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* George Burnet of Kemnay, Efj. to Mrs. Trotter,

Paris, Oftob. 14, 1y01. N.S. ‘
Mapam,

Hope you will never impute my fo long delay
Ieithcr to neglect or forgetfulnefs, fince you
know, that you were fo long in my table-book
before, diftinguithed as much by your real worth,
as Zyour wit and beauty. I had a thoufand things
to do after you went away. I left my chamber
that very fame day you went from London. 1 had’
commendations, letters, and packets at my com-
ing away, to three perfons here very confidera-
ble. T brought away many valuable Znglifb books
of my own, and prefents from others to one of the
learnedeft men in France, to the king’s library-
keeper, and to a learned nobleman, one of the fe-
cretaries to the king for the finances in the pro-
vinces. It is my misfortune to have found none
of
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m yet in town. I came from my cou.
?ifx'tshehohyfc, Mr. Burnet’s in eadneedle-fireet,
(where I retired wdobu}&n;ﬁ inoreaped‘uellny)
upon Thur, Sept.” 21, N.§. 1went, upon my
copx(:ming hcfrd:,thc gth of Qfober, N.S. to the En-
glifh embaffador*, “who received me very kindly,
and told me he was going for England the very
morrow after, which accordingly he did the 11th
of this, N.S. and may be in England before
it be much known there, his orders coming im-
mediately from Holland, as 1 was told. 1 have
feen no-body Lknow yet, but onc Mr. Marquer;,
that frequents Will’s coffec-boufe, and the Earl of
Kinoule, with whom T lodge. I went to fee

ames’s maufolée, in a ligtle chapel, in the-chuy
Zelbnging to the Exglifp Bcnedi}fhue f‘ﬁ; :; xf};
Fauxbourg of St. Facques, at Paris, ]
from lyingg in ftate, and it is a montifying fight to
fee the fplendor of a monarch of three km doms
fhrunk into fo fmall a compafs. 1 did fec the
‘coffin itfelf within the grate, and went round the
fame, laid my haMonit,an_dcon{idcred:vcxy
thing diftinétly, having had this particular favour
mdlsged me, when the crowd was gone, and the-
doors of the church fhut in the evening, bym
obliging Englif friar, who told me other
preparations were making : that befides King
confeffor, the Pope’s nuncio, and other fe
Roman Catholic minifters wére prefent- at his
wmﬂl.;

;

it

e
. “

: ity, forgivenefs, martifications, ad
’Wmum bands of the tof
e

L e e s
be laid up with his mother’s : and I believe the
folemn funeral obfequies will not be for a long
s gime.

& The Eal, aftcrvmrds Duke of Mancher.

Mrs.

‘ and feveral of ber friends:
Mrs, Trotter to Mr. Burnet.
Salifbury, Dec, 9, 1701,
Sig,

Fear you begin to accufe me in yourthoughtss

of forgetting an abfent friend, fo {ong itl?:)gﬁnce
you had reafon to expeét to hear from me: but I
affure you, this delay was not for want: of the re-
gard I owe to you, or inclination to fhew it. And
yet I cannot fay, it was-abfolutely for want of
time ; though whenever 1 allotted any to write ta
you, fome unexpefted company or bufinefs has
prevented me; and I have fo few hours at my
command, that I' am unwilling to interrupt m
conftant employment in thofe I am fure of ; which .
I wholly give to fome folid ftudy, and have juft
ﬁnilhed’ fgc Vindication you know I defigned in
anfwer to the Remarks 1 had from you for that
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- end; though I am confcious, fo noble a caufe de-

ferves a better advocate. But I found the adver--
fo weak, I could not doubt of vanquithi
m with juftice on- my fide, though I'mulm
to place the truths I maintain, in all the luftre
they are capable of ; for which I have not been
wanting in care, to the beft of my judgment, and
yet T am more afraid of appearing before him I
defend, than of the public cenfure ; and chiefly,
for the honour I bear to him, refolve to conceal
A woman’s name would give a prejudice
againft a work of this nature ; and truth and. rea-
fon have lefs force, when the n, who defends

them, is prejudged againft. 1 depend upon your
fecrecy, u\?utfm you will not break it for any

&

- one, without my confent; but am irrefolute, whe-

ther to prefent it with my name to Mr. Ao or
not. I am moft inclined to do fo, and have fome
thoughts of addreffing it to him; but of both de-
fire your advice, lmlmuﬁtmﬁfomcl;ook-

eller,
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{eller, but know not whom; nor how to have it
exactly corretted, if 1 do it not myfelf ; but am
fure 1 fhall mifs you when in town, where I think
to be a little azcr Chrifimas : but my relations
will not part with me before.

The Bifhop goes next week, whom I faw lat
night, being at his palace, to wait on his lady. |
am much obliged to them both, and have not 2
little reafon to be vain, upon the advantageous
things they have faid of my laft plays; efpecially
the comedy. At leaft, I may prefer the judgmen
of two fuch perfons, to the rath cenfures of a gid:
dy multitude. My Lord’s character is univerfally
known ; but give me leave to tell you, upon my
particular obfervation of his lady, what every bo-
dy, that knows her, does allow ; that the has a
extraordinary clear and folid judgment, the truck

goodnefs and prudence, and the moft charming af-

fability in her behaviour ; In fhort, 1 have not met
with fuch perfection in any of our fex. ;

I fuppofe you know your coufin is returned, |
think to Scotland. ;

You defired news from me, but this place a-
fords none; and I keep no correfpondence with
intelligencers. 1 can only tell you of an unex-
pected pleafire I had here. bel came this way
the Bath, and complimented the Bifhop with 2
concert, where I was charmed with him enough
to ride fix miles after him to my Lord Arunde’s
for the fame pleafure, which has only encreafed my
defire of hearing him. ‘

Au refie 1 have my health very well, for which

"] have great reafon to blefs God, amidft all my

misfortunes, and heartily wifh you the fame ble-
fing, which I never fail to beg for you, fince you
defired my poor prayers. But I think yod have no
reafon to be depreffed at the effect of the difor-
ders of your body, which you feemed moft grieved
for. Doubtlefs that God, who will be worfhipped

in

\

[}
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in fpirit and truth, does not fo much rega
warm and :fffe&ionatc devotion (which d%pre(:ad:
upon the quicker or flower motion of the blood
and fpujntS) as a fedate and right intention, the ef-
fect of a deliberate judgment, which may be pre-.
ferved, and will be accepted, when the heart is
cold, and even the mind uncapable of reafon ; if
by a regular difpofition and prevailing. habit “di-
refted to God, who does not judge us/by tranfient
afts, fuch efpecially, as have outward caufes inde-
pcn'dcnt of our will. To form and preferve thig
habit pure and firm, fhould be the conftant bufi-
nefs qf life, and to approve the fincerity of it b
‘an univerfal obedience to our great creator’s lav(rsy
fo far as is confiftent | with human frailty ; which is
awork fo neceflary, and requires fo much care and
application, that it is amazing to fee the greateft
part of mankind employ moft of their time in fuch
ftudies, as can only gratify their vanity or curio-
fity ; and that thofe are thought the moft wife and
learned, who have with much diligence acquired
agreat deal of ufelefs knowledge. Curious queftions
even in theology tend very little to edification -
and no doubt the beft ftudy, and the beft 'rcligion’
is the knowledge and practice of our duty, in the
belief of all God has revealed to us: and ,perha $
it were to be wifhed, for the unity and peace Ef
Cbriftians, ‘that the articles of our faith had never
been explained in any other terms than thofe, jn
which they were delivered ; or not required to be
explicitly acknowledged in any cther. Bt if attive
and turbulent fpirits will not be fo fatisfied ; if an
Arius, or Socinus, or Luther, will have théir in-
terpretations of the word of God publifhed as the
true fenfe of it; it then becomes neceffary for the
Em[Cd pa{tgrs qf the church, to declare the con-
ant tradition in all ages of Chriftianity. And
what are the people to do in this cafe ? Muft the
your rule conclude, the myfteries in difpu¥é

are
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are no articles of Chriftianity, becaufe they are be-
lieved by fome Chriftians, and denied by others?
If fo, we may indeed fafely communicate indif-

ferently with Arians, Socinians, Lutherans, or thofe

of the church of England. But if the divinity of
Fefus Chrift is a neceflary article of faith, withou
the confeflign of which we cannot be of his church,
as you feem to own; then you muft’ grant, there
is fomething neceffary to be believed, which is not
fo clear, as to be known to all, who are alike fin-
cere ; for it cannot be doubted, that many of &-
cinus’s followers do really think that article is net
contained in the Scriptures, who can have no inter-
eft in denying it, being private men, who only
judge for themfelves, and who equally own the
divinity of Chrifi’s dotrine with thofe, who believe
him to be truly God.
of Chriftianity, thou? not fo plain as to prevent
all difputes, or doubts of it; how can we deter
mine, that there are no others fo? And when fuch
dark paffages are differently decided, muft not the
people fubmit to the decifion of thofe, who, they
think, have the beft right to judge? And is it not
then unavoidable to join in communion with fome
one particular church, whilft there are fuch ve
happy divifions amon% Chriftians? Indeed I know
not what you 2im at, by faying we are not left ©
our liberty, to be out of the communion of all
faithful Chriffians; nor how to reconcile it with
“, your afferting, that whatever little flock feparas
from a greater church, that either has not all-th
effential articles of faith, or adds to them, remains
the only true church. That little flocK then bas
the liberty to be out of the communion of the refi
whomever it judges not to have all the articlesd
faith, or to add more than are neceffary ; which,
I think, will extend the liberty far enough to ju
tify any feparation, that is not made upon indiff-
rent forms or ceremonies; unlefs you will :;}10'

: ome

And if that be an artice’
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fome other rule to determine effential articles
than tbclr being plain to every oné’s undcrﬂanding:
and commonly owned alike by all Gofpel-teachers;
for‘by that rule, whatever article is denied by any*"
fociety; cannot bc effential : which will give a li-
berty of feparating from all, who hold any article
as ‘neceffary, t.hat has been at any fime denied.
And what particular church is there, that does nog
hold fome -articles, that are denied by others ?
Who then are thofe faithful Chriffians, whofe com-
munion we have not the liberty to be out of? |
fee not how, upon your principles, there can be
any reftraint to that liberty. To be confiftent
with yourfelf, you muft eftablith fome furer rule
of determining, what are effential articles, and
what not ; .and then we fhall know, who thofe
faithful Chriftians are; and you will find thofe
1hrgc terms, Church, Fuaith, and Schifmy are not
equivecal, though often mifapplied. ~Bur as for
name of any church, I know indeed none ne-
ceflary to. the being of the church, but that of ca-
tholic, nor any form of government, but in obe-
dience to one catholic vifible head for unity fake ;
which if you think not neceffary, and that all
gudxq differences between particular churches are
ut indifferent things, there is no occafion for any
difpute between us,” For I am not fond of fuch
controverfies, where %oing upon different grounds
we are neithier of us ikely to convince the other,
And if you pleafe, I would profit by the reflexion
upon the madnefs of ftudying the controverfial
Ea;t of religion, rather than the pofitive and ¢lear,
fub’_':gur co:irequndencc be on ufeful and moral
pemut,s'toan write as often as your affairs will
Youwr very bumble fervans,

My,
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Mr. Burnet fo Mrs. Trotter. .
Paris, Feb. 185 1702

Mapam;
Received yours from Salifbury the gth of De--
cember laft, than which nothing could be more

acceptable to me, but your own prefence. 1 re-
ood fortune of health and

joice with you in your g
entertainmients fince you left me: ~ I am glad the
Bifhop's lady hath approved herfelf to your judg-
ment. The Bifhop’s volatile attivity will find 2
juft temperament in her phlegnt, I am exceed-
ingly glad you have made fo ﬁOd ufe of your re-
threment for a contemplative ftudy, and fhould be
yet gladder, to hear you had found opportunity
for quitting fictitious and ical ftudy; for the
more ferious and folid 3 efpecially knowing per-.
fectly the ftrength of your genius that way 3 and
that particular inclination and fame both_together
feem to invite you to raife your rcfulion, by
this new and untrodden path. 1 underftand you
have wrote an apology for Mr. Lacke, againft one
of his animadverters. [ read thefe letters; 1 think,
one¢e or twice, but found no great matter in them,
but that they were addreffed to Mr. Laocke with
modefty and  refpeét enough, at leaft int the firfl
and were offered rather as doubts thant objections,
to which fome inftruétive ahfwers were expected.
As to your publifhing any thing upon fuch a nice
_and important fubjett, efpecially from one of your
fex, and years; and in defence of - fuch an aged
philofopher; and whofe notions have not
thought by many ‘to have done the beft fervice @

religion, 1 know not what to fay, that may be-

" cautioufly enough contrived for taking off all fuf
» picion of vanity, novelty, or too great curiofify
of examining facred things, rather by the printr
ples of philoﬁ)phy, than by the balance ({;f f'-“»f
e

\
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{Tr;?f(;yl\’ f(g lI know not how you have framed
(,‘:n ok ;h n y I thln.k,_if you had wrote your
0 ights upon thofe fubjeéts of commony d
xnxjiaES.r?()txons‘, of material and immaterial m .
‘,nti pirit, bpuy and foul, thinking and reaf: ?:'“r’
: ; Y < 410NN
:}_'f‘v,a;',y other fubjects you pleafed tosmix Wfﬁ’
d,f gl s C(])ngcmous; and at the fame time. j iy
ently only, had taken notice of (} fector,
and vindicate Mr. Lacke, it mighe (] g
" e . 4 A 1ave h: :
;_cggxl: appearing in it 3 and Mr, Locke we L]l)‘lldhlLrs
» i ; : ; . U ¢
12 tlg fame obligation to your fervice - e
now I think you do that author too muc
in writing proféfied] i i #
! P edly againft him :
‘r‘s(r;t, 1{ you may not now make
- V ¥ ‘
havzr ary both to yo&ln‘lclt. In all events I would
¢ you infert fomething of a firaj #7
fentiments in thcology~oot‘1cr '1_-310 i
e 4 1 wile C
!cqcc (upon occafions of mcntioning )'tllr gr?gfg .
1ot ¢ of a hi o
‘ “ZJ\‘L to the immateriality and immorm{it (?t’ rhc
;x d,Onmc.iliynbc lconﬂrw:d as incrcdulity 'lyhis nia;
‘ a large pref if there be i
ey T g. preface, if there be litrle divi. -
s rati up and down the work itfelf : byt I
o thecbe&you wot;ld not employ, your talent
. urpofes €s, and ‘
sy et pl_;l) [ and‘ ufes, and to make
s gt phi olopby ferve but as 3 pede-
T as ha[ e cl_l;cm of theology more viﬁﬂ"
sk iy have a f.dlr opportunity to vindicate 'VI’.
intentions in this, where he } o
fo explicit, as fome {hort’-ﬁu’ e -
S e S fove ghted but well-meaning
g withitanding that I ever thoughe
and good a man as knowing a phil fopher.
d have it confirmed by al & e o
e _Jcnb y all that know him much
y . Cunningbay,
Yyou in all this, a’m{”i m)&f“y?ur ey e
™ 1S, 4nd 15 hin of as piercing 1
nent upon a fubject of fuch kind I'- - ey
ol el 21;0(" s cnd, as any I ever
Seeey gether for your encouragemen
xnfucfan'ork: only I woul y' he beflr s
= aggs g nly I would have the beft method
o » Wherein others. will not be want "
¢ . - “aals 24
8 € proper advice. I have fhewn v i
o fhewn you my
opinion,

whereas
uch honcur
b(:_ﬁ(fcs I know
a difpute and an
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opinion. I am afraid you will find Dr. Alis
writing and ftyle too obfcure, efpecially in reflec-
tions, that are not vulgarly known. It is not every
one’s talent to write. " Hammond was a very learned,
judicious, and pious divine as England hath ‘had,

and yet he labours with obfcurity. Dr. Patrick]

believe is cleares than any of them, and both ju-
dicious and learned, if you can difpenfe with hirf
for not being a metaphyfician. I know no better
notes upon Scripture in Englifh, and 1 hope you
may learn a great deal from them all. Dr. #hit-
by's Commentary, prebend of Sarum, 1 brought
with me, and it is highly commended by one
here, that is the beft judge. I have been charmed
mightily with what I'read in Mr. Norris’s Themy
of the intelleftual world, efpecially that chapter con-
cerning the comparative certainty betwixt faith

and reafon. I look upon him to be one of the-

moft pregnant genius’s England hath, both for de-
lightful and philofophical notions 3 and pity it were
he were not more known, and his ftudy mere re-
lilhed. I gave what account I could of him to
father Mallebranche; who regrets his being a firanger
to our language. The French poet, that underftood
Englifh, is gone to Rome, and there is but few tha
underftand our profe, and none almoft our dramz
tic. However, I fhall have the judgment of one,
that is exceeding ingenious, ¢’er long, concerning
your Fatal Friendfbip. ‘There hath been afted 2
court, Elefire, a tragedy from Sopbocles and Ex
_ripides, and other ancients, which hath been ap-
plauded as much s any compofition here ths
many years, It is.the moft moving piece, that can
be feen, and yet love entereth not therein; but only
compaffion, which moveth fo much all fpeétators.
I fhall not trouble you at this time, with the good
entertainment I have met with here ; much leb
with any new writings here, whereof this plact
abounds, though never any thing almeoft, tha; de-
erves
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ferves to be read : only I muft not omit

famous Madam Dacier is putting out a w,orilatt}tl}z::
will eternife her memory, and inrich the ﬁo’ck of
learning glfo exceedingly. It is a new editio
of Homer, in Greek ‘and French, 1 think with mann
learned and critical remarks, which w’ill make th
book of two volumes in folio. I had the accouni
from herfelf, and have been obligéd to her own
and her hufband’s acquaintance for one of the beft
converfations I have had _at Paris. It is but the
leaft and fhorteft thing can be faid of her, thac
fhe never had, nor has'her match for a wor;man in
true and ufcfgl learning, and that to the hj heft
degree, and is a good reafoner to the bootg I
am not able to add much more at prefent, but in-
treat to hear from you. all your matters, and an
thing elfe, that is entertaining of the altcration{
and occurrences of the city, any new books, ef-

- pecially Stillingflee’s (if it be come out) for fuch

will be acceptable here ; but above all to h
your own health continuing will cxceed(i)ngr;r r(;f‘

Joice,
Madam,
Your real and zealous friend,
and moft obfequious fervant,
G.BurNET,

; P.§S. Write as often ‘as you have leifure, ad-
Prem‘ng your lc.tters for me, 4 la maifon de Monf.
atrix, Peruguier, vis-d-vis Phitel du Jardin réyal,

7 de la Boucherie, a Paris,. M '
erie, , y lady Sal
has been here this month, and thinks ofy. goinlgz;z

Brufels. My fervice to
“CQ\naintances): ice to the Throgmortons, and all
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Mr. Burnet o Mrs. Trotter.
" Geneva, Fan. 14, 1703, 0.8,

MapaM,
I Should be moft of all rejoiced to hear it is well

with you, and that from your own affurance.
In the mean time I will hope the beft for yourfelf,
though I know not if I fhalrcbc made ever {o happy
in your company agdin, as once, by the blefling of
God, 1 might have been, had your heart affeéted
the fame way with mine with relation to God and

his truth.
I had occafion to mention your Defence of Mr.

Locke (without naming you) to an excellent friend, -
who is the beft judge [of fuch abftraét reafonings

of any I know out of England. He is the moft
friendly and engaging adverfary, that ever efpoufed
the opinion of a contrary party, apd with fo much
reafon on the other fide. But I find Mr. Locke
unwilling to engage in any other writing with him
but in compliments.

I would gladly know what Mr. Cunningbam is
doing. He hath too much of 2 metaphyfical
brain: his notions are fo fubtle, that they will
fpend his days like the filk-working in {pinning
them out. And his projeting is fo vaft and wide

. always, and his converfation and acquaintance fo
“yarious and numerous, that it is no wonder, that
he hath never time for execution. o :

£

Mrs. Trotter to Mr. Burnet.
: _ Salifbury, Feb. 2, 1705
8 IR,

Recéived your obliging letter with much &

tisfaction, both as it gave me an affurance of
1 3 your
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your l)ca]th, and of your remembrance and con-
cern for me, which, I affure you, I have always
h;{d a grateful fenfe of, and could not hear of a
misfortune that befel you, without a very great
regret. I enquired frequently of all, whé; I hoped ‘
could give me any news of you; but had none to
my fatisfaction, till at Chriftmas laft, from m
brother Inglis, who was told by his brother thyc'
El(?éhér, wﬁlcrc youdWcre; which I was much re-
joiced to know, and in-hopes of feeing ¢

in England; but thould hgve been ;uyc(l))ubé(t)g:
pleafed, had your letter encouraged that expeta-
tion. Wherever you defign to go, God will, T -
hope, direct you to your beft advantage ; which T
have never failed one day to beg for you, fince
you was pleafed to defire my poor prayers -,,and I
doubt not your piety will inftruét you to find

. fome fecret mercy under the moft afflicting difpen-

fations of providence to you; which I have often
experienced in many inftances of my own life; as -
indeed 1 have alfo very furprizing deliverances
from the fame bounty, in a moft unexpeéted time
;.nd manner, which has taught me an entire re-
;E;Z:::)% :cr;_gl. dependance on the fupreme wifdom
Haying been at Salifbury fince My laft, 1k
very little of what has pa.(]i%d at Lot};don ﬁnIc: Ir]}?::
time. When I came from thence a famous Italian
woman, who has an extraordinary voice, was the
clpcf entertainment of the town; which however
did not hinder them from being extremely pleafed
with Apel in making fubfcriptions for him, the
fubfcribers being all men of confiderable quality
1 never faw a nobler aflembly of both fexes, thar;
at his entertainments of mufic. This winter, I
hear Mis. Zoft (whofe father belonged to the Biih’op
of Salifbury ) fings publickly in the fame manner
and is much admired. As for our acquuinmnccs,
Mr, Cumningbam came now and then to fee mc:
L3 when-
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whenever T was in town. His head is fill full of
his darling fcheme ; but I believe it has advanced
no farther yet, nor do I hear his other project
about the civil law is in any great forwardnefs.

_ Mirs. Anne Throgmorton is pretty much in the coun-
" try, as well as I; but we have met as often as

we could, and frequently talked of you. I have
been obliged fince 1 faw you to Mr. Condon, for
the acquaintance of a particular friend of his, who
is a phyfician, a very honeft gentleman, of great
learning, and of very 'good judgment, who does
me..the favour to profefs fome friendfhip for me.
By his affiftance (who furnifhes me with globes,

books, and maps) I have now a tolerable know- .

ledge in geography, and hardly ever fee him with-
out improving one way or other by him. Butl
had moft reafon to account my acquaintance with

him an- happinefs in my ill health, which I have

had more of thefe laft two years, than in my
whole life before; and under that misfortune I not
only found him a fkilful phyfician, but an extraor-
dinary friend. 1 have had no return thefe feven
months of a cholic I had been much fubjeét to,
and have pretty well recovered my fleth, whichl
had ftrangely loft by my illnefs; but my ftren

is very much impaired, and God knows wh

I fhall ever retrieve it. This weaknefs of body is

. a great hindrance to me in the employments of

the mind ; nor have 1 finifhed any thing for the

public, fince the Defence of Mr. Locké's Effay, the

fortune of which (fince you are pleafed to defirc
account of what concerns me) I' fhall give you2
relation of. Defigning, as you know, to conced
my name, I trufted none with it, till the Bifhop
of Salifbury’s lady having heard 1 was writing, and
that it was not poetry, was very defirous to know
the fubjeét; which I would not deny to a perfon,
of her merit, whom I knew I might fafely con-
fide in; and accordingly I found her as/ concerned
s
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2 myfelf, that the author fhould not be known.
But when fhe heard the Bithop, and feveral others.
of great judgment in fuch matters, werespleafed
w fay they were very well fatisfied with it, and .
that Mr. Locke had given it his approbation, fhe
thought it would be no injury to me t6 confefs the
author. After which Mr. Locke, not being in
town himfelf, defired a relation of his to make me
a vifit, and a prefent of\ books from him; and
when I had owned myfelf, he honoured me with
avery obliging letter, Thus, you fee, the mat-
ter is no great fecret now: moft of my friends
know it, for fuch things eafily fpread ; and though
I am not officious in owning it, neither can I pre-
tend to deny what has been difcovered to fo maiy.
Iam now writing a tragedy, the fubjet of which
is the laft great revolution of Sweden, but it will not
be ready for the ftage till next winter.

As for my other’ affairs, I can only tell you at
this diftance, that I have had my fhare of uneafi-
nefles, which, in the circumftances of my fortune,
i muft ftill expeét to ftruggle with: yet I keep a
fufficient chearfulnefs of fpirit, having the comfort
of fome years experience of the gracious care of
providénce for me.

I am forry, Sir, the difference there is between
us in the controverted points of religion, fhould
abate any thing of the little happincé you could
find in my company. For my part, I confider
nothing in the opinions of my friends, but what is
likely to influence their morals; and provided
they worthip the true God, and acknowledge the
doctrine and -authority of Fefus Chriff, 1 think we
are fufficiently united in religion for all the ends of
friendfhip. To fay the truth, I have of late almoft
forgor all diftinétion of churches; for having had
fome occafion of obferving more than before the
great growth of infidelity ; that there are many,
who difbelieve, and more, who doubt, that there

+ 4 ever
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ever was any divine revelation, I have employed .

myfelf much in confidering the proofs, and de-
fending the truth of the Chriftian religion ; which
has fo entirely engaged my concern, that when|
am with thofz, who fincerely fubmit to the autho.

rity of Fefus Chrift, what fenfe foever they under-

ftand him in, I am fatisfied, and really think my-
felf with one of my own communion. Thus you
fee, Sir, thete will be no obftacle on my part to
that {atistattion, which an agreement in matters of
religion gives; and I hope the fincere love I have
for truth, and charity for thofe, who differ from
me, will atone with you for the errors of my un-
derftanding.

5 London, March 16.

I wrote this, whilft I was at Sa/ifbury; but de-
ferred fending it, till T came to town, that T might
be better able to inform you of what you defired;
yet I fhould not have kept it {o long, had not inﬂ
eyes been fo ill of late, that I durft not write t
now.

1 did not know, till I came hither, that Mr,
Cunningbam has been this half year in Holland with
the Duke of Somerfe’s fon, which, I hope, wil
prove a good fortune to him.

I do not wonder Mr. Locke is unwilling to en-
gage in controverfy with the gentlemen you men-
tion ; for, I am informed, his infirmities have ob-
liged him, for fome time paft, to defift from his fe-
rious ftudies, and only employ himfelf in lighter
things, which ferve to amufe and unbend -the
'mind. AN

There is now abundance of your nobility here,
who, they fay, are as much offended, as‘our houft
of commons, at the proceedings of our Lords
about the plot fo much talked of; the examinz
tion of which, the Scotch pretend, ought to be re-
ferred to them, 3
T was
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I was this week to vifit the Bifhop of Salifbury’s
lady, and found her and the family in great trou-
ble for his eldeft- fon, who has had this fortnight
a very violent fever. I haften to tell you juft what
comes at prefent into my thoughts, for I find wri--
ting ftill fo troublefome to my eyes, that 1 dare
not ufe them long: fo I will only add my thanks
for your good withes to me; yet I cannot forbear
repeating my defire to fee you in England; and
that your next may inform“me, when you intend
to return hither.  Prayidon’t let my example make
you flow in anfwering. ' I defigned it much fooner,
as you may fee by the firft date; but was unavoid-
ably hindered; and to hear from you fpeedily
would be a great fatisfaction to,

§ IR,
Your fincere friend and
obliged bumble Servant,
C.TL

My, Burnet to Mrs. Trotter.,

Leipfic, July 5, 1704, N.S.
Moft worthy Mapam,

Received your laft of two dates, one from Sa-

rum, and the other from London, in good time.

Hitherto, notwithftanding all the efforts the £ng-
lifo and Dutch have done for the common caufe,
the Jefuits, by their ill counfel to the Emperor, do
deftroy and throw down as faft, as the reft can
repair the breaches of Europe. They are good for

 nothing but mifchief, to fet God’s houfe on fire,

that they may plunder in the mean time, and in-
rich their own,

I have a long letter from Mr. Leibnitz, giving
full ftory of my imprifonment, and feveral
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others fince confirming the firft relation, among
other particulars. I have alfo two moft obliging
letters, one from the queen of Pruffia, the other
from the Eleétrefs her mother, giving me an invi-
tation to vifit thefe courts in coming home.

1 would gladly fee your apology for Mr. Lacke,
as the beft pi¢ture of your philofophical mind. I
fhould defire another of your corporeal features of
face, done the moft like, and otherwife in what at-
titude you pleafe. I hope you will not refufe me
it, of which I fhall pay the charges drawirg in
miniature. I would Monf., Leibnitz, or the Elec-
wrefs, faw your apology for Mr. Lacke, who read
Englifp ; or that it were in French.

Wednefday next within three days I intend, God

willing, to go on for Berlin.

Adieu! Pray hear Mr. Gafirel {fometimes, and

that excellent blind guide Dr. Lucas, whom I love
much. -

Mr. Burnet zo Mrs. Trotter.

-Luxenburgb, Fuly 17, 1704, N.S.
Mapawm,

Wrote to you from Ln‘pﬁc,‘ wherein I thew my
I longing to hear from you all particulars con-

Cerning your health and prefent circumftances. 1

now not, if you are to be found now at London;
by the addrefs you gave me in Beaufort’s Build-
ings; and this uncertainty where to find you ob-
liges me to fome referve in writing, which con-
ftraint is a great pain to me. However I will re-
commend this to my coufin Mr. Obadiab Burnet,
the merchant, as I have done the former, of whofe
faithfulnefs I have moft aflurance. If the multi-
tude of ‘affairs, and the little time he hath to fiod
a let-
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a letter from his houfe to fuch a diftance, does
not make him either flow or negligent, I intreat
you again, let me hear frequently from you, have
all your news, any thing is entertaining; or what
you will yourfelf, which muft always pleafe me,
who am lr;voﬂ'cffcd, ever fince I knew you but a
litrle, with the beft opinion of yéu. But I am
afraid, that the reafon, opinion, and even affec-
tions and manner of infinuation of others, do
pleafe you better than'apy thing that comes from
me. Whether this may be an effeét of the late ac-
quaintance, and new friend you wrote of, or not, -
Iwith you all the(world to be your friends as fin-
cerely as I am, and would be. In the mean time,
you may think me very happy now, and fo I am,
in the favourable regard of one of the moft excel-
lent ladies in the world, (I am fure) although fhe
were not a queen. Yet I muft rejoice but for a fea-
fon in the light of this royal countenance ; and all-
the honour or favour I receive here, I ought, and
fhall I hope confider it, as the morning cloud or
early dew, that foon paffeth away, and fo muft
you and I both. YetI cannot conceal, that I have
the moft paffionate ardour of mind and foul to cul-
tivate a perpetual friendfhip with you, and in your

_perfonal fociety and prefence, one way or another,

fo far as may be practicable ; and that the very
thoughts of any obftacle in you, or alteration of
humour in me, which muft divide me from your
prefence and perfon, is like the figure and fcene
of death prefented to me : for which caufe, I dare
not enlarge more upon this head ; hoping you will

. contrive things fo, that I may have as much of

your perfonal prefence, and intimate fociety, upon
my coming to England, (when God fhall grant it)
as I have need of a Kind virtuous friend, and as I
can put truft and confidence in you, more then in
any other of your fex, I know of in England of
your age. I, for my part, fhall never fail to be

: moft
i |
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moft ready and willing to fympathife in all your
concerns, and to férve you both with purfe and
perfon, fo'long as you will continue either God’s
fervant and my friend. You fhall fhare always in
any good fortune I may have. But to leave this
for this time, 1 would tell you as a fecret, which
hath not been much told yet even to friends ; Monf,
Leibnitz is writing a philofophical critique upon Mr,
Locke’s Effay, wherein he will differ from his fenti-
ment many times, notwithftanding the greateft ve-
neration he hath for that work; but he writes me
he does it by way of remarks thereupon, as I fug-
gefted to him long ago, and not as a ftated con-
tradiétory antagonift. The Remarks are almoft -
nithed : for which reafon, and the bignefs of your.
own merit in itfelf, and its dearnefs to me, I wih
extremely Monf, Leibnitz had feen your apology,

of which I fpoke to him long ago, without difco- .

vering cither name, kindred, or fex of the author,
which I find he hath not yet feen. T am fure if
he did, he would eaufe it to be tranflated, if you
will not. I can write but in general and in fhort,~
till you let me know where you will be for fome
time, and whom I may truft to addrefs mine to.
Though 1 have nothing to write you, but wha

may be both to your honour and mine, yet I de--

fire you may fpeak nothing yet of Mr. Leibnitzs
worlys to any; neither do I defire you to impan
much of what I write to any Popifh or Jacobite
' acquaintances, whom God knows (though-/ batt
none) I have not reafon to like well; and-Iwi
you may not contine to be the only miracle of that
religion, to wit, that a philofopber of your Jenfe
fhould not leave thofe of that way, that are al
»either ignorant, or given to a reprobate fenfe. 7e
Deum was fung in mufic, at the court chapel
Berlin laft Sunday, with 2 noble difcharge three
times of more than 100 pieces of cannon, and great

martars upon the towers, and in the court of the
' palace,

room to add more, but

‘f_,q
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palace, with one volley of mufket fhot of feveral
battalions of grcna&\iicrs excellently performed, and
this for the victory over the French and-Eleétor of
Bavaria- at Donawert, with the taking thereafter
the town itfelf, whereby the Duke of Marlborough
and the Englifp have acquired gréat honour, (it
being one of the boldeft attempts either for con-
trivance or execution,) whether my Lord Marlpo-
rough (having now entpred thereby into the heart
of _Bawrm ) be able. to pufh his conqueft or. not
which no doubt the French will prevent by joininé :
the Elector in time, before his country be ruined
if they can. My Lord, however, is in purfuit to-
wards Munich. One of the princefles- here has a
letter marking, that prince Louis was not for pura
fuing the victory ; however he had his part of
being wounded in the battel, as had that princefs’s
hufband, (the hereditary prince of Heffe-Caffel) one-
of the lights of our Ifrae/, and valiant as youn
David for the reformed religion. §
I came here the laft of Fune, O. §. with the poft
open waggon, and being two nights and the moft
of the fecond day before I came to Berlin, and the
Ol}ﬁ nfitght but one with rain, and wind, and want
.of reft, was extreme weary, yet could
(though I underftood the cZurZ was not a[:Oth?;?
but in the country, the queen at her pleafure:
houfe of Zutzenbourg, and the king at his called
S&mtboufe,' both the diftance of one hour and half
from Berlin) till 1 paid iy dutiful reyerence in
perfon, to that excellent queen, of wh:}i,: goodnefs
I have fo much received. So that finding the op-
;plonumty of an Englifh gentleman’s coach, I went
long with him, and had fuch favourable recep-
lt)x(c:n, as fills my heart and thoughts too much to
able to write thereof fo foon, and not having

Your bumble Servant,
‘ G. Bur~eT.
g I pray
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I pray you let me know every thing of your
condition and ftate; whatfoever you can truft me
with. How gladly would I recommend you (as
myfelf) here. I wifh you were known to Monf,
Leibnitz, and the Eleétrice, and I fhall do wha
may be done as you let me hear from you, by
the addref$: I fent you of Mr. Obadiab Burnet, in
Barbican; by Cripplegate.

It my Lady Napier be in London, pray give her
a vifit, with my fervice. 1 would write to her lady.
fhip: fhe knows well the politic ftate of Scotland
at prefent, which I would hear largely of.

Mrs. Trotter to Mr. Burnet.
: London, Aug. 8, 1704
S1g,
Received both_yours of the 5th and 17th of
Fuly, with much fatisfaction to find you keep.
your health fo well, in all the troubles and fatigues

you have gone through; and that you remember
me fo obligingly both in your misfortunes, and in

the happinefs and honour you receive by the fz |

vour of two princefles, whom you with fuch rez-
fon admire. 1 have all the fenfe I ought of your
.. concern to fecure my friendfhip, and do affur
) you, that no new acquaintance has- deprived you
of the fhare you had in it; for, as I think there’s
a due efteem and gratitude for every, degree o
merit and' kindnefs we obferve in our friends, |
never fuffer one to difpoffefs another of my friend-
,fhip, but endeavour to divide it, as impartially
I can, among all, who have the goodnefs to f
any value upon it. It is only that niggard paffion,
which- is diftinguifhed by the name of love,1 t(limf
excludes
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excludes all but one objeét from having a part of
it, and is not fatisfied without monopolizing the
affections of the h\cart. Friendfhip is more juft and
more beneficent ; and you may depend-upon find-
ing'me willing to contribute all I can to your fa-
tisfa&ipn; and that I fhall always ufe your confi-
dcngc in me yvith the fincerity and faithfulnefs be-
coming a friend, and a Chriffian ; nor will there
be any difficulty for you to vifit me, when you
pleafe. I know nat of any occafion, that will remove
me foon from the lodgings I ftill have in Beaufort
Buildings, where Iam at prefent (as I fhall be all
the fummer, and perhaps the winter) more alone
than I have been of 2 long time ; for my fifter and
I have not parted in'a year and a haif, till lat
June the returned to Sarum, whither fhe would
have had me with her ; but I have fo little time
to myfelf, when I am in the family, that I found
my wnting go on very flowly; fo refolv.

ftay, dll 1 have ﬁnifhegy what { am about, e?n t;)
place, where I am as folitary as I can wifth; for

‘moft of my acquaintance are out of town,

I thould willingly fend you my Defence o
Locke, if 1 knew how it mi;y;ht be gonv{ycd tof Ic‘){xr-.
and am much obliged to your defire of ma iné
me known to a perfon of fo much worth, as Mr.
Ijzb{nlz, whofe remarks, [ believe, will have little
relation to what I have written on that Effay, being
defigned, I fuppofe, as a hilofopher, and not as
a divine ; for I cannot thinﬁ any unprejudiced and
Judicious perfon can find' any thing in Mr. Laockes
principles, tprqudicial to, or defettive in the true
grounds of morality and religion ; on which ac-

count alone, I have endeavoured to vindicate
Eflay. 1am told Mr. Toland (who I think ist nf)}::
at Hanover) has, in 2 book of his lately publifhed
mcnlzoncgi that Defence with much commendation:
and as written by a woman ; yet I cannot join with
you
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i ing to have it tranflated, that (in my
zoil:mi?n)d;g?g%ing fit for a thing of fuch a nature.
PAs for my piéture, though I would not refufe
it to fo good a friend, yet as it is generally thought
a mark of gallantry, and that it is uncertain what
hands it might fall intfo, for w{xath ‘aﬁicn'c:c‘r;t:u]rglﬁg

i ing it fo far; I think 1 |

ﬁzpﬁ:{g‘tﬁ"&:ﬁa for fo fmall a fatisfaétion as

- that can give you. Befides, by the time it would

ive -at you, I hope you will be preparing to
?Ic:::'n hit{\cr, fince you defigned it dlrcétiy;hn,f
the princefs’s letters had not interrupted you ; the
no doubt, you will find temptations to detain yfou
there, much more engaging than the focxetly(v o th:
rfon too unfortunate to be able to make th
ﬁipp’mefs of any one; nor would I advife you to
place too much of yours in me. Abfence perhaps
may have helped your imagination to form an
jdea of me, which, on a more mnmatc_converfe,
will difappoint you. However, there is always
danger in defiring very ardently even the grmi}
this life affords; and no doubt ovcr-ram;;
tghe enjoyments of it is the fource of moft of t
miferies we feel. God grant both you and drlng
the wifdom to fet a juft value on all things, wi m:
pious refignation to ;'h:li will of him, who is
i ifpofer of all.
amih?liaﬁngli;g)oread any of Dr. Gaftrel’s, or Ls-
¢cas’s writings ; but it would not bcude_'c‘ent for me
to hear them : it is not, that 1 fcruple ir, but a; it
ives fcandal, and that all churches difown fuc f‘
%.l:titudimrian. I'with indeed there Wwas no fui;t
thing as diftinttion of churches; and th.en' 1 dogh‘
not there would be much more real rchgxon} t
* pame and notion of which I am forry to ob ervri
confined to the being of fome particular com;\;
nity, and the whole of it, I.am afr_zpd, placed h);
mo{{'in a zeal for thofe points, which make ¢

i ich miftaken zeal,
differences between them, from which 1 .
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no-doubt have proceeded all the maffacres, perfe-
cutions, and hatred of their fellow Chriftians, which
all churches have been inclined to whef in power;
and: I believe it is generally true; that thofe, who
are moft bigotted to a feét, or moft rigid and pre-
cife in their forms and outward difcipline, are moft
negligent of the moral duties, which certainly are
the main end of religien. 1 have obferved this fo
often both in private perfons, and publick focieties,
that T am apt to fufpeét it every where ; which,
with fome things I have heard of the magiftracy
of Gereva, makes me not difpofed to think o well
of them, as you do.\ Indeed there is fomewhat in
the whole manner of the Calvinifts, their formality
of expreffion, their fanifie1 appearance, and af-
feftation of Scripture phrafes, which I cannot ap-
ve. Thofe things, which were fpoke or related
g;ozhc authors of the holy Scriprures, are there
proper, natural, and eafy; but, when frequently
repeated, feem affeéted, anc conftrained. Certainly
an eafy turn of words, a fiee aétion, and chearful
countenance, are not incoafiftent with religion ;
and, as far as that will allow, I think all pious
Chriftians ought to conform themfelves to the air
of the world, as the good St. Paul became 4l
things to all, well knowing, that men are rebuted
by 2manner quite different from their own, A pre-
afe drefs makes religion appear fomething ab-
firafted from the general offices of life; whereas
it ou‘iht to be mingled with them all 5 and there-
fore fhould be made as familiar and infinuating
% pofiible, and all ‘the ftricnefs of it worn in our
hearts, and in the exactnefs of our morals, I know
vot how I have wandered thus from wifhing there
were no diftinition of churches; on which fubjeét
1 fhal] only add, that fince there ase fuch, I agree
¥ith you, that every one ought to Join with that,
WhjCh.fccms to him moft in the right, and am fo
far of that opinion, that T can by no means ap-
Vou. II, " M prove
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prove the conduct of our occafional conformifts:
for however lawful jt may be in fome cafes, the
occafion of getting an employment does not feem
to me a juftifiable one for their communicating
with a church, which their confciences will not
fuffer them to continue in. ‘

I have my health very well of late; but my eyes
are ftillweak, which makes me read lefs than |
would, and Tam very fond of a valuablebook in good

rint. 1 have lately read one in great vogue now,
called, a Tale of a Tub, in which there is fo mud
wit and humour, that every body, that has th
leaft relifh that way, muft be pleafed with it, whe-
ther they like the defign or not. It is intended:
ridicule both of Pofpcry and Calvinifm, in a uk
of the adventures of three brothers, Peter, Mart,
and Fack; of whom Martin is the author’s favou-
rite, by which he means the church of Englar.
In fine, no more can be told of it, but thatits

very diverting. Yy s
Your coufin has been very pun&ual in fendisg
your letters ; fo that if you think fir, you my
continue to write by him, or diretly to me, s
you pleafe, and as freely as you defire, for ther
is no danger, that 1 know, of their being inter
cepted. I thank you for your obliging p: ofeffios
of defiring to afiift me, and hope I 1 alwzp
‘have that merit you require, of fincerely ender
vouring to obey the will of God, as I certain
thall the other of being,
S IR, 8

Your real friend,

and bumble Servant,

C.T

P.S. 1 have no acquaintance wich Lady Ne

pier, not having feen her fince I was a child;

1 am not forward to intrude myfelf offic
2 ‘Wi

flatterers, and it may
othe
ther day fhe fent a foorman to

Come to fuppe Y

. 3 bu[ I i i
I was 3lreadv mn de in a

hOt fcver four hours bCfOl'C

the fent another in the morni
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without a particular
‘ recommendation, or '
on for
;ﬂ;alrh(:)f confc{qucncc. Pray let me k;ww, whc:1 i
' },‘y pe to fee you here. My eyes are we: i
this long epiftle ; fo adieu o B
\ : o

-

Mr., Burnet to Mrs. T rotter,

Berlin, Dee. L
Goop Mapau, v

Y OURS of the latter end of fis
mmer

e X;zry ;ilccptable to me, and that inlaa[t v:f”
i cfr) I was attacked with a moft violcn{ )
pogcstin lt';;% levqr, which feized me all on a fud-
ke h;nﬁ_days of Auguft laft. 1 continued
being able tg combcfrt::t tgat:xuhi * hLﬂIZtﬂbokrg, i
, 'n hither in ¢ i-
tcng:t.inuAnd the queen thought it wouldh& i)ofmri\lo
i anc::;l and fent {o often to fee where I was
e pon the leaft ceafing of this fever, 1 w .

Ing to creep down ftairs to the low ;a.pa’rtmcnr:;S

where th '
myfc]f"f: queen and the court were, to prefent

ﬁn'I'th queen is come to her
2 P

micbuitl.:%féﬁl s TThey are all reformed - and
o Aok he palace is great, fpacious,
il » but the archite¢ture not beautiful

: ft it be to a German gouft. '
wom:.;vcﬁno ‘dlclight in the hearin
hosie ,I b:if; came abroad, ljke the queen, who,
hcare;. H“_vi,o :);221::, tbm thh' fatisiaction to the
am athamed thereof.” ltof:atr'rrx)inzicﬁ:ncg r;a:;x tg“ [
be hidden encmics.y 'Il;‘x:hi:l
the lodging to

apartments in town

g or feeing any

The morrow after,
ng, telling me, if I

M2 pleafed
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Jeafed to come exaltly at twelve, I might eat with
gcr maids, (for at dinners fhe dines publickly with
the king every day, when he is in town, where
only the princes and princefles are admitted) and
after dinner, I might come and read, or talk with
her. 1 could not well go to dinner, being invited
clfewhere ; » but about two o’clock I went, and
paffed the time till four. Her majefty would have

iven me chocolate: I prayed rather tea, of which

%took three zaffes only. But upon my coming
home, I found myfelf in 2 fhivering, had the fever
till after midnight, and fo could not return to fup
at court, nor hear excellent mufic, that was to be

that night, of which her majefty had acquainted

me gracioufly before.

The Food Lady Bellamont (who is prince Ry-
pert’swife, asfhe pretends, and hath been owned and
‘maintained by her Electoral Highnefs at Hanover
thefe many years) was here feveral weeks, .and-
came and faw me often, would have done any
thing for me, and proffered to take me to Han-
wer.in her own coach upon her going back, and
that fhe and her fifter would fet me up with broths
and fuitable things.

There is in that fealed packet, a bond at leaft of
y00 L. fterl. to be paid to you by my heirs execu-
tors in cafe of my death, where all exceptions and
excufes are obviated, that I could think of. But

. befides I have written in my laft to my coufin
s Qbadiab Burnet, confcientioufly (in cafe of-death)
to pay the fame of the readieft in “his hand,. after
deduction of neceffary debts. Pray God 1 might
live to give you much mere m&fclf, ard to fee you
ftill deferve it more. It is like, that if you
not been determined to return to Sakifbury, and that

» 1 feared you would not be flexible to that, which
is beft, 1 had not fo eafily pulled myfelf from
your company.

Barliny
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Berlin, Dec. 8, 1~
The Eleétrefs of Hanover * came hitlwr/:ti;uth' v
teen day_s after I fell fick, and' paffed the tim (;Ul'-
weeks with the Queen at Lutzenbour, m:vcrc Clorcc
m%honcc to Berlin. But one day fhe was inpvﬁtmc;
with the Queen. by my Lord Raty®, our s
here, to dinner. . This envoy, by the b e ti'(nvoy
a greater port than any nobleman in Eny/z;nd i g
ver going abroad without nine or tcngaftc, ‘;f-
coach .in rich liveries. It is hardly conc y blls
what he could do. more, if embaffador: I:: v fow
fonDof yvhnc::c I know not, gty o
uring the time the Ele@refs was in th
‘t,ry with her daughter, there were acskulll;' [}r:c;:fg;n'
ent to inquire about my condition from her el &cs
ral highnefs, and all the princeffes, and ints woh
me to ;'eturn. There were feveral royal cnt‘crtai
gents }c::hcr highnefs, diverfion of balls comz:
wzsw ’Ir‘;cr d;e £:;n§;:;ﬁ:s r?ﬁzfenud, a.nd, in paf.
als, . 0 an ra or p
;hg: Ifwas deprived of, cxpiringor: it w:lzou’riilf
i+ our pofts of 3 bed, However heari
r“fghncfs was returning to Hanover, | drz
;x;znii l:;- 81% dxcx;::nciays befgrc her dcpar;urc and
o ¢ ous and obliging, I faid
1 fhould dic with lefs regrer, thac | g
rayhc . gh:;fs again, and fo well, with fo little
ab[mccn[c:c teration, that mare than eight ymr;
o 311::, as if I had but left her eight days
g as 1 had not much hopes of my
il at?’ foul hoped 1t would appear, that Ihg
] ong-living family. Her highnefs gave
e memageampt, and told me, for herfelf
& to -die yet; but hoped to have
e b:gh and be merry with me at Hanover
el Sgnaplc to go then, I had been better ~
i b in this great inn, where there is fo
€, notwithftanding that the miftrefs does

* Princefs Sopbia b Afterwards
: - Eal" o[s ) or
M p trafford.

eating

many
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many things very extraordinarily, becaufe of .the
concern fhe finds her majefty have : but alas! I
had not force enough: and God only knows when
it will fully return,” I muft not forget to tell you,
that the Eleétrefs, though of a good age, feemed
really charming, not only for her air and difcourfe,
but in her countenance, drefs, and fhapes, going
as well as her daughter, and alfo ftrait as a rufh,
y with the traits of beauty yet left. Thefe diverfions
never began till fupper was over, except the co-
medies, and the fupper was fo late as ten o’clock,
and her highnefs did not retire till a good part was
over notwithftanding. It is faid her Ele&toral
Highnefs hath a great pleafure in the moon-fhine
nights, in walking in the gardéns at Hanover feve-
ral hours after midnight, which marketh rather
her ftrong conftitution, then the rules of health.

Yefterday, being Sunday, the Te Deum was fung for -

the rendring of Landau. There are but two or three
Englifb here at prefent, one Mr. Strickland, one
Mr. Molefworth, Mr, Malefworth that wrote the
ftate of Denmark, his fon, and one Mr. Poultney.
There is no Scotch but myfelf, and my Lord Hunt-
leyy the Duke of Gardow’s only fon. My Lord
Marlborough came here to vifit this court, in his
return to England : nobody knows his particular
errand ; he ftaid but five days, wherein he was
treated with a ball at court, the bull baiting, and
a fight of the arfenal, treafury, and feveral others.
He dined once or twice with the King apart, and
~once I think only fupped with the Queen. The
Jadies at court think themfelves much neglected
By fuch a polite man as he is acknowledged to be,

fince it is faid he did not fpeak a word to any. of

the ladies of honour at the queen’s court,, but the
Queen herfelf, and the princefles. But it is not con-
venient to vent this, efpecially your author, though
the complaint was made to myfelf. I told thar,
having creeped out, to kifs his hand the dayfbe-
ore

\ '
'
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fore he went away, I went with my Lord Huns-
lgg, and was moft courteoufly received, and had the
honour to entertain him all alone, for almoft one
hour and a half, wherein he was very free and li-
beral to both in his difcourfe. He caufed us to fee
an agraffe or buckle, to his hat, wherewith he was~
prcfcgtcd that 'moming, with two large diamonds
as big as ordinary hand fleeve buttons, and thc’
reft fmall ones, with the buckle of cin@ture about
the hat, all valued together at about twenty thou-
fand crowns, as the queen told me, and of moft
curious woqk. He hath\ indeed been as 2 tutelar
angel to this whole large continent of Germany
and made agreat change, the providence and forc;
of God concurring with his arm. He is gone to
Hanover, where he will ftay but a fhort time. The
prince royal, the King'\and queen’s only fon, is be-
gun his travels, and takes this occafion of going
to England with the duke, having taken the ftart

 before two or three daKs, having a great convoy.

It is like you may fee him with you fhort
laftly, I will tell you of an ocycurrcncc,y.wl?xrioc: i
by the blefling of God would be good example to
you: the ftory is moft true, fince I have it from
the party conccmed,_and others; but. it is not fit to
make it much public, being betwixr fuch illuf-
trious perfons, who are no lefs then the firft in the
world, The princefs of Anfpach*, of the Branden-
bourg family, hath been talked of as a match pro-
pofed for the young king of Spain, Charles, but pri-
vately for a long time. She is about eighteen or nine.
teen years of age. I knew her at this court before
and fhe came to pafs fome weeks with the queen Juﬁ’:
w0 days before I was brought to town in my fick.
?cfs. Her wonted bounty and goodnefs to me
cemed to be increafed with her years, but efpe-
glfly' her wit and other accomplifhments of mig(ci
e is almoft perfect in mufic, and fines moﬂ.:
¢ Her late Majefty Queen Caroline, g

4 fwcctly
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fweetly herfe!f, having a moft handfome body and
engaging air, and fuch a good face fet upon all,
that I believe fhe is the comelieft princefs of her
age. All this I had occafion to obferve furely that
_day L.ventured to come down to table, and to fes
> her highnefs befere 1 left the court, wherein fhe
was fo obliging, as for my entertainment to (?:
me to her chamber, and in the prefence of
mafters and miftrefles, let me fee and hear proofs
of her accomplithments. About that time 1 came
to town, and was like to be taken away in my fe-
ver every day. This young princefs was engaged
in a great ftruggle of another nature: a Jefiut wa
-come on purpofe, from Viemna 1 fuppofe, to in-
ftruct her to change her religion, in order to con-
clude the marriage, and qualify her for fo greats

match: he came every day after dinner up the

back ftairs leading to her apartment, for feverd
weeks, and was with her to perfuade her. He wa,
it feems, well recommended, for he met not with
the leaft hindrance of any at court, neither did any
prefume {o much as to offer any counfel as I head
to this young princefs againft fo cunning an ant-
gonift, though he was well enough known, not-
withftanding his fecular habit. But it pleafed God,
who turneth the hearts of princes and princefies
he pleafes, and reached the heart of Lydia, toin
dpire her with the holy courage and refolution
one day, when it was leaft expeéted, to declar
plainly fhe would not abanden her religion for any
crown, and to difmifs her teacher. I told her 2
terwards, when I faw her again for the laf time,
{for fhe went back to dmfpach four or five day:
after) at the fame time with the Eleéirefs, whe
the was condoling mightily my fufferances, tha
_if I had known, that her highnefs had been in fo
- much danger at the fame time, my fever ha
been grédter; but bleflfed God for her deliver-
ance, affuring fhe had made a greater) conque

over

| now the late gazettes fpeak
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over her own paffions, a victory preferable to many
kingdoms, She was extremely well pleafed of the
approbation 1 had given her. Monf. Leibmitz has .
received letters the moft obliging and  eempli-
menting in kindnefs, and philofophical in reafon-
ing, that can be feen, from my Lady Mafbam,
Itis like the hand of 7oaé was in all thefe : how-
ever, Mr. Leibnitz has not {pared to anfwer her
very home in his laft ; and had already made our,
and caufed to be copied many fheets of the things,
wherein he differed from Mr. Locke. 1 intreated
him to” hafte for fear of mortality, efpecially of
Mr. Locke, and he told me, he expe@ted to have
it fent to Holland to be \printed this winter ; and
of Mr. Locke’s d

to the great lofs of the reafonable world. | cb::\}v:
wrote to you freely and at great length: God knows

. when I fhall be able to write again, but it will be

an aét of the greateft charity and kindnefs to write
to me often (at leaft once 2 week lefs or more) what-
ever is diverting ; even your own thoughts, when
you want matter ; it will be entertaining, and I
want it much, Let me know the particulars con-
cerning Mr. Lacke's death, books, pews of the
tAo::,u 'mj others, &%. which enter not the gazette.

Mr. Burnet to Mrs, Trotter.

Berlin, Dec. 9, 1704, N.S§.
Mapau, ) '
Intreat you let me bave often yours, for n>-
thing could be better written. 'In every fub-

Ject you write with knowledge and judgment,

which delighteth, You know every thing well

but religion; which you will never underftand
truly and furely by any method fo well, as by reading

: Scrip-
n
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Scripture in any language you. underftand, and
chufing for yourfelf. You will find there how few
things are required to be believed, and how many
things have been added and altered by thofe, that
did think the Scripture contrary to their defigns,
or not fufficient and full enough to anfwer thofe
defigns. \

You find fault with Geneva very unjuftly. Not
to fpeak of unreafonable particular perfons eve-
ry where; Geneva is one of the moft defirable

laces in Europe for peace, order, policy, foun:
Enowledge, and efpecially moderation, juftice, po-
litenefs of converfation, good fenfe amongft all
the people, and civility in a high degree in the
magiftracy and miniftry. The greateft fault is in

the worldlinefs and felf-intereft of the burghers, -

merchants, and traders, being the moft griping I
ever knew. But the fmallnefs of their territory,
and their being furrounded with the Canaanites of
French and Savoyards, and having as it were bufi-
nefs and commerce with no body but at a great
diftance, and with difficulty often, becaufe of the
wars, they are neceflitated to manage, be induftrious,
* and even to take advantage of ftrangers being with
them,
There are three or four as great lights among
their miniftry as any where, and the youngeft |
think the greateft. I heard him deliver three dif-

courfes.at different times, not much above an hour
each, which 1 would purchafe in print at their
weight in gold. The firft was the hiftory of the

real prefence, where he thewed, as clear as the fpn,
the ways, means, tricks, and novelty of the intro-
dudtion of that doftrine, with great fincerity,
plaindefs, order, and judgment. I fhall never think
after that of it, but as a late intrufion, though it
accorded with the Scripture, and defign of our Sz-
viour, as it doth not. The fecond difcourfe was
concernipg the Knights Templars, their rife, powr

er,
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er, and fall over Europe, &¢c. The third was the
fiory of the popedom of pope 7san, where all the
-reafons were alledged on ‘both fides, weighed and
confidered, and at laft the author concludes, that
it was but a fable, with his reafons and anfwer of
objections, following the learned proteftant mini-
ter Blondel, who firft difcovered, to the Papifts
themfelves, that their hiftorians had impofed upon
them ; and that there was no] fuch thing as 2 wo-
man pope in the world, '

I would know what Mr. Aexander Cumzingbam '
is doing. My Lord Marlborough inquired of me
for him, upon the account'of his chefs playing.

Mr. Burnet fo Mrs. Trotter.

Hanover, Fan. 28, 170%, N.S.
MapaMm,

_IT hath pleafed God to have given me a “revi-

ving again ever fince the firft of Jamuary, the

{t;yler leaving me, and ftrength returning to me
ily.

L arrived here the fame night the queen [of Pruf-
fa) did, but three or four hours later. I found
not only the Eletrefs’s favour, but alfo the Elec-
tor’s increafed towards me, though I had réafon to
fear, that my merit was much decreafed. The *
Eleftor*, who, when heir apparent in his father’s
ume, was as referved as the king of France, is now
moft converfuble with all perfons worthy to enter-
tzin his highnefs, and talks with pleafure with
thofe, who can talk underftandingly. The eleto-
ral prince ® is one of the handfomeft princes, that
can be feen ; hath more life, than is obferved in

Afterwards King Grorge 1.

e b His prefent Majefty King
corge L,

the
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the manner of any prince in France, fpeaks Engqx,
already very well 3 knows the names of public mi.
pifters, and fituation of affairs over all Europe, hath
a moft prodigious memory, as is faid. His fifter,
the princefs eletoral, is the greateft beauty, and
the beft accomplifhed young lady T ever yu
knew. So far I am forced to rebate of what-l faid
. of that excellent young pr;:mcf; of Anfpach, in my
: er, amongift many other things.
forﬁl the Engg;'}b hcrcy, and I believe all ftrangers,
have their quarters provided them near the caur,
upon the r’s expence. I have befide anin-
vitation to come continually to fu and dinner t
the Eleétor’s own m:;:cs’ ;r;il to ferve nglfclf con-
i with the chairs belonging to the cour,
:r}::::ll); go aboard, which have chairmen of the
Ele&or's livery. There are here at g'ifmt, of
ftrangers of quality, the princefs of Hoben-Zollers,
whofe hufband is of the Brandenbourg family, or
rather the king of Pruffia of his hopfc; the young
princefs her daughter, and two princeffes, ﬁﬁqg
of the Palatine family of the laft race, beforeit
fell to the Dukes of Newburgh. 3
Upon' the account of much great comp;naﬂ
quility, there are always two tables in the hall o
cating, which are equally ferved and covered, ons
"~ whereof is for the Queen and Eleétor, and his mo-
ther, and fo many more, as is room for; and th
other_for the electoral prince, princefs, the Elec
tor’s brother Chriftian Legvi:. and other .
‘of quality, befides the ordinary tables for the ladies
of %onour, entlemen of the court, -and othe
ftrangers. The diverfions are one night ridoto,
and mafking, and dancing ; a fecond comedy
finging; a third, apartments with gaming and
talking. There are fix or feven Englifp befides
myfelf, and one Sir Rowland Guwyn, a noted parliz
ment man. : Vi
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I have feen a moft full letter of my Lady Ma-
fham’s 10 Monf. Leibnitz, concerning Mr. Lacke’s
death.

\

Mrs. Trotter to Mr. Burnet,

London, Feb. 19, 1704,
Sig, -

PV LL I received your laft letters of the 5th
and gth of December, 1 much wondered,
that I had not heard from you in fo long a time;
but was more troubled to-find your illnefs had been
the occafion of it ; and that the remains of it hin-
- ders your return to England fo foon, as 1 hoped,
you intended.  You will excufe my not anfwering
you fooner; when I tell you I have been fo very
bufy, that I have not had the leaft leifure at the
time of day, in which only my eyes will fuffer me
towrite. Yet I have not negleéted your orders,
but fent immediately your meffage to Mr. Bar-
- bam, by his brother-in-law. I fuppofe he thoughe
it required no anfwer to me, for he did not return

any.
- I'was very fenfibly touched with the news of
Mr. Locke’s death : all the particulars I hear of it
are, that he retained his perfect fenfes to the laft,
fpoke with the fame compofednefs and indifference
on affairs, as ufual. His- difcourfe was much on
the different views a dying man has of worldly
things ; and that nothing gives him any fatisfaition,
but the reflexion of what good he has done in- his
life. Lady Mafbam went to his chamber to fpeak
to him on fome bufinefs, which when he had an-
fwered in the fame manner he was accuftomed to
fpeak, he defired her to leave the room, and im-
mediately after fhe was gone, turned abour, and
died. I'wifh to know on what particular fubjeéts
that
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that Lady wrote to Mr. Leibnitz; but whateyer
they were, I wonder you fhould fufpe¢t any other
hand than her own in it. Itis not to be doubted,
that women are as capable of penetrating into the
grounds of things, and reafoning juftly, as me
are, who certainly have no advantage of us, bu
in their oppertunities of knowledge. And as La
dy Mafbam is allowed by every body to have
great natural endowments, fhe has taken pains 1
improve them; and no doubt profited much by,
long intimate fociety with fo extraordinary a ma
as Mr. Locke. So that I fee no reafon to fufpect:
woman of her charafter would pretend to wrie
any thing, that was not entirely her own. I pry
be more equitable to her fex, than the generaliy
of yours are; who, when any thing is written by
awoman, that they cannot deny their approbation
to, are fure to rob us of the glory of it, by con
cluding *tis not her own; or at lea_ﬁ, _that eh_ad‘
fome affiftance, which has been faid in many in-

ftances to my knowledge unjuftly. ~ Mr. Lacks

place is given to Mr. Addifon, (famous for his po-
etry) and as it is faid, in reward of a poem he hs
wrote to the duke of Marlborough on his laft glo-
rious campaign. It is hard to tell you the reput-
tion of it; for, as moft people’s judgments ar
biaffed in all things by a party, we have our whig
and tory poets too, who are accordingly approved
._or condemned by different fets of men. Mr. Por
Jips, who had written in blank verfe, and in imiu-
tion of Milton, is admired by the tories: I have
not read him yet, but there are a few unprejudiced
men, that judge only by the merits of a cauf,
who are of that party, and of another opinion;
and I, though not a whig, cannot help liking 4¢
difon’s poem. His numbers are undoubtedly very
“harmonious ; and, I think, his defcriptions are fint,
the images beautiful, and the expreffion for th

moft

1
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" moft part proper and emphatic, though here and

there it may be a little too turgid.

The duke of Marlborough is as much efteemed
for his modeft deportment fince his return, as for—
his great actions abroad. The city invited him to
dinner laft ewelfth.day, upon which occafion, hav-
ing a great deal of company with him, he could
not avoid making a public appearance, nor efcape
the huzza’s of the people, which he had all tﬁc
way going and coming, though he carefully de-
clined it when he came firft home, not landing till
he was at Whiteball, and from thence taking a
hackney-chair to §t. Yames’s. He is indeed every
way a truly great man, of which I have fuch a
fenfe, that I could riot forbear paying my little tri-
bute to his merit in fome verfes on his return from
Germany, which I fent in writing, doubtful whe-

.ther 1fhould publifh them or not. The anfwer I

received was, that the duke, and duchefs, and lord
treafurer, and feveral others, had read my verfes; -
that they all liked them, and that thofe, who were
judges of fuch things, faid there were fome lines
in them better than any that had been written on
the fubjeét. This was fufficient encouragement for
me to print them, though they appear very late,
not being fent to the prefs in above a month after
they were written.

Some part of this letter has lain by me a pretty
while, which I would have fent as it was, had [
imagined it would have been fo long before I+had
time to finifh it, and having now received another
from you, in which you exprefs a concern for not
hearing from me, I think myfelf obliged to be
more particular in my apology, as far as is proper
at this diftance, which is rg let you know,PthapteI
have been above a month paft employed in an affair,
in which all the fatisfaction of my life, and the
eftablithment of my fortune depends ; which fo
took up my mind and my time, in confidering the

meafures




e e R

198 Letters between Mps. Cockburn

meafares 1 fhould take in writing tos and inter-

views with perfons concerned in it; that it was

s ofible for me to turn my thoughts on any
:)Thpe(: thing not of immediate neceffity.

I had fo near a profpeét of fucceeding in my de-
fign, that I thought it fure, but found“an obftacle,
where 1 leaft apprehended ir, and am now very
uncertain of the good fortune 1 cx'gcﬁcd, but have
not given over my attempt. This, I hope, will
excufe me to you, who knows how much rca'fon l
have not to negleét any honourable opportunity of
making myfelf cafier in m circumftances, for
which a friend muft have fo .
which you exprefled for me, in defi

y, 1 have a very grateful fenfe of ; gh, :
ﬁnderftand the manner you had ordered it, my
receiving any advantage of it would have depended
entirely on the confcience of your executors; an
as the world goes, very few are to be relied on in
things of that kind.” However, your friendly in-
tention is the obligation to me; and I heartily re-
joice at the recovery of your health, which frees

me a le-

me from any prefent fears of havinmﬂy :

im to the moft aficting inftance of fs 2
;Erl;end can receive. The death of a worthy friend
is the moft irreparable lofs our frail ftate is fubjet
{_ to; yet great as the misfortune is, we have reafon

yto be lefs furprized, and more refigned in that thm}
any other, refleéting, that death is the certain endof
all, and knowing, that our lofs is to the advantage
of the perfon we lament. And I fear“you will
much need reflexions of this nature on fo fad an
occafion, as the fudden cutting off that good
queen, you exprefs fo much value for 3 yet I doubt
not your wifdom and piety will affift you to fup-
port it, and fupply your thoughts with fuch con-
folations of your grief, as are beft fuited to x
temper of your own mind. The goodnefs

wifdom of God ought abundantly to fatisfy us ;ﬁ

me concern. Thar,

ough, a3
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all the unfearchable methods of his providence, to
which I commit you, and myfelf, affyred, that
he, who can bring good out of evil, conduéts all
thin%s for the beft. I wifh the abatement of your
fatisfattion there may haften your réturn to your
friends here ; the news of which will be extremely
welcome to, )
s 7 R,‘J\
Your moft bumble Servant,
C.T.

Mr, Burnet fo Mrs. Trotter.,

Hanovery Fuly 55 1705, N. .
MapAm,

was extremely glad to hear from you by your -
] laft, which is dated, if I remcmb)ér ngh{, in
January, or February laft. :

I would write you fomething elfe in exchange
for your news from England. But what can I write
from this place of public affairs, that you may
not hear fooner from other parts ? For the affairs
of this court, I can only fay, that it is a ftate bet-
ter regulated, than any part of Germany. No debs,
no abufes, no delay, nor neglet of juftice. The
Ele&tor himfelf is more vigilant in his affairs than
any Ipnnce upon carth-at prefent;, that I know.
But for any talking of any thing of what is done in
the council, they are yet more upon the referve,

“than in Framee. " The EleGrefs herfelf meddles as

little with the public affairs hefe, as you may fup-
pofe fhe would do, if fhe were in England.  Be-
ﬁdf,sa at prefent, all are at the waters of Pyrmont, a
2y's Journey from this, The FEleftrefs, who at
lh? age the hath of feventy-five, needs no remedy,

ng as much at health as at feventeen, remains

here at her country-houfe and garden, which is
Vou. 11, "N s
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and I, who have at prefent
more need of the waters, than any living, efpeci-

extremely pleafant ;

the account of obftruétions and conti-
?1111311ucr})1(:)?ics, have delayed hitherto to drink them,
that I might wait upon her electoral highnefs more
freely, ‘and write to you before, though at the pe-
i life.
e Iogrrl?ynot able to divine what hath engaged you
{o far i bufinefs, whereupon the eftablifoment of
your comfort of life fo much depcnds; as you fay.
*Ifit be the recovery of your father’s debts; the
acquifition of a new fortune, or that which we cal
in Scotland, a fettlement of your perfon: for the
two former, the coft and travel doth many times
eat up all the profic : and for the laft, it were an
eafy matter for many an honeft man to eafe you of
ax;y concern about it. They would gladly feck
you, if you were to be found in the church of
England ; whereas now they muft bring you home
like the ftraying lamb into the mother church_of
England, before they can thus rejoice over you,
and lay you in their Ibofom k’ and yet you are onc
wifeft virgins 1 ever Knew., )
Of;hﬁnov{ﬂof pé;rtics here, that might bring me
. much honour and comfért, lf_but little riches,
which 1 hope I can want, as I hitherto have done:
but I am afraid of lofing your friendfhip. .

. Mr. Burnet zo Mrs. Trotter.,

Hanover, Fuly 6, 1705, N.5.

Mabpawm,

OU do not intimate to me what account

Y from this would pleafe you beft. As for my-
felf and my own perfonal ftate, I can never expect
fo much favourable and good reception any whert,

as I have had both here and at Berlin. But confi-
dering
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dering the ficknefs I have had thefe twelve months,
the deep and fenfible grief I have béen fubjeét to
fince the Queen -of Pruffia’s death, the increafing
of my enemies, and oppofers and traducers ; (tho’
as lictle deferved, as the favour of fuch illuftrious
friends) I have no reafon but to with, God Al-
mighty would give unto me health, and quietnefs,
with a fmall table,!and eleanly bed ; and then I
hope contentednefs fhould follow as the greateft
blefling upon earth. I have feen too much of the
bluftering life of-the world to be in lwe with it.
The late remarkable ftroke in the Queen of Pruffia’s
death is the moft fpeaking inftance of the vanity
of all even meridian glory. I heard at the court
of Zell (where I was with this court ten days, and
ftayed thereafter three or four more) a great deal of
talking concerning the preparatives for the late
good Queen’s burial at Berlin, the 29th of the laft
month. The princefs royal of Pruffia (who is
married to the hereditary prince of Heffe-Caffel, the
Landgrave, for fome years paft) was then at Ze/l,
where fhe ftayed fome days, which was the occa-
fion of the Eleétrefs’s going there, to fee and
falute her in the way, as fhe went to Berlin, being
fent for, and extremely defired by her father, not
only to affift ac the funeral, but to comtort him
upon fuch a fad occafion. That princefs (like the
family fhe is come out of, and that fhe is now en-
tered into) befides a great deal of fweetnefs and
good humour (upen which accounts fhe was fo
much believed by the late Queen, whom fhe ne-
ver almoft left, as [ obferved)is one of the moft’
truly religious princefles alive. All the honours,

and entertainments imaginable were done to her at

Zell. -~ She halted at Hanover, and dined there,
which occafioned the court here to delay dinner

till four of the afternoon that fhe was arrived, and
the court of Zell to kieep back fupper till eleven of
the evening, that fhe arrived there alfo: all the

N 2 cannons
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cannons -of the ramparts were difcharged thrice,
once upon the firft view of the torches without the
ports ; the fecond ‘time, at her entesing the city;
the third time, at her pafling the firft draw-bridge
of the duke of Zef's palace. The Duke himfc%f,
notwithftanding of his age of eighty-one years,
would not, fail ro receive her at the laft brid
without, and the FEleétrefs and her maidsy at dg\:
very door of entry, thou%h it was the moft tem-
peftuous and cold night 1 ever knew. But the
princefs coming upon the ramparts in her coach,
came not: out thereof, till fhe came within feven
or eight paces of her own nts, that were

repared for her in the caftle. They told me

ere, the King of Pruffic had made an incredible
expence for the funeral; that the covering of the
dome or cathedral alone, where the Queen’s body
hay, was intirely of the richeft velver, which coft
more than two hundred thoufand crowns, from.
which may be judged of the reft. But to fpeak
my own mind of the worth of that incom

een (although I had never been eternally obliged
by her) I look upon fuch fort of expence neither
profitable to the living,. nor lafting enough to per-
petuate the memory of the dead. Otherwife, if the
money be wifely laid out, no magpificence in ex-
ce could be great enough for a Queen, who

was herfelf fo far above all worldly grandeur in
the juft efteem fhe had of it. I remember
Roman law, in one of the Emperor’s fanétions,
forbidding private perfons, (who are fuppofed ©
have but earthly and mercenary fouls) though ne-
ver fo rich, to prefume to difperfe medals of gold
or filver, &¢. amongft the people (as fome were
wont upon their marriages and other feftivals)
gives this emphatic, noble, and Roman reafon of

the fratute, to wit, that it became none to fcatter;

old nor money, but them that could defpife it
f this be applied to the late Queen of Prv_{:;
¢ whe-
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whether the greatnefs of her birth, life, or heroic
and unparalieled death, be confidered ; the grear.
nefs of her true tafte of excellency, efpecially to-
wards the laft years of her life, will ftill be above
all the worldly pomp and glory we can fhew at
hc'r‘.buna]. I know fome will fay, there arehe-
roicifms of one fort, and another; that there have
been wonders of  heathenith, as well as Chriftian
philofophers. But I think it was one of the jufteft
as well as one of the greateft of the fayings of the
ancients, that none was ever truly great in any
excellency, withoue thie affiftance of divine aid.
Thc{c are no doubt imany, who will venture their
poetical and rhetorical effays on the Queen’s me-
mory. Monf. Leibnitz tells me, he hath fent a
monumental infcription fhort, and expreflive, after
ttgc ancient Roman way ; but he would not com-
unicate it to any, not knowing yet, if it wi

made ufe of, though it was d%rg’andcd ;o?lilli::
The beft thing I have feen on this fad occafion, is
an elegy in Latin, of Abbé Hortenfe, which, rhon’lgh
it be very long, yet is moft juft in the thoughts
over all, and here and there hath moft lively fal-
lies of wit and fancy. Mafter Rumpton, the Duke
of Zell's, fecretary to the difpatches abroad, &¢
hath writ another elegy in Freach, which is pafto:
ral, and pleafant enough. but inferior to fuch a
noble fubject. A ftately maufoleé would laft longer.
and be thought magnificent enough, to lay up her
afhes in. Pbidias, or Apelles, might (if alive)
cut her ftatue, or ﬁ:}rtnt her features of body lively
enough ; but the beft reprefentation of her mind
will be but imperfeét. This is one of the pictures
which are ftll to be lef unfinifhed ; which with the
want of more room, makes me leave off alfo.

N3 M.
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Mpr. Burnet to Mrs. Trotter.

Hanover, Fuly 7, 1705, N. 8.

Mapam,

IScnd you here inclofed a paper, which I have
been at,pains rather to write, than to digeft into
order. 1 am, God knows, not fit to toil myfelf
with much writing more, and am indebted many
letters to others, whilft I have ventured to write fo
much to you. This cover was chiefly defigned
for a letter of friendfhip, and to enquire after your
health, I know not however what to acquaint you
with from this country, fince you do not fignify to
me what accounts would pleafe you beft. The
other day Mr, Leibnitz enquired me about you, if I
had any frefh letters.- He himfelf hath fo muchto
do, that I verily believe there is not his fellow in
Europe now, who ftudies, travels, writes, talks,"
and afts more in public matters alfo, all the year
over. He hath, I believe, one hundred letters by
him, unanfwered. - I am forry moft, that he delays
to write to my lady Mafbam another letter, and
that he feems to decline now ‘the publithing his
Refletions and Remarks on Mr. Locke’s Philofo-
phy; fayinﬁ, the vulgar will be prepoffefled al-
ways againft what he fhall pew publifh relating to
the fentiments of a perfon who is dead ; notwith-
ftanding he neither ftates himfelf an adverfary, nor
'has undertaken this work fince Mr. Locke’s’ death
only, but had it all ready in manufcript-fome
months before, as I can witnefs. However, he fays,
he may fome day fend an extract or abfidgement of
it in French to my lady Mafbam. He hath this
year and the laft been fubjeét much-to fwellings and
pains in his feet, but otherwife hath a German body
with a philofopher’s head. There is little news
here,
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here, only they have talked loudly thefe four
months of the coming of a new envoy, onc Mr.
Hrw he is a brigadier of the army, and Mr. Fack :
How's brother. Lodgings they fay, are hired for him
here of a long time, and yet the prefent envoy Mr.
Powley (who i1s a wife, difcrect, and learned man,
and very much liked here) hath had no public no-
tice of it himfelf, which is vefy ftrange. Mr.
How's lady, they fay, is Mrs. Hughs's daughter,
who, upon that account, and the kindnefs prince
Rupert had for her mother, no doubt, would will-

" ingly come here, and I doubt not, will be very well

received by the eleétrefs. The news of this came firft
from Zell.  The eleétrefs herfelf told me, my lord
Portland had given her firft notice of Mr. How and
his lady’s coming. Iham as weary of ftaying longer
here, as I was defirous of coming hither. I muft
quit the eleétrefs at laft, and am very uneafy with
the envyings and evil fpeakings. of the Englifh a-
gainft me, only grounded upon the eleétrefs’s fa-
vour for me. It is ftrange to find fuch hatred be-
wwixt the Englifb and our nation ; but her highnefs
knows too well their injuftice againft many, that are
better men than themfelves; and befides, does ftill
feel fo much of her Grandfather’s blood in her, as\
not to relifh any difparagement of Scotland or

" Scotfmen.  And the laft King Fames was fo juft, as -

10 affirm, be bad always remarked the Irith abroad, to
Jpeak the beft of one amother : the Scots to hazard
their lives for ome another: but, for Englifhmen
abroad, if any would bear any ill faid of them, they
need byt to afk their neighbour, and one of their own
countrymen, and they are fure to bave it. 1 never

had any other advantage in Ewngland, but living

quietly in it, and fpending my own money ; and ,
I have not failed to fuftain the fhock in behalf of

my nation, againt all the Engli/b, that have been

here; and 1 fhould be very well content to be

A N 4
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mifreprefented by them that fpeak well of no na-
tion, and are much more undervaluing than the
impertinence of the French, whom they imitate too
far. But the mifery is, there being but little con.
wesfation for the Englifh here but with one another,
they are neceflitated, like fchool boys, to be pick-
ing alwayslittle ridiculous quarrels with one ano.
ther. When I was in big cities, I never had any
converfation to difpleafe me all the year over. How.
ever, as madame in France was the laft immediate
inftrument of my liberty out of prifon, fo I wa
glad to have occafion to thank her royal highnefs
therefore, by a letter under the electerefs’s cover,
who always writes to her weekly ; and a few days
fince I have been honoured by a moft obliging an-
fwer of madame’s. 1f it had not been for the
late Q. of Pruffia, the ele@orefs, and madame her
dear friend and kinfwoman, to which three graces

the king of France could refufe nothing in juftice,

T might have been in prifon to this day (if I'had
lived fo long by my felf a clofe prifoner) without
ever having my cafe fo much as once brought to
the king’s ears, in the way that things are put off,
efpecially where the firft minifter was not my friend,
as | have been told.  Judge, if T could do lefs tha
acknowledge gratefully under my hand for once
a favour I can never forger-all the days of my life:
And yet this letter, though I know both expected
and alfo defired from me, by the eleftorefs, and

) likewife fhewn to, and approved of, by the eletor

himfelf, was criticifed by our young Englifb,who
did not think more than myfelf, it _would ever
be honoured with 'an anfwer. I have not much
freedom to write much to you from this fo cenfo-
rious a place, which makes me keep back writing
many things. Perhaps I'have already troubled you
with more than you will care for, which I defire

you-may pardon in him, who weuld from his foul
in

and [everal of her friends. 18¢

$n all fincerity, endeavour to pleafe you '
fervices, and who continues, s i o

Madam,
Your moft fincere friend, .-
and moft bumble Servant,
G. BuryeT of Kemnay.

1 thould be extremely glad to hear from
you oftner. Any thing you would pleafe to write
would pleafe me much to read; and any thing, that
is witty and ingenious, would recommend. you to
the eleCtarefs, if fhewn by your leave. Madam writes
10 her the prettieft ftories of new occurences every
week, but little public news but what is to the ad-
vantage of France, and what is well enough known
otherwife. There is nothing prettier than the elec-
torefs’s own letters. I very accidentally met with
a copy of one of hers in my voyage through Swit-
zzrla_nd, w}_uch is writ more than thirty years ago,
aod is admired by all. Mr. Leibnitz will infert it in
the hiftory of the Houfe of Brunfwick, and the
clectorefs’s life. But I find the electorefs likes rather
thofe points of wit, lively thoughts, and odd ftories,
than {ubjeéts of much thought, and deep reafoning."

_(?l(n'c muft cgnc(:n;‘qr lx"nuch {enfe into a point, or f:v
allin a word, (which is very hard ife
the will not confider it. X e e

Mprs. Trotter fo Mr. Burnet,

London, Fuly 7, 1705.

S IR,

l Received yours dated in 7uly, after having long
expected to hear from you, and been in concenox
for your filence, fearing it might be occafioned by
areturn of your illnefs, which I thought the only

thing
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thing could detain you fo long there. I hope you
defign coming hither when you leave that place,
and that I fhall find you in town when I retum
from Salifbury, whither I fhall go next week to my
relations, whom I have not feen thefe fifteen months,
and fhall ftay with them till about the middle of
Oftober. Your letters in the mean time may be
fent to your cguﬁn, as the laft was, and direted
for me at Mr. Inglis’s houfe in Salifbury.~

The bufinefs I was engaged in, was to obtaina
gift by an intereft I have at Court, which
would have been a fettlement for my lifes bur,
though I did not fucceed in the particular I aimed
at, another favour was done for me, which will
make me eafier than I was, at leaft for fome time.

I cannot imagine, what concern you fuppofe |

might be in about fettling my perfon. Certainly it -

is not my part to feck or take any pains for any Af
fair of that nature; and if I had been much inclined
that way, there may have been fome, who did net_
think a perfet agreement in opinion neceffary to
their happinefs in it with me : But as I never had
a thougﬁt towards it-but for one, and that there
are many obftacles againft that, 1 believe I fhall
end my days as I am. ~Indeed, I have beenalways
very fearful of putting my happinefs entirely in the
power of ‘any one, though a difference in religion
is what I have leaft apprehended would deftroy i,
knowing feveral inftances of a ‘very happy union,
where there has been no other difagreement, and
\neither fide extremely biggotted. But if there were

any uneafinefs, methinks it fhould be-onthe Ro-

manifts fide, fince to think any one communion
abfolutely neceffary, feems to me not very agree-
able to the principles of the reformation, where
every one is allowed to be in all points the only
judges for themfelves. However, though your
concern for me is very obliging, I cannot but won-

der, that in an engagement of friendfhip only,
=% you
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you ﬂmould think - the difference between us will
deprive you of whatever fatisfaction you can pro-
poleit 5 efpecially fince I have fo freely declared to
you, that I cannot: think myfelf at a great diftance
from the communion of any Chriftians ; efteeming an—
agreement in the duties of practice, in the worfhip
of one God, and faith in Chrift, the only eflentials
fufficient to ef’c.ablifh an union in friendfhip, though
our worfhip is not performed in the: fame place
or the fame manner, which, as the world is dividcd’
muft be confined to fome one:” This eafy principlt;
is one. rcafqn, why Iam not inclined to engage with
any friend in controverfy ; and if I were, I fhould
not chufe this way, fo much has been publithed
and written with long reflection by eminent hands,
that I fhould rather refer to thofe authors, who
have fet the fubjeés in. difpute among us in the
trueft light. But, in my judgment, when one ‘is
If;.usﬁcd, that the church, of which one has pro-
fefled on€’s felf, teaches all neceflary truths, which
none can deny of ours ; it is better to continue in
it, than to make a noife in the world with change-
ing, though one were convinced, that fome points
were ftrained a little too high, or fome things re-
quired more than neceflary, unlefs they were proved
d?.ngcrous to falvation. For, if every one were o-
bliged to quit every communion, that were not ab-
folutely perfect in all points, it may be there is none
in the world, to which one could adhere. 1 know
not whether this reafoning will fo far fatisfy you

s to excufe my not anfwering the particulars of
your letter ; but indeed, the only point I am zeal-
o}::s to have you agree with me in is this one arcicle

that all good Chriftians are of the fame religion ; a
:‘net:nl)[cnlts, which I ﬁnc;trely confefs, how little fo-

countenanced by the generality of

f_hurch of Rome. And iyf you gcould b)!: g:' :lf:i
‘3me opinion, there would be po conteft between

us,

I am
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1am forry the Engli/b fhould give you caufeto
complain of them ; but I believe it is the fortune of
all, that are in favour in every court of the world,
to find detraétors among thofe, who envy their con.
dition. You, who have no defign to make advan.
tage of the honours done you there, need not be
much concern’d at little cavils againft you; andl[
hope they will only ferve to give you arelifh of the
lefs precarious happinefs of a private life.

The accounts you give meof the electorefs’s tafts
In converfation fhew me that fhe very well un.
derftands the nature of it. Certainly long grave
fpeeches are very improper and difguftful in acom
merce, where the mind thould be relieved by di-
viding its labour, and every one ex an equal
part in it. The moft folid fubjecis ould not,in
my opinion, be treated -of in converfation, as one
would write of them. There is a certain fhortasd

lively manner of fpeaking on them, which is not .

only more agreeable and infinuating, but often de-
teds error, and finds out truth, better thana long
train of reafonings : Whether it be, that the oppo-
fition one meets with, gives rew vigour tothe mind,
which, by too long an application, is apt to doz;
or however a quick and lively conver&tion ferves
both to unbend and try its force, exertsour

and helps to difcern what we have, or have not wel
digefted, and made our own. On this account, |
have a great delight in being with thofe of my
friends, who have a talent that way, and wifhto

imitate them. But, fince I canrot in the lively pat,

1 content myfelf with not being tedious, though
fufficiently dull, of which I am too fenfible to &
tempt writing any thing capable of pleafing the
cleftorefs : for though the charms of agrecabk
¢ompany may perhaps fometimes infpire me with
a little gaiety, nature has difpofed me more for the
ferieux, to which, when ldjt)o to myfelf, 1 alwap
return, 3,

and feveral of ber friends. 189

To gratify fome of thofe hours, I am very de-
- firous to meet with a b\ook, which yet T have only .
hqrd of, A Commentary upon fome of the Epifiles, 1
think, St. Paul’s, written by Mr. Locke, which I
am the more curious to fee, becaufe I imagine he
would not write on fuch a fubje, if he did not
gmzqf it in fome peculiar way, or with a diffe-
lm; view fr:&mu othc{ commentators : but this is on-
y my conjecture ; let me know, i '
s i Jof . k if you have heard
You mention a defire of fettling yourlife, whic
1 8iould think indeed were the bell way. for ke
jour temper 3 though there is always a great haz-
ard of lofing the happinefs one feeks in the ftate,
which I fuppofe you mean. But I know not why
you zpprehend lofing my friendfhip by any thing,
that woulc! bring you honour and comfort, unlefs
. that by fixing you there, it would prevent a nearer
communication ‘of it, without which, I confefs
friendfhip is of little advantage. But you Ccrtainl;
over rate mine, if you put it in any competition
with what may be an honour or happinefs to you :
and to with, that you may, without any confidera-
tion of me, dxfﬁgfe of yourfelf fo, as may be beft

ff:(;:éz:elll;',u the beft proof I can give you of being
§ IR,
Your real Iriend, and
moft bumble Servant,

(v' To

P. §. T doubt not you will canfider well, be
- ¢ 2 f
you malg: a choice, on which all your earthly h:{:
pu;cfs mclll depenc(li. God direét youin it.
wonder you do not mention, whethe -
:um directly hither or not, when you lca:cy});aZE-
m:;,halggsho\;r fofqn I may expeét tofee you ; which
» the friendfhip you profefs fo fh i
haften; but words coft ume.pfzm. dasti o

n Mrs.
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Myrs. Trotter to Mr. Burnet.
London, Nov. 125 1705,

Sir,
» I Hope yoii received my laft, which I fent you
from Saliffury, though I have not heard from
you fince, but by a meffage this day the young
gentleman brought, who ufed to bring me your
letters, who telling me he fhould fend to. you by
this poft, 1 would not omit the occafion of writing
to you, though I have very little time, which |
the lefs regret, fince I'hear you defign for England
foon, where we may converfe at our leifure with
more fatisfation, than at this diftance. I need
only let you know now, that I am returned
London, and am at the fame place in Beaufiri

Buildings, to which I give you my addrefs, where

I' hope to fee you about Chriftmas ; for at tha
timg the Duke of Marlborough is expected, with
whom, I hear, you think of coming. I fuppofe
you will meet with my brother Inglis there, for he
is gone with the Duke to Vienna, and returns with
him.

_ I mentioned you to the Bithop of Sarum’s Lady,
when I was in the country, who fpoke very wel
of you. She promifed me, when we came 10
_town, a book of Lady Mafam’s writing, and
Mr. Clarke’s Sermons preached at Mr. Boyle’s lec:

tire, which are highly commended ; and Fam very
impatient to fee them, yet have not been to wat |

on her, though a month fince I came to town, fo
much I am faken up; but defign going to-mor
row. 1 read Norris's Ideal World lately, againk
which 1 think many objections might be made by
one, who had leifure, and thought it of confe-
" quence enough to be worth the pains. But 10

" oppofe another’s notions in matters merely fpecu- .

lative, which, whether true or falfe, are of no ne-
ceffary
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ceflary importance to religious or moral truths
is perhaps an employment fcarce worthy of a wife
rfon. I dare write no more by candle-light
and muft difpatch this : fo beg you to accept this
hafty paper, as a mark of my refpects. It is not
by many words friendfhip approves itfelf, nor will
you, I hope, judge by that meafure, "how much

Iam,
S TR, :
Your moft bumble Servant,
| 344
Mr. Burnet 20 Mrs. Trotter.
Amfterdam, Dec. 1705.
~Mapam,

I Received the other day your little |
i : etter, when
e t Ulrecht, being glad to hear you was

L.am very glad you are foon got
:wat with thofe fine notions and gfpeé)t:’l;ti?)fngogf
: r. Norris, for all his metaphyfical thoughts are
hut fome further wire-drawings from Father Malle-
h_af:bg, who abufed all morality and religion with
is1s pluﬁlofoghy. All that he fays in metaphyfics
‘har[noDr built on conjettures and fancies: and all
e Burnet’s Theory of the Earth hath, is mere
“;r)r[;)p ttion; and the paffages of the ancients, con-
o }ng. the creation of the world, are incoherent
:.rp odies of unintelligible notions falfely cited, or
i.n‘ underftood, and give no comfort in their know-
.cug, tI}ioug,h they were true.

i y Lord Shrewfbury is at laft at the Hapue
tv:ixl" his new Lady, whom he hath brought fvc;

; ls'rcllgx.on ;5 which, if it be done from the trueft
prleple, is the worthieft motive of his engagin :
i fuch a match, The Elettrefs told me it ngr%

than
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than two months ago: but I would not be the
firfk to fpeak of it.

i b

Mr. Burnet to Mrs. Trotter.

Rotterdam, Dec. 29, 17035, N.S.

MaApAM,
IWould have you above all books, that ever |
yet could find, inquire fora little Scotch tratt
of devotion, which is but little-‘known in England
but to thofe, that knew the incomparable auther.
The book is intitled, (as if it were named from
heaven itfelf) The Life of God in the Sonl of Man,
in 8vo. This difcourfe of his was the effeét of the

thotights and practice of one of the beft philofo-

phers, fublimeft divines, and moft polite men of our

country; who was eminent for all the learning, -

wit; and eloquence, according to the language of
the country.q His Latin cilsmgharming, his man-
ners were more. He was a teacher of wifdom and
ghilofophy, (whereof he was public profeflor, when

ut a youth) at the time, when others are only &
the beft fic to be taught; fpending his precious
life in conftant labours from a child almeft to in-
ftruct others, viz. from fixteen or feventeen to
nineteen, profeflor of philofophy ; from nineteen
\to twenty-three, or twenty-four, in the miniftry;
and -from twenty-four to his death, in teaching, i

profeffor in divinity, in one of our univerfities;

finifhing his courfe before he was yet twenty-eight

years of age.:

I have read all your myftical writers, and yet

really underftand as little of the moft part o

them (even of the beft) as I do of the moft dark

- prophetical paffages of the Bible. = You will know

- the former treatife of the Life of God in the Soul of

Man, by a treatife of the Bithop of Sali/h’hji;sﬁ
W

1

more pleafant to '
wifh cl?thcr buﬁnzgf’ i !
be agreeable or advant
r’hls time am in 2 ftraj
Cepart for Scots-Britain,
szgrcﬁ and my inclinati
is like reafon, ar leaft nec
ixiliaftt. I had wrote to
i€ to give any account of
t;f which I could Jearn nothij
Ccavoured to know,
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which the Bithop (who put it forth) did e i
it at the fame time, wthch he intitlit?ll,d ;' z:n;{w :::h
nings and Progrefs of 4 fpirityal Life. The fh ;
have {he true tafte, will find the difference l};ou iby
the Bifhop hath put- his name to the title g
common to both difcourfes. The laft. difcpag:"
doth beautify the more the firft, 3, the fh dour >
give a relief to the picture, A R

I do not trouble you with news here i
the rime I was at the Hag«je, (except a ;121‘:: gt:”
to Mr. Stanbope, and to the Hanover envo ) 5
ferred the converfition with Mr. Cunnin };a .
all courtfhip of thegreat folks, Yer I {ver:’t' o
1‘71”” twice or thrice; to have fome convcrfatic:o
with old acquaintance. 'And had it not been fo?

the advantage of feeing Monf. B,
. g 1
times, one day had feemed an hund?e:i.ﬁvc f

Mr. Burnet 20 Mys. T'rotter,

London, Fune 1+.
Mapam, .17, $10z
I was glad to hear of your bej

: ng in a count
where the fituation pleafeth !% much as y';)yl;

mark in yours ] am favoured with i
the folitude you are in, may continye Itow,b?f:1 ;t]xfﬁ
! 00; as |
or retirement from it, mﬁy
ageous to myfelf, who ar
t betwixt two, whether to
OF to remain where | am
on call contrary ways, It
eflity, will determine me
you fooner, if I had been
Mrs. Burner's pafiage,
. ng, by any way [ ep-
Voo ull going tc Madam Zock-
L O bart’s,

i
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bart's, and inquiring of her, fhe told me fhe had
(afe to Holland, and all the family, and were
Gome to the Hague with my Lord Portland, find-
ing herfelf already bemer of the voyage: of all
wﬁkh the Lady Fekyl had an account of by a let-
> ter from hcrfclg I defired her to carry over fome
of your papers; fhe faid fhe would give one to
Mr. Clerc there, if fhe could get any e'er {he went
away. The Bifhop went away to Salifpury, the
morrow after his wife left the town. Since his de-
re, the Bifhop of Exefer hath been tranflated
o Winchefter, the ceremony thereof being per-
formed at Bew church in Cheapfide, and o
Bithoprics of Exeter and Chefer are yet undifpofed ;
but the romour is, that the filling of thefe vacan-
cies runs betwixt Sir William Dawes and Dr. Blackball,
and other two candidates I cannot pame. Since
you went, the good Bifhop of Ely is alfo dead,
and the Bithop of Nerwich immediately preferred
to that fee, and Dr. Trimnel (minifter of St. Femes's .
parifh, and the late Lord Sunderland’s chaplain) got
immediately the Biﬂxmic of Norwich. 1 only
remark, that all the Bifhop’s enemies here acknow-
ledge now he deferved moft of any, Je. and won-
der, that at leaft the fee of Ely was not given him;
both becaufe it is five hundred pound mere then
Sarum, and that at leaft he. fhould be fet over 1
more willing people and Bock. I write no pub-
“lic news, which the news papers, that are in every
adjacent village, can inform you better of. And s
for private news, 1 know not how much nor
how little more to write to you, (who it,may be
will think I have already writ too much) except
that I am with all fincere humility and cuty,
s Madam,
Zour moft ready and obedient
Jervant to command,
G. Buaner of Kemnay.:

I gue
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Igave my Lady Mafbam one of your books

long ¢’re your letter came
myPI::('j I\;I){m&ady Mafbam is oy
e ths ey, ater eh o2 0 B0, il
gigd!y know, if there be any con;f:n(i)grft.:c : fta g
y or two where you are, if one would béo ik
.to’dlﬁurb your folitude. ¥ do poc s
J(r;:u e o}t;i your letters, that are printed, f Pri:md s
upon. :h cnk, Fffcr fuch reafoning of yl:)z;rscr éhan
»e abfl): tx;u;icn gr(:;)’t:t zf infallibiliry, (ﬂ:cbO::
! : wn 1t) a i
E}m- t;srgtixr:ncnts of prejudices, ob))eé‘i((i):sl fo agag;}t
ey not admicting it (which is their indirect
mdya"oizx;)‘g]ng, or rather denying fill) the o
pesiy ¥ affirming falfhood, withour (t)rt{th,
» dm% A v)ku have foiled the advcrffrric: ; f
= argumm; weapons, and have wrefted tth
o e oudt of their own mouths; fo th .
o g cg underftand, how any canner f; e
: in them, but thof 359y

¢yes, and will not fee it 5 and cvc: ’d‘:::};org:uﬂt bt:, ?ir
1=

» Who are not convinced b if
of fhame and reafon remain. G{)é’ogur;::: ;gﬁ ’rc.nme
ay

always fo overc :
Znhon ome all the truth S and all your

t of town, anci ;

Mrs, Trotter o Mr. Burnet
Sig,

I Am forry you fhould

k. think,

I fent you, was the

» whether I thould not thi
gt 4 not think |
it pa%u‘t tlh aflure you (whatever litele rail)
J there is no news yoy “shin
2 could think

2
a ﬁ:
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fit to fend me, that would not be very acceptable
tomes and I am far from defiring fhort letters
from my friends, though fometimes my little in-
firmities, being weary with writing things of an-
other kind, or want of matter (which was the cafe
in my laft) may hinder me from giving them any
more than an affurance, that I do not forget, or
neglect them, depending on their goodnefs to ac-
cept what my weak capacity can afford. By the
complaints you have made of the ill management
of your affairs, I am inclined to think your pre-
fence may be neceffary to them ; but as T am not
fully acquainted with them, nor with what engages
your inclinations here, I cannot end to advife;
though no body more heartily withes you may de- .
termine for that, which will be moft for m
good.  You do not mention how foon you thi

of going. I fhould be glad to fee you before you .

take a journey to 2 place, where it is likely you
will be detained fome cenfiderable time, and wih
we had any accommodation for you here; but
there is no fpare room in the houfe, where we art,-
and though | would willingly refign mine for two
or three nights, I cannot give Madam de Vere (the
Lady I am with) the inconvenience of a bedfellow
in the condition fhe is, having kept her chamber
almoft the whole time we have been here, by @
illnefs, that of itfelf very much difturbs her rcl
in the night, and fometimes obliges her to keep
her bed all day. There are fome inns in a village
about 2 mile from us; but I am afraid the incon-
venience of lying at fuch a diftance,- in a plact,
where you could have no company, ‘nor any kind
of diverfion, would be a mortification, . that no-
. thing in our folitude could attone for. Mr. Shart-
bofe talked of ealling to fee me, in his way ©
Guilfard, which he may eafily do on horfeback,
for-we are not a mile out of his road, and mz
very well be here time enough to dine with uz
1 an
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apd ftay the beft part of the afternoon, having
but fix miles from hence to his journey’s end. |
wifh, Snr, we could have the fame favour from
you with as much eafe. ki
The only diffatisfaction I have in this place, is,
that we are 2 mile from the neareft church, and a
good deal more from our parith church, where I

~ have been but once fince I came, agd found the

walk thither and back again, in the heat of the
day, fo great a fatigue, as I durft not venture on
again. But laft Sunday fome ladies, who live be-
twixt us and Ripley, made my going thither eafy,
by obliging me to dine with them, from whence
we went o the -afternoon fermon, and heard a
young divine®, who.was related to one of them,
and came here but for two or three days. .1 was
much pleafed with his difcourfe, and could not
forbear exprefling n{fatisfa&ion, when we met
e

in the evening at the Lady’s houfe, where I dined.
He has fince done me the favour to come twice to fee

me, and as I found his converfation anfwerable to

 the expectation his fermon gave me of him, I was

very willing to encourage an acquaintance, which
hf: (ccms defirous to continue, and te confirm, by
viliting fome of my friends in my name. He goes
to Salifbury about a month hence, and in a day or
two returns to Chifwick, which is very near where
y Piers is, to whom he will take the charge of
a letter from me. This being the only interrup-
tion has been made to my folitude, (excépt one
vnﬁ't from the ladies I mentioned, which was more
obliging than I expeéted from ftrangers) is all the
account I can give you from hence,
I with Dr. Blackball, and Dr. Stanhope, who, 1

hear, is a candidate for one of the Bithoprics, may

}mh be preferred; if it will not fpoil two excel-
ent preachers, for few of them are fo diligent in

i Mr. Fenn.
0O 3 that

T R,
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that as our Bifhop, who indeed, it is ftrange,
fhould not be tranflated,

I am glad you are fo well fatisfied with the rea-
foning in my Letters, and wifh they may be as
convincing to thofe, who need them; but I know
too well the power of ftrong prejudices, to hope
for much effeét from them, or greatly to wonder,
that others do not fee what feems fufficiently plain
to me. You take no notice of fome nonfenfe in
that little book, which I fuppofe you muft obferve;
and I believe would hardly know, how to correlt
it, though the words are only mifplaced, but fo
much, that I had fome difficulty myfelf to find,
whether any words were left out or not; and to
fave you the pains of picking out the fenfe; ]
will fert down here, how the words fhould be read:

page 35. after difputed expreffon line 12. read,

¢« But it feems, that what thofe terms fignify in
¢ other places, is not the rule of their meaning
« here, unlefs Ican prove, that they do not fig-
¢ nify fomething elfe here, when Chrift employs
« them to exprefs his confolatory promifes to his
« forrowful church. This tafk of proving, thata
« thing is not faid, or what it does not mean, line
¢ 20, the gentleman is frequently, &¢c.” You
may, if you pleafe, write this on the margin,
and ftrike out feven lines in the book betwixt line
12. and line 20, and it would not be amifs to
“give notice of this fault to all you know, who have
the book, if it can be without too much trouble,
‘which will not be worth the while to”take either
for that or the author, though fincerely and with
much gratitude,

~

-

SIR,
Jeue 27, 1707 Your moft bumble [ervanty
C. T
M.
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My, Burnet fo Mrs, Trotter. B

Mapawm,

I Received yours in anfwer to the firft I fent you.
I thought to have come to fee you before |
wrote back again. But fince I could not do that
fo foon, I have fent fill this letter before me, to
- accompany another from an acquaintance of yours,
whom I faw one day with your friends;  Mrs,
Squib and Newman at their houfe ; when they in-
quired alfo very much for your two letters printed,
which they faid I was to deliver them by your
orders, Itold them I had but one left of feveral
I had bought, which were difpofed off, and had
but one fent me by your ‘orders, which I carried
to them the other day.

The town is moft defolate and folitary in many
places, and more difpeopled in Fune laft, then ever

- Iknew it in the latter end of Fuly before. - This

occafions much barrennefs of news here. And
abroad, the expectations of the motions of Prince
Eugene one way, and the King of Sweden another,
keep all motions and ations in Flanders in fuf-
penfe.  But if the Duke of Savoy, and the Impe-
rial army, enter French ground with any fuccefs,
Ibelieve, the Duke of Marlborough may give us
occafion to fpeak of him within a little time there-
atter. Much talk hath been of late here about
the French gerophets, who have been tried lately at
Guildball, before my-Lord Mayor, and the Lord
Chief Juftice Halt; but their fentence is delayed
ull the nexe term. Two gentlemen of good fenfe,
and more probity,. have gone in to them, one of
which is named (I think ) Juftice Lacy. The myf-
tics tell very ftrange things of them. Coufin
Dcuglas’s father, who hath been with me this after-
noon, hath acquainted me of fome things befallen
fome amongft them of late, which feem to be mi-
" 0y raculous,
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raculous, as the gift of tongues, particularly the
Latin and French, and that in an inftant, to perfons
utterly unacquainted with either. Neither you nor
Mr. Cockburn have attained fo far to perfection in
myftical devotion; for I remember you 'had an
inftructor in the Latin, and you took with you
a Grammar for the French. 1 dare not jeft upon
them, not being affured of the truth or falfhood
either of their pretended miffion into this country:
but think there is but too much ground to fear,
that the greateft judgments will follow the greateft
mercies, where they have not led to repentance
and amendment of life, (which is the fubftance of
all their denunciations and warnings, fo far as |
have heard) efpecially in fuch places, as this iffand,
where the light and conviétion have b’ccn greater.
I told you (I think) of Dr. Sherlock’s d;ath. Dr.
Blackball was to preach his funeral fermon ; but
upon fome prudential confiderations, which I be-
lieve he did fuggeft himfelf, it was laid afide.
The Deanry is to be given to the provoft of Es
ton, Dr. Godolpbin. ~ Dr. Adams, lecturer of St
Clement’s, and minifter of St. Alban’s Woodftreet, in
the city, is made a Dean. I know not the Dean-
’s name.
: gl Dr. Higens, (that was in prifon of Newgate)
- hath printed his famed fermon preached at Whitr-
balls he is now at liberty ; but being enjoined to
return to Jreland, and not to preach much longer
" here, he preached on Stmday' laft, gfacgg:nmt
day) at St. Margaret’s Weftminfter, his- farewell
fermon, (as they call it) which 1 heard myfell.
He did deliver the fame with a very good gract,
and as much boldnefs, as a very bold text could
point out to him. On the frontifpiece of his printed
fermon is a witticifm of a farcaim above any thing
cither of fatyr or jeft was ever yet brought from
the Scripture, which none can fee enough the per-
tinency of to the purpofe it relates, without Judir%é
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ing it to be the propereft quotation ever was made.
Till I can come, and bring or fend the fermon it-
felf, take it in thort from chap. vii. of 4mes, and
the verfes 10, 12, and 13. His rext on Sunday
laft was in the 1* Epift. to the Philippians, chap.
i. ¥ 27. and beginning of the 28%, which you
an find out fooner than by my writing. There
are many things relating”to that great man Dr.
Sherlock, and his incomparable wife Martha, (who
anfwered her name completely) as alfo concerning
Dr. Higgins, which I would acquaint you at more
length, than I can do in the longeft letter you will
dlow me. Mr. €ockburn’s fifter, a very good lafs,
is come from Holland. She goes down to the
North of Britain in a few days. On Sunday laft 1
heard 2 good fermon in the afternoon, at the new
chapel in Great Queen-fireet, which is much inlarged
and made very pretty, and large as any in town.
Dr.Hayley's, his brother, (who is alfoDoctor of Divi-
nity) preacheth there in the forenoon, and another
Doétor lettures in the afternoon. .

I have a letter from the Hague, which gives
hopes the Elector of Hanover will venture both
his perfon, and all his troops, at the head of the Im-

| perialarmy, and take the chief command of the Em-

peror’s army upon himfelf, if the refpeétive princes
will furnith him with competent force to act with
honour. Burt at prefent his highnefs is at Pyrmont,
drinking the waters. This is all 1 can write for
certain of lateft news from beyond fea. And what
I have written is enough to trouble you with at
this time : wherefore I only conclude with Mrs.
Vere Squi¥’s love to you, and the humble duty of

Madam,
Your moft cbedient fervant,
G. Burwer,

P.S.

Lazdan, 7_‘.’) g,

1767,
Vad
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Befides the death of Dr. Sherlock, and Dr.
pabiti. and lawely Dr. Mill at Osfordy Mook
e 2% the death of Mont. Cels

Leibnitz writes to me
yius of Leipfic,
the age for *

S

" Jearning and other kind here,

who was one ef the learnedeft of
+ » Hiftory and Geggraphy.

Mr. Burnet fo Mrs. Trottq'.
Kemnay, Nov. 295 1707

Mapam, ;
r Am reading fomething of Mad;an
and like her, fo far as 1 have read,
all the my{’dcs.f 1 wonder at
efs, divine fancy,
cg}f:nm& matters of theology o
man, that had neither learning, ¥ fsn};gc,r
1 think Dr. Gairnes's apology ©
written for the-manner, an
pious as learned. hath 3
fermons of that excellent n}y .
! o
ith.

Bourignm,
better than

Life of God in the Sou
:E:d, {mdfwas ravithed wi

a

to my Lady Mafbam,

s

you may read them.

the great fenke,
and folid judgment (in the
oftentimes) 'in a Wo-
nor ftudy.
elegantly
now him to be &
put forth two fingle
the author of
Man, which 1 have
I am really forry
 ¢here were no more of that kind found amongt

ind as to convey this leuer
e bl hath all the news o

I leave it open, that

Mrs. Trotter 70 Myr. Burnet.

Lendon, Dec. 135 Y€

~SI1R,

I Am afraid you reproach me in your thoughts

i ; , and 1 0%0
for not having writ to you fooner -
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you have an appearance of reafon to do fo ; but I
affure you, it has not been from any negleét -of
you, but a ncccmt& of employing the kttle time I
can write in thefe fhort days, in fome things, that
require difpatch. Indeed I am always fo ill qualified
to fend you news of any kind (unlefs what concerns
my few friends) that you would eafily difpenfe with
my filence, if your goodnefs did not give you a de-
fire to know, that an-infignificant friend of yours
isinthe land of the living. I go fo feldom abroad,
and fee fo few people, that I know very little of -
what paffes in the world, growing every day more
difengaged from it, and averfe to a hurry of com-
y, or diverfions ; which the advantage I found
of my folitude laft fummer, has much contributed
to. Yet even from thence, I may fend you fome.
thing new ; and I believe you will be furprized to
know, that the lady, with whom I went to the-
country, was Mr. Le Clerc’s fifter-in-law, the
youngeft miftrefs Leti, who is married to my fon,
 and has already made me a Grandmother. He had
reafons to conceal his marriage for fome time, but
he has now owned it to his relations, fo that I am
at liberty to fpeak of it. This bufinefs took up
much of my time laft winter, and occafioned fome
things in my conduét fince, which perhaps you
might take ill ; but I was not miftrefs of another’s
fecrets, and was obliged to do nothing, that might
endaager the difcovery of it. She is now gone to
Holland, where her hufband will meet her, and
about next May I hope they will return here together.
lam extremely pleas’d with his choice : fhe has
many virtues, that will greatly fupply her want of
fortune ; which, though the great motive of moft
marriages, perhaps, oftner hinders, than it makes
the happinefs of them. Bating that; fhe is all that
I could have wifhed in a wife for him ; and [ have
2 double fatisfaction to find in a worthy daughrer
@ agrecable and affeftionate friend. Her elder

* n fifter
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filter is now at Hanover, of whom I hear a great
character : -Mrs. Burnet in particular (who faw her

there) fays extraordinary things of her. I have.

feen the bifhop’s lady twice fince her return, and
found her wonderfully improved in her looks, 2
%eell as in Ber health; which God grant that ex-
cellent perfon may long preferve. I have no
waited on lady Mafbam, but hear her fon has ben
il of the fmall pox, which perhaps has hindered
her coming to me. Poor lady Prers has had the
misfortune to lofe her eldeft-darling fon, which was
fo furprizing, and fo grievous a blow to her, tha
all her reafon, her piety, and the affiftance of b
tendereft friends could fcarce fupport her mind us-
der it ; but, God be praifed, fheis now pretty wel
compofed. Our family are all now fettled at Chelfes,
but were in the houfe with me for fome time. My
mother, and Mr. Cockburn, on their firft meeting,
found out, that he is nearer related to us, thant
my brother ; fo from my coufin I fend you a fer-
vice, who wonders, that he has not had the &z
vour of a letter from you; and only in that ex
petation has deferred writing to you, though he
has often talked of doing it.

I hear a picce of news lately from your part d

‘Great Britain, which, if it-be no truer than the re-
ports we are ufed to hear of things much nearer,
will be news to you ; and that is, that youare g
) .ing to marry a Lady there, who was your inclinz-
tion twenty years ago. If fo, I'hope fhe is qualified

to your wifh, both for the care of your affairs, and

for the fatisfadtion of your fancy, for 1 cannot fe

that prudence and agreeablene(s are inconfiftent;

and that a fine miftrefs may not make a very g

wife. However, if beauty fhould be wanting, |
think it may beft be fpared, for that, of all otber
charms, a hufband grows fooneft infenfible ©;

and provided a woman is not 'liifagrccable, ag

WA

underftanding, with true piety, will make ber i
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ways engaging, and every day a new i
bleffing. -Such a ha pincfs? ﬁr,yI heartily :?31 gﬁ:ﬁ
and think it would be well, if you could fmd one,
who could affift you in your country affairs ; though’
 believe, if you applied yourfcl?a ligtle more to
them than you care to do, it would be better for
your health. The toil and hurry of bufinefs are an
excellent remedy for the diforders you are fubject
to, and therefore I cannot be very forry, that ;'ou
have found fomething of that kind there, efpeciall
fince you have fuch good converfation, as you fa 4
to fill the vacant intervals. It will extremely plea);;
metohear, that together they have the effeét I hope

for in your health, which no body wi
fincerely than, y wifhes you more

S IR,
Your mofp bumble Servant,
C T.
'P. 8. My fifter fends you her fervice ;'
ce ; and
Mrs. How, who has been very ill of late, de%(:;

me to fend you her prayers and humbleft fervice.

Mrs. Cockburn o Myr. Burnet, written after

ber marriage.

London, Sept. - ii
SIR, . ept. 10, 1/08.

.THough you may think I have no ‘right to

complain of not hearing from you in fo long

atime, fince I have not anfwered yo ;

cannfgt but lament, that I can hzv::]rx}g&r;cv{? oi

z/?fh, rom any of the friends you ufeto correfpond

X lalc\;/hom I enquire of. None of them have

WhY' 8 r account of you, than about the time, in
ich I'had the favour of your laft, dated 4pri

n the
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the 28®, though all of us were in hopes of feeing
you here before now, which was one reafon of
my deferring to write. It is true, I had many '
oticr hindrances, if not fufficient to juftify fo long
a filence, yet I doubt not you will make fome al-
lowances for the important changes, that have
happened in my affairs, which, 1 believe, you ar
before now informed of. M. Cockbarn defires me
to make you his apology for not writing : indeed
he has been engaged in fo much bufinefs upon en-
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very expenfive one. However.

Naylend in lefs than a fortnight’. Ilh:rﬁc fotr?'ych'aE’“
I cannot expeét to fee you before I go ; B'fxt’ho"’
we may hereafter meet, and that in the mean ti i
we may have the favour of hearing 'fomctinrwn .
from you. Smcg your two friends are now mac;:s
g}; 3 m{ mdag'd clal“n}l’ a double portion of your ﬁ'iendf

withes 4 5L h i i
be the lcﬁ acceptable, ?grd com(i’x?;’ ﬁéﬂ; ‘:“nr::

tering into matrimony, and into orders, and with mCI;incc Vam ik the old friend, and very
the charge he is fince called to, that he has had i SIR
no time to fpare; thou 1 dare anfwer for him, 4
as well as for myfelf, that you have had a grex Your moft bumble fervant
2’

{hare in his thoughts, as you will always have in-
both our friendfhip. You was not, you fee, mif-
taken in apprehending, that our intimacy would
turn to love: but, 1 hope, you was, in fuppofing
it would convert us from the love of God. Wear
much miftaken in -our own hearts, if that was not
the ground of our affeétion for one another ; and
if our chief aim was not fo improve that, and 10
2fiift each other in performing the duties, tha
flow from it, when we engaged in this union,
Sure we are, that we had no worldly nor light
ends in it; and we are perfuaded, that the good-
nefs of our intentions will fecure us the blc@mnsd
. providence. Mr. Cockburn went 1o Nayland (3 Slmade a :
glacc near Colchefter) in Fune laft, where his duty [been il] mm:? lrlnac‘ Mrs. Burnet has
engages him ; and our affairs have not fuffered me Wllvery lately, Al e ve not heard of her
to go to him yet} fo that we have been feparaie your friends here of my acquain-
near three months, except onc week, that he wa 3 : -
fo kind to come and ftay with me, when I was ill
» 1 am now pretty well recovered, and am haftening
to him as much as I can; but I have a great
of troublefome bufinefs to buftle through, before |
can compafs it; for we have 2 houfe in the coun-
try to furnifh, and 1 muft buy moft things here
in order to it, which is a new work ‘to me, and 3
B very

C.C.

P.§. 1 was much furprized at the
E ¢ news of
}J)Mnﬁm’lx death, having beer in lbde-;;kL:gg
er not long before, fhe was then ill indeed But

there was no appearance, as I thought

9 2 Of L
:gﬁh‘ncf::h:rend. Perhaps fo %ong a ;l:: >
igh n it, fince the died four days aftcrni:ccy
;;u:nng th;olthc Bath. 1 lament her lofs the mor:
thou’gh at ihould_ have been her neighbour, for
et e Sl

’ ar’
fiom Oates; which her convcrfaxi:x: :o:;?l tht;v@;




Y
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Dr. DentTon NicuoLAs to Mrs
TROTTER.

Fan. 17, 1703,
MADAM,
H1S 1 hope will find you preparing for your
! journey to London, where all your friends
will be very glad to fee you, but none more then
myfelf.
Here is little or no public news.” The Duke o
Marlborough is thought to get this day to Holland.
I hope your anfwer to this will be by word o
.mouth ; and becaule it is like to be the laft I fhal
fend you, before your journey, I will make v
my whole epiftolary accounts with you, and a-
{wer the latter part of your long letter, whici-
think fets the matter even. AT
You prove what you endeavour in that leteer
very unanfwerably ; and without compliment, |
think you have done it more clearly and more ¢-
feGtually in half a fheet, then Grotius in a whok
volume. 3
As to oracles, you already know my mind: it i
likely, that they were at firft invented for gain, ad
ceafed when the cheat began to be found out. !
will only add one thing ; if it be granted there eva
 was any real oracle, it will be fuch a proof of t
“truth of that religion, inwhich they were delivered,

and fuch an inftance of revelation, as few good
. Chriftians will allow in the Pagan religion.’

I think you fully prove the truth of the Chrifiist
religion from the ignorance of its fpreaders, de-
picablenefs of them, neceflity of revelation, fizt
of morality and learning at that time.

As for the meannefs and defpicablenefs of t¢
broachers, and fpreaders of the Chriftian religioh
it has always been made ufe of by the enerénbﬁri_“

\ L}
'
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Chriftianity, as an argument againft i

i it, wh

that a lll)ln;xln; never mak;s ufe of fcoundr‘:ls,o bf:y:

5::,, ors,tcl;u?r thi:tup;:‘:hperf:fns for minifters or
baffadors, | | perfons are the fi

:o(}ls fc;r c:pmng and defigning men to worl: witttlf&

only difagree with you in one thing, which is.

your abating fome part of the authogx';y of thl:

?g,; rilcnmg‘;nwl::c}; will neceffarily make way

o A too much au;xtiority of the
Iaffure you, I think

_ ou, I you ot onl

pion af:rd religion in the world, but t{aedaﬁkgbi}tm:;

100, confequently the moft willing to forgive ;

elfe I
Mwha: e::lot let part of your letter been fo long

i&; for the miracles, Fan. 2
b mmavveeﬁnéﬂxcctlh:his, and ha\.rc 1Ze-nt
_ ry day that I received
;hxch asv;_ me hopes of fecing you in to‘:n ;:I?::
day, id not fend it afterwards, becaufe | was

in bolﬁlca you would h
fore this could have goatvtcob.;:l?/bi!:)on e

I with you would fend m i

: 1 me two lines to let me
- :'i:a?ccafam of putting off your Journey, (for

- ¥> and fhall be fo, till I hear from you
for fea fome illnefs or accident fhould have hin-
“ fyOt_J) and _if you have fixed upon any other
i for it. 1 ought to beg your pardon for the

.sogth of this letter, and am afraid of increafing i
thall only ‘arﬁ‘urc you, that 2

anm,y

Your moft bumble fervant, &c.

Dr. Denton Nicholas o Mys. Trotter.
Mapanm,

Do not remember, that the Romans had any ora-

cles i P
Vox..uI)I .Ilaly, but all :h% celebmgd ones were in

I

Greece,
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branch of its poe
might deferve the .

210

Greece, which perhaps from that
try, as much-as any thing elfe,
common epithet Grecia mendax. 1 calk the reli-

. gion of Greece one branch of its poetry, becaufe
(as you know better then I do) the old poets were
the heathen creed makers, and indeed their whole
religion was of the poets making.

Moft of the famous {tories of oracles, are faid
to have happened long before the age of Augufiu,
in a time when the world was very credulous, and
of which the hiftory is delivered to us with little
accuracy, and mixed with abundance of lies and in-
aredible ftories. : :

We find Cicerg, in his book of divination, com-
plaining, that oracles were ceafed before his time,
for which that great man endeavours tQ give are-
fon, but finds no better than this, that perhaps the
infpiring force of the carth was grown old and de-
cayed. From hence, by the bye, you fee the falfe- -
nefs of that ridiculous opinion, that they ceafed

o our -Saviour’s birth, for Cicero died before
our Saviour was born. _

Inftead of oracles among the Romans, were au-

res. It is certain, that bufinefs was all a chea,
and an honeft Roman, who was an augur, is famous
for a faying upon that fubject, viz. he wondered
how two augurs could keep their countenances
when they met.
.. As for oracles.
From the dubioufnefs
fo many are well known,
) ftanee. :
From the apparent contrivance of fome of them
to anfwer a particular occafion. 2
From the fhifting anfwers. <
From the apparent avarice, as when the orack
. anfwered the Romans, that they fhould in time b
conquerors over their enemies, and then they ™
be fure to bring part of the fpoils, and confc:g;

of moft of them, of whic
I need not give any it

\ .
‘i v
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them in that temple, So j
?ra/onien_/?; and Lomm/&!,ot ;‘2 grza‘x"o‘l;ctdwcen the
ﬁmf I; trcmh part of the fpoils ar De/pbo;e ' 1
'wha ent to the fame oracle to know }? Apolls
’[’"8 ;gtt the better in the war. The ow they
fwc-]ic &m;hc);] muft promife a grcatcrc ;;aclc .
poil than their enemies had done ; pore 0f ithe
voted a ninth part, ¢; fo they de-
From hence it is it
friend’s alfo, whom I tar?l{cdox\::irt);lon’
that the oracles were cheats Ofltj
there was no dan er of. ity d
bylth;;lt craft they %ivcs. Fasieches:
thought to have wri :
Iam fo tired with it (;']r(;tt{gnlthl
by this time) that I will only t

(and it .is our
pon this fubject)
hC' Pficﬂs, and
aylng [h(:m’ fOr

§ over again, but

believe yo
ell you,y u are too

I am,

your moft bumble fervant, &c

* Mrs,
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Mss, TroTTER to Mr. COCKBURN,

Ockbam Mills, June 3, 1707.
Sir, <
I Sent you a wretched fcrowl from London, when
I was neicher provided of tolerable writing tools,
nor knew, whe the matter I writ about wasa
proper propofal to you, ornot: but it was enough,
that fomcthin% had been mentioned, tha‘tvm
concern one I profefs a friendfhip for.
it did or not, was you;;agm to determine ; and
when I tell you, thatI very little time to give
to Guftavus that day,-(though the laft of feeing
him for feveral months) and that he was with me,
when'I wrote to you, you will find, that whatever
kind of affe@ion I have for him, if it be paffion,
as you ufed to fay it is, that however 1 do nxt
fuffer.it fo to fill my mind, as to make me
what I owe to myfelf, or my friends, or 1
any other duty; and whilt we can be thus
mafter of ourfelves, I do not fee, that to refolve
againft pleafure, or taking delight in fuch perfors,
as are worthy of our efteem, is any part of Chriffiar
wifdom. The Stoics indeed, who looked no far-
~ ther, or had at beft but 2 dim view of a future
) ftate, and therefore endeavoured to find their hap-
pinefs here, had reafon to difengage their minds
from every thing without them, that fo they might
not be liable to thofe difappointments, and -
flictions, which are always mingled with the enjoy-
ment of things out of our own power. be-
 caufe that notwithftanding all their care, they could
ot avoid fome fufferings, and that even fome
leafures would force themfelves upon them, they
were forced by their principles to mai i
an abfurdity, as that none of thofe things, which
do not depend on ourfelves, either pleafure, &
\

ma.mmnﬁ’gr.m.
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mize lg%zd or evil. Bqt methinks the Chriftis
S notio:ss t; uv:}:'y bgtxﬂ'crcng conclifions, ang
tion we _ﬁnd oqrfclves in. t“ﬂ;cf:;:c:iaum b
m l:i}:lt:gs of this life are blcmixgsgl};;:nha(:;lhc
g :ivcmarc to praife him, who has ive v
e oﬁ wchi c);; to enjoy ; and that the logﬂl'cs ::;
- "luc, o we mfet with in thofe things, tha
i e > are to' be looked on as tat'he lt
e i; :l;l;nals of oour obedience and ﬁ:b- :
e dunk; ﬁ\who gives, and requires them
b anghes it. But how can the creatur
s if%:; > punifhments, or occafions of u':u‘
s 2 Sy of dlght n i
oyt - A € pain ann
g, e Sl o o e i
accomplitbment of which as r::zﬂ';rhﬁt g
proportionable pleafure, which it feems gurgxl;:lici

: " Vg
thought proper incitements to that care of our be-

z ;
amlg:w ::)c;ﬁ é):.; requires of us, either becaufe reafon
gy v Otood fufficient to fet us on our dy-
Ten et hg h:lcfs he would fweeten the toil
= i - l'yht n may he not as well have de
Jad (ak: ight, which we find ourfelyes in:
g tl}l:c perfons agreeable to us, for an
— mutual duties of fociety ? It is
o ey occarnavoxdable pleafures often prove 3
a g t(;\ns of the greateft fins, which
innﬁrmsany i € opinion, that there is no faul
m but in the excefs ; that is, when :u:

"are
fo far tranfported by them, as to negleét our

duty, i
oo el i hers, 34 sl S 5 OF 10 fet up-
, good we aim y
Oux("ffl:;i from any fuch excefs, is th:t'gr:a‘:
bty ol ue ; which when we do, the delj h
ks 2)'{:51 the creatures, feems to me fogtia:
s he kg; . wf;t that we could have no virtue
n we gakc them occafions of

3 look -
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looking up to the hand from whence they came,
Cz(r)xlfexdgring them as tranfient inftances of his good-
nefs, fuited to a ftate of imperfection and fuffering,
to excite our gratitude for them, and our defires’
of thofe far greater and durable pleafures, we may
hope for, I doubt not, that we then anfwer the end,
for which thofe allays of the miferies-of life were
given us. This is the ufe I would have Conflantia
make of that tendernefs her heart is fo much dif-
fed to; and as fhe is of the fame fentiments
with me, fhe hopes to have it always in her power
to regulate herfelf by thofe principles, though fhe
does not intend to refolve againt all pleafure, which
fhe thinks is throwing off human nature, and
blames you for perfuading Arwide to it, though
the believes Chriftina, and abfence, ?vdl cffe& 2
great deal more againft his inclination for her,
than_ your counfel, or his miftaken wifdom. Since
you defire fome account of her, I muft tell you,
that fhe had a letter from Arwide before 1 came
out of town, which gave her fome trial of wha
command fhe has of herfelf. She had at firft a li-
tle impatience to anfwer it immediately, but I a-

* vifed her not to give way to it, and fhe fince fends
me word, that fhe has writ to all her abfent friends
before him. She fays, fhe need not be in hafte, for
he, that refolves to think very little of her, and
to have no delight in her, cannot but be very in-
different what her thoughts for him are; or if he

' Has a curiofity to know them, he may confider, ghn
the fenfibility he feemed to have for her, and the
pleafure fhe thought him capable of regeiving on-
ly from her, was the occafion of all ¢hat foftnefs
the had for him : and then he will be philofopher
seriough to tell himfelf, what muft become of the
cfic, when he has taken away the caufe; which
the believes will not coft his wifdom much pains
to accomplith, for his letter, fhe faid, had fully

convinced her, that fhe had made but very Right
¢ imprel-

tould wifh for ; the place very agreeable, and no-
P 4
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imprefions on him, fince he could be fo much
touchcd, as he owned, at Chriftina’s coldnefs, when
he had juft left her, and when fhe had given him
moft reafon to be pleafed with her ﬁ%t that he
could. think, though only for a moment, that
breaking off one engagement would ‘put an end to
the other, made it evident, that her part of the paf-
fion was a very trifling one; which her heart was
to delicate to accept of,” a tranfient pleafure un-
accpuntably raifed from the next immediate caufe,
which having no deeper root, muft be very " fhort
lived. That fort of futtering folly fhe faid “has its
feafon, and its ufe, and might f{ometimes be given
way to; but then it\fhould be only as we would
dance after a fiddle, to unbend the mind, and re-
create the fpirits, not to make it the object of our
withes, being unworthy of a moment’s thought,
much more that the foul thould feed on it, and
Juk in pleafure with greedinefs, expreflions, that
thocked Conftantia, relithing too much of a mind
wholly immerfed in fenfe, and the did not blame
drwide for defpifing and refolving againft fuch
pleafure, fince he could find none of any other kind
in her. 'What turn her mind had taken for him
before this letter came, fhe thought fhe fhould not
now let him know ; and I agreed with her in that,
though' I was not fatisfied with all her reafous for
it: but thus far I may tell you, that fhe was per-
feitly calm, and compofed, and the fatisfaétion
fhe hoped, or rather withed for, was of a folid

“and lafting nature. More particular I muft not be,

for you are too much Zrwide's friend to be trufted

-with what fhe would not impart to him. And

Now it is time to leave our friends, him to his

folly under the name of wifdom, and her to fome

wifdom under the appearance of folly. Let us en-
vour to profit by both, and return to ourfelves,
I am here in as profound a folitude, as even you

thing
1
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but a tender companion of our un-

make it perfeétly fo t? mri. l:lf:
my friends may in part iupply tha

:ﬂmtfma?d ﬁx);cc I have no other diverfion, it will

b‘coﬁg’mg'm you to write as frequently as you
- VYT, -»
Your very bumble Servant,
C. TrOTTER.

thing wanting
ed hours, to

fier this terrible epiftle, of a length not very
uqual from me 1 affure you, I have yet more to
trouble you with, and that not only with the bare

ins of reading it. My papers were not out of -
pd:nso whuelnglcame‘av?:y; at leaft I had none
of

+ but Mr. Wzt having fince writ to me
about them, I have dcﬁrcd,uzﬁat the bookfeller
fhould fepd a dozen of them to Fou, in hopes you
will exc$c the trouble they will put you to. One
of them I would have given to Dr. Inglis, withmy
fervice ; another to Mr. Sharthafe, and one to Mr.

1 fuppofe, has one before

now. If Mr. Shorthofe knows of any body, that
is going foon to Salifbury, he would oblige me in
ing one by the firft occafion to my mother.
_7T'we of them may come by the coach to mc,o;
‘ meothcrway,asll)ﬂulldxre&' ; and the reft
'- ou to kee ou,
ﬁ:ﬁ: rync. tb[::y Zrclnc;t brough; ~'tcrity?t; %ﬁ“
burfday next, do me the favour, when it lies. |
yourf:?y, to call at the bookfeller’s, Mr. Churchill,
at the Black Swan, in Pater-nofier-row, and afk,
if Mr. Wef had given him a diretion to fc‘;;d
twelve of thofe papers to your lodgings, asl
fired ; if not, I fuppofe he will expect a note m
" me: fopray let me know, and write all you e
* upon what I have faid, without difguife, and with-
out delay. For fear you fhould have forgot :éy
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addrefs, I fend it here; 4z Mr. Rountree’s, at
Ockham Mills near Ripley, in Surry.

If you find Arwide inclined to conceal from Con--
fantia any thing, that paffes betwixt “him and
Chriftina, or the ftate of his heart towards either,
pray advife him to deal faithfully in it, whatever
effect he may apprehend it will have on Conflantia :
for 1 dare anfwer for her, that fhe will not think
fhe has loft any thing, if, inftead of a divided lo-
ver, fhe finds in him ) fincere entire friend ; and
that on thofe terms he may be fecure of her friend-
fhip, whatever becomes of the fofter foolifh part.
I did not think any thing could draw me to write
fo long a letter, but don’t be frighted, you will
not fee many fuch from me.

Mers, Trotter to Mr. Cockburn,
Ockbam Mills, June 16, 1707.

Sie,

HOUGH I think a fincere friend the moft
valuable treafure in the world, | have often
thought it would be more for one’s eafe (if it were
allowable to confult that alone) never to have any;
for friendfhip has been always with me but another
name for fuffering, partly for reafons not very com-
mendable, as the apprehenfion, that my affeétion is
not fufficiently returned, which fome fay a fublime
love fhould not be difturbed with; but chiefly be-
caufe | have always added the troubles of a fYricnd
to my own, it being impoffible for me not to inte-
reft myfelf in all that concerns them. The fears
and ftrugglings I find you labour under; give me
no little pain for you; and your apprehenfion of
drawing hatred and perfecution on yourfelf, if you
live up to the charafter you have framed, alarms
: me

|
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me much; though 1 can imagine no reafonable
ground for it, and muft beg of you to explan

yourfelf upon it. All the duties of that charaéter |

{feem to me of fuch a nature, as, if well difcharged,
force a reverence and efteem, even _from d}c moft

rofligate. The ftrictnefs it requires is, I think, on-
y in abftaining from all that is vicious, or vain,
and in the moft exa@t practice poffible of every
Chriftian virtue; which indecd is an obligation com-
mon to all, and very lovely in ltfclt;' and thar
which is their peculiar, the care of inftruéting others,
if it be done with prudence, with 'mcckncis, and
co?npaﬂion to their infirmities, it will feldom be ill
received, efpecially coming from one of an exem-

plary life: an expreffion, that abates the fear I am

inclined to, that the charater you hav}::. framcdl;'ii
fomething too fingular, aiming at things, whic
(if any, perfection)are not praticable by all, aswha

is exemplary muft be; but I will not allow myfeli.

to conjetture, till you think'fit to explain thofe ex-
prefiions, that have raifed my fears. Tam not of
opinion, that pleafure is inconfiftent with a ferious
frame of mind ; much lefs, that the fatisfaction, which
proceeds from friendfhip, joined with tendernefs,
(which is indeed what Conftansia means by pleafure)
is unfuitable to your defign. For, if it were fo, it
would never be allowable for one of that charafter
. to marry where he could love tenderly ; though I
ree with you, that there is a kind, or degree, or

father a circumftance of pleafure, that vinhinges the. _

mind, by putting it'in too great an agitation ; but
that 1 believe always proceeds from fomething new
and unexpeéted, or the continuance of which is un-
certain: And when all thofe circumftances are over,
though the pleafure does not ceafe, yet it leaves
the mind firm and compofed, and capable of tum-
ing immediately to the moft ferious reflections,

" which is“an obfervation I have made in all thofe’

(who are but few indeed) that, in that ftate, wl}\\cryc
e
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they may be moft fecure of each others affetion,
have retained the tender fofteft part of it, whofe
minds are never difcompofed by it, ‘or uafitted for
any duty, that requires the moft attentive frame.
And therefore I'think you fhould not abfolutely re-
folve ‘againft pleafure, notwithftanding theill effect
you may have found from it, fince that is not a ne-
ceffary confequence of it in all circumftances, and
it is not impoffible, ‘that you may fome timé or
other meet with one to 'pafs your life with, whofe
converfation would at once unbend, and ftrengthen
vour mind, and whofe tendernefs would endear the
fittle fervices, and fweeten your cares, without any
danger of tranfporting you from yourfelf. This
idea, which I have formed for you, is what I believe
you could relifh fo well, that I cannoy but be zeal-

. ous in perfuading you not to let your fears, ground-

ed on what you have found from tranfient pleafures,_
make you deprive yourfelf of a fatisfaction, rarely
met with indeed ; bur, whenit is, certainly the moft
valuable of any of this world, and what would be
moft neceffary in that retired ftate you propofe to
yourfelf. I will not undertake to convince Conflan-
tia, that fhe wronged Arwide in her opinion of his
affection ; for, notwithftanding his excufes, I cannot
‘but fee, that fhe would have a great deal to objeét,
if the thought fit, which I believe fhe would not,
at leaft as her mind was difpofed when T faw her laft.
She mult keep it calm, fhe faid, and rather yield to
arival, than be ever ftriving againft her for the fu-
perior parts, which at firft fhe had no reafon to
think fhe fhould have great occafion to do, as fhe
reprefented the cafe to me. She told me, that when
Arwide firft fpoke of Chriflina to her, it was only as
of one, whom he had fome inclination for, but o
much feared to love, that he never fpoke of it to
her; fo far he was from talking of a prior engage-
ment, or of being counted difhonourable, if he
thould retire. But the faid, if he now defigned iz a
miatter

n
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matter of weight, from which he muft never re-

treat, fhe was forry fhe had interrupted an affection

of that nature, by indulging in the leaft his fenfibi-

lity for her, and muft retrieve her fault as far a
bl

e.
‘Poiﬁbelicve the did not doubt the reality of what
> hefele for her, but thought it a momentary im.
which Chriftina would eafily efface ; for
could not imagine it poffible to keep a heart fo
very equally divided, as Arwide pretended his

was. :
~ She faid it was very likely, that fhe fhould not be
infenfible on any confiderable tryal from Guflavus,
but whether her kindnefs was greater, or lefs, for
him, than for Arwide, the was moft fure, that fhe
fhould never have had a thought, that the breaking
off with one muft puft an end to the other, which

was plainly an effect of Arwide’s firft concern for

Chriftina’s coldnefs, (not of his ferioufnefs) though
his next morning thought had more of tendernefs
for Conftantia in it, which perhaps fhould make her
amends. To fay the truth, I do not find her half fo
much a riddle as he feems. I eafily fee which way
her heart would moft incline, if all things an-
 fwered her ideaand her wifhes ; but if I were to

= be Arwide’s advocate with her, and would advife
her to determine herfelf to his wifhes, I believe
neither you, nor he, could tell me which way |
fhould direét her. In earneft, 1 fhould be glad to

know what he would have her do? Can he be fo-
little equitable, - as to defire fhe fhould indulge any -

tendernefs for one, who, when he is ferious, t
he ought to break off with her? and who,n his
fofter moments, gives another at leaft an. equal
fhare with her, nay a greater in her abfence by his
own, confeffion; for Chriftina has his friendfhip
and his love, and hie only could have love for Con-
‘fantia if fhe were prefent. Pray whatis that love,
that ceafcs; when the fubjeét of it is abfent ? 1 ctpriy-
efs
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fefs I do not underftand it, and have heard Confan-
tia fay, that where fhe could love, abfence was fo
far from abating any degree of her tendernefs, thar
it often ferved to difcover a great deal moge of it to
herfelf, than fhe knew of before. - Thus you fee,
though we thought our two friends fympathized fo
much, the difpofition of their hearts féems now ve-
ry different ; and if it is fo, in my opinion it will
be beft for them rlot to entertain the leaft degree of
love for one another, but even to forget it ever
was. named between them, efpecially if Arwide
perfifts to think, when he is ferious, that he ought
to break it off, for that will always bring into Con-
Jiantia’s mind her ufual——what is he to me? v
this is not to laft, and then it fhall,—it can be no-
thing to me. Befides that fentiment is entirely op-
pofed to her’s, who finds nothing in her inclinations
anconfiftent with the moft ferious frame of mind.
Let me know, if you approve of my giving Con-
Jantia this advice, and whether Arwide will difpofe
himfelf to follow it, as I doubt not he may eafily
do, with Chriftina’s help. :

I thank you for remembring me in your Hungary
water, when I had no thought of it: one bottle
would have been very fufficient, unlefs you meant
them an emblem ofy your friendthip, of which a
double portion might not be unacceptable to one,
who, as I told you, is apt to fear her’s is not fuffi-
ciently returned : but I hope, by your example, to
to be as wife as you wifh, :

SIR,-
Your very bumble Servant,
£ T,
Our making an apology for the length of our
letters puts me in mind of our friends, who al-

ways condemned themfelves for being too long to-
gether
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d every time they met encreafed the fauir:

%(:Jt:‘ casr, :l?crc 1s lr?; indifcretion in the length (‘)f'thcf:
epiftolary vifits, I think we need not conftrain our.
elves in them : therefore pray don’t pretend to

make amends for the length of your laft, unlefs it
be by a longer: 1 received a letter yeftcrd'ay fr(?m
my brother, by which I find, that one I writ to him
five weeks ago about fome bufinefs of confequence,
has mifcarried, and therefore I h_avc fent this by an-
other direcion, though he has given me none; but
1 believe he is generally near the Duke of Marli-
yough. 1do not know wherethe camp is, and muft
d:grc you toadd what is farther necefiary to the ad-
drefs, ard your pardon for giving you the trouble
of fending it to the poft, which goes you know on

Tuefdays.

Mprs. Trotter to- Mr, Cockburn.

Fune 2345 1707,

Sigr,

DON’T know whether my concern for your

affairs may occafion me much uneafinefs, but
I am fure your obliging offer of affifting me in
mine, has drawn more trouble on you thanI (and
perhaps than you) imagined I fhould give you ; and
indeed I am forry it happens fo, for I do not love
to tréfpafs on the goodnefs of my friends: but the
bufinéfs in the inclofed is of confequence to me,
iand if only trufted to a letter, without any body’s
taking farther care of it, perhaps I fhould hear no

more of it, at leaft in a long time, and delay might”

be very prejudicial, which is the reafon, that I give
you the trouble of the inclofed, and beg the favour
of you to endeavour to get an anfwer to it: Itis
for Mr. St. Jobn, the fecretary of war. 1 have
left'it open, that you may be acquainted with the

bufinefs,

\
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bufinefs; in cafe you fhould fee him yourfelf, as I
hope you will, though I 2am not fure he is in town,

but that you will eafily know at his office in Scot-

Jond-Yard near Whiteball. 1 believe his houfe is

there too, which will be the furer place to find him

in, for he is fcarce ever in his office.
from my brother lately, which, if it had «ome a

few days fooner, might have faved that, which you

fent away for me, which was to fupply one I

thought had mifcarried ; but in his laft Ffind he has

received it, and upon that, fends me word that the

Duke of M. defired I thould-go to Mr. St. Fobn

in his name, &¢. which I'thould have done myfelf,

if I had been in town 3 but fince I muft trouble you

in my ftead, I would fain make it as eafy to you as

poffible. If you find any difficulty to meet with

him, you may fend the letter, leaving word when

an anfwer fhall be called for, or as you find moft

proper, and leaft troublefome to yourfelf. You

will put it in another paper, feal and direét it, for

Mr. §t. Jobn, fecretary of war, €¢. I have found

feven Jines of very good nonfenfe in the little
books you fent me, and was long before I could

know, whether any words were wanting or not, or
how they thould be read ; fo that to be fure it will
be much more difficult to another, though the
words are only mifplaced, and therefore I defire
you will let Dr. Inglis and Mr. Shorthafe know, how
they ought to be placed, which, to fave you the
pains of finding out, I will fec down here, Page
35, after difputed expreffion, line the 12th read,
“But it feems, that what thofe terms {ignify in other
“ places, is not the rule of their meaning bere, unlefs
“Ican prove, that they 4o not fignify fomething e!fe
“ here, when Cbrift employs them to exprefs his con-
“folatory promifes to his forrowful church. This
“ tafk of proving, thata thing is not faid, or what it
“does not mean, line 20, the gentleman, &¢.” If the
book is not yet fent to my mother, | wifh you
1 A would

I had a letter -

r
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would take the pains to write this on the margin
of that defi for her, but it muft be done with
care, for that fort of paper is very apt to fink. In
looking back on this letter, I am really athamed o
find it fo Jong, and nothing in it bur what is togive
you trouble ; but 1 hope, as you fay, it will not al.
be fo, @r rather, that may be the worft
fort of troubles we may ever occafion’ each other,
Moft certainly that univerfal love, or inclination of
doing good to all, which is the true fpirit of Chr-
Jiamty is by no means inconfiftent with. particy.
far friendfhips ; nor will either be obftacles to one
another, when well placed, and well guhced
‘We have inftances of that in the moft exam
ple of love, that ever was, our Saviour himfelf;
and there are many engagements of nature, of gr-
titude, and particular merit, which oblige us 02
more peculiar concern for fome perfons than others,
and whether we will or not, the fervices we can do
one another will be contratted to a few objefls,
which by fome of thofe tyes are brought neareft v
us : For creatures of fuch limited capacities, aswe
are, can give nothing univerfally to all, but good
will, which will never be hindered from exerting
itfelf on any occafion, that offers, by a rational and
religious friendfhip, which I hope ours will always
be ; and then if it fhould giye us fome uneafines,
by interefting us in one another’s concerns, thok
_ fufferings will be moderated by thofe very prin-
) ciples, on which they are tE(:um:led. I believe you
may find by this letter, my Jolitude has beea
interrupted, and my thoughts a little confu-
fion, by a. hurry of company as inyefterday,
though I had great amends for it in a fermonl
heard extremely to my tafte, and very 4 propes ©
"the thoughts your letter had put me in that mor-
ing. The ladyIam with is very ill, whom I have
left too long, and muft therefore defer what |

would have faid in anfwer to fome part of yourl
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ter, till I write again, which fhall not i

what Arwide fays to all | writ of him inbemt;l”l:ﬁhe;f

1 hope I fhall b}' next\poft. I did not know :)u;v‘
fifter defigned for England, bue wifh fhe had c}(,>

when I was in town, tha [ might have offered }’x?:c
the civilities, and little fervices, whicha ftran 4
(as1 {uppoﬁ; fhe is there) may need ; for to oncgg
x;h t: K:::}: I fia:ln‘c::ulgﬁt'glvq a‘part of that concern,

Your bumble Jervant,
C.T.

Pray give my fervice to Dr. oy
_ | . Inglis, and let hi
know his brother fends him his lov‘i in tt]o kfttthm;
had lately from him. i

Mrs. Trotter ¢, Mr.Cockburn,

 Fuly 2
S1z, v e

ONCE more I muft g
: A mult give you a troubl
againlt my inclinations, which the icncToufsg

‘t;? it from fa{fard-/}r:ct, -Covent-garden ; but he
i Hmmtrzx-j}z tvery near it, at the Rumm;; tavern
obe foricq et, at wh_xch time he is more "certain
- wilflfe’ than in any hour at home ; and 2
] buq).')erha ou}t) Inconvenience, enquire for him
e T ps there wx(l.bc no occafion for it. I on-

avour of you to inform yourfelf from Mr.

z. :

tan%:r ;’vgvthl?é f:(r:mc)iglcs Im this bufinefs ; and if you
which | g e 1 may put you to in this,
T carce forgive m(ylfelf) I'fhall avoid, as

much

"
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much as poffible, giving you any other, that may

take up your time, which I Know you have a juft -

value of, and can employ to much better purpofes,
I with Mr. §t. Jobn may not be miftaken in fzy.
ing, they cannot do what we apprehend ; the agent
thought my Lord Rsvers might have given another
commiffion when he was in Spain.

I juft mentioned in my laft to you a fermon,
which I was pleafed with, not knowing then, thar
1 fhould have any occafion to fpeak any more of
that, or the divine who preached it: but as youare
likely now to be foon acquainted with him, it will
be proper to give you fome account of the reafon-
of it.
being not of this place, but come down the nigh
before to vifit fome relations of his, who live haf
a mile from us, and had been fo obliging as to find
us out in our folitude. Among them I faw him o
the Sunday evening, and hearing he came from
Chifwick, which is near the place, where Lady Pirs
is (whom I had not then heard from fince I came
hither) I could not forbear enquiring, if he knew
any thing of her, which, though he did not, he
offered to convey a letter to her, being to returnin
a few days. The Tuefdayfollowing he favoured me
with avifit, and then I happened to fay, thatth

. fatisfaction 1 had exprefled on hearing his fermon
" was the greater, by finding it 4 propes to the
thoughts, which a letter I had received from a friend
that morning, had\filled my mind with, the ne
gligent performance of the publick worfhip,
the hindrances and helps to devotions in it.,
»drew fome queftions from him, which infenfibly
engaged me to talk more of you, and fome of the
fubjects of our correfpondence, than I at firft de-
fignéd, whether in neceflary anfwers to him, of
that one is apt to overflow in |converfation
with what the mind is full of. Amongft te

reft, I had faid, that this friend was one, who
© fome

t was by accident he preached here that day, .
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not have fpoke of (not knowin wh
,l}a;cha’fi x:enuol:acd or nor, tillgyou are dctermined)
*hid PPrehended he would enquire farther wh
z BJ'PC Jon Was. But I thought I?md no reaft .
hcc u;s ctting him know where to find yoy or;’ >
¢ told me, that he was defirous to bcz e
with one, who, by what|I faid of him 5 e
tobe very good. T donot know whet
ll;;:only mouve, or whether he aims ¢ c
?c‘gumntaqc_c wuh' me, by viliting tho
profefs moft f_ncndlh;‘p\.for, and by that means
ﬁzugcxg% ::r[,i:- ;3 :tcl:)ar:; rf)goh(li;;ntc:] ?)}" letters, whichcl‘:e‘
: er :
. gmdj1 : conqueft of the young divin:,t:gdn}eclahavc
y there was no appearance of i, though hcntgiil[

Onﬁrming
{e, whom [

din any before,
books, which, when | talked
;;rfc‘ :}cﬁgned for prefents,
8 d‘j T-’ﬁf;%?; owhiﬁh I'believe I fhal] Jike ver);
well, U Know it) how it
bmclrn ixllc he defigns to wait on you,l sv:go yv?ilﬁ
knowledge axc‘.lttaa';)anlcitty? Tvﬁcha g s o
- / - C could 'y
Ot an acquaintance, A | can te?lo;:uo lm

But civility, wil] oblige me to this
2 though

fome thoughts of \taking orders, which [ thould-
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though it fhould prove fome fatigue to me, as writ-

ing letters generally is, which you have no great
reafon to believe, whatever my other friends have;
and by the way 1 hope Mr. Burnet does not know

have always a pleafure in writing to you, €vennow
that I am much out of order by two niﬁhts very ill
reft, which, whether only occafioned by fome dif-
order of the body, upon my over-walking myfelf
again laft Sunday, or, that the mind had any fhare
in it, 1 do not certainly know 3 but perhaps fome
thoughts, which forced themfelves upon me all the
time I lay awake, might contribute to wake me,
when my reafon was afleep, as 1 fometimes find
they will do, though I have command enough of
them in the day. - :

21t of Fune, that 1 had no thoughts of your go-

ing feldom to church, when I talked of exem

tion from ordinances : but I aimed indeed at

conduct of fome of your admired myftics ; and
let me open to a friend, whom I am fo tenderly
con for, one particular of the fears your -
prehenfion of drawing perfecution on yourfelf
raifed in me. It is, that you may have fome defign
of following too clofely thofe, whom you efteemfo
much ; not only in the n ion of your mind
(for that 1 fhould not oppofe, much lefs be alarmed
~at, if you found it helped you beft to attain the
. end of true religion) but 1 fear the fingularities of
their outward conduét, which feem to me not o
ly unneceffary, and even inconfiftent with . theif

own principles (of allowing fo much to the gene
corruption, and grofs notions Chriftians are fallen
into) but really a great hindrance to the good they
» might otherwife do in the world. Thisisa confider-
ation, that 1 am fure will be of weight with you:
and believe me, how much foever 1 fhould be con
cerned at any inconvenience you might bring 08
: yourfcls

the fize of my letters to you. To fay the truth, I °

I defigned to tell you in anfwer to yours of the -
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yourfclf,l fhall never, I hope, be fo weak a fri
as to perfuade you on that account to negleét x;g:]i; '
duty, but rather endeavour to encourage you init
if it were needful. The natural warmth, which moft
myftics have, may:perhaps have carried fome oft
them bcyond_thcnr firft intentions, and” hindered
them from feeing, or fufficiently confidering, how
much more good a conduét imitable by thc’genc-
rahgy qf man gnd, and lefs liable to heighten mens
prejudices againft religion,” might have enabled
them to do. But I hQ'f’e my dear friend’s fedater
temper, and clearer judgment, will make Chri-
Jtian prudence the guide of his zeal, and give him
fuch a condecenfion to the capacities, and frailties
of thofe he may have to do with, as will render his
mfﬁru&mns moft _ufcful to them, avoiding every
thing, that may gain him the character of a vifiona-
ry perfon, one, who teaches impracticable things
or who places religion more in fine fpcculations’
than in good works. How little juft thefe preju:
dices may be againft the myftics, is not to be con-’
fidered ; 1t is fufficient, that they give fome occafion
10 them, which will make that not .only com-
mendable zeal, butindifpenfable duty, lefs effectual
I'mean that of plainly condemning what is amifs
(fo far as is neceffary, or as at prefent might be
amended) though univerfally approved ; and I be-
lieve it would be a very good rule for thofe, who
would cure the difeafes of the mind, as well as for
the other fort of phyficians, to take care, that what
they apply for remedies, may be fure if they do
mo good, not to do any hurt. Forgive thefe cau-
tions, which ope fo much fuperior to me in Chri-
flian knowledge cannot need, and take them as

rather meant to draw fome of your thoughts from

Z;:églfanh:o lg_ivc you mine ; or as the officious
i that fincere friendfhip, which makes me
T"} myfelf concerned in all you do, or defign.

his thought grows upon me in my retirement,
Q3 where
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where you are become dearer to me, than whep
I left you; in which I fear we are not on equal

terms, nor is there indeed on your fide any, atleat

not the fame reafon for it, which is of a nature fp
good, and fo juftifiable, as gives me no ground to
ufe any referve in profeffing it, if I know the mo-
tives of my own will, and the motions of my hearr,
which feem to me, to be only influenced by the
profpect I have of being improved and affifted by
your friendfhip, in attaining what we ou%hz chiefly
to aim at; and if there is any weaknefs mingled
with this, itappears at leaft to have the fame foun.
dation. I confefs I cannot think of your being
fixed at a diftance from me, without much uneafi-

nefs ; which certainly is as natural, in that cafe, 1

friends, as to lovers, though Arwide feems w
think otherwife, by defigning, on that account, to

reduce his love to friendfhip. There are fome fuch

triends as St. Paul’s left, who forrowed moft of all
for his faying, that they fhould fee his face no more,
But methinks your defign of taking orders is

more likely to fix you in England, than any other_

place ; and that is 2 hope I am willing to indulge,
though T will not neglect to arm myfelf againft
whatever muft be.

I am forry you fuppofe I could be fo unreafon-
able, as always to expeét your letters of the fame
length, If they bring me your thoughts on what
1 have writ to you about, and fome affurance of
the continuance of your friendfhip, they will an-
fwer all my expectation; for though I can_ néver
think your letters, too long, I affure you I do not
value them by length. And if fometimes they
fhould be fhortened for want of leifure, I fhould
perhaps be better pleafed, than if I waited a poft or

* two the longer. Frequent vifits make fome amends
for their fhortnefs; but in that I would have you
follow your own inclinations and convenience, and

hope
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tiope I fhall never give you caufe to complain, that
]1am very unreafonable, though

§J R, d
Your moft afeﬂianat? [riend,
and bumble [ervant,
' C.T.

In refpeét to my éyes, I muft defer what I have
wfay to you from Conflantia to next poft, and
then you may think me more than juft in return-
ing the meafure of your letters ; but do not delay
your anfwer to this, in expeétation of another,
which may come fooner or later, as I find myfelf
better than at prefent.

Mr:. Trotter to0 Mr, Cockburn,

Fuby 5, 1707.
Sigr,
HOUGH that delight, which one finds in the
converfation of a t%icnd, may (as you fay)
be moft properly named fatisfattion, when one
fpeaks only of that degree, which gives the mind
very little agitation ; I ufed the word pleafure, be-
caufe I intended to affert (as’it is my opinion) that
there is no degree of. it, that may not be had in
fome circumftances, without unhinging the mind.
For I fuppofe there may be fome moments even of
that fluttering agitating pleafure, in that ftate, where
hopes, and fears, and jealoufies are removed; and -
that all the difference is, that when none of thofe
paffions are mingled with the pleafure, it will have
no effect beyond thofe moments, neither draw the
mind too ftrongly after it, nor leave it difcompofed,
Q4 efpecially
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efpecially in fuch perfons as ufe thcgnfclvcs. to re.
colleétion. 1 believe you will agree with mie in this,
And 1 own your conclufion to be generally true,
that out of that ftate, the p}cafurc flowing from
love muft difcompofe the mind more or lefs, be-
caufe fome of thofe tranfporting pafiions will, for
the moft part, accompany is; though I think it not
impoffible for fingle perfons, by owning the height
of their affeCtion without referve, apd_ havnpg 2
mutual affurance of its {incerity, gnd intirenefs, to
be free from all thofe caufes of difcompofure, and
fo poffefs a fufficient ferenity of mind; unlefs the
danger of feparation difturbs their . fatisfattion.
However, this without doubt very rarely happens,
and is leaft likely tobe the cafe of our friends, a
Arwide's heart is divided : And therefore Confianis
wifhes too, that he had either not given way to any
fenfibility for her, or had entirely withdrawn from it
the other, which would equally have left her mind
at peace, and then fhe had not needed tl}c affift-
ance of her reafon to compofe it. She thinks the
difference Arwide finds in his prefent affections,
from what he has known before, is not on the rez-
fon Chriftina gives for it, nor yet the effect of his
retired reflections, but of his having divided tha
affection, which hinders it from being truly love fgr
either. And this fhe judges by what fhe obferves in
her own breaft, where fhe finds a great difference

- too, but eafily perceives, that itis not, becaufe het
.affe@tion is of another kind, or weaker than it was,

but that her reafon is ftronger ; a diftinction, which
may feem trifling, but I believe is not ill founded.

* Arwide’s love, by the account he gives of it;-ceafes

of itfelf, when-the objeét is abfent, without the
cfforts of hisreafon. But Conftantia fdys, fhe finds

it neceffary to employ hers, and is not miftrefs of
the firft tender motions on any trial, though fhe
has fo far profitted by experience, and reflection,
that the cannot now fuffer her mind to give itfelf

entirely

\ ' —_-
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entirely up to that paffion, nor at all indulge it, as
fhe once has done, without looking forward to the
confequences of it, agreeing with you, that (how-
ever lawful) it isa great imprudence, and a misfor-
tune, to be engaged in love, without fome profpect
(if not a near one) of entering into that ftate,
which alone can make the mind perfecly fecure,
and calm in it : and I hope fhe will make a right
ufe of the advice, which fhe thinks Arwide gives her
plain enough, in faying he cannot tell what to ad-
vife her, efpecially when that is compared with his
own refolution. [ fhiould be glad to know, if he
has told Cbriftina what he has refolved, and how fhe
takes his denying himfelf thofe freedoms which might
beallowed ; an effeét of his wifdom, which I fancy |
will not hold long, and why fhould it, fince, after
all, he thinks his temper may require a companion
to make him fupport the neceffary fatigues of life ?
or muft fome third perfon be found to anfwer his
expeftation in that ftate ? which, I fu pofe is the
cale, for he feems to intimate, that he Eas not met
with fuch a one yet (though he doubrs not it may
be found) by faying, that perhaps it may never be
his lot : but as that expreffion may have another
fenfe, T do not know whether I take it right.

I believe the Romifp church might have very
good ends in forbidding their clergy to marry, but
am of opinion, that many of them are much more
hindered in difcharging their duty, by the confe-
quences of that, than they would have been by a
well chofen companion ; fince they are fubjeét to
the fame paffions with other men, and thofe, as we
are agreed, are moft apt to difcompofe the mind in
afingle ftate. However, without doubt the clerzy
fhould ufe the greateft caution in changing that
ftate ; though, if the opinion of your company were_
true, the beft and wifeft men would have leait rea-
fon to be careful in their choice. Bur I am afraid
they were too partial in their judgment of our fex.

It
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It is too fure, that thebeft hufbands have very often
the worft wives; as on the contrary, many very ill
men have excellent ones ; and I believe all, who put
it to the experiment, will find, that a woman, who
has not prudence and goodnefs enough to make
herfelf a good wife, will never be made fo by any
management. .

I gave you an account in my laft of a divine,
Mr. Fenn, who defigned to wait on you in town,
where he was to be in a day or two after he went
from hence laft Monday; but on Thurfday morning
1 was not a little furprized to fee him returned with
4my Lady Piers, and fome other company fhe
brought with her. He had waited on her on Tuefdzy
with 2 letter from me, and on her propofal readily
agreed to be her guide hither, from whence they
went home the fame night. I believe he is in a lit-
tle time to do me the fame office of conduéting me

to my lady, who has a mind to divert me from my .

folitude for a day or two with her at Hammer/mitb.
She is to fend a chaife for me, and he is very de-
firous to fetch me init: fo I fuppofe it will be
brotht about, for he is fo obliging, as to ke al.
occafions of doing me any little fervice, and I
have all the acknowledgment of it, that I ought.
1 do not know, whether I can be fo near Londor,
without a defire of fecing thofe of my friends, who-
have the fame inclination : but what with the tem-

of fome, and the wifdom of others, I doubt
much, whether I have any fuch; and in that cafe fhall
‘endeavour to be as indifferent, or as wife as_they,
and, without inviting them tome, return with very
little tendernefs, though I fhall be always, with 2
great deal of fincerity, much,

S IR,
Your b.mblt Jfervant,
C.T.
1 hav'e
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I have juft now received in a’letter from Mr,

Fown, fuch a modeft, pious, and affe@ionate de-
claration pf_ love, grounded on much too favour-
ablean opinion of me, that I fhall be not a little puz-
z!cdto anfwcr in a manner, that may both fuit what
his gopd mt;ntions deferve from me, and the pre-
fent difpofition, or rather indifpofition of my hcpart

' But in fuch cafes, I think, one fhould a&t wholly by

reafon, without any regard to the capri i

Flg;wfon; alnd'asdth;::I firft and moﬁp\:laclfzsaglfc lcr;’-
et of my gratitude, [ rec i i
friendfhip. i Ommcf}d A o

Mps. Trotter to Mr. Cockburn,

$in. Tuly 25, 1707.
OUR little letter of the 8th i
th inftant «
X pared me for not hearing from you ?n (grrxfc
f.‘ys; but I did not imagine it would have been
ro long. However I have opinion enough of your
incerity (and I hope I may of your friendfhip) to

believe your filence unavoidable; yet I cannot °

help doubting, that the clofe of your |
nothing more than a form. Youyare ota"&tor: i{)r:‘-:
pofed 2. fpirit, efpecially in abfence, to have an
uneafinefs for want of news from me ; and hoxz
m'ufl I take your deferring to anfwer my letters
even when you had leifure to write, and your af.
furIs hadfbeenI ?jv“ for fome days ? ’ ! _
Aam fure I did not intend to flatter. you i
tEmg I write; but there are few, wgouoglfcir\‘:{
themfelves very much, that may not find defeéts
tgough to abate the high thoughts, which a friend’s
:‘O ?cm might raife in them; and commendations
e uch perfons (if they fhould happen to be fome-
4t more than their due) are not only fafe, bu,

as
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as you fay, may have a very good effe&. Tam
not fond of giving, or receiving praifes from 4
friend, and yet I always find them ferve to hum.

ble me, and to excite my endeavours of being

what they think me; an experience of which |
have lately had, and could not but be pleafed to
find the fama refleftions in your laft, which I had
juft before, made (I fear with much ‘more reafon
than you) upon Mr. Femn’s unaccountably high
opinion of me. Ido not know, whether this good
ufe of it may attone for that unjuft pleafure,
which I have often been angry at myfelf for taking
in.an undeferved efteem, which, in fpite of me,
will mingle itfelf with the humiliation, and confu-

fion it gives me. Tell me your thoughts of tha
as a friend, who, I believe, will take fome partin

all that concerns me. I-would give you an account
of all that paffes, betwixt my new lover and me, in
which 1 have wanted advice, having been much
puzzled how to act. His letters exprefs a great
defire of pafling his life with me, and that on mo-
tives fo good, fo pious, and fo obliging to me,
that they have given me a great deal of efteem,
and gratitude for him. But my heart ftands neuter,
and not having feen him, fince I knew his inclinz-
tions, is not like to determine itfelf in abfence,
which made it difficult for me to anfwer him,
when he preft me earneftly to give him full farif-
fadtion in the cafe, before he went to Sarum. But
1 declined being pofitive either way ;_only affured
him of a great fhare in my friendfhip, thoughl
difpofed him more to believe 1 fhould difappoint
his defires, than otherwife, and advifed fiim to be
prepared for it: yet he is not abfolutely without
hopes. To fay the truth, 1 find nothing in him,
But what my reafon is fatisfied with; and his pro-
feffion in one, who would endeavour to live up t
it, would fuit better than any other, with the way

of living I am moft inclined to; which is the only
reafon,
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reafon, that I have done more for him, than1 ever
did for any other (where I had not a foolifh incli-
nation). that is, doybt, whether I fhould comply
with his propofal, or not. For, as I havestold you,
1had” never before known any man, that 1 liked,
or liked not, in whofe manners, or termper, Idici
not find fomething, that would have made me tin-
happy ; and therefore I had long thought it would
be beft for' me to continue as I am. Perhaps I have
fince believed it not ir‘n‘yomblc to meet with one,
whom I could be perfetly fatisfied with ; but fuch
alot, v_vhcrc efteem, inclination, and convenieénce -
agree, is not to be expected, which has made my
former thoughts return very ftrongly. Yet if any
thing can overcome them, it will be that great
cfieem Mr. Fenn has for me, nothing being more
engaging to me, though my confcioufnefs, how far

| Ithould fall fhort of anfwering the. high expecta-

tions he has of me, checks that thought with juft'.
apprehenfions of lofing that fatisfaétion, on his bet-
ter knowledge of one, whom if you will value for
fome inclination to be what we ought, itis the moft,
I fear, that can be in juftice done for
Your very bumble [ervant,
C. TRoOTTER.

Idid not underftand Mr. St. Fobn’s anfwer, for
I cannot imagine what fhould fet him on giving
new orders, about a bufinefs, which he thought
required none. But till I know, whether Mr.
Pat{er has received any orders from him, or nor,
I'will not write to Flanders about it, being loth to

. give the Duke an unneceffary trouble ; though if

nothing is yet done in it, fo long a delay may be
of ill confequence. Pray endeavour to give me
information in this, as foon as poffible, and forgive
your trou'blefome friend. Let me know, if the
book, which was fent to my mother, was correéted
on the margin, and how many you have left.

1 ; Mrs,

1
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Mrs. Trotter 2o Mr. Cockburn,

Aug. 4, 1707,
Si1g,

IAm forry, that I had occafion to trouble you
» X with my affairs, when you was engaged in fo
many ; and yet I am not without fome fatisfaction
init, fince it gives me the greater proof of your
friendfhip, by your care of what concerned me,
amidft fuch a hurry 5 for which I have the greater
acknowledgment, and am the more fenfible of,
having never before employed any friend (when I
was abfent, or under any other inability of atting
for myfelf) that did not give me caufe to com-
plain of their neglet, and to think it a misfortune
not to be able to manage all my lictle affairs with-

out help; which moft of my friends have heard me " °

fay, but hereafter I will make an exception for

ou.
? I am concerned, that your want of leifure fhould
put your mind fo much, as you fay, out of or-
der; which makes me greatly fear to lofe the fruit
I hoped for of this folitude, when I return into
. the world ; for if the reflections you had made,

- and the habit of mind you had attained in a longer
retirement, have not fo prepared you for an attive
life, as.in it to retain that habit, dnd to be in fome
meafure compofed, what can I expect, when I come

to have trials of that difengagement, and refigna- .
tion of mind, which I feem now to have- il fome

degree acquired, when I have fcarce any other.
employment of my thoughts, but to confirm my-
felf in that difpofition ? But I hope by your mind’s
being quite out of order, you do not mean, that it
is in,any moral diforder ; but only, that you cannot
fix it on fuch fubjeés, as require abftraction, and
‘great attention, which in the hurry of much bufi-
nefs, is, I-think, naturally impoffible.  Indeed I

. have
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have always thought, that to have fufficient leifure
for daily intervals of recolletion, was the moft de-
firable ftate of this life, and am of opinion, that
fuch frequent intervals are more ufeful for the »
true knowledge of ourfelves and the due regula-
tion of our ations (as well as that in fuch a ftate
we can do more good to others) than fong unin-
terrupted retirements : but of the two extremes, I
own entire folitude much the bétter,and from that,
which Inow am in, confider yours with pity.
Yefterday 1 was interrupted here by my Lady
Piers, who being difappointed of the means, by
which fhe was to fend for me, very agreeably fur-
prized me by coming hither. She has told me
feveral things of Mr. Fenn's affairs and thoughts
of me (in both which he has been pretty free with
her) that perfuade me it was not without good rea-
fon he was defirous to know my refolution fo foon,

* fome proceedings of his, perhaps, in other matters,

depending on it. However, as I have told him, I
cannot determine, till Iam a lictle more acquainted
with-him, and my own heart; though my Lady
thinks by all fhe knows of him and me, that we
could not fail of being happy together, and is
much pleafed with the folid ends, which he feems
only to confider in this propofal ; fuch indeed, as
ought only to be confidered, and which have
greatly engaged me to encourage it o far as I have
done. This moment I have received a letter from
him in the ufual ftrain; but fo much generofity,
and tendernefs, is mixed with that folid piety,
that it is impoffible not to be a little moved with
it, which I own I am in this moment, more than
I thought I could have been by him at this diftance.
But my great endeavour is to keep my heart in
fuch a ftate, thar it may not hinder my being en-
tirely refigned to providence, whofe direction I beg
in this important affair; which I fuppofe is what
You mean by confulting providence. But I do net

know
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hat you mean by adding #boy b even_then

zn:a: }:Idomylve without fome inclination. Pray, #'you
remember what it refers to, c::‘rlan that fen;ence
in your next. I fhall be glad of the book you
mention. My mother has not yet received mine,
which I wonder 8t: if it lies in yogr :v;iy;cu;ma][}
. Shorthofe about it, you may, bu : your-
z{; nibtrout{le in the matter. Nl' Burnet did not
write to me in fome time before he went, . and
perhaps was a lictle piqued at my de_chmngﬁ:o
have him come here, where he had a mind to ftay
fome days ; though we had no accorqmodanoq for
him, and it would have been very inconvenient,
unlefs he could have made us a vifit for a day, =
Lady P. does, or called en paffant, as Mr. Short-

bofe talked of doing; but Lhear nothing of tha -

ow. 1 fuppofe Arwide will think providence
'rlnuch favdurls)glois defign of dxfep.gagxng his mind
from all paffion, which Conjlanngf a'bfc.nc'c l}clped
him in, as to her part, and Chriffina’s, it is likely,
will now complete. May we all make the beft
ufe of whatever happens to us for our true good,
and our inclinations never prove obftacles to our
‘~duty. In which prayer and endeavour, I doubt
not, you will heartily join with

= Your fincere friend and bumble fervant,

C. TROTTER:

Why doyou wifh, that it was not fo rare to

meet with a lot, where our incl'mation‘ agrecsy(ﬁl
reafon, €5¢ ? Methinks upon your principle, ft
pleafure is to be avoided, inc_lmanon fhould betho
too, for that will inevitably give pleafure 5 3,ndb e
more folid ends of marriage will be anfwered y?
well grounded efteem, without that fofter part.
confefs [ am for a little of both, having no aver-
fion for pleafure, and believing it may be
without danger in due circumitances.

Ms.
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- Mrs, Trotter 20 My, Cockburn.

Aug. 13, 1707,

Sir, )
H1S is chiefly to put you in mind; that you
ftill owe me an anfwer to two long letters,
which neither you nor I having mentioned in our
:#, perhaps you may have forgot ; but I expett
ull payment, and till you have difcharged what is
due, I'think it beft not to give you much more
aedit. Not that I diftruft your honefty, but by
running you too far in debt, you may be the
Iefs able to clear accounts: therefore I will not

. fend you all my thoughts on your laft , only one’

obfervation I would not omit.
. I'argue with you, that the great principle of
religion, (or, as you phrafe it, the foul of the
Chriffian) is fuch an habitual elevation of the mind
to God, as makes him rthe firft intention, and vir-
-tually the aim of all our actions, for fo I fuppofe
you underftand it. But when you fay, thar the con-
fequence of this is a difengagement of our hearts
from all earthly things, if you mean thofe words
firiétly, of fuch a difengagement, as allows them
no fhare at all in our affeétions, I cannot recon-
cle that with your aflerting afterwards, that mar-
riage ought to be a union of mutyal love, and en-.
dearments. For explain, or define, or fix that love
on any foundation you pleafe, if it is love (which
I'think muft be a withing or delighting in the be-
ing, and well-being of the object) it will be incon-
fiftent with having no attention at all for the crea-
tures. T know you ufe to fay, that our love to
them fhould fAow from our love of God, and be
grounded on their relation to him, which all fe-
nous Chriftians own. “But then why do you, and
all myftics, affect fuch a way of fpeaking, that we
muft love God alone, and have no degree of af-
Vor. II. R, fection
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feftion to the creatures, fince you are forced to
explain away the ftri&t meaning of thofe expref-
fions : for to allow that we may love the creatures
in.fuch 2 manner, or on fuch a reafon, and yetto
affert abfolutely, that we muft not love them at all,
is a contradiftion‘in terms. And -would it not be
better to fpeak gexaftly at firft what you mean?
Which, as far as I can conceive of it, is, that God
alone is to be loved abfolutely for himfelf, and all
other things with relation to him; that we muft
not make the creatures our end, or place ourulti-
mate happinefs in them, though we may love them
as the _way, or means, to 2 fuperior end. To
kecp ftrictly up to this (as [ believe it is the utmoft
of our duty) is of itfelf difficult enough; and I am
apt to thin{( more people would be engaged toat-

tempt it, by giving them fome allowances, making .

fome abatements even of this, than by ufing fuch
terms, as.carry their ideas toa height, which they
may think impofiible to attain: the effect of which
1 have frequently obferved to be, to difcourage
fome, by. exacting impracticable things of them,
and to prejudice others, by feeming to require
what they think inconfiftent with their known du-
_ties. And I defire you to ufe no expreffions 1o
me, but fuch as may give me juft, and clear ideas;
none, that may lead me beyond yeur precife mear-
ing, which I wifh every one would always take
- gare of, efpecially in matters of religion. To fay

BN

the truth, if it was the duty of Chriftians to love
pothing but God, and that (as Mallebranche con-—
ftanely afferts) all affeétion to the creatures were fin”

ful, I think folitude would not only be neceffary
for you, but for all mankind : we fhould nolonger
be called focial creatures, but all become unfoci-
able* hermits.  But God, who defigned us to be
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maintain, which I think may be plainly fhewn from
Scripture, as well as reafon. I have enlarged much
more than I defigned on this fubjeét, but it has
fome relation to part ‘of one of my formesetters,

and fo may be anfwered with it, which will gi
you the lefs trouble in difcharging all your d%lbvt:
t0 g
S IR,
Your ffzilbful [riend,
and bumble [ervant,
C. TroTTER.

Mys. Trotter to Mr. Cockburn.

: Auguft 28, 1707.
Sir,
YOURS of the 1gth gave me expeétation of
hearing. from you again before now. I with
you may have no evil defign in deferring thus,
hoping, that my coming to town may entirely re-
leafe you; which is a deceit I fhould not eafily for-
give you, and therefore defire you fpeedily to dif-
charge your debt, that I may have nothing to re-
proach you with on my return; which | believe
will be in 2 little time : fo you need not fend the
book you meationed, but if you omit the long ex-
pected anfwer, 1 fhall ferioufly take it ill of you.
So much by way of caution. But the chicf defign
of this is, according to my cuftom, to give you
fome trouble. Pray do me the favour to fend any
one, t.hat can enquire in Porter-firect, whether La-
dy Piers is in town yet or not, which if fhe is,

it will haften me thither, for I am impatient to fee
her, in the too great affliction I fear the is in, by
the death of her eldeft darling fon. I am defirous
o to know, when Mr. Fenn is expelted to re-

R 2 turn,

_ufeful, has chought fit to make us agreeable t00
to one another, to fweeten our cares and fervices;
and has notimpofed fuch hard laws onus, as fome

4 : maintain,

-~

b
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turn, from the journey he is on with Mr. For,
and when there was any news from them ; which
may be enquired at Sir Stepben Fox's lodgings in
Whiteball. 1 negletted to anfwer his laft letter,
which gave me a direction to Oxford, where he was
to ftay but from the fifteenth to the cighteenth of
" this month ; and not having heard from him fince,
I cannot anfwer him now, but wonder ‘he has not
writ again, and with he may be well. If you
Jeafe to enquire, and fend me what account you
have both of him, and Lady Piers, by Saturday’s
poft, the expedition will much heighten the value
of the obligation to,
S IR,
Your affeltionate bumble [ervant,
C. TroTTER.

Mr:. Trotter 2o Mr. Cockburn,

j September 1, 1707
Sir,

Received a letter from Mr., Fenn the day after
I wrote to you. He is ftill at Oxford, and goes
no farther with Mr. Fox, who, he fays, will not
return till the end of Offober, byt he hopes to fee
me a little, though not long before. It feems he
(delayed writing, in expeftation of an anfwer from
me, imagining it might lie by the way, as fome-
times happens.
you to unneceffary pains ; but it is your lot to have
always fome trouble from me, and mine fo have

new occafions of acknowledgment to you.
I am forry you ftill complain of the diforder of
yolr mind ¢ but if it has no other caufe, than the
. hurry of bufinefs you have been in, it is not a {ub-
- je@ of much grief; for the heart and intentions

may be very right (which our good God chiefly”

» regards)

Thus you fee Sir, I have put._
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regards) notwithftanding any diford i
If there is any other ca%fc gf your sl:?'o?'cfictr}'] atIL»:/r}f(;;
you wo_uld impart it to me, as one dee ’l col
cerned in all that may afflict you ; and pc};h}; s 'f);’
hearty a concern would infpire me to fuggeft l;o -
reflections to you, that might contribute fomme
what to the quiet of your mind. However c-
are fore of my poor ‘prayers, which is a ;r¥ OLE
fncanh;p I_ncvcn: omit 5 but double thcn? il
peculiar earneftnefs now for you, i
If Mr. Shorthofe has bufinefs at Guilford, it will
be no great matter for him to come a mile out 1f
his way, to fee me a day or two the fooner bo
Ibchcv:c it will fcarce be worth your pains to’ talgt
ﬁ;ctl:el a journey on purpofe now, for I have thouohrc
;c 8 :én:; :i(;:;v: tl;xs very wclck, and cannot :f'h;
) 5 for my relations a
:rg;n Salifbury about the middle of this :;otnc:hczms
ve fome bufinefs to difpatch before they :;rr?e

Yet you may fend the promifed anfs
dy's poft, unlefs you hP;ar from mewtchrafydzburf-
you fhall be fure to do, if I am to be in ¥’ =@
that night : but if I do not go till Frida} I ;wn
gccxve E letter before I fet out, which wi’ll be -
even o'clock, and the poft comes in much foo:t
;r;d tht:u fec 1 am refolved not to releafe you.
ot th\;c very good reafons to be fo exaffing.
- es the pleafure of hearing from vou whichg"
ays much defired by gy +

S IR,
Zour very bumble fervant,

C. TrorTER.
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Mrs. TROTTER tO the Rev. Mr,
FenN. '

Ockbam, Fuly 18, 1707,
grll,hzd known, that your deferring to writs
to me was occafioned by your” dlncfs,fl
affure you I fhould have been in much concern fn
it: but fince you are fo far r'ccovcrcd},w:ls tlz?‘;ozl
me, I hope this will find Eyc'm in good s
cannot but intereft myfelf in aperfon, W gm
opinion I am fo much obliged to. It 1.'% verywmh
ral to be pleafed with the efteem of 2 - h,i
friend, though beyond what we deferve, z ic Y,
may ?)e, is a little unjuft, but not much to

blamed, if it quickens our endeavours to be, what

thought ; which is an effeét 1 pmmnfe my-
;::ff i:f?'thc faglisfa&ion I take in your dnnkulxg lt;c:) ‘ﬁ
ftinately well of me. g:tt I;nﬁih i?x; v::wcll o/
ex ions to of L
;zufcrd, or in. that, though in nothing fm{f:l:; nl.
may hope you will not find yourfelh“t;fc m :
You fee, fir, I write to you, asone, W - eftccmt -}
fet a great value on, and thcrefox:e would no! v
it placed on fuch grounds, as might endanger ou,;'
lofing it, expeéting much .advantage by yth“
friéndfhip, though it fhould never come b;o
ftrit one you defire, to which there may ugz
yobftacles. However, I affure you of a ,.g:'fat -
in my friendfhip, which, (though of ’l'xt e WDM
is not a bare name with me ; for in giving }'o ot
1 engage myfelf to have a true concer lory ”
good, and your fatisfaction ; yet, after all, can(;lal
pow give you the fatisfaction you defire. rTf; s
fincerely with you, 1 cannot anfwer to myie syare
queftion certainly, one way or other. Hem[ s
you know, capricious things, which urfe :iwlit'dc
ways well known to ourfelves : a thou a:c o
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accidents (when people are together) ferve to difco-
ver them to us, after an inclination has been de-
clared on one fide; and often 2 very trifle in a per-
fon, that one values, or even their weakneffes,
when the effet of love, have more power to raife
areciprocal affection; than all cheir real merit, no-
thing of which. can happen at this diftance. Per-
haps you will think fuch caprices as thefe ought
not to be-confulted in a matter of fo great impor-
unce; and I confefs one thould not be much influ-
enced by them: but certainly, when that foolith
unaccountable tendernefs is joined with a2 well
ed efteem, it adds a great deal of agreeable-
nefs to the more folid advantages of a rational
companion. - However, there are feveral things of
another mature, to be confidered, and talked of,
before any refolution fhould be taken in this matter,

. or your queftion anfwered ; and therefore I hope

you will not expeét it, till we have betrer opportu-_
nities of knowing all, that may be neceffary, from
one another. In the mean time, fince I have en .
gaged to be your real friend, and that, as fuch, you
defire my advice, I muft not deny it, how little
foever you may need it. I believe the beft method
you can take to keep your heart in good order,
whilft thus uncertain, is often to refleét, how litcle

~ we know what is truly beft for us ; how frequently

we defire fuch things, as, if obtained, have proved
in themfelves, or been occafions of great misfor-
tunes to us ; and to practice, in this cafe, that refig-
nation to the will of God, which no doubt

you
have often refolved on. Perhaps he may know, that

- what you wifh, is not for your good, and therefore

deny it to you. Circumftances may not be fuited,
or accidents may intervene, which you do not fore.-
fee ; and you will confider, that nothing makes us fo
unhappy, as letting our defires too eagerly purfue
what we are uncertain ever to obtain. 1 own that
very uncertainty, which makes it highly reafonable

R 4 to
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ur minds compofed, makes it too moft
fi?ﬁli(::lF:? yet it is of gfc.;lt ufc often, o tell our
hearts, that what they aim at is uncertain, and‘wc
always gain fome advantage by combating our de-
fires, though we do not entirely vanquifh them.

I doubt not your own refleétions will furnifh you
with much better rules for the management of
your hear?, than any I can give you: but in this
cafe, their coming from me may add a force to
them, becaufe you may believe they proceed (as in-
deed they do) from a thought, that I may difap-

int you of what you aim at ; and therefore earneft-
Fowifh you to be prepared for it, and that, in cale
‘t{at thould happen, you may continue your friend.
thip for me. Whatever I do, I affure you I fhall
never give you reafon to complain, that I dealtun-
generoufly with you ; and perhaps may foaét, asto
convince you, that your happinefs is not fo much,
as you imagine, in the power of, .

' S IR,

Your fincere friend,
it "and bumble fervant, -

CT.

I muft give you great thanks for Dr. Hickes's de-
‘votions, which I am fo well pleafed with, as to
inake my daily companion ; but I think fome ob-
jetions may be made againt feveral things in the
_other book, which Iknow not how to ar]fwc'r upon
his own principles, and need information in:-
you defign me the favour of going to fee my rela-
tions at Sarum, I fhall either troublé you witha
letter to my mother, or give her notice of it by the

ft, as you pleafe. I wonder Ihave not beard from

ady Piers fince I faw her, i
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Mrs. Trotter 2o Mr. Fenn.

-S1gR,

IT is very hard indeed for thofe, who are preju-
diced by a ftrong inclination, to fet themfelves
be perfuaded,, that it may not be for their good to
obtain what they defire: but whilft we preferve
our liberty of judgment, methinks it is impoffible
not to have great fears of fuch a change, as puts
our happinefs entirely in the power of another, in-

_ volves us in a thoufand cares, and makes us lizble

to many misfortunes, which fingle perfons cannot
fall into. It is true, all thofe things may be occa-
fions of virtue tows ; but fo they may be of our
falling from it. And for my own part, I have
much more reafon to fear, that I might not acquit
myfelf of the important duties of that ftate, than
to defire it as an opportunity of exercifing greater
virtues, and of being more ufeful to others, which
would raife the account I have to make, much
larger 3 and, if I thould fail in it, I fhould not, as
now, be myfelf the only fufferer by it. Confider-
ations of this kind, with fome others, have made
me long think it beft for me, always to live as |
am. Itis true, part of my reafons for it (taken
from the irregularity of moft men’s lives, and the
ill example they give their families) I cannot at all
apprehend in'you, who, Idoubt not, have that re-
verence for the facred character you bear, which
Dr. Hickes fo juftly recommends ; the peculiar obli-
gations of which, in one, who would endeavour
w live up to them, would, I think, better agree,
than any other, with the manner of living, which
Tam moft inclined to. But there are other reafons

for my preferring to continue as I am, in which
you are equally concerned with all others; and,
whether they are invincible, or not, I cannot de-
rmine, I agree with you, that riches are no

maiks
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marks of the divine favour; and am f{o far from
expecting happinefs by them, that 1 could never,
on the account of fortune, think one moment on
any man, in whom I could not propofe to finda
ufeful friend, and an agreeable companion; for
which I have been much blamed by fome of my
friends, But I am perfuaded, that things of that
kind ought to be laft (if not leaft) confidered, and
no farthery, than, as you fay, to make one juft eafy
in the world: but fo far, Ifuppofe, is neceffary to be
confidered, for though we ought to acquiefce in
providence as to our prefent ftate (whatever good
we may believe we fhould do with a larger fortune)
yet I doubt, whether running ourfelves, and thofe
.who may depend on us, inte unavoidable incon-
veniencies, may not rather be called tempting, or
prefuming on providence.  But, if I do not judge
right as to the religious part, in which I am uncer-
tain, I may at leaft affirm, that it is contrary to
to human prudence. Your modefty does.not hin-

der me from feeing your merit, but rather gives’

me a greater opinion of it. No doubt you deferve
much greater happinefs than I can be to you ; and
perhaps my juft fenfe of that (who beft know my-
felf) may be no little obftacleto your defire. Nor
can I affure myfelf, that no circumftance can di-
minifh your affections, though I queftion not the
fincerity of your profeffions : they may have fprung
‘up too fuddenly to have taken deep root, and fo
fnot be long liv’d. However, do not think what |
have faid an affefted humility, or a fantaftic effelt
.of it: there is a real ground for my apg;ghcnﬁom
of not being in a capacity to makeyou happy; and
I would not convince you, to your misfortune, of the
fincerity of,
S IR,
Zour moft bumble [ervant, s
€T

B o L ‘ 1 give
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1 give.you the trouble of the inclofed to- my mo-
ther, though I fhall write to her of you before you
are there; and' doubt not, both fhe and my fifter
will be very- glad to fee one, whofe own worth wilf
much better recommend him, than [ can do. Mr.
Cuckburn fends me word, he was extremely pleafed
with the favour you did him. I have not been at
church fince you were here, when your arguments
incited to. me to try my ftrength. (I believe I wane
to be chid to it again ; butreally the exceffive hear
makes it extremely fatiguing. I fhall be glad to
hear from you before, or on your journey,
whenever you pleafe. Do you return to town on
the n;' of next-month, or go from Sarum elfe-
where?

Mprs, Trotter to Mr. Fenn.

Ockbam, Aug, 31, 1707,
Sig, ‘
OT imagining, you were ftill at Oxford,

I had no thoughts of writing to you fince

the 18%, and wondered I did not hear from you

upon your miffing a letter then, which gave me\
fome concern, fearing you might not be well, and

made my fatisfaétion the greater on receiving your
hit. ¥ 1 fhould tell you, thatthe delight and ac-
knowledgment yours of the r2t® expreffed upon
what [ had writ, was the occafion of my not an-
fwering it, you would think me very capricious,
if not 1ll natured : but really, in pure friendfhip to
you, I have blamed myfelf for indulging your
affeclion fo much, by owning my grateful fenfe of

it, when I had reafons to think it might notend to -
your fatisfadtion ; and, in that cafe, the greateft dif-
couragements would be more truly kind to you.
With thefe thoughts, unwilling to confirm the
hopes
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iven you, and not very willing intire.
:I;It,:sclhl:caﬁ %wm,ymy irrcfolutign let flip the lit'de,
time | had to write in; anc} 1 f;usﬁed myfelf with
imagining, that on a review of my letter, you
would find fome abatement of thofe hopes, by the
caution I gave you, and myfelf, not to forget my
juft apprehenfion. But what fhall I fay to you
now? You tell me, it has no ground at all, and
that ona reafon moft obligingly convincing indeed,
if it could be depended on: but, when I confider,
that you talk at random, and can have no guefsat
the nature of what I mean, I am forced to anfwer,
that you know not what you fay. However, there
is fomething fo generous, fo tender, in that though
“of purfuing your defign the more clofely, for the
difficulties you might then fhare with me in, that
it would be a crime I would not, I cannot, be guil-
ty of, to be infenfible to it. Np, Mr. anzx, you
have engaged me to own the higheft gratitude for
you, whatever be thli;onfcqucfncc. th;hsr mﬁ

erves any acknowledgment from you, I
‘tj:ll ; but itywould be a very odd effect of it indeed,
to prove an obftacle to any part of your affection
for me 3 fince, as thatalone could have givenme
any thoughts to your advantage, of this kind,
you may be fure, they would immediately ceafle
with their caufe; and therefore I cannot appre-
‘hend that effect of what you call vanity, unlefs you
have extremely miftaken the grounds of that im-
preflion I owned from you ; for gratitude, I think,
can be no occafion of ingratitude, nor much a fub-

Ject of vanity; but perhaps you have interpreted
my words a little beyond my intention. )

I believe providence may be faid to determine
fuch actions, as we are led to by rational motives,
&¢c. Butthe queftion is, how we may think it res-

s+ fonable for us to aét, when we come to a nearer
and more particular confideration of all that rclat;
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to this matter; in which [ daily beg direion, and’
I defire you will join with me in that, and frequent.
ly remember me in your prayers.

I have thoughts of going very foon to Lowdon,
but do not determine the day, *till I kemow whether
dear Lady Piers is returned from Mrs. Smith’s,
who obliged her to leave Hammer[mith on the fad
occafion of her eldeft fon’s death,for which, Ifear,
the is under the deepeft afliction, and [ cannot but
greatly fympathize with her, which makes me im.
patient to fee her. 'This news was the more fur-

 prizing to me, my Lady having brought hoth her

fons to me, perfectly well, in a vifit (he favoured
me with but the week before, which | received
with great fatisfaction. We talked much of you 3
and the efteem I find fhe has of you, did you noill
fervice with me. I do not know, whether it contri-
buted any thing to what gave you fo much fatis-
faftionin my laft ; but it was writ the very day af-
ter fhe had been here, though I had not time to
mention her to you then,

I wonder, that I have not feen Mrs. Fenn, nor
Mss. Sturt, fince you was here, only once at church,
where they made great apologies for it, which I
hould have taken for their true reafons, if Lady °
?. had not told me, that you faid the ladies here
were afraid of me, Pray on what grounds is this ?
Tbelieve I muft chide you for it, if it be fo; for I
am fure I paft for a very harmlefs animal among
them before, asindeed [ am, and much valye that
charalter ; nor fhall cafily forgive you, if you have
1obbed me of it ; for I think every thing imperti-
bence in a woman, that makes her unfit for the
tonverfation of her own fex, whatever fine names
may be given it. Let me know the truth of this
matter, in which 1 fuppofe you will plead good
‘ntentions ; and though that will not wholly ex-
cufe you, they may prevail much with one, who
is
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i j thay
i inclimed to be a fevere judge to you,
:) l;&n herfelf always with greate
8TRy |
Four moft grateful bamble [ervant,
C. TroTTER,

: . 1 ven-
encon ent you ,gave me,

mrgll ;h:v:;l\c tomg?knbam church, on one ofi d;:‘_
hotteft days we have had, and after a lmigth:nk
more than ordinary wcaknc@ 5 and ytém ot
God, 1 found noill effeét of fit, but ra
'heli:r‘;n;':gy ‘my relations bad' fo little ofyu;
company, which they complain of to mFx

leafed to direct your next for me at Mr. ‘ Bx;y‘:
foufc the fecond door en the lcfthand, in Bear-
fort-Buildings in the Strend, whichis my -lodging
at London.

Mr
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Mrs. CockBurN to her Niece, Mrs,
ANNE HePBUrRN, now Mrs, Axr-
BUTHNOT, at Peterbead,

Alzerdem; Dec. 6, 1731.
Dear Nikce,

I withed it had been in my power to have given

you more fubftantial proofs of my kindnefs,,
which might have better deferved your thanks.
But you know my fmall abilities, and accept the
good will for the \deed. Wharever advantages
you may have acquired by being here, muft be
chiefly imputed to your own great defire of im-
provement; which can never fail of fucceeding,
where there is the leaft opportunities for ity and I
fhall be glad to be in any manner affifting to fo
commendable 2 difpofition.

I do not know, whether I can venture to fend
outany of Dr. Clarke’s fermons; there being fo
many of us to read them feparately, and your un-\
cle keeping them fo long. - I have got no farther
than the fecond volume yet, in which there is

ce a difcourfe, wherein he does not clear fome
miftake or difficul » or confute fome error, either
o the Prefbyterians, Papifts, or myftical Enthufi-
afs. 1 will give you his own words about a no-
tion of fome of the laft of thefe, upon which, I
think, you and I had once a little talk. Itisin a
fermon”upon St. Pauls precept of doing all things
10 the glory of God ; where, after having largely ex-
Plained, how this duty is to be fulfilled, he “con-
cludes with obferving, that whar he has faid, may
fatisfy the minds of fome weak Chriftians, who not
4Ving a right notion what the glory of God is,
When they read, thar Mofes prayed to God to bist

bim out of bis book, if thereby the children of Jfrael

might

n
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might be faved, and that St Payl even: wifhed
himfelf accurfed from Chrift, if thereby _the nagion
of the Fews could be converted, have put the que-
ftion to themfelves (and others have been fo weak,
as to put it in their writings) whether a Chri-
« frian ought to be content to rifh finally for the
« glory of God?” To this he anfwers, “ The
« queftion inabfurd and contradiétory, and has no
« foundation in the texts referred to. Mofes and
« St. Paul, in the circumftances they were then
« in, might charitably, and without any extrava-
« gancy, be williag to have borne the temporal
« curfe taen coming upon the Fews, (which is all,
«that their words mean) if thereby it could have
« been poffible to have faved the whole nation.
« But fuch high expreffions of affection are always

« well underftood in all books, and in all lan-

« guages, to have not a literal, but a figurative
¢ meaning.” ir
THere is another paffage in his fermon of lovirg
God, which, knowing your regard to his judgment,
1 am willing to fend, becaufe it is directly oppo-
fite to an afiertion in the difcourfe on the Divin
Re&itude, by which the author endeavours to con-
firm his notion of reducing all the moral attributes
of God to the rectitude of his nature, and afcribing
all his dealings with his creatures to that, rather
than to the diftinct attributes-of juftice, goodnef,
&% You may remember he fays fomething to
this purpofe : That the virtue of a man, who
) does aéts of juftice or goodnefs, mérely froma
principle of right reafon, is greater than his, who
does them from the benevolence of his nature;
and the more oppofition his nature gives to fuch
ations, the more exalted his virtue is in perform:
;ng them. You may perhaps recollect the words'

a The words of Mr. Dalguy in this Divine Refitude, -5
ve. odit. Lendom 1731, Evo. are as follow : *¢ Whenamat s
« bossavich an affectionate difpofition and high degrees of be-

better

i

* that clearnefs and ftren
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?:3}121}5::1&{;{&!: t!'nat, I tiink, is his meanin
To jl e following words of Dr. Clarke -2
:?g;g y colr:tran_'y,_ v1z. ¢ Virtue becomes mor i
5 bim,alw €n 1t is made eafy by love, and bc i

pradtife incorporated, as ir w A

v A e, i 3
man's very nature and temper: for fo%h,e Sr::tgpa

“ ture reprefents angels as rejoici; ighti
“‘tT perform thci_r Eo’rd’s ;cljc(;’ffxlrnc%’an%}fhghnng
ﬁ gu: rt?’?r]c( amiable idea of virtue ’anclls is ccae o
i ma;nbcai:uf)';:n Jl;f} c}nc; though the oth:;
ome ienfe true, it iri
Er ?rength of virtue to act agninf{egu:'rilglg' :
' hco nature. However, this can hay iz
in the divine being, of whofe effential o
may have proofs from reafon e
cS:;f:uxe, w}}crc his love and be
res are
wde od et |
What is much to be

e no place
oodnefs we
as well as from
nCVplencc to his
excite our grati-

gzhadrfn'irfid in Dr. Clarke, is
. - . o u "‘
;Slguardmg agam& one error{ hcg nl]sc Z:U?l}ll‘ wmd}, l
ﬁgsn:t to run into the other extreme, as mgﬁcarc-
& th:c S?ff:otl?rfdo; amfil which [ think the aur}lx)::;
R es on the Divine Refiit
Divine Benevolence * have both donf-,”:r(){z,i: r;ic;}&e

i
nevolence, this, in i 3
“ , this, in itfelf, is not
or gogds s & moral but natura
5 !caf l’;{lf;ful-"”- aswe juflly call ie, If L:ﬁfl Wetees,
2 . u
“ ) n e é 5
former to be lefs hp y perceive the moral merit of
“ nateral difpofition ’jf } proportion to the betternefs of h
“ tural affeétion at ﬂ.l pr:de ngPOffc a third, without any r:
“ » ucin . s | pa-
and duty ag tanes g, from a principle of reaf
“ that his x)zlxoraleu?::lh?” ’z‘;xy of benefceuce, s}t is m;;‘:;!:;l
“ . ouid exceed tha . uleit,
10, at of th :
szgaxon uzthc excellence of his P“Miﬂc 1e tWo former in
winf BnmuoI::”MdM 1731, i 8vo. The who'e title s - Di
of the Divine P,’-o:i{,”” a”ldmp ¢ 10 prove, that the pri»(r;. / ‘;
idence arnd gov . ’ al en.
treatures, - Bei government is the ha B i
tinde, foe ;;/nfbau a'lﬁw"‘r.o « pamphlet, intitled, P{)’i’h/; of bis
cancersing zmwl ‘j/ confutation of the notions the ;ml vine Rec-
“ﬁ.’.’!fﬂﬂat by an order, the reafor of punifbment d 1)
€of trjal autecedent to p.rfi 2t bass 'If, and the ne-
@ pinefs,

Vou, 11, S

advanced,
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dice of the goodrefs, the other of the juftice of
God. :

I read Racine’s plays, but cannot fay, that |
think Bernice the beft of them. I fhould rather
prefer Alexandre, and muft own myfelf of the fame
opinion with thofe he mentions, who complained,
that it had too few incidents, Thofe turns, which
furprife and keep the mind in agitation, have 2
great beauty in fuch pieces, and are not inconfift-
ent with that fimplicity he was fo fond of, when
they all tend to the main action. Befides you know
1 am no friend to thofe plays, where the heroes
diftrefs is only as they are lovers, though the
French run much upon fuch fubjects. However,
the beft ufe, that can be made of thefe diftreffes, is,
to reprefent the lovers facrificing their moft violent
paffions to fome important confiderations, as is
done in Bernice by the emperor. But the other
Jover, whofe name I have forgot, feems to me 2
very infignificant perfon. There are two or thres
Englifb’ tragedies writ with the fame view, where

_ lovers voluntarily part for ever to fatisfy fome .

weighty obligation: one of them by Lord Lan/
downe, ‘and far preferable, in my opinion, to Rs-
cine’s, though both tend to that great end of tr-
gedy, to recommend heroic virtue.

I'belicve you will find Moliere very diverting,
though he is not always equal to himfelf. Many
of his pieces anfwer the true'defign of comedy,
which is to expofe the vices and follies of men by
an agreeable ridicule ; or to make virtue appear
lovely, and vice infamous. And it were to be

wi{th, that none were read, or allowed to beaft-

ed, which are not writ with thofe views, .

—— by tender firokes of art
To raife the genius, and to mend the beart.
! . Prologue to Cate.

Though

anid feveral of ber friends. 5y

Though fuch as are intended merely to divert, as
fome of Moliere’s feem to be, when they are per-
fectly innocent, as his are, may, I think, be as
good amufements of a leifure hour, as a game at
cards, which many of thofe, who think it a fin.to—
read 2 play, make no fcruple of.  This cafionly be
imputed to prejudice and ignorance of what plays
are; for fuch as are wrote according to their true
defign (of which we have great numbers) are fo
far from deferving to be reckoned among finful
pleafures, that they ought to be accounted -better
than ba!'ely innocent diverfions, fince their chief
defign is to inftruct whilft they delight. As for
fuch, as are written with a different view, that are
loofe, or fet off any-vice with falfe colours (an
abufe, which, I think, 'began in King Charles the
Second’s reign, by a vicious compliance of the
poets with the licentioufnefs of that time) all fuch
are no doubt utterly condemnable. But what is
_good in itfelf, thould not fuffer for the abufe of
it. Moliere no where trefpaffes upon the ftricteft
modefty ; but fome few of his pieces conclude by
fuccefstul deceits, and reprefent knavifth tricks, as
mere pleafantries of wit; and for thofe of that
kind, I am no advocate ; but hope the worft of
them may help to improve your French without
herting yeur morals,

I am, with much ¢fieem,
dear Niece,
your fincere friend,
and affellionate Aunt,

C. CogxBuRry,

S2 , Mrs.
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Mys. Cockburn fo ber Nicgc.

Should have fent my dear niece the other part
I of Moliere, according to promife, but waited for
your uncle’s performing his, that it might not

. come without a word from fome of us ; and I was

" then unable tewwrite myfelf, having been much
difordered with a violent cold, and a cough, that
did not let me reft in fix nights fucceffively, from
which 1 am not yet free ; but being lefs oppreft
with'it, I would no longer delay giving you this
afforance, that you are in my thoughts, thoughl
have-nothing new to acquaint you with.

I have been much out of books of late, and
have little hopes of fending you any of Dr. Clarke’s,
tor I have not been able to get one of them this
fortnight, that 1 have been endeavouring it ; but |
if it be poflible to contrive it, I will. I fhould

wonder much, if any one, who has a tafte of his, |

and Mr. Locke's clear way of thinking, could have
any relifh for Poiret. For my part I faw fo little of
folid truth in him, that I could never prevail with
myfelf to go through his @conomy.

When 1 faid, that Moliere was not always equal
to himfelf, I had no regard to Pfycke, which I
had not then read ; nor fhould I have made that
remark for a piece of fuch 2 -nature; being an
opera, and chiefly defigned to introduce the mu-
fic, machines, and decorations of. the ftage, which
the French court, at that time, feem to have been

P Amour Medecin, I’ Amour Peintre, and fome others,
far thort of his beft pieces, and feem intended for
mere diverfion, without regard to any inftruction,
though that was generally his chief end. T was
much pleafed with /fvare, and les Fesmes [cavan-
. tes5.and if I thould tell you, that I was not unde-

very fond of. * But I think les Fourberies de Scapiry™

lighzcd ;
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lighted with Pfyche, you would wonder at my
ufte ; but Iread it with great curiofity, being a
well known fubjeét, and on which there was an
Englifp opera, which Lheard of when a child, as
the darling of King Charles the Second’s court.
But you will wonder yet more, when I tell you
that there is an allegory couched under-that fable,
which made it the more agreeable to me, ‘thougl:
1 will not aqfwer for it, that the poets, who made
an opera-of it, had any fuch view. But there was
a}flcrgy:_un at the time of the great rebellion,
who, in his retirement, wrote a large poem upo
it, called Pyfche, or the progrefs of gthcl;) foul ; ;)f(:;
Pjyche fignifies the foul,-as the learned inform izs.)
I never read the poem, nor know in whar manner
he has treated the fubject, but will give you a lit-
tle hint from the fable, as it is in Moliere, how it
may be allegorifed. ’

You may remember Pfyche is defcribed as a per-
fon of great humility and fimplicity, of a moft
fiweet and benevolent nature, but perfeétly difen-
gaged from all worldly affections, though follicited
by the ftrongeft temprations. This is the ftate of 2
foul difpofed for the divine love; but fthe is firft
% go through fevere tryals, figured by her being
tken from all the enjoyments fhe lived in, and

 fent-to be devoured by a monfter; to which fen<

tence fhe fubmits with the greateft courage -
fignation, refufing all carrhgly affiftance and azgn;(c);
lion.  The divine love having thus drawn hey
from the world, manifefts himfelf to her with the
greatelt tranfports of heavenly delight, to which
the entirely gives herfelf up; burt after fomé time
fhe begins to think of her earthly friends, Which’.
iwug_h under the moft excufable pretences, offends
(; divine lover, who would have her heart undi-
vided.  The fuggeftions of her envious fifters
%ho tempt her to doubts, and fears, ax{f.‘l'curioﬁry:

the faeal confequences of her hearkehing to them,

53
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the divine lover withdrawing himfelf, upon which
ﬂ}':: lofes all her delights; her being expofed to 2
wild barren defart, the extremeft dnr_xc s and d;fq.
lation 3 all this has a fpiritugl meaning, but it is
chiefly upon the myftic notions. The return of
the divine love, and his making her immortal,
that fhe might be worthy of him, and enjoy him
for ever, is plain enough. And now what think
you of your defpifed Pfycke ? &

In my great want of books the Seafons have en-
tertained me,  and I have amufed myfelf in the
evenings with writing out fuch parts of them, as
fuic my thoughts beft, before I could think of re-
turning them. We have not had the Crafi/mas

fince you went,

. Mrs. Cockburn to ber Niece.
April 28, 1732,

Dear Nikce, 1

Never heard, that Queen Aune difcarded Dr.

Clarke* ;. but it is certain, that when he was
cailed before the Convocation on account of his
Scripture Dollrine of the Trinity, he gxplaxncd hu}r:
felf o, asgave fatisfaction to the Bifhops; bq[fa 3
never. pretended to explain the Trinity, and di E
proves of all, who do fo; fo that if it fhould '
true, thatall explanations of the Trinity are herefy,
that will not affe& Dr. Clarke.

may afk your Bithop ¢, whether that creed bgnotan

= ; St
¢ Dr. Clarke was difmiffed from being one of Queen 4
cha g;ns i:’ o:dinzry, in 1713, probably on account of ﬂ;ﬂ
clamorraifed againft him, for having miffed the ufual comm

nion in his church on Trinity Sunday, to avoid, as it was {upr

or that dly. Whiflon's Me.

pofed, reading the prnpg‘ preface
. 7. Dr:Clarke, p. 65, 7¢.
e’ ’C;{ the cpifcopp!pchu;ch of Scotland.

expli-

But, methinks, it
would fall hard on the Athanafian Creed. You
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explication of the Trinity. There is nothing more
common, than to condemn men and books upon
truft, without knowing what they fay ; though the.
contrary is Mr. Wollajtor’s particular good fertune,
who, I' believe indeed, has many more admirers
than readers. But thofe, who call Dr.Clarke an
Arian, muft certainly never have read him ; for he,
on all occafions, condemns their notions. In his
Scripture Dolirine, &c. he has collefted and ranked
in order all the Texts, where any mention is made
of either of the three perfons feparately, or toge-
ther; and from thence deduced, what he thinks
may be fafely affirmed of each; which, no doubt,
is the beft method, that can be taken, to determine
our potions of a myftery, which we can know no-
thing of, but by revelation : nor has he in the leaft
meddled with metaphyfical fubtleties. But, if fo

. great a man, with all his learning, diligence, and

(as we have reafon to believe) fincerity, in his
fearch of truth, has erred in {o fublime a point, it
ought to teach every one modefty and caution, in
forming their own, or cenluring the opinion of
others ; and gives us hopes, that miftakes in a mat-
ter of fuch difficulty, that men of the greateft abi-
lities and integrity differ about, will not endanger

- the falvation of an humble and fincere Chriftian.

Mrs, Cockburn 2o ber Niece.,

Fune 9, 1732,
Dear Nizce, :

OU may be fure I was not a little uneafy
about Dr. Clarke’s Sermons, till I retrieved
them 5 though before your letter to Kitty, 1 had
fome thoughts you might have lent them to the
Bithop, and I wifhed he might have read thefe on
the Trinity ; for I fhould be glad all prejudices
were
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were removed againft one, whofe writings are cal.
culated to do fo much good. There is nothing |
value more in him, than the attack he continually
takes throughout his difcourfes on all the various
fuperftitions and delufions, by which men place
their hopes of falvation in any thing whatfoever,
> but true virtueg, or a fincere obedience to the laws
of the gofpel ; and the care he takes to thew, that
faith in the merits of Chrift will not be available
for any unforfaken fins 5 a dottrine, which, I doubt
not, will give him the name of a mere moralift,
from thofe, who place the whole of religion in mere
faith, Iam a&f our father is fo well pleafed with
him, and wifh to know both his and your thoughts
on his two fermons for the 5 of November. 1
know the power of party prejudice, and can give
allowance for it. I muft fay with you,
very well fatisfied myfelf with all that he affirms

on the ‘Trinity, finding it perfectly agreeable to -

feripture.  But there are fome, who own, that he
fays nothing on it, but what is right, who yes
think, that he does notfay all that is right ; though
1 have not heard them name any particular texts,
which affert more than he does. Their judgments
feem to be formed on fome deduétion of reafon, or
rather on fome long imbibed and commonly re-

ceived notions ; whilft Dr. Clazke is cautious of

afferting any thing, but what is plainly revealed,on
afubject, that can only be known by revelation.

b

Mrs. Cockburn #o ber Niece,

Odtober 6, 1732
made any
of my long filence, fince fhe
- may be well affured, 1 have neither indifference
e S ’ enough

Will not fuppofe my dear niece has
mifconftruétions

that I am
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enough for her, to negleét her willingly ; nor ill na-
wure enough, to defign a retaliation of her former
delays. The hindranges you have found in your
intentions or inclinations of writing may furnith
you with excufes for me, to whom you ought in
reafon to give more allowance. 1

Sundays being privileged from the needle, I have
found time of late to read three thort pamphlets in
anfwer to Chriftianity as old as-the Creation, by Dr,
Burnet ¢, which, they fay;)\arethe beft, that have
been written on a fubjet, that has, for fome
time, employed all pens and heads ; the only que-
ftion being now, believer? or not believer? It
feems, that author’s chief argument is, that God
gave man all the laws, thatare neceffary for him at
the creation ; and that nothing can be neceffary now,
which was not fo then; and, confequently, no law
| cin be 2 matter of revelation, which is not con-
uined in the law of nature ; and reafon is fufficient
tod;(covcr them. To this Dr. Burnet’s chief an-
fwer is, that if man had continued in the ftate he
was created in, the fame laws would have been fuffi-
cent for him. But different circumftances require
adifferent treatment. Man was created perfeét,
but is now very imperfeét; which change of cir-
aimftances revelation all along fuppofes, and fup-
plies 2 remedy for ; and it is plain by experience,
1hat not one man in a million, or, perhaps, not one
man in the world, can now, with any écrtaim:yb
difcover his whole duty, by the light of reafon
without the help of revelation ; which, indced:
the Deijfis are oblig’d to for all their fine fchemes.
liend you this account, becaufe infidels are now
fo bufy, that all, who think, fhould furnith them-

) A EaNe
Dr Thomas Burnet. His pamphlets are intitled, The argu-
txl-/ftﬁn/z ina late book, entitled, Chriftianity as old as the
feation, reviewed and confuted in feveral confirences,

felves

-
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felves with the beft antidotes they can againft their
poifon.

Myrs. Cockburn fo ber Niece.
Ofiober 20, 1732,

Dzar Niece,

Return the Bifhop and you thanks for the pa&m,
I which give great variety of entertainment. How
ingenious the Craftfman is, in finding myfterious
ways of fatirizing Sir Robert ! Who elfe could have
found him out among the heathen Gods? Jtisa
pity we had not that paper’, of which Fog of A

guf 5 is the conlufion, and which I think is very |
: nor can.I imagine, how any partycan

well defigned
be fo blind, as to diflike principles, which, are equally
fences againft anarchy, and arbitrary power, the
laft of which is no lefs inconfiftent with our con-
ftitution, than the firft. And if princes had been al-
ways early taught fuch maxims, perhaps England
would not have felt the fhock of fo many revolu-
tions, as it has done ; and it is amazing, that thofe,
who moft condemn them, are fo little fenfible of
the true fource of them. :
If we can find the life of Atticus, 1 will fend it
you. Whether his conduét was right or not, in avoid-
ing all public employments, I cannot pretend to
*. judge; but he was in the higheft eftimation of
th'o%c of his own time, who beft knew his reafons,
and have preferved his charaéter down to ours, tll
this late cenfure of him. And though it may not be
fit for our patriots to defert the public, when an evil
minifter is at the heim ; which, no doubst, -is what

3

f Plan of Fducation for a young Prince, by the Chevalier
Ramfey. Printed in Fog's Journal, No. 195, 19€. for Fuly 29

Fyg

and dsg.5, 1732,
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Fog has chiefly in view ; yet I think the cafes are
not parallel enough to juftify fo fevere a criticifm
on Addifon. 1f Cato had thought oppofition could
have been any longer ufeful, he would not have re=
folved to kill himfelf; and it feems not éat of cha-
raéter for a man, who thought fit to withdraw him-
{elf in that manner from irrefiftible eyvils, to advife
others to doiit, by chufing a private ftation ; which,
though it. might not become Cats, it might thofe,
who were not fo far engaged in public affairs ;-for,
to what elfe could he exhort thofe, who regretted
the lofs of their country’s liberty ? Sure, even the
fevere Cato would not have had them all kill them-
glves: and if not, what remained, but that they
fhould avoid having any hand in the ills they could
not remedy ? The only poft of honour muft in that
cafe be a private ftation, and the thought feems to
me, even more worthy of the Roman, than his
own laft aétion.

[ have only time to add, that a letter from your ™
coufin Sa/ly informs me, that the has feveral times
feen your brother George, who is well, but his uncle
and brother being out of town, he had feen no other
of his relations. ~ Adieu: believe me affectionately

ZYours, Ca, Cockburn.

Our refpeéts to all; I cannot enlarge, for it is
dinner time, and the poft may be gone.

Mrs, Cockburn #o ber Niece.

March 2, 1732-3.
Dear Nikce,

I Was not difpleafed with your keeping the book

fo long, fince it came before it was demanded
of me; and I fhould be loth to have any thing I
fend you for the entertainment of your leifure
hours, prove a hindrance to your good l‘.oufcwifryﬁ
. whic
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which is certainly a very commendable quality
(though not the only virtue) in our fex. Nor could
1 reafonably difallow of your apology, fince hafte
of work is often the only excufe I have for not writ-
ing to you fo foon as you might expect, which is
the cafe at grefent; for had I not been very bufy,
you fhould*have had my thoughts before now on
the fubjeét you defire,

Lord S8baftefbury’s notions of moral virtue are
certainly very noble and very juft, perfectly agree-
able to Dr. Clarke’s dottrine, in his Evidences of na-

-tural religion, and through all his fermons ; which,
with fome other things you read here on thofe fub-
jeéts, would, I thought, have given you before,
fome notion, how morality may be capable of de- .
monftration, as it is founded on the very nature of
things ; and our obligation to it on that relarion, in

which we ftand to God and our fellow creatures, .

This is properly called natural religion, from which
indeed morality may be diftinguifhed, when the
confideration of the author of our being is left out
of the fcheme, for that is what makes it religion: -
But fuch a fcheme will be very defective, becaufe
many moral duties arife from our relation to God;
nor can virtue have the force of a law without that

regard, how highly foever the beauty and tendency -

of it to the happinefs of mankind may be extoll'd
and admired. And you fee Lord Shaftefbury excufes
himfelf, by his defign of giving thofe, who doubt
of a fupreme being, fome notion firft,that there
is fuch a thing as real goodnefs, that they may be
led by that to feck for the perfection of it, the au-
thor of order and beauty. However, 1 am forry,
that many Cbriftians have given too great a handle
»to Deifts, to treat of moral virtue, not only as di-
ftin& from, but oppofite to, religion; which I
look upon as the moft pernicious error in the world,
and ‘Wwhat has given rife to the groffeft fuperftitions,

and the wildeft fanaticifms, that the head of man
15
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is capable of. It was from this notion, that e will
of God might be contrary to morality, that the ene
thufiafts in Cromwell’s time committed the moft
extravagant outrages, and the blackeft villanies,
under the pretence of ferving the caufe of God;
and it is not to be doubted, that many of thcrr;
really believed they were doing his will. * But they
are not the only fort of men, whom this principle
has corrupted. Maffacres, and judging men to
deathfor religion, havefprung from the fame fource <
and all thofe fuperftitious dependencies on external
rites and forms on the one hand, and of mere faith
on the other, have the fame principle at the bot-
tom, even in the chiirch of Rome, where the merit
of good works is fo. much extolled, as well as
among thofe, who decry them as of no werth
though the Apoftle has told them, that faith wich.
out works is dead. And it is probable, that the
Romanifis efteem their forms the chief of good
works, and' moft acceptable to God, fince they are ’
more cx:ac”t in obferving them, than the precepts of
moral virtue. But I am rambling too far from m
purpofe. 3
~You (')bfcrve very juftly, that there is nothing
in lhc'I\ew Teftament, that feems to clath with
morality. On the contrary, all divines, in proving
tie truth of the Chriftian Revelation, make the
purity and excellence of its doétrine one of their
aguments; and readily allow, that even the mi-
ricles of Chbriff would not have been fufficienit to
pove his miffion divine, if he had taughe any
thing wicked or vicious, that is, any thinﬂocontra-
1y to our natural notions of moral virtue, The
rfalon of this is, that there can be no external evi-
dence of any thing being the will of God, more
certain, than we are, ‘that thofe duties, which arife
from the very frame of our nature (which we are
7;.': ;f his wu;!;manfhip, muft be Lis will 3 and
therciore nothing can be received for fuch, that is
con-
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contrary to our natural notions of juftice, .goodnefs;
verdcity, &¢. fince God cannot have two contrary
wills; and I dare venture to affirm, that there 15
nothing in the Old Teftament inconfiftent with
what I have afferted.

The general law given to the Patriarchs, and to
the Ifraelites, both the moral 4nd judicial, was,
without difpute, perfeétly agreeablé 10 the law of
nature, As to particular commands;’ on extraordi-
nary occafions, to feleét perfons, no doubt, they
had fuch immediate communication with God, 2
made them certain, without any poffibility of mi-
ftake, that what they were direited to, was from
him, who has an abfolute right to difpofe of the
lives and goods of all men, ashe pleafes.  Abrabon
was certain, that it was the fame God, that com-
manded him to flay Jaac, who had before i‘n&m
him to him, with a promife of a pofterity by him;
and he exerted an aét of great faith, and due obe.
dience, in yielding up his {on’s life to him, who gave-
i, who could take, and reftore it at his pleafure,
This was not fo much as a feeming immorality.
But this, and fuch like inftances, can be no prece-
dents to us, who have no other way of knowing
the will of God, but by the external Revelation of
it in his written word, which is a confirmation of
the law of nature; and all the myfteries of the
gofpel are only revelations of what was neceffary
to reftore man to pardon for his failures in the du-
ties of morality, and to enable him the better to
perform them for the future; the practice of vir-
tue being indeed the great end of all true religion.
And therefore, as all pretenfions to immediate re-
velation, .that we know any thing of now, are Jiable
to great delufion, they may be concluded certainly
falfe, if contrary to moral virtue; and all- doctrines
taught on what pretence foever, muft be judged by
that rule, becau'e, as I faid before, we cannot
more cercain of any thing, than we are, that the

‘eter-

Cd’ I am
iy it:Qld, that the. bookfellers refufed

becanfe ]
but what
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eternal rules of right and wro

! ng are th -
able ylll of God. You fee I ha%c been :eunalitrcr '
on this fubje¢t, which I think of gr rin

] eat i
If you have ftill any difficulties, or yo&?gg;gtnoc;

urge any thing, that cannot be ‘th
{,hmapltgs I have laid down, you r;:;'t?r;dmszicf;:
g ;;n d; orhl ﬂufz_tll be glad of an occafion to clear my
B ;gi%tts ar(:in)fgny confufion or ambiguity in
5 and if it gi isfacti
i 3%15:: ang fatisfaction to you,
Dza_r\' Niece,
2our affeitionate Aunt,

Ca. Cockburn

Thave not heard from Lond. .
awg Il_ovc to all your family. %f:ﬁﬁdocmer e

A Dcng th; f:’zmc. We hear nothing of any chan
ncw!;r. : :tr 1::;3 congregation. I have no'time :%:
dyiné. y Catberine Frazer is thought to be

and cou-

Mrs. Cockburn to ber Niece.,

Beia Muen, Fune 8, 1733.

] O Chanceior tdeclined prefenti
‘ ¢ prefenting the 5
1 tgofttx;grh d:o:nth affurances of a rcadiﬁcfs t%o;::v;
i ol hxas; the Duchefs of Hamilton under-
» Q:c’:cn e been prevented from waiting on
e Orl»YI nefs firft, and then by the death
i mc¥ n¢y, her fifter in-law. And after giv
s me Irequent hopes of " getting the book * prgintt
without paying down the whole i
cfubjc&s of divinity are difrcgardccdhzzgvj’
onctcm the very foundations of Chriftia.
Occafioned by i
! Defence of 'erhz“b‘:fi gz:yl’l;::h;r%:/:?
7ll'l’ s

¢ King.
mitzge,
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ity 5 infidelity having of late a ed in fo many
"ﬂnpcsl’ c 1:15 foct}:;yt you fee 1 ha"m great deal of
time and labour, fince all is like to end in difap.

pointment.

Mys. Cockburn 7o ber Niece.

Aberdeen, Feb. 8, 17334,

Dear Nizce,
Had a letter from my daughter by the laft fhip:
fhe has been detained by a new profpeét of fuc.
ceeding in my affzirs ; at leaft in the matter of the
> poem 5 and of being prefented to fome great ladies,
to whom I was formerly known, and mu‘ﬂ: wait the
event, before fhe determineson her coming hither,
I fent you both the volumes of Dr. Clarke’s il
courfes at Boyle’s letures, becaufe the laft par wil
beft {hew, how different he was in his Chriftian prin-.
cil;lcs from thofe two hot brained meh. Wooljm
was no better than a prophane infidel, gnder a thin,
vidiculous difguife.*** I have too'much regard jor
the charaéter of fo great and good a man, notw
be willing to communicate any books, that may
contribute to do him juftice; and wifh I had hs
pofthumous fermons, fome of which would fatisfy
 any judicious perfons, capable of conviétion. But
.I cannot anfwer for 7acobite prejudices. Hews
indeed an enemy to their principles, and confc_:
quently muft be a heretic, and every thing thatis

" evil,

" Mprs. Cockburn #o ber Niece.
Aug. 16, 1734
Dzear Nizcr,

T.is fome years fince I read Dr Clarke's Serip-
~ture Dodirine, &c. and I have too bad 2 me-
mory
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mory to keep particulars in my head. 1 only remem:
ber in general, that I thought he had given no rea-
fon for thealarm, that was taken, though there were
fome .things that needed explication, which it
feems he gave to the fatisfa¢tion of the Cenvocation.
And his fermons, fince on the Trinity fufficiently
clear him from drianifm. .

I have been much out of books:for.fome time,
but have got a recruit of late ; yet fear I cannot
acommodate you. The-firft I fhall read is, 7%e
Method of fudying and\ tecching the Belles Letters,
&c. which you may ‘have feen often advertifid, T
was very well entertained laft fummer in reading -
Madam Dacier’s IHomer.,

Myrs, Cockburn #o ber Nicce,

January 20; 1734-5.

Dear Nikece,

Was in hopes you would have had more indul-
% gence to the many infirmities, that hinder me
from being punétual in my correfpondence with
you, than to impute it to forgetfulnefs, or a wilful
neglet of whar might any way contribute to your
hasfaction.  But you will not wrong me, if you
think it proceeds from a confciotifnefs, that my lic-
tle abilities, of being ufeful or entertaining to my
friends, fcnﬁbly abate, as yours encreafe; which
(with the little time my frequent diforders, and ne-
ceffary obligations to my abfent children allow me)
mzkes me really very backward to any epiftolary
commerce.  Befides, I'have been taken up with
more than ordinary company, for five or fix weeks,
that Mr. Perkins was in the houfe with us, whofe
converfation we found very agreeable; though he
and [ had many fkirmithes upon Dr. Clarke's prifi-
iples, for he has a high efteem of him, and con-
or, 11 i 5 fults
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im i texts of fcripture hc~ha.§ ex-
fUlSndhclg] o:in nall;ﬁt h;oints of divinity ; a province,
in which the Do&or is allowed by all to cxctc;‘lé fY;f
Mr. Perkins. fides with his oppofers, 0{\_ ; l:hc
jects controverted, as the manner of explaining
Trinity, and the foundation of our Ilgu{:{m to
moral and pofitive duties, &e¢. ~But I muft own
his argumerts have only ferved to confirm my o%
nion of the folidity (l)f tlhc ll?ogtcf;;’cs;l lr:;;;u:r:\s& :(1) <

ore clearly the di ;

;:ég‘;r:, n:(c) \l:hich the oythcr fide of the queftions
“rcl);:?;:'you have received the fecond volume of
Madam Dacier. When you have done thl}: d:
Tiiad, the Ody/Jey is at your fervice. Let me n:dc,r
if you have read both by Pope. Itis ?0\;:) de
you fhould be moft charmed with him, for : evc j
vantages of a fine turn of verfe are ccrtmr;g. ery
reat,. But even Madam Dacier’s profe makes ::1:
gqua‘lly admire Fomer; and her noto:sNgweismita
high idea of her genius and learning. o;k S
little to her honour, th:}t Pope all along mlcaﬁ in
them, and but rarely differs from her, l;tx i

the Odyffey, which I have lately read, but no
3 H"I’:{ is long fince I fhould have faid fomcth::g ;tf
; youof Fael and Sifera. 1 ﬁnd.com;nér:)tgtoum
¢ufe her by a particular direction o i sy
whofe immediate government the Ifrae xf:éﬁ s
and obferve, thatafDeboracl; forlc;cg‘sisth;c :hc?nleu»
) w extolls it afterwards. is be t <
| :52 a; hope fhe had a better affurance o; d::dgln

vine will, than the pretended infpiration of m
fanatical enthufiafts.

‘e
-..E
-

_ that has a tender fenfe of virtue,

. Ployed by the Chancellor of France
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Mrs. Cockburn #o ber Niece,

0, 1724,
Dzar Nikece, Mo 3 735-

Have feized the firft moment my health and
I leifure would allow me, to anfwer your’s of the
4* inftant, and hope it is not fo late] but that you

may remember what you defired my thoughts
about.

As to the Turkifb SM I read it
fure foon after it came out ;
that I can fay little particula
ral, that it was much efteemed at that time, and
donein fo natural a manner, that it is fcarce pof-
fible to believe the $py to be a perfonated charaéter,
though it was faid to be compofed by the gentle-
man, who publifhed it, a Doétor of hyfic &,

As tothe tragedy, 1am intirely o!P opinion, that
George Barnewell’s cafe is moft to be pitied. Such a.
lad of guilt, with a confcioufnefs of fo many
worthy perfons fuffering on his account, to a mind,

gratitude, and
friendfhip, is furely a diftrefs, almoft beyond hu-
man hearing ; and if Maria’s part add any thing
to the diftrefs, it chiefly adds to his fenfe of his
faults-and misfortunes,* She has all her virrue to
fapport her, with the confcioufnefs of having done
all'in her power to prevent his ruin, We may hope
time may cure a love, which had neéver been re-

with great plea-
but it is fo long ago,
r of it, only in gene-

¥ The real author of the firft volumes of the Turkip
Sy was Jobw Paul Marana, of Milan, as we are aflured by

onfieur Charpentier, of the.French Academy, who was em-

y > toexamine the manufcripe
of the third volume, and has given the world a copy of the
certificate of Marana, dated at Paris, Scptember 28, 1686, in

which he engages to retrench four paflages, which had been ob-
Jeéted to by Monfieur Charpenticr. Carpenteriana, p. 29,
3t Edit, Paris, 1724. ;

o,
~

2 turned
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turned, and had little profpeét of being fuccefsful,
+f that fad cataftrophe had not happened. To fay
the truth, if I might be allowed to criticife the play,

I fhould think her appearance at laft rather 2 faulz |

than a beauty in it.  The bufinefs of it was over;
the had nothing to-do in the prifon, but to difturb
the dying man: And I queftion, whether it would
not more natural in fuch a cafe, as well asa
higher degree of virtue, for all men to conceal her
concern in his fate, as fhe had hitherto done her
“love. And now I have been fo free in my judg.
ment, pray let me know in whole favour I have
decided. ‘

Tt muft be a great fatisfaction to you, to hear fo
often from Mr. Arbutbnot at this diftance ; and
‘though we cannot be free from all anxiety for our

{ea-fairing friends, I think one of the remedies you'

ropofe, a much lefs defirable ftate.  An extreme
hup‘idicy would equally make us infenfible of all
the comforts of life, and deprive us of the plez-
fures of a happy mecting ; which makes ainple
‘amends forall paft apprehenfions. The other re-
medy may do a great deal ; and indeed, if weright-
ly confidered the providence. of God, the many

wonderful efcapes at fea, and the {urprizing acc-

dents at land, wé Thould find little more reafon to
" be in pain for thofe, who are of the former, than
for thofe, who are even at home with us. How
many fudden deaths, murders, é9¢! A ftory 1 mat
)~ with lately in one of the weekly papers, gaveoccs
fion to deep reflections of this kind ; 1t was o

a fea captain,” who was found murdered a little out
of London, where, it feems, he refided; and whofe
wife was faid to be in danger of lofing her fenfes, by

, the furprize. I could not help reflecting how many
anxious thoughts and vain terrors this poor womal
had probably indulged, whilft her hufband was f2fe
at fea; and how eafy and fecure the was, thinkin3
him out of danger at home, when fo uncxpcésd :
oW
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blow deprived her of him. Such thimgs :
teach us not to difturb our minds for‘imfc]?tt]ii
events. If we are to meet with any unhappy ones
it is ime enough to\feel them when they come : ‘ﬂ,F
they are not to come, why fhould we givé ourfcfvcs
fo much unneceflary mifery? To hope the beft, to
fubmit, and to believe, that God will-bring not};in
upon us, but what he will enable us to bear, is [h%
trueft philofophy I know ; which I with I’ma be
as well able to practife, asto preach. A

Mrs. Cockburn 2o ber Niece.

Aberdeen, Aug.
Dzar Niece, g 35 1735

hope by this time you have had the comfo

re of
hadgood news from a far country, which Solomon
fo deep a fenfe of, and which no doubt is’
more effectual to compofe a mind difturbed with
apprehenfions for an abfent friend, than the beft
;n&rué‘nons in the world. However, I cannot al-
ow you to talk of defpair poffefling itfelf of the
am in the greateft dangers ; for that can only
wcxcufable, wh_erc ills are certain and remedilefs
herever there is caufe of fear, there muft alwa ;
bclg}rl:und for truft and hope. o

ave too good an opinion of your judgm
;)o believe you would fubmit it toyany iutﬁoriiet
[ut that of reafon, though it may fometimes be
wayed by a tendernefs of affetion ; which per-

: haps was the cafe in your judgment on the tragedy.

Ao le(rmd of fympathifing with Masria might bias

«’ian i compaffion to her fide, though you are in no

rcm?;r' o done part of her diftrefs, love without

s l.ov?:t I muft olv]vn, I have no notion of car -
o a great height, or long continu:

ying love ntinua

when it is not mutual. I

T 3 Madam
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Madam®Dacier, hasindeed, as you obferve, done 2
E:cat piece of fervice to thofe of her own country, KZ
r tranflation of fo valuable a book ; and I thi
the unlearned of ours no lefs obliged to Mr. Pope;
for though Homer had been turned into Englifh by
feveral hands before, it was fo ill done, that few

had patience to read them. Iam much pleafed

with Pope’s notes, cially on the Jliad ; which
I read after his Odyfley. He is not fo partial as
Dacier, who will fcyarcc allow it poffible for Homer
to err. But I am charmed with the humanity of
his remarks on fome paffages, which, though fuit-
able to the manners of thofe times, are very fhock-
ing to us; and he is always very gallant to the
ladies. To fay the truth, I am grown of late ve-
ry fond of the man, fince I have read fome ori.
ginals of his, particularly his Effay on Man, and

an Epiftle to Dr. Arbuthnot, which is chicfly 2
vindication of himfelf. and writings from the ca- -

lumnies-of his enemies ; for fuch great merit will
always raife. -
ave you heard of Mr. Blackwell’s Inquiry into

the Life and Writings of Homer ? It has had a great
vog:xq at London. It is faid, the Queen was pleafed
with it; but it has been criticifed in the Republic
of Letters; and by other hands, in fome things, |
think unjuftly, though owned an ingenious book.
I fuppofe you have feen your uncle’s anfwer to
the remarks on his fermon. What opinion have
your people of it ? It is faid there is a reply to it.

J

Mrs, Cockburn fo ber Niece.

Aberdeen, Nov. 8, 1735.

DEear Nizece,
IT cannot but be agreeable to you houfewives
: to find the great ladies, even queens, in Hmm'(i
: an

\
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and other ancient books, at the fame employment
[of fpinfters.] How would it pleafe the young
women of Aberdeen, to fee the princels Nauficac
going with her cloaths to wafh, as it were to the
Dan-Burn ! 1 confefs, there is nothing pleafes me
more in reading thofe books, than to obferve the
fimplicity of the ancient manners; theugh they
did not want politenefs, as appears by their extra-
ordinary hofpitality, and facred regard to ftrangers.
Sure there muft not have been fo‘much. villainy
in thofe days, as there is now, when fuch a con-
duét would be impraéticable, or attended with a
thoufand dangers. Hpwever, we may juftly ad-
mire in them what we cannot imitate. .
Your judgment in favour of Prideaux’s Connetion
is fufficiently juftified before-hand by the univerfal
efteem itis in. Shuskfords is likewife very well
approved of ; which I'read laft winter. He takes
things higher, and ends where Prideaux bégins;
but oppofes Sir Ifaac Newton's Chronology. 1 do
not know, whether I can procure you Blackwell's
book ; but I am promifed Pope’s Effay on Man to
fend out to you. I have feen no criticifm on him
or Swift, except fomething of Demnis, which has
more of ill nature than weight ; and a very fatyrical
poem on Pope by a lady. But you would find by
the epiftle I fent you, that many malicious things
had been publithed againft him and his friends ;
which provoked the Dunciad, and that complaint ;
though all the malice and envy of little critics
can do no hurt to men of fuch fuperior worth, and
are_indeed but the. natural attendants of fhining
charaéters, according. to a verfe of his own

* Envy does merit as its fhade purfue,
¢ And like a fhadow proves the fubftance true.

The judgment of your people about your uncle’s -
book is certainly a great inftance of prejudice and
partiality. Perfons not bigotted can fee good rea-

Tg » foning,




4%0  Letters between Mrs. Cockburn

foning, even when they are not convinced by it;
and fome there are, who think the argumentsin
it unanfwerable. To fay the truth, I am per.
fuaded, that no principles can hinder people of
good fenfe from perceiving when a book is well
writ, though they may not always think fit to own
it. It keeps' them the better in countenance,
when they are refolved not to defert their beloved
notions.

. Myrs. Cockburn #o ber Niece.

February.20, 1733,

I T is with great pleafure, dear niece, I am at laft
enabled to perform my promife of fending you

this valuable Effay', which, I darefay, will anfwer

your ekpectation. What muft the original de-
ferve, if a tranflation into French met with fo great
applaufe ? In which (as far as I can judge of the
genius of that language) much of the ftrength and
beauty muft be loft. Woltaire, who is one of their
great poets, has in fome Letters he publithed of
the Engli/b nation, given a {pecimen of fome cele-
brated verfes from the moft famous of ours, with
which I was perfectly well acquainted, but thould
not have known them in his verfion. To avoid
\being literal, and, as he pretends, to preferve the
fpirit, the turn of thought, as well as-manner of
expreflion, is iptirely altered : and I fear Pope's
Effay would not fare better. You will find in it
the toundation of all ethics, with a beautifal viadi-
cation of the order of nature and providence
againft all forts of cavillers; the defign of cach

pook fummed up in the laft line of it, and of the

— ! On Man,

whole .
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whole at the end of the fourth.  The fine turn of
thoughts and delicacy of expreffion have peculiar
graces in-all he writes, and will diftinguith what is—
his from thofe bound up with him.  Wshen you
have done with it, T will endeavour to oet Black-
well's books for you, and I believe T fhall be
tempted to read it over again mylelf, to try, if
with Mr. Ogilby’s help (one of ‘our Minifters here,
who has been preaching againft it) I can fpy out
deifm and irreligion in it} which I confefs myfelf
fo dull-fighted, as not ro have perceived in my
way of_rcading, which is never with defign to dif-
cover faults, that are not too obvious to be over-
looked, Whether will this oppofition to the book
make you more or lefs curious to fee it ?

There is a pamphlet publithed fome time ago,
which I have lately read, faid to be written by
‘Duncan Forbes, lord advocate, intitled, 7/ houghts con-
wrnng Religion, &¢. tending to fhew, that Chri-
Jlianity is indeed very near as old as the creation. It
is a very curious piece, well worth your reading ;
and if it is not come into your parts, I may per-
haps procure it for you. The defign of it is to
overthrow the moft material of 7indall’s objetions
againft revelation, by fhewing, that it was much
older than he fuppofes. That the great purpofe
of 2 Saviour’s coming into the world was made
known from the firft, and typified by the earlieft
worﬂu_p; for which opinion there is certainly, a
good foundation in the univerfal prattife of facrifi-
cing, which could fcarce have been thought on, as
2 proper means to appeafe_the deity, without infti-
tution 3 or have been inftituted, without a view to
the great facrifice of a redeemer. There are ma-
ny other curious obfervations, fome relating to the
Trinity ; but they do not all feem to me to have
fo clear a foundation as the former : but the whole
I 1n great efteem, and has had four editions.

Mrs.
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caufes, he can certainly order which of them fhall
uke place, without reverfing any of his laws, And
though he does not, as Pope has i,

Mrs. Cockburn fo ber Niece.
May 7, 1736.

« When the loofe mountain trembles from on high,
“ Make gravitation ceafe if you go by';

«Qr fome old temple nodding to its fall,

“For Chartres head referve thie hanging wall :

yet he can fo order it, ' that Chartres fhall be
g under the wall when it tumbles ; or in the
ormer cafe, that you fhall nof be going by when
the mountain falls, And fuch efcapes, when perfons
aein imminent danger, “as in the late inftance at
Maurray, may very well be afcribed to a particular
providence, though all might be conduégcd with-
out breaking in upon the regular order of nature,
or appearing otherwife than accidental. And it is
remarkable to this purpofe, that in fcripture, God
is faid to deliver a man into the hand of him, who
happens to kill him, without intending it, by what
we call mere accident ; (for there is in reallity no
fuch thing as chance) though I do not think this is
to be fo ftrictly taken, as if God did pofitively direét
every fuch event, but only, that when the unfearch-
able views of his providence are beft ferved, by his
not interpofing to avert any particular difafter, he
isthen faid to do what he permits to fall out by ge-
neral laws 3 and indeed it amounts to much the
fame thing, for no doubt he can determine thofe
laws to any particular event, when he fees fit, as I
fid ar firft. * So that I think, that paffage of the
Effay contains nothing contrary to your beloved
opinion, or in favour of chance.

The next in order is Madam Dacier, whofe
prefaces are indeed very judicious, and the difpari-
ty the thews to be between an epic poem, and mo-
dern romances, very juft. The high vogue they were
once in among the polite world, is really amazing,
but much more, that perfons of fo great genius
as

Dear N1gCE, e v
i i rance of being rid of the cold
Ii’;n&;ohl;g’c ?lgic:h has for fome time hindered
my writing to you, that I muft even mal;eﬁnft o
do the beft I can with it, the violence of 1t b?ng
fomewhat abated ; and having two letters to anfwer
at once, 1 have, as you fee, enlarged my paper -
co{(li'?%lcyéin in the fame order with yours, Plapc';
admirable Effay comes firft upon .d\cggrpct;)r :}a;:
very well pleafed with your keeping it to obligetit
B?rﬁ}: ’s people, in return of their many favours;
arid Oi‘i,adced [ am always fondalof co:fr?fun:g\eg{
what I much value myiell, |
a*:\i 2‘: Evﬁlnl’)c acceptable, 1am glad toh.ﬁnd all
your family (of whic I h?pc o}géty :;ﬁ o: (:f ?O%cnc:;
fion reckoned one) have fo g Ihi et
ce. 1don’t know who his Lt
?r;r:;rr:zar{)t Arbuthnot would 1'have btg;\kx:m;:;
1 he, and rather incline to
tcadd:i bEf:rx; of Bolingbroke, with whofe .char:it;;
if 1 miftake not, the Roman Lfluu.
. fuits. 1 referred you to the reafoning In P&
)66, E9¢. as what we muft be fatisfied E‘d"'ﬁ-,
eat calamitics happen in the ordinary cou e(c
grature, where God has not thou é} fir ;oh;‘:t;g; s
o prcvcgt ssp mxcv.}:‘l:r ha: goodoand wife ends
laws; and may conc A -
event, though we cannot per
gici;;rvc It:I’;:‘;:?he doétrine of God’s govcmmgtbj
eneral laws, (which is evidently a tru¢ on;) i
the fame with chance, or incopﬁ&cnt tht_h 1; eﬁx’
-ticular providence. over thc'lwcs and ;rtuvem
men ; fgr among a great variety of PQmaHC L;‘ e
all alike proceeding.from what we ¢ :

caults,
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as the authors of them muft have been, could em. .

ploy fo much time, and fuch vaft pains for a mere

unprofitable amufcment.
1am of your opinion as to her notes ; but why

do you call her partiality womanifh? Thereis no- |

thing more common among the men tranflators
and commentators, than to be fo entgfté with the
authors theyshave beftowed their Jabours upon, as
to allow no faults in them: And it is rather
owing to a fingular juftnefs of thought and mode-
ratiop of temper in Pope, that makes him impar-
tial to all parties, all religions, all authors, that he
is capable of fceing even the errors of Homer.
Indeed, his private letters thew him to be, in all re-
fpedts, the moft amiable charaéter I ever met with
in fo great a genius, and makes me much regret
my not being acquainted with him; but he had bur’
jult begun to dawn upon the world, when [ re-
tired from it. 1f you have feen his Odyffey, you
will find, that Madam Decier had, upon a new edi-
tion of hers, exprefled herfelf much difpleafed with
him for owning any faults in Homer, though fhe
had otherwife a great efteem of his abilities. You
muft not afk me for his Letters, thoughT wifh you
could get them ; but it is not in my power to pro-
cure them for you, there being none in this town
that T know of, but the copy that belongs to the
college. =
“1 never meet with thofe Gentleman’s Magazines.
Thereis nobody gets them here, that I converfe with,
s elfe I thould be willing to read fome of the prize
poems, if they are worth any thing, which-is.not
to be doubted of that, that gains the fifty peunds,
according to Hudibras, ’

« For what’s the worth of any thing,
« But fo much money as "twill bring?

Though 1 do not think it a crime to fuppole

there may be errors in IZomer, yet fure an atiemyt
= > ¥
‘19

1
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to ridicule him, who has been in poffeflion of the
admiration of all perfons of tafte, for 2000 years
canonly render thofe, who endeavour i, ridiculou;
themfelves ; and T doubt not the paffage you men-
tion may very well ke defended. It was certainly-
the cuftom in the fimplicity of thofe ancient times
fon.- women to affift in the compliment, which was
pad to their guefts, of bathing and wathing
though men, without being thought guilty of 2
breach of modefty ; and that fuficiently folves the
decency of Nauficad’s ordering her maids to wafh
Usffes. His declining it feems partly from refpect
on account of the mean condition he appeared -in :
befides that in my opinion, his expreflions implv.
that he had contracted too much filth by the fea, tc;
give them the trouble of cleaning, which might re-
quire 3 more particular wafhing than was ufual in
or'J'mnry bathings, and perhaps could not be done
_with fo great decency ; an eafy conjecture, that takes
off all the ridicule. ~ Since I writ this, I am pro-
mifed the Magazines by Dr. Gordon, who it feems -
tkes them conftantly : you may let me know in
what month' that paper about Homer was. ' I have
had fo many interruptions in my writing, that it is
aq?eﬂlon whether my letter will be done by Mon-
dtogtrs pott, for nt;‘s nowh Saturday night, and I have
not quite gone through your firft i
Paldl;ctlo your fecond. ! e
clieve I told you, that your uncle and Gry
had vifited at Mr. Pesry’s, buyt without returg{r%[v
am no judge of the grounds of the trearment, he
has met th.h from our town ; but they lay fhc
blame heavily on him, and have printed a large
account of the cafe, which I intend to read, if Ican

find leifure,

I'am extremely pleafed, that i
' . 2 your abfent fi
5o fort_unatc in his firft expedition, and el:op:?;x{:
delay will double the fatisfaétion in meeting

* 'Tis
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« *Tis expectation makes the blcﬂ'mg dear.

You fee, talking of Pope and Homer brings po-
etry much into my thoughts: but the advocate wil|
return us to*humble profe, with whom it is time
to begin. Y

I defigned to have given you fome of my
thoughts upon the particulars you mention in his
book, but having neceffary works to difpatch this
morning, I thought it better to fend this as it is,
than to defer it to another poft, being enough to
trouble you withatonce. :

—

Mors. Cockburn 2o ber Niece.

May 14, 1736,
Dear Niece,

Believe you told ‘my thoughts of the general de-

fign ofythe advocate’s book, when 1 firft men-

tioned it to you. That the Fewifh inftitutions were

. typical of the Chriftian, is no new affertion, being

the doétrine of moft divines : but that they were

“only a republication of the' revelation made t
AdZm, is gerhaps a pretty fingular notion, though

- wery well fupported by obfervations from hiftory.
) As to the cherubim at the eaft end of the garden of
Eden, 1 confefs 1 fee little ground for his explana-
tion of it, or how it is confiftent with the preced-
ing words, and now lefp be put Jortb bis band, and
take alfo of the tree of life, and eat and live for 'eva;
Therefore, &c. Itis ftrange he takes no notice ¢
thefe words, which certainly require another fente
than they feem to bear, to make them agree with
his notion ; and he fhould have given us fome d-
reftion, if he could, how to underftand them fuit-
ably. Befides, of what ufe could it_be', to fer upan
emblem of the way to happinefs, in a place J{::CH;
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which Adam and all his pofterity were banifhed for—
ever ? Nor does the account of the Cherubii, as it
is commonly underftood, feem tome fo monftrous
aftory as he callsit; or at all unintelligible, if the
hiftory of the fall is, upon the whole, to be taken in
aliteral fenfe. For where is the difficulty to fuppofe,
that God might have prepared a tree, whofe fruit
fhould have a natural efficacy to keep the body of
man from decaying, of which he fhould have been
allowed to eat, had he continued innocent, in order
to preferve him immortal ; and that upon his in-
curring the penalty of death, fome guard fhould
be fet to prevent his endeavouring to eat of atree,
the virtue of which he had forfeited. his right to.
Therg is nothing in this, that feems abfurd to me;
"and I fhould be glad to know what notion you had
of it, that appeared fo unintelligible.

Iam no better fatisfied with his fuppofing, that
the general “belief of a plurality of deities muft
"be owing to an original revelation of the Trinity;
and think the reafon he gives for it not true, viz.
that the effential unity of the Deity is clear by the
light of nature ; that a plurality of deities is fo
contrary to that light, that nothing lefs than an au-
thority believed to be divine could draw mankind
to a belief of this monftrous propofition, and in-
duce reafonable creatures to fgeak of, and make
their addrefles to Gods in the plural number. But
how agreeable foever to r'eaxfc;n the unity of the
Deity may appear to free-thinkers now, after it has
been plainly revealed, and all the proofs of it from
reafon ftudied for by philofophical believers, it
does not feem to be the moft obvious and natural
notion to common apprehenfions. Mankind are
indeed generally difpofed to think, that there muft
be fome invifible fuperior powers, who infpeét their
aftions, and take care of this vifible world. But
that one fimple being fhould be able to order the
whole, is very difficult~for our narrow minds to
conceive,
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conceive, till enlarged and refined by philofophy.
It {eems more natural to imagine, that the feverd)
parts of it are under the care of different Deities ;
tor the harmony, uniformity, beauty, and order of
the fyftem, which prove the maker and governor
of it to be one, are confiderations, that do not fall
under common obfervation; and arguments of
another kind, which the learned call a priori, are
much more remote from vulgar conceptions. - Nay,
fome of our eminent divines have lately, in their op-
pofition to Dr. Claz ke's doflrine of the Trinity, de.
nied his proofs of that fort to be valid, or that there
can be any demonflration of the unity of God from
seafon : 10 that I think, we may tairly conclude,
that the polytheifm of the nztions is no prool of
an originul revelation of the Trinity, fince it may
be very probably deduced from the weaknefs and
ignorance of man; and we muft be content with
the prefumptions of fuch an early revelation,
which, the feriptures afford us, pinll
I am afraid you will think me poffeffed with 2
fpirit of contradiétion, when, after 1 have found
faule with a notion you liked, I am now going to
tell you, I am not difplealed with what the bifhop
objected to; nor is it peculiar to the advocate or
his author, to afcribe to the divine mind fome-
thing fimilar to human paffions : feveral great di-
vines have ventured to do the fame. The only
reafon, 1 fuppofe, why others are alarmed at the
notion, is, that they think the affeétions of love,
hatred, €7¢. muft diforder the mind ; and that any
‘addition, or diminution, is inconfiftent with the
effential happinefs-of God. In the mean time, i
they are confiftent 'with themfelves, 1 fear they
can give po meaning at all to thofe expreflions of
feripture, where God is faid to have loved the
world, to be delighted with the good, to abhor
the evil, &Fc. At lealt T know not whatto m;lkC‘Of
them, if we are to fuppofe all affeCtions unwortay
L of
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of the Deity. For my part, fuch an apprehe
would be very mortifying to me, it gigc}f)s fo ncfz)?g
and co,mfortlgfs an idea; and I believe there is no
danger in miftaking, if we do not mingle the
weaknefles, the ruffles, and perturbations; which
we experience in ourfelves, with the affections in
the divine mind ; and content ourfelves-with bein
ignorant bm they are in him. It feems to.me mor%
prefumptuous to determine, that he can have no
zﬂ”c_&xons at_aU, contrary to6 the whole tenor of
&npturg, being a very a(gferent cafe fromits afcrib-
ing bodily parts to him, which we can eafily apply
w a figurative fenfe, and are fufficiently warnccf) in
other places, from entertaining any fuch notion :
But God is fpoke of throughout the Scriptures as
the moft affetionate being, and we are led to no
other fenfe of thofe expreffions, than the literal
'“ho can imagine, that when he formed the uni.
verfe, to communicate of his happinefs and good-
nefs to his créatures, he was no more delighted
]dy"@ éfﬁhc had no(i: done it ; and that he is pcrfcé‘t:
indifferent, an ¢ i
i unaffected with all the good or
I'faw that Letter 10 o Bifbop a good while
but was not fo well pleafed }:Vithgit, as withaﬁ?c,
ll![(:l" bqok§ it feemed to me full of fancy and un-
train conjectures, which, with the obfcurity of
i ftyle of Mofes's Principia, from whence both are
I;Len, makes that book not fo much minded, as
i:t advocate thinks it deferves. But it is too well
sown for him to pretend to be the original of
E}f;feddllfcovgries, if his modefty would have al-
cdit.  Butitis time to_releafe you a 3
b Ihall only add, that [ am you andopklts

Yours affeitionately,

C. CockBurn,

U Mis.,
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#[Jay, and the controverfies he was engaged in,
upon which fhe fpeaks very judicioufly. She_ tells
me, fhe has feen'fome of my former performances
(but does not fay of what kind) which made her de-
firous to fee my late poem, and wifkes for an op-

Mrs. Cockburn 20 ber Niece.

Aberdeen, Sept. 8, 1737,
Dear Nikce,

Y

L]

ang@ in my regard for you. 1 aflure you [
v:hﬁ‘ini%ihc fa:lc %ffe&ion and defire of corre-
fponding with you as ever, and did moft fincerely
and beartily intereft myfelf in 'your happinefs o
the late important change of your condation®,
though I did not make the' ufual compliments upon
*it. If youknew the inﬁrmm(;:s, that make writing
a burthen to me, you would pity, rather than con-
plain of me: My eyes and head fuffer muchbly- it,
efpecially in bad weather; and I was in hopcs_ um-
mer would have reffored me to myfelf and friends,

Hope you do not impute my long filence to any
!1

but we have had fo much wet and cold this feafon,

jat it could fcarce be diftinguithed from winter,
:vhﬁitc;\ has fuch an effe&t on me, that an 1llr_1cfs :nhﬁ
then had left a great weaknefs upon me ftill, i}
was long unable to guide a pen: yet I have et
obliged to ufe it fince, much more thaq I could have
wifhed, on occafion of my poem, _w[uch 1 (uppolic
ou may have heard was publifhed in the G?xf -
fmn‘: Magazine for May laft». There were c:{:.
_ral alterations in it, that I thought for the womd
" which coft me fome writing, both to my fon 2
the publifher about it befides another little thing
- 1 fent them withit. And Lady Betty Gordon bi:;
ing taken a copy from the print, hearing there
faults in it, waswery preffing to have a corrett o
from me. This obliged me to write a fair cc(:ipyl
(for I have none by me) and I have fince receiv l
very ingenious letter from her ladyfhip, dmm:
muft anfwer. 1 have before heard fhe was 2 g_rm
reader, and now find fhe has read Mr. Lu

B p, 308.

EJ@)

"= By marriage with Capt. drburbnot.

portunity of fubfcribing to my Vindication of Mr.
Locke, if it were to be publithed in that way, All
this I have told you, to make a merit to you (that
may in fome meafure atone for paft omiffions) of
deferring to anfwer the obliging expreflions of fo

greata lady, that T might firft acquit myfelf of my
debt to you.

Mers. Cockburn £o ber Niece.

February 8, 1737-8.
Dear Niecke, -

Sent Alzira ° and the Toy-fhop to divert you and

your grave companion a little. The humour of
the laft pleafed me extremely.

I know not whether the Queen ever faw my\
poem ; but I believe I might have had it prefented
t her, if a certain diffidence of every thing I do,
till I know the judgment of others, had not made
me over-backward to attempt it, not imagining
her death would fo foon have putit out of my pow-
er.  Her lofs is certainly much to be lamented, on
account of the extraordinary qualifications of her
mind, which difpofed her to be a great encourager
of learning and virtue, and a fupport to the un-
happy.  But perhaps it may make no great change
In affairs at court, fince, if we may believe the par-
liament, fhe was intirely fubmiflive to the King’s
will. However, the breach there will, in all pro-
bability, no more affeét the public, than the fame
thing did in the laft reign.

* Tragedy of Monf. de V.ltaire.

U2 Ms.
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Mrs: Cockburn o ber Niece.

Fune 22, 1738,
Dear Niecyy

' l Should have writ to you fooner, but deferred it

till T had read out the book, on which you de-
fire my thoughts, and which I now return you.
_ Itis very hard to form any judgment of a fub-
je& quite out of one’s knowledge or under-
ftanding, as I confefs moft of that book is to mine.
Yet I fhall give you fome fuperficial remarks I
have made on it. In the firft place, I do not {ee,

that in all that long animadverfion upon the fecond .

Thefis, and indeed in the whole book, is any con-
futation of the author he pretends to oppofe,
for this plain reafon, that he ufes his terms-in a
quite different fenfe, and confequently writes upon
a quite different fubject. For inftance, the author
of the Thefes means by divine faith, what it is
commonly underftood to mean, viz. an Af of the
Human Mind; againft which his adverfary’s ob-
jeétion, that a fingle a& cannot conftitute the ef-
fence of faith, is a mere cavil, as is likewife his
objeétion againft the definition of reafon, Thefs
1. for reafon, as oppofed to fdith, cannot be un-
derftood of the faculty, but theact. On the con-
“grary, the animadverter, by divine faith, means
an ‘A& of God illuminating the mind, which, inmy

opinion, is more properly called Divine Light.~

Otherwife it confounds the revelations of God,
with our affént to them. And if thefe were right-
ly confidered, perhaps it might appear, that what-
ever truth there may be in what your author fays
of divine light, " it does not hinder, but that all the
propofitions in the Thefis about divine faith may be
true tov, fince they relate to quite another thing..

My next remark is, that there feems no fuffici-

ent foundation for fuppofing a fupreme/pirit really
1 ~ diftinct

bim, for we fball fee bim as be is.
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ditinét from the rational foul, Th
preface fays_it is that, whichin com;:)lrlld};;:cfhthc
'called confcience. And why that power of jud .
ing, approving, or condemning our i-nclinajtion%.
or aftions, may not be a faculty of the fame foul,
dmd;ﬁrcs, oracts, I do not fee. -~ Your auth .
fays, indeed, that there are too contrary will i
man, which cannot belong to one foul But“;
take this to be a mifapplying of the word WiLL; o
rather conféunding it\with the affections anai’thr
judging faculty 5 for it is plain, he fpeaks of th ;
under the name of the will. It is certain, the ;H}
fometimes determines contrary to the inc,linations '
and fometimes contrary to the judgment of confci-
fc(;mlc, which yet may all three belong to the fam;
fu. But I find nothing like two contrary wills
:: iaﬁ";k wcdcan no more determine or will, thar:
i 0, and not do, the fame aétion at the fame
My third remark is, that he fpeaks ‘
fublime union v{ith God, and clcal? viﬁonOt‘o{uliil:na
as we are promifed, in Scripture, fhall be the ha iv
nefs of another life, but no where, that I knowp(E))fl )
encouraged to expet it in this. W now fee throu b\
a glafs darkly, but thenface to face. We fhall be /fée
_ we ' And to ai
}gtegh adprmlegc in this imperfeét ftate mayi”? ?';afro
: a dangerous prefumption. For, in the Jaft
g‘:)c]:, I remark, that the whole doétrine of the
s opens a way to. the wildeft cnthuﬁafm: and
- s no defence againft ‘the illufions of feducing
Jplnts,lor a warm imagination, reafon being utter-
d);vci:xp ohciicd, and declared incapable to judge of
thr;e é oggs. For, though I make no doubt, that
o fa 1; pleafed to reveal himfelf internally to
ok n }(,) man (as he has done on extraordinary
aclea:m) e can do it in fuch a manner, as to give
b certainty, that he is the author of the reve-
on 3 yet this is no fecurity againft the delufions
U 3 of
k|
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of other fpirits, or of our own imaginations, if we
“unwarrantably give up‘our minds to expect divine
illuminations, “and are perfuaded, that reafon muft
not prcfumc to examine, whether they are'divine or
not. One would think thefe myftic writers fcarce
Jook upon reafon as a gift of the all-wife God, but
rather of fomé evil principle, fo much they fear to
be guided by it. Let Dr Clarke admonifh them
better than 1 can do, in thefe words, vol. 111, fer-
mon v, “ Whoever at any time fpeaks. againft
« reafon in matters of religion, knows not, or con-
« fiders not, whereof ke affirms. All reafon and
« truth is from God ; and God doés as truly reveal
« himfelf by the nature and reafon of things, as

« by infpiration of words. Reafon is the light of -

« God's creation.” May he grant us to makea
right ufe of that light, with the affiftance of his
externally-revealed word ; and then we need not
envy thofe, who pretend to fuch fublime attain-
ments here, as we humbly wait for, being the ut-
moft of our hopes inlife to come, or who imagine
they underftand what feems to us poor rationalifts
unintelligible jargon.

You will excufe my being fo tedious on afub-
je&, which, I confefs, inftead of light, throws no-
thing but confufion and darknefs about me. 1
pray. God thofe, who have fo high a conceit of it,
may take fufficient care, that the light, that isin

\them, be not darknefs. .
) This letter was begun laft week, but 1 have been

obliged to lay it afide till now ; and the carrier be=-

ing come in, I fhall not have time to fay,all I in-
tended on other parts of your’s. Lord Shafiefbury

is efteemed by the deifts, 2s one of their chief

osacles ; and in feveral of his writings, has many
artful infinuations againft fome doétrines of reve-
lation. His notions of virtue are indeed very
fublimes but he feems to be defective in his foun-

dation. I cannot enter into particulars now, but
ve

lf-love,” which fome
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have fent Dr. Butler » to my affiftance, wh

?rﬁ Sermons, with the preface, will hcl;? f;o[: r:e
orm 2 )udgment on fome of Lord Shaftefboury's o
tions. I believe the Doctor will pleafe you, y”nq- |
a moft judicious writer, has fearched deé | E
human nature, a_nd is by fome thought (f)b%,c lnt?
but he thinks w;tf') great clearnefs, and there urz{’
only a deep attention to underftand him perf; c?t?e ;

I am furprifed to hear 7ke Eflay on Jll/lane' 5
Fufed of deiftical princiiples; which I think lshac-
is no other ground for, than in all book t;rc
weat of natural morality only, indepcnden:,oft w
;j:l:wlnihalllf b);ou ;:aéx, pro;ure the anfwer you mcr;:

4 ) ad to fee i rai
of being put outg of conceit vl:i,tha':}c:cmEn]a;Ot i

Mrs. Cockburn #9 ber Niece,

Dzar Niece, . '8’ 7%
Should fooner have anfs
dIc ([};clc 8th, but that I havcw

rthe greateft part of the time finc

e, b i
gy ef;rc:]i;i, Ian}:ioal rctur.r;lof my cough, whiZhac%(:isr:?r
b 3 w it
vﬁ;, dti":)ir it fccnplz goilngmo?f]i(c . R

not doubt, that Dr. Butler would o

- . ? : l

E)r;z fatisfaction. He feems to hav?tuf(llu%lizg }}’10‘1
e ht:tuye {;rlcry deeply, its paffions and affec”tion: ;
Jultly cleared it of that over-balance of

. e would make the i
:i]gll l(tmr t;ﬁnoirtxs,is fetftmﬁ that matter innzlo?l,;rgﬁ

ght, ulually treated with. He J

mg‘; ;s yofo obferve? very rightly cﬁabliﬂxcesmt(}f-
ty of the principle of reflection, whicﬁ

ered yours of Aupy
been much out ofgo{f

? Now Lord Bifhop of Durbanm,
Uy

1

ﬁrong!y
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ftrongly obliges us to aét according to its dictates,
when confidéred as the guide afligned us by the
author of our nature.

The power we have to aét or not ‘a&, as con. -
{cience direfts, is, I think, what conftitutes us
free agents. And fince you allow me to be your
affiftant in the ftudy of morality, (to whichT haye
little pretence, but by my helping you to books)
1 will take the liberty to give you this hint, tha,
whilft our modern moralifts have contended to
eftablifh moral virtue, fome on the mioral fenfe
alone, fome on the effential difference and relations
of things, and fome on the fole will of God, they
have all been deficient ; for neither of thofe prin-
ciples are fufficient exclufive of the others, butll
three together make an immoveable foundation.
for, and obligation to moral praétife; the moral
fenfe or confcience, and the effential difference of
things difcovering to us what the will of our miz-
ker is.

I have fo great an opinion of the author of the
Analogy*, that 1 no fooner faw it advertifed, thanl
made it my bufinefs to inquire after it, and pro-
cured the reading it twice. I think the defign
finely executed, efpecially in the firft pare, and all -
the objeétions of the deifts very well obviated.
But alas! they are a fort ofpeople not to be con-
vinced. They have fuch partial notions of the

oodnefs of God, that they fcarce allow him any

) other attributes ; from whence they conclude, that
nothing can be wanting to reftore finful man to'his
favour, but their\own repentance, which gives
them invincible prejudices againft a mediator, 2
facrifice, and efpecially an innocent perfon’s fuffer-
,ing for the guilty. I have feen a late book of
theirs, that mentipns the Analogy, but ftill goes
on with the old objections. However, that valu-
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able performance, and feveral others, that have
come out within thefe few years, are of great ufe
to fatisfy and confirm the humble believer in his
pious and juft opinion, that God beft knows by'
what means it is fit for him, in the wifdom of his
government, to be reconciled to mankind.

Mrs. Cockbqrri to ber Niece,

Long Horfely, Fune 30, 1739.
Dear Nizce,

HE hurry and diforders, thar muft una-
voidably attend, one under my infirmities
upon this grand revolution in our fituation, have
fo whirled about my thoughts, that this is the
- firft moment I could compofe them enough to fet
pen to paper. But amidft all the confufion of
them, I preferved a fenfible concern for you and’
your affairs, an earneft defire to hear of Capt. Ar-
suthnot’s return, and what voyage he next intends;
which I fear will be a perplexing matter under fo
great an appearance of war. To fay the truth,
there is fcarce any thing I find more regret for
in this change, than the diftance and difficulty of
 bhearing frequently from you, or of havini% any ac-
count of what relates to you, and the re of our

friends at Peterbead,
It is but very lately, that I have got rid of my
cough, and have fince been troubled with fome
pains. But fine weather, which we have at pre-
~ fent, recovers me, and I always loved the country
in fummer. This is agreeable enough now, nor
are we without company, and of fuch as can help us
to books. But we had need to lay ina ftore of
them againft the winter; for I fear all the reft of
the pleafing fcene will difappear at that time. My
head has not been difpofed for deep rcad;ng,
ince

e Dr. Butler.
able
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fince I came here, but I have been very well en.
tertained with a book, which, I believe, you miight
find no unufeful amufement, if you can meet with
it there. Itisin two parts, and confifts in fome
account of the life of Mrs. Thomas, (who is men-
tioned at the beginning of Pope’s letters) and let.
ters, which paft betwixt her and Mr. Gwinnes,
under the names of Pylades and Corinna, during an
honcurable love for fixteen years. There appears 2
great deal of* good fenfe, folid virtue,-and fincere
piety in all- his writings ; and as fhe was a lady of
fine talents and true worth, it cannot but grieve
one to find fuch perfons fo unfortunate. Her cafe
is indeed extremely pitiable, and may afford mat.
ter of fubmiffion, and even gratitude to providence,
unter many uneafy difpenfations, when we refleét

how unhappy fome have been, who feem to have

deferved much better than ourfelves.

I have not given you the particulars of our paf- -

fage hither, becaufe I believe you will have it from
other hands. The greateft inconvenience I find
in this’ place is the diftance from church, By good
providence I had a lift thither and home again on
Whitfunday in a chaife with four horfes, But the
lady, to whom the vehicle belonged (and who
fometimes comes in a coach and fix) has been ever
fince in another part of the country; fo that I
have ftaid at home all the other Sundays, and am
like to do fo, till I get myfelf equipped for riding,
which Iintend as foon as poffible, that I may not
lofe the only feafon, when the weather and my
._health will allow me to go in the public worfhip.
It is misfortune enough to be deprived of it in the
winter.

; Mrs,

\

'
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Mrs. Cockburn 70 ber Niece.

Sept. 11, 1739,
Dear NiEce,

HE difficulties, that attend our correfpon-

dence at this diftance, give a double réTith to
the pleafure of hearing from you; and we fhall
perhaps write more frequently, when we are afraid
of lofing any opportunity for it, than if we had it
erery week in our power.  So much the uneali-
nefles of this life are blended with the fatisfattions
of it,. that we fcarce have la fhare of any one of
tiem, without a mixture of the other. ;
If I had had time to finith my laft, I defigned
whave chid you for cenceiving an ill opinion of
one you knew nothing of, upon very infufficient
gounds.  Pope fays nothing to her difadvantage
i his letters. Cromwell indeed fpeaks flightingly
of her, and calls a letter, which he publithes of
hers, 2 romantic one: but as the letter was there for
erery body to judge of, I could not but acquit it
of that character; and though I had never heard of
Mrs Thomas before (which, by the way, I wonder
#)was much difpleafed to find a man fpeak fo
uhandfomely of a lady, whom it appeared he had
once had fome regard for, with a kind of infult
on her unhappinefs: and fince I have read her
lfe, and feen the caufe of her diftrefles, it gave me
the more indignation againft him, who had known
berin better days, and was then a great.admirer of
ber.  Pape, in a pique for her having publifhed his
Lc[tcrs, put the name of Corinna, which Mr. Dry-
den had given to that lady, into his Dunciad ; but
in his notes afterwards made an apology for it. I
think it is a piece of juftice, due even to ftrangers,
not to conclude againft them from any reproaches
mrowz at them, without examining upon what
grounds.

Mrs.
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Myrs. Cockburn 70 b?r Niece.

Sept. 19, 1740,

-Dear Nizce, 7 :

Etwixt your backwardnefs to writing and mine,
B our correfpondence is likely to go on vey
much at leifure ; which, confidering the dulnefs, thx
increafes with old age, I dare anfwer for it, will bs
no great lofs on your fide, but what your good-
nefs makes fo by your defire to hear from z friend,
who has a fincere value for you. Our communi-
cating books with our thoughts upon them, whit
we were near one another, afforded matter for o
Letters, which muft fail at this diftance. The news
papers indeed we ftill read in common ; but Ian
too little 2 politician to converfe with you on thofe
fubjefts. My little underftanding in fuch affais
makes me willing to believe, that thofe, whoae
at the helm, may have views, in what appears-t%
others to be wrong ; and reafons againft what they
think thould be done, that are above my reach;
fo that I humbly content myfelf with reading the
public papers, to know what is done, whilft others
are fagely commenting on what fhould, or fhould
not be done. However, thus far I think I can 2p-
prehend, that no ficer, how great foever, nor the
beft management poffible, can prevent many of
our fhips being taken, or'vaft loffes in trade ; both
which muft be unavoidable in a war with Spain;
. and there end my politics. g :

" I could with much more pleafure impart to you
my fentiments upon fubjeéts of another nature,
which have raifed a controverfy, that has’employed
many able pens for fome years, and fhould be
glad to have your thoughts of what I have ferib-
bled about them. But there is no trufting fuch

papers fo far off, when there is but one copy of

them; and I am too lazy to take another. They
) are
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xe chiefly upon the difpute, whether moral virtue,
ud moral obligation, are founded folely on the
4ill of God, and rewards and punifhments ; or on
the immutable nature of things; a conteft fet on
foot by Dr. Waterland, upon comparing pofitive
with moral duties, in oppofition to Dr. Clarke’s
Expefition of the Church Catechifm, publifhed foon
sfeer his death. Thefe points, with a little touch
of fome others, more curious and metaphyfical,
yere my ftudy laft winter. <And I defign, if it
pleafe God I am able, to refume them, when the
evenings grow long, for I cannot work by candle-
light: but in the fummer I am fo much employed
amy needle, that I read little, and write lefs.

Mrs. Cockburn 20 ber Niece.

; April 18, 1741,

Dear Nikce,
IHopc you are too well affured of my fincere

concern for you, and the reality of my friend-
fiip, to impute my filence, upon the great lofs you
lave fuftained, either to indifference or negleét. 1
had indeed too deep a fenfe of it to exprefs, or to
b able to offer any thing for your immediate
wmfort, Nature muft yield a while to fuch a
fhock ; but it is not for dependent creatures, in
fich a precarious ftate as this is, to give them-
felves over to an inconfolable grief for any changes,
that can happen here. It is’ the condition of our
being to expect them; and there is nothing we
pofiefs with greater uncertainty, than the life of
ourfelves, or our friends. Here then it is, that
that refignation, which Dr. Butler obferves our na-
ture is formed to, ought as reafonably to be exer-
ted occafionally, as it is habitually by every one

towards objects out of our fphere, or out of our
reach,
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reach,. Nature inclines us to be contented wit
our lot: we find the principles of vt}’us fubmiffiog
within us ; and this, fays the Do&qr, is an excelleny
foundation of a rcafonagle and religious refignation,
which he jultly calls the whole of piety, and 1
fource of the moft fettled quiet, and compofure of
mind.  Nothing would perhaps more effectualy
contribute to bring us to this, tHgn frequently 1
confider, that happinefs is really inconfiftent wiy
a probation ftare, and fufferings of one kind o
othet effential to it. We may fometimes be a
to reflet, that others are allowed to enjoy ti
bleflings we are deprived of, when thofe very pe-
fons may have fome crofs, which we would find
harder to bear. To have a good hufband exly
fnatched from us, is indeed a grievous affliction;
but to live long with a very bad one, might b
much worfe; which is the lot of many, .and num-
berlefs other more grievous evils this life is fubjef
to, The confideration therefore, that all muﬁ'un-
dergo fome fufferings, and that what our partics-
lar trial fhall be; is in the direétion of infinite good-
nefs and wifdom, ought to difpcfe our minds 01
perfect fubmiifion, and chearful hope, t.hat al! will
tend to our good in the final iffue of things, if we
behave, as is our duty to the governor of the uni-
. verfe. Religion is certainly the only ftay of a
- afflicted foul; and as T know you have a real and
ferious fenfe of it, I hope it will have its prope
effet upou you, and fhall be glad to know ti
~ ftate of your mind from yourfelf. ~—
You are now called to the exercife of a new
duty, which may be at once your’employmex
and delight. But do not let the cares and tender
nefs of a mother, excite an anxious folicitude about
future contingencies. In doing your part leave the
event to him, who has the fole difpofal of life and
death, and has wife reafons, though unknown s
us; for difpenfing either. May that good prg:;
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dence give a blefling on your tender cares, that

your little fon may provea comfort and fupport
to you, and reftore you to your peace of mind,
There is fome kind of relief in imparting our for-
rows to a friend. If you will give yodffelf leifure
to try that remedy, you can find none, that more
truly fympathifes with you, or would more wil-

+ lingly contribute to lighten your affliction, than,

dear Niece,
your fincerely affetionate aunt,
and bumble fervant,
C. Cockeuvrn.

Mrs. Arbuthnot to Mrs. Cockburn,

Peterbead, Aug. 6, 1 741.
Dear Mapawm,

OUR laft delicate kind letter on fuch a me-
Y lancholy fubjet gave me all the comfort
and fatisfation, that my mind was capable of re-
ceiving, in the difconfolate ftate it was then in, I¢
deferved an anfwer much fooner, but I affure you
I was never able to give one ; noris it any great
abatement I find in my grief, that makes me write

. fow, but a ftrong defire to hear from you again,

lagree with Dr. Butler, that compaffion is a re-
medy provided for mifery, and have found nothing
more comforting to myfelf in my diftrefs, than the
real fympathy I have met with from fome of my
friends. ~ And as there are none, of whofe fincerity
I'am more certain than yours ; fo I affure you [
fet as great a value on your fympathy, as any I
have met wich on this fad occafion. I could im-
part my forrow to you with all my heart; but am
o big with it, and ten thoufand different refiec-
tions on it, to be able to give you in writing al-
moft any notion of the true ftate of my mind. [

have
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have loft a moft dear pleafant companion; and ons
of the fondeft hufbands, that ever ftood in that re-
lation, to whom I bore a moft violent affection in
return: and fball leave you from thence to con-
clude, what fad forrow I mutt feel on the reflection .
of fuch a change. It has many aggravations, par-
ticularly that of being left in a dependent ftate,
But I affurg you, they are all fo much fwallowed
up in the lofs of himfelf, that I am much lefs fen-
fible of the confequences than can be imagined. |
with I could fay to myfelf, that I deferve the opi-
nion you feem kindly to have entertained of me,
in regard to my fenfe of religion ; wherein I have
been formerly too deficient in cultivating that prin-
ciple, I have need to make up for the future ; fince
I find, that nothing lefs than refignation to the

will of Almighty God can reconcile my mind 1o |

my prefent lot. He has brought it upon me in
his wife and juft providence ; but, heavy as it is, [
muft.own, I can difcover fome rays of mercy in
the conduéting of it ; particularly, when I confider
the frame of mind I was wrought up to, when [
received the fad and melancholy news. I ufed at
other times, when I was in any extraordinary fears
for him, to find my mind fo weakened by them, that
I always thought, if they proved true, I fhould
run great hazard of lofing my fenfes. But all this
voyage 1 found them take a very different turn. |
had many apprehenfions, but no extraordinary caufe
for fear; and when Sandy turned bad, which hap-
s pened to fall in the very middle of winter, I'was
fo divided between fear of him, and his father
whom, I believed then to be on his paffage home,
and was expecting him every day, that I cannot
fay I ever felt myfelf in a more ferious frame of
temper. But, in fpite of thefe advantages, 1 fpent
tany a night in fad uneafinefs, and fhed abun-
dance of tears, before 1 got the finifhing ftroke.
The diftraction and agony of- mind I was in, on

hearing

"_"'_'—ﬁ—.
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hearing of the fhi being come, and feei
of himfc}f, for agout a quarter of ancj?f)unro ‘:ﬁg
the ftupid refignation, with which I received the
news fmm his ‘two brothers, is a fubjeét, which
you will excufe me from faying any _more on,
foc [ am quite fpiices already,~  ~ ’
oor Sandy been very bad of the meafl

but has now, thank God, gc):t quite over thc;). csi
am hopeful they may prove a means of health to
him, for the future, if the fmall-pox keep away ,
but they are in the country juft now. I fhall en-
deavour to follow your|advice in moderating my
anxiety -about him, which I affure you is no’eafy
ulk. I was but too fond of him from the time of
his birth ; but God knows, I am much more fo
fince hi§ father’s death. If I would not truft hitr;
w providence, I fhould be very ungrateful for. the
palt mercy of his recovery from a very dangerous
illnefs, far beyond the expectation of all that faw
him at that time.,

***1affure you, I found it [the abfence of her huf- -
band) much harder than the d[anger, to which he was
expofed. I muft own, that fo long as it pleafed God
o preferve my dear, | always thought the danger car-
ried its reward along with it. Every new deliverance
proved 2 new ground for truft in providence, and
rifed fuch pleafant emotions in the mind, as made
methink my paft fears abundantly recompenfed, And
though it has pleafed God, to make my lot very
melancholy ; yer I affure you, my cafe is fingular
here ; for fince the memory of man, there has* no
fuch misfortune, as the death of a hufband abroad,
with tbe lofs that enfued afterwards, befallen any
belonging to that employment in this plice. But

Thave kept you too long on this melancholy fub-

» and am " rendered quite faint with it myfelf.
This is the fecond um? I have entered on )i'c in
wnung, but have been fadly defeated both times.
hall conclude it with telling you, that I believe
Vou. 11, X . I fhould
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in the earth,
the moft unhappy perfon in ¢
{va‘?)i‘:lcrlrottxfor a very ﬁronghre lﬂ’l‘{ haw::tcf:é-c ;lg;
ject i hich has a ftrong
fubjeét of morality, w L : g
ff the mind from vanity. )
tv?hgