of it. Tis granted, ’tis not the only Rea-
son; for there are several others: But it is a Con-
sideration that was a great Inducement to many to
set up separate publick worshipping Assemblies;
and that help’d to confirm others and it might
very justly do so, and therefore it may well be
alledg’d among the Reasons of their Practice.

You know very well (says he) that as considerable
Persons as any amongst you, make no scruple of set-
tling in Parishes of a little Extent as any in Lon-
don? What then? tho’ some do, we know Mr.
Baxter did otherwise; and might not he use this
plea, because the Practice of some others dif-
fer’d from his? Besides, in such a Place as the
City of London, the Stress of the Argument does
not ly upon the Case of this and that particular
Parish, so much as upon the Disproportion be-
tween the Number of Inhabitants in general, and
the number of Publick Churches. This may be
so clear, as to amount to a sufficient Evidence of
a Necessity in the general, of more Help; and

when
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when that is Evident, I think the Convenience
of Minister and People, is to determine the Si-
tuation of the Place of Worship: And whether
the Parish in which a Meeting is open’d be with-
in the City or without; in a large Parish or small
one, it comes much to one. That People will come
thither from all Quarters, is not indeed improba-
ble; nor is it to be prevented: But that there-
fore there is no need of them, or that either the
Ministers or People have reason thence to think
so, 1s yet to be prov’d. That the Congregations
of these Ejected Ministers and their Successors,
are not wholly made up of those Persons whom their
Estabished Minister is notable to take Care of, may
very well be suppos’d: And yet there may be
many more in and about London in the whole,
than all the Parish Ministers put together, may
be able to take any tolerable Care of: And sup-
posing there to be in these separate Congregati-
ons, a considerable Number of those who will not
let the Establish’d Minister take Care of them; who
would not come to the Worship and Service of the
Church of England, were the Places of Assembly ten
times more Capacious than they are, and the settled
Minister never so able and ready to instruct them, it
does not follow they are to be thereupon refus’d;
till the Reasons they go upon are enquir’d into,
which we shall consider in the Sequel. But to
say, there are none go to Meetings, because they
han’t Convenience in their Parish Church, (which
is the Case refer’d to in this Argument, though
Mr. Hoadly otherwise expresies it,) is a running
the Matter too far.

He says, they han’t the least reason to think that
our Ministers would lay aside the Publick Exercise
of their Ministry, if all the People had Opportunity of
Worshipping God in the Publick Churches: Wherein
I am much of his Mind; because of an Antece-

dent
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dent Duty by Positive Engagement; and because
of the Legal Toleration; &c¢. and yet it does
not follow but the want of more Help in the Mi-
nistry may be a great Additional Motive to those
that are engag’d in it already, to persist in their
work; and also to take care of a Succession af-
ter them. He goes on: We find you all generally
as little Scrupulous of Ministring Publickly where
the Establish’d Ministers are able to take Care of the
Souls in their Parishes, where the Churches stand very
thick, and are capacious eno’ to hold many more than
those that belong to them, as of Ministring in the most
Populous Parishes. It was not thus with Mr.
Baxter nor many others of the Ejected Ministers
formerly. But since the Toleration, this Remark will
hold. And I must confess, I think the Practice is not
without Reason. For if the Magistrate that laid the
Confinement, is pleas’d to take 1t off, I see
not why Ministers should refuse to Preach, where-
ever they have a Call and Opportunity. He fur-
ther adds; we see you bid little concern’d that the
People should make use of the Opportunities they have
its the way Establish’d: And not at all backward to
receive and encourage any, though under no such Ne-
cessities, as you here represent them. We press
People to go, where they can get most Good for
their Souls; and find most of the Presence of
God; be it in the way Established or not; and
this we think is as much as becomes us. And as
for encouraging those that are under no such Neces-
sities; ’tis granted, that is not made the Test:
And yet I know not that we encourage them in
any Liberty that God has not allowed. Well
then (says this Gentleman) observing these Pra-
ctices we cannot but wonder at the Mention of this
Principle; and therefore Appeal to all the World,
whether this be not very odd Reasoning. Well then,
let’s consider and compare the Principle and the

Pra-
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Practice. The Principle is this, that wherever,
the Publick Provision of Ministers, in any City,
or Borrough, or Town Corporate, is not suffici-
ent for a due Care of the Inhabitants, there there
is room for the Assistant Labours of such as God,
bath furnished with suitable Ministerial Abilities;
And that, where the Government calls a Compa-
ny of Valuable Ministers by, as super-numeraries,
if they find themselves after such an Ejection
obliged to continue their Service as Providence
gives them an Opportunity; they being called
by a Number of Professing Christians in such
Cities, Burroughs or Towns Corporate, are
presented with such an Opportunity. This is
the Principle. The Practice is this: When
such an Opportunity offers; when a Num-
ber of professing Christians make choice of one
as their Minister, desiring him to conduct them in
the way to Heaven, they accept it, without en-
quiring whether they come out of one Parish or
another; or whether or no their Parish Church,
will hold them; or be full or empty. Now
where’s the Inconsistency, between this Principle
and this Practice? Let him state both fairly, and;
he may Appeal to whom he Pleases. His stating
the Argument on our side, we Object Against.
None among us, ever argu’d as he represents.
The People in many Parishes are at a Loss; And
therefore we think it our Duty to. Minister in Publick,
not only to those that are so; but to all that will at-
tend upon us, let the Motive be what it will. Not
only to settle in these Parishes, where the People lie
under Difficulties, but in any others where we think
fit. This is an Argument of his own forming.
Our Father’s Argument stood thus. Whereas
When they urg’d their Obligation from their Or-
dination Vow, and the Necessity of improving
the Talent with which God had entrusted them;

they
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they were told by their Brethren there was no
room for them, for that all Places were full, they
produc’d this Consideration, in their own Justifi-
cation: And told them that the Publick Provision
was not sufficient, to take Care of the Souls of
the People; and to Evidence this they mention’d
some particular large Parishes, where the thing
was so evident as to admit of no Debate. But
they never pretended, that because the Churches
in these Parishes would not hold the Inhabitants,
they might therefore preach where-ever they
would. But having prov’d 1t their Duty to
Preach as Providence offer’d an Opportunity,
they urg’d the small number of Publick Ministers
as an Argument, that there was an Opportuni-
ty offer’d, as well as an Inclination. And if
Mr. Hoadly will still say, it is not fair to urge this
in Defence of the Ejected Ministers, we cannot
help i1t: He must give us leave to say, their
Practice is as well defended by it, as they expected
it would; inasmuch as it is hereby evident, that
Providence did not deny them an Opportunity of
acting agreeably to their Obligation.

It was farther pleaded by the Ejected Ministers,
That sundry of the Establisht Ministers were insuffici-
ent and unqualified. This Mr. Hoadly seems un-
willing to understand. He says, he supposes they
could not mean [Evil and Wicked] by inefficient
and unqualify’d.— Why not? when none are
more unqualify’d for the Ministry, than Persons
that are known to be evil and wicked. He gives
this Reason why that could not be their Sense,
viz. Because it was their Opinion, that the Ministry
of such may be us’d both in hearing the Word of God,
and. in receiving of the Sacraments, and that with Pro-
fit, if the People be not wanting to themselves. And
it must be own’d, that this was the Opinion of
the Generality of them, that it was not impossi-

D ble
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ble to profit under such, where no better could
be had: But he should have prov’d (if he 1is
able) that they ever deliver’d it as their Opinion,
that evil and wicked Ministers were to be pre-
ferr’d before those that had been found to be se-
rious and faithful which would have been the
Case in many Places in 1662. had the People de-
serted their ancient Ministers, and adher’d to
those who succeeded them. He goes on. And if
their Ministry might be us’d with profit, then the case
of the People under such Ministers was not, in their
Account, so desperate, as to make their publick Assist-
ance a necessary Remedy. But where’s the Ar-
gument, when tho’ the Ministry of a flagitious
Person may possibly be profitable to People, that
can have no better help; yet when these Mini-
sters whom the Government was for setting aside,
were capable of guarding them from such a Mis-
chief, and were earnestly desir’d by the People to
do it, it might be their Duty to comply, tho’
their Case was not absolutely desperate, had they
refus’d. But, says he, if their publish Assistance
was not necessary, it ought not to be continued. There
are several degrees of Necessity. For my part I
should think their continuing their Ministry
among those to whom they had before stood in
a Pastoral Relation, had been justifiable, if it was
necessary to the thriving of such a People, tho’
not necessary to their Salvation if it was ne-
cessary to save them from a vicious Minister,
and the Mischief he would do them; tho’ not so
necessary, as that they must have been all abso-
lutely damn’d without it. As for the 26th Ar-
ticle, which he tells us the Ministers have Sub-
scrib’d, ’tis not much to the purpose. For tho’
tis freely granted, that the effect of Christ’s Ovrdi-
nance is not taken away by the wickedness of the Mi-
nister; yet he that should plead that, or any thing

else
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else in that Article, as an Argument, why a loose
and vitious Minister should be prefer’d to one than
is sober and serious, or why one of the later sort
should leave his People in the hands of one of
the former stamp, when they earnestly desir’d
his Continuance, would deserve Pity, rather than
an Answer. However he will have it, that when
‘twas said several of the establisht Ministers were
inefficient and unqualify’d, it must be meant that
they were ignorant and unable to teach and instruct
the People. Nay, and he will have it, that this
1s meant not as to their inefficiency for private la-
bours, but publick; and, that all that was meant
was this. That the inefficiency of some Parish Mi-
nisters was so great, that the Souls of the People were
endanger’d by their Attendance on their Publick Mini-
strations; and, that it was necessary on this account,
to minister publickly in a separate way. 1If Mr. H.
had tho’t fit to have consulted Mr. Baxter’s Apo-
logy for the Non-Conformist Ministers, publish’d in
1681, which I here cited in the Margin, he
would have found the short Hints I gave upon
this Head considerably dilated on, and needed not
to have been at a loss as to the Sense of this, or
any other of these Arguments. But if he can
bear it, I must tell, him, ’twas insufficiency of all
sorts that sundry of the Ministers were chargea-
ble with: Many of those who were to succeed
our Fathers when they were Ejected, had such
gross Defects, some in their Morals, and some in
their Intellectuals, and some in both, that they
could have little comfort to leave their People in
their hands, especially when they desir’d their
Stay among them: Falling short therefore in
the Sense of the Argument, his Answer can be
no other than Defective: However, I'l take it as
far as it goes, and consider his 3 Positions by way
of Reply.

D2 1. He
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1. He says, Supposing it true, that there were ig-
norant Ministers in the Church of England, yet
this is not a sufficient reason for the People to forsake
that Church, and betake themselves to a separate Mi-
nistry, and form themselves into Churches distinct from
it. I answer, if the Ministers to come in the
room of those whom the Law ejected, were so
insufficient as to justifie the People in desiring
their former Ministers to stay among them, and
them to continue their Ministry, ’tis all it was
brought for: And this i1s what Mr. H. I think,
should have disprov’d, if he would have weaken’d
the Argument. But I'll a little follow him in his
arguing, tho’ I see it wanders from the Point to
which it should have been directed. No Church
upon Earth (says he) in which there are same thou-
sands of Ministers, can possibly escape this unhappi-
ness: (i. e. to have some among them that are in-
sufficient.) 1 can easily believe him, and yet must
needs say, I think that Church not only wunhappy,
but unmerciful too, that not only has insufficient
Ministers, but will oblige People to take such in
the room of those who are known to be well qua-
lify’d, and under whose Labours they have profi-
ted. It is a little hard indeed, if upon an unhappi-
ness wholly unavoidable, new and distinct Churches,
with differing Modes of Worship, must be erected, for
the improvement of the Knowledge, and the destruction
of the Love and Charity of the Christian People.
Certainly Mr. Hoadly has forgot the difference
between Argument and Aggravations; and be-
tween Prejudices to support a Party, and Arguments
to maintain a Cause. But be it as it will as to that,
I must tell him, that ’tis more than a little hard
for the honest People of a Parish, to be rent from
a Minister, whose Doctrine and life they had
found Beneficial, into the hands of one, who was
rather like to do them hurt than good by both;

and
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and who, instead of fpreading Love and Charity
among them, would make it his Business to run
down serious Religion as Fanaticism, and encou-
rage Profaneness and Looseness, as a Badge either
of a true Son of the Church, or of a Loyal Subject;
and yet this was the Case in sundry Parishes in the
Year 1662.

He goes on in a most Pompous and Pathetical
manner. But if ever any Church upon Earth may
be said to have taken Care that the People shall not
suffer Considerably, or their Salvation be endanger’d,
thro’ this inconvenience. Certainly it must be granted
the Church of England has Effectually done it.
Good Sir not so fast: What say you to the Pri-
mitive times, when they had neither Liturgys,
nor Ceremonys, nor any of those things that Di-
stinguish you from us? When the Ministers
were so Eminent for the Holiness of their Lives,
the indefatigableness of their Labours and their
abounding Gifts and Graces, and needed none of
those Crutches, which are now found to be so
necessary: Were the Publick Assemblies indeed Left
to the Sole management and guidance of the Mini-
ster of the Parish, or the President of the Chri-
stian Assembly, as they appear to have been in
the Primitive times; were the People to be serv’d
with nothing but what he could afford them, were they
to be entertain’d with Prayers, wholly according to
the abilitys, or the present Fancy, invention and dis-
position of their Minister; which was their unhappy
Case 1in Justin Martyr’s days, and for sometime
after; were he left to his Liberty whether he would
read to them any Part of Gods Word, or not; which
yet the Generality of the Ejected Ministers, read
in their Assemblys, and some of them took the
Pains to Expound in a familiar manner, besides
their Descanting upon it in their Sermons. Whe-
ther he would use the Lords Prayer, the Creed, the Ten
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Commandments or not; which he may Conclude
the Body of the Ejected Ministers were as much
afraid off as they were of their Bibles: By this
time I am out of Breath, and so I suppose is
my Reader: Let him then Recollect; were it
thus and thus as has been said; were the Poor
People in such a Case, under the Provision of the
Church of England, then indeed the Ignorance of
their Minister might be a deplorable Misfortune fto
them. A fair Conclusion! But is it not so, as
it is? I can Easily draw him a Parallel for his Ha-
rangue. Had those who were to succeed our
Fathers when the Law Ejected them, been uni-
versally Men of Greater Ministerial Abilitys;
Had they been more Eminent for their Seriousness;
their Love to Souls; their readiness to spend and
be spent in the service of Christ, it had been
more tolerable. Had there been any Prospect
that they would have carry’d on the Work of
the Lord amongst them more effectually, and
more successfully, they might with some satisfacti-
on have resign’d them to their Care. But when
the Case was so directly contrary, in many Places;
when some of those that came to succeed them
could declare, they would set themselves to pull
down what their Predecessors had for many Years
been building: When there were so many of
them that were full of Enmity and Rancour, a-
gainst any thing almost that lookt like serious-
ness; in this Case, for our Fathers to be press’d
to sit still, and let these Persons labour in their
room, was a little hard: or if I much admir’d the
Words, I might say, ’twas a deplorable Misfortune.
These are the Considerations that sway’d our Fa-
thers. I have only given this Touch that Mr.
Hoadly may see how easily I could retaliate in the
same way: But I am really tir’d with it; and there-
fore I shall only give some brief strictures on what
remains. He



Part III. Moderate Non-Conformity [39]39

He Thanks God that there is such Provisionfor
the Necessities of the People in the Church of Eng-
land. And so can we, and yet think it was very
justifiable in our Fathers to continue their Mini-
stry, where they found those that were to succeed
them wretchedly insufficient. Which Plea, tho’ lia-
ble to abuse, may yet certainly be allow’d a Place,
where we have to do with the most insufficient Mi-
nister we can find. He says, In the Church, the Peo-
ple have no necessity of departing from the most insuffi-
cient Minister you can easily find. Suppose they
are not under an absolute necessity of it in order
to their Salvation; yet there may be a necessity
of it in order to greater Edification. He migh-
tily magnifies the standing Provision of the
Church. But supposing it ever so good of the
Kind, it does not follow, either that an honest
Christian in 1662, was bound to prefer an igno-
rant careless Minister that was sent as a Successor
before his former Pastor, under whom he had
found much of the Presence of God in his Ordi-
nances; or that the Minister that had such a Suc-
cessor, was bound upon his Coming to be silent,
tho’ the People earnestly press’t for the continue
ance of his Labours—. When he refers the Peo-
ple to Neighbouring Ministers, he seems to have
forgotten the Canon. In some Places, the People
having lost their ancient Ministers did take the
Method which he here directs to; they went to
neighbouring Parishes, where there was better
Preaching than at home: But I can’t hear their
own Parish Ministers were less offended or di-
sturb’d, than if they had kept their former Mi-
nisters among them. But

2. Mr. Hoadly says. In the Places where this
Plea can be urg’d with the best Grace, it is very great
Odds whether the People get ary thing by forsaking their
Parish Minister, and attending upon those Ministers
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who separate from the Establisht Church. And here
he runs wholly off from the Year 1662, to the
Present time whereas it was the Case of the Mi-
nisters then Ejected we had under Consideration;
and it was their Plea on their own behalf that
was before us. The insufficient Ministers which this
part of the Plea refers to, were far from being con-
sin’d to the Parishes at the greatest distance from Lon-
don and other considerable Towns: There were many
in all Parts; In Citys, Boroughs and Towns Corpo-
rat, as well as in Villages, and lesser Hamlets. And as
Poor Judges as the People are of the Abilitys of their
Ministers; the most Boorish that had sate for some
time under a serious Ministry, may be suppos’d
able to make a Dictinction, between those whose
design it was to help them to Heaven, and those
with whom the Ministry was but a Trade; be-
tween those that minded their Souls, and those who
car’d not for the Flock, so they had but the Fleece.

It indeed they had found in any of their for-
mer Ministers that gross and intolerable ignorance
which Mr. Hoadly speaks of, its easily agreed
they had little Reason to be fond of them: this
very Consideration might reconcile them to a
Change: And tis not such Cases that the Plea
refers to. And tho’ it sometimes happens, and
can’t be deny’d to be true, that the most in sufficient
(as to knowledge) are much followed and preferrd
before Persons of much greater Abilitys; yet it
does not therefore follow, that an Ejected Mini-
ster was bound to cease from his Ministry, when
his successor was either grolly ignorant, or
Scandalous. Had the most sufficient of the Estab-
lish’d Ministry been settled in those Places, where the
most sufficient of the Ejected Ministers were to have
been found; and had they sent the most ignorant
and in sufficient of the Establish’d Ministry, to con-
front and oppose, the most inefficient and most igno-

rant
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rant of the Ejected Ministry; (the Opposite me-
thod whereto he would insinuate, has been since
Politickly pursu’d among the Dissenters) this Plea
had been much weakned: But as matters were
manag’d it was very strong, in the Case of many.
If Mr. Hoadly will have it that suppose the suc-
cessor of the Ejected Minister was truly insuffici-
ent, there was little Likelyhood of any Advantage to
the People, by forsaking their Parish Church. and
frequenting the Labours of their Former Mini-
ster in a seperate Congregation, he has the Liberty
of his own Opinion. Their Leaving the Publick
service (which is so much Applauded,) could be
no Grievance at all, to those who might have
had it in their seperate Congregation, had they
tho’t it preferable to the way they had
been us’d to addressing God, suitably to the
Great Variety of Circumstances and Occasions.
But why he should suppose these Ejected Mini-
sters (or their successors either) should not much
Care the People should be sensible what it is they
leave, when they Leave the Liturgy of the
Church; I cant imagine. I don’t see how it could
be kept from them, (as the Bible among the Pa-
pists) that they should not read it. The Church
Doors were open that they might go in and hear
it. How could they conceal it from them if they
were ever so desirous of it? Or why should
they desire it, if they were able? I can’t see
Reason for either. This would give fairer Scope
[ think verily to an Invective, than any thing
fasten’d on in the Admonition to Mr. Calamy. But
I have neither Leisure nor inclination.

3 He says farther, that this Plea how good soever
it be in it self yet was not the true Reason, why our
Fathers continu’d their Publick Ministrations. 1
hope it may be allow’d for one Reason among
others, when many of them have expressly de-
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clar’d it was so in their Case. Aye, But The
World can easily see what their Practice has been, and
is: and, say what they please, will judge of their
Principles from it. In Proof of this he urges their
Policy; That the most Efficient of them planted them-
selves where the most Efficient of the Estiablisht Cler-
gy were to be found; and the Places which first gave
Occasion to this Pretence, are left to the most insuffici-
ent and unworthy of them: and this (he says) looks as
if more regard were had to the maintaining the Cre-
dit, and supporting the Interest of a Party, than to
the supplying the Necessities of the People, or making
up the Deficiencies of the Establish’d Ministry. 1
hope however he’l distinguish between 1662 and
the times that followed. In 1662 many of the
Ejected Ministers, who had valuable and worthy
Men for their Successors, rather quitted the place
than continued there that the Affection of their
former People to them, might not any way dis-
courage those that came after them. If many
of these afterwards came up to London, or set-
tled in any other City, or considerable Market
Town, where their Help was desired, I can’t see
why it should be an Offence to any one. Others
of them, who had such Successors continu’d a-
mong their People, and had an hearty Corre-
spondence with the Publick Minister, and gave
their former People some little private help, in
Concurrence with him, and out of the usual
times of Assembling in the Church. These were
afterwards scatter’d by the five-mile Act, and
were glad of an Habitation, where Providence
offer’d one. Others of them, who had but indif-
ferent Successors, or who were inefficient, con-
tinu’d among their People after their Ejection;
labouring among them as they had Opportunity:
And they were harass’d and worry’d, imprison’d
and sin’d, till they and their families were like

to
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to starve; in which case I think they may well
be supposed glad to fix where they and theirs
could have a tolerable Subsistence, together with
some Capacity of Service. And thus it con-
tinu’d till some Connivance was afforded by the
Government. And if form’d Congregations, as
they became Destitute, and as their former Pa-
stors dropp’d off by Death, provided themselves
with as Able Men, as they could get, I should
think Charity should incline standers by, rather
to ascribe this to concern for their own Souls,
than any undue Zeal for a Party. And if since
there has been a Legal Toleration afforded them,
there has been some Care taken, that the most
considerable Congregations should be well sup-
ply’d, I see not how this is blame-worthy; or
inconsistent with the Plea of our Fathers, that
the Insufficiency of many that were to succeed
them when they were ejected, contributed to their
Satisfaction, in continuing their Ministry in Pub-
lick. And let Mr. Hoadly exaggerate as he pleases,
this Argument was very sftrong in the Case of ma-
ny whom the Act for Uniformity silenced.

But one thing I think its requisite to touch upon,
which Mr. Hoadly mentions with some disgust both
under this and some otherHeads; in which perhaps
he may have an Eye to some particular Persons yet
living. He Complains, that we Ministers among the
Dissenters don’t encourage the People to attend up-
on their Establish’d ministers, when they are ever so
sufficient. But has he Consider’d how often they
have laught at such as have done so, as condemn-
ing themselves, by such a Recommendation?
And is not that a discouragement? Or how
do’s he know we dont encourage them to attend
upon them Occasionally? And if we do so, must
we urge them to do it Constantly? We see no
Necessity; For tho’ these Parish Ministers may
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be sufficient, (i. e. Men of Good Learning, and
sober in their Lives) yet they may be sowr in
their Spirits; and in such a Case, I know not
why it should be expedited, we should urge those
upon whom we may have any Influence. Or
they may pretend to a Right to a Pastoral Rela-
tion to all in the Parish, by Vertue of the Pre-
sentation of a Patron, and the Institution and
Induction of a Bishop: And so may claim that
Authority over the People as due, which we
reckon much better suspended till there be Per-
sonal Content. They may this way break in
upon their Natural Right; or they may perhaps
frighten them by their Heat; especially when it
is found to grow instead of abating, with Years:
Which Heat to be sure is yet the more Remark-
able, if it runs into an Impatience of any Con-
tradiction; and an inveighing against others; for
sticking at such and such Matters; when possibly
they might formerly have been themselves kept
out of the Publick Establishment, by things of
smaller Importance: To observe this; and at the
same time find these Parish Ministers, when an
Opportunity offers for Conversation, continual-
ly running upon Controversial Matters; and dis-
covering a Contempt of their Adversaries, in-
veighing against the Ministers of the Dissenters
as no Ministers; and frequently running out in
sly Reflexions upon those, whom they look upon
as robbing them of their Auditors, whom yet
they can Compliment at a mighty rate, when
they themselves come in their way: The observ-
ing such Things as these, may well be allowed to dis-
courage both Ministers and People in such a Case.

Our fathers also argued in their own Vindi-
cation for continuing their Ministry, from se-
veral Texts of Scripture, which intimate the Dura-
tion of the Ministerial Office, where there is once a

Con-
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Conveyance. But Mr. H. says, That none of the
Passages mentioned do express or imply, that a Per-
sort who hath Authority once given him to Minister
publicity in a Christian Congregation, may not upon
same Considerations lay aside the publick Exercise of
his Ministry. And this (he says) is what these
Texts must prove, if they prove any thing to our
present purpose. I reply: That it 1s enough to an-
swer the end for which the Passages are pro-
duc’d, if they prove, that the Ministerial Office
is for Life, wherever the ends of it are secured.

It is indeed a possible thing for Ministers to
commit some scandalous Faults, which may have
a Tendency to prevent their future Usefulness:
In such Cases, and indeed whenever the great
Ends of the Ministry would be obstructed, so as
that there is not a Capacity or Likelihood of
helping Souls in the way to Heaven, there the
Obligation Ceases: But in other Cases, the
Places of Scripture cited are of weight. And
yet they were not pleaded alone but in Con-
junction with other Considerations.

But says Mr. H. I might venture to affirm, that
it is impossible or at least highly improbable, that there
should be any thing of this absolute Obligation in any
Passage of the New Testament. For it is certain,
that the Case may so happen, that the Silence of a
Person, who had once a Commission given him to
Officiate in Publick, may be of much more Advan-
tage to the Christian Church, than his publick Mini-
strations, &c. 'Tis granted it may be so; upon.
Supposition a Person so Commissionated appears
afterwards to be grosly unqualified, either with
Respect to his Intellectuals or Morals: But that
it can be so in any other Case, should have been
prov’d, before it could reasonably be expected
Credit should be given to the Assertion. That
Persons duly qualified and fitted for Service, and
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whose continued Service in the Church was de-
sired by those whom God had made them singu-
larly Useful to, had any Reason to be discourag-
ed by any Suggestion of this Nature, I cannot
discover.

As for the particular Places of Scripture,
which our Fathers urg’d in their own Vindica-
tion, I shall refer those who are willing to see
the Argument drawn from them, in its full
Strength, set in a due Light, to Mr. Baxter’s
Defence of the Nonconformists Ministry in Quarto.
For as I took them from thence, so will they
be there found clear’d, from the Glosses put up-
on them by Mr. Hoadly. And I am willing to
save my self the Pains of Transcribing. Howe-
ver in the General, I think if Ministers are the
Salt of the Earth in a peculiar manner, (as our
Saviours so stiling his Disciples in particular,
would seem to intimate) it can be no force to
represent those as desiring them to lose their Sa-
vour, who would have perswaded them while
they were capable of being useful to many Souls,
to desist from the Ministry. And if Ministers
are in a special manner the Light of the World, to
give Light to others the way to Heaven,
then they who would deny them a Liberty
of continuing their Labours, while they were
capable of Considerable service, were for their
hiding their Light, and putting their Candel under a
Bushel, which is the very thing warn’d against by
Mat. 5.13, 14. And to insinuate, that any Per-
sons at any time, who have so good an Opini-
on of themselves as to think their publick Labours use-
ful, would be this way defended and Patronized,
is to argue as if Persons whole Abilitys had been
try’d and approv’d, and who were willing to
subect themselves to any further Censure, Ac-
cording to the Gospel Rule, were in the same

Con-



Part II1. Moderate Non-Conformity [47]47

Condition, with those who either are known to
be unqualify’d, or will only make themselves the
Judges. And how fair this 1s, I leave the Gen-
tleman to Consider at his Leisure. However if
he had read Mr. Baxter, whom [ particularly
referred to, I hardly suppose he would have said
that he could not have imagin’d that this Place had
any Relation to this matter, unless I had here ex-
presly said so. For he would have found Mr.
Baxter referring to it, from whom I had it.

Again; if the Apostolical Commission Matt. 28.
19, 20; be that which empowers all Gospel Mini-
sters in the Exercise of their Office, (which Mr.
Hoadly won’t Easily be able to disprove) then
must it be their Duty to persist in Acting Accord-
ing to it, till it can be prov’d their Commission
is revok’d. But when Mr. Hoadly takes a Liberty
to suppose, that the Publick Preaching even of the
Apostles themselves might have had very bad Con-
sequences, and have reflected a dishonour, and mis-
chief upon the Christian Cause, (which is what our Fa-
thers could never imagine) there is so much the less
reason to wonder, he should suppose the same in the
case of the Ejected Ministers: But it does not fol-
low in either Case, that there was any real Danger,
because he Thinks it to his Purpose, to suppose
and take it for granted it might be so. And
while Gospel Ministers, continue to Act agreeably
to their Commission, in Teaching all things that
Christ has commanded them, they do but their
Plain Duty: And they may as safely depend
upon the Promise, that he will be with them to the
End of the World, (in that measure that is ne-
cessary for them) even as the Apostles them-
selves.

Yet farther; since it appears from Eph. 4. 10.
&e. that the several Orders of Ministers under the
Gospel Dispensation were given for the Perfecting
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of the Saints and for the Edifying the Body of
Christ, &c. 1 think it 1s very Evident, that for
Persons whom God has quality’d for Edifying the
Body of Christ, and own’d in their endeavours
that way, and whole continu’d Labours were
earnestly desir’d by such as had a Prospect of be-
ing farther edify’d by them; for such to Cease
from their Labours had been to Gross those Ends
for which the Ministry was given.

Again, Tho’ the Labours of the Ejected Mt-
nisters were not so necessary to the being of the
Christian Church in England, as the Labours of
Timothy were at Ephesus, when the Apostle gave
him that Charge, 1 Tim. 4. 15, 16; Yet does that
Charge take Place, wheresoever any Have a True
Commission to Exercise the Ministry, till it can be
prov’d that that Commission is revok’d and vacated.

And finally; where Persons once Commission-
ated for the Ministry have acted faithfully, and
found God’s Presence with them, and were still
urged to continue their Ministry, by those whom
they had been useful to, or others that needed
their help, I can’t see, but they might take Com-
fort in the Benediction, Matth. 24.45, 46; Nay
might be obliged to hold on their Labours as
ever they expected it; and must be bound to conti-
nue so doings as ever they expected to be blessed by
their Lord when he comes. Ay, but says Mr. Hoadly
this was the way, in the Case of these Ejected Mini-
sters, to give Encouragement by their Practice to a
Separation, which must necessarily divide the Hearts
of Christians from one another, and unavoidably con-
tribute to the Decrease of Charity and the abounding
of Strife and Variance, and Emulation, and all the
Instances of Uncharitableness in the World. But let
the ill Consequences attending the Separation be
ever so many, they are to be charged upon those
who would rather run the hazard of them, than

for-



Part II1. Moderate Non-Conformity [49]49

forbear their Needless Impositions; and not on.
those who in Pursuit of their Commission which
they receiv’d from their Great Lord and Master,
(which it is hard to say how any Prince or Bishop
cou’d revoke) Continu’d to teach the People, who
desir’d their Help, all the things that Christ had com-
manded them.

The next Argument of our Fathers in their
own Vindication, while they persisted in their
Ministry, was drawn from such Passages of Scrip-
ture, as Plead for the Necessity of Preaching, even
when the Magistrate forbids. And here also, I re-
tfer Mr. Hoadly to the foremention’d Book of Mr.
Baxter, for the clearing of these Texts, as under
the former Head. To one indeed that thinks,
that in some Cases, the publick Preachings or other
Ministrations even of the Apostles, might have had
very bad consequences, and have reflected a dishonour
and mischief upon the Christian Cause, it is very pos-
sible this Argument may appear of no great
force: But it does mnot therefore follow, it must
be the like with those that are satisfied, that nei-
ther the Publick Preaching of the Apostles, nor
of any inferiour Gospel Ministers that are duly
qualify’d, and fitted for Service, and follow the
Gospel Rule in their Ministrations, can have any
such bad Consequences, as ought to discourage
them, or can be really dishonourable and mischie-
vous to the Christian Cause. And what tho’ it be
not said, that there was the same necessity for the
publick preaching of these silenc’d Ministers, in
such a Country as England, as there was for St.
Peter and St. John, St. Paul, and Timothy, their
propagating the Gospel; as there was for their preach-
ing Jesus Christ to those who could never have heard
of him without them, &c. Yet since there are ma-
ny degrees of Necessity, it is eno’, if their conti-
nu’d Labours were so necessary, as that many
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without them would not have been awaken’d,
converted and fitted for Heaven. This is what
they then apprehended; and what we that come
after them, think appears from the Sequel. But
let Mr. Hoadly once prove, that without the Publick
Labours, of our Fathers, Christians might have
been more effectually edify’d in Love, and Peace, and
Concord, and all other Christian Graces necessary
to fit for the Heavenly State; and that this
might have been done more effectually, to as great
a number of Christians, without their Labours as
with them, and ’twill be freely own’d he has
enervated this Argument. But not till then.

The last Argument of our Fathers, which Mr.
Hoadly touches on, had been thus exprest. They
found it was their Duty, to pray for the sending in of
faithful Labourers, Matth. 9.38. Luke 10. 2 And
could not but think the sending up of such a request to
God, a mocking of him, while such as they were, ceas’d
to labour, who had been call’d and qualify’d, own’d
and succeeded. And here he is pretty warm. He
would have had them quitted their Publick Mini-
stry, as being sensible, that there was sufficient Pro-
vision for the Souls of the People in the Establisht
Church. But alas! it was so far from this, that
upon serious Consideration, they were sensible of the
contrary. They were sensible that the Number
of Publick Ministers was not sufficient; and that
of that Number that were deputed to succeed
them, many were wretchedly insufficient, some
on the Account of their gross Ignorance, and
others on Account of their scandalous Immora-
lities:. And therefore they might well think it,
a mocking of God, had they made it a Petition in
their daily Prayers, that he would send forth faith-
ful Labourers into his Vineyard, it they had ceas’d
to labour; for nothing certainly is a more pro-
per mocking of God, than a pretending earnestly

to
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to beg of him, what we our selves will not con-
tribute to, according to our Ability; than a
seeming Earnest for that, which is neglected by
us, as far as he has put it in our Power. When
he adds, The Reason of their continuing their Publick
Admistrations, was because they imagin’d it more for
the Advantage of Christs Church, than the laying
them aside; not because they could not put up this Pe-
tition without mocking God, if they should have laid
them aside: 1 reply; Both were Reasons in their
place; and I don’t think it worthwhile 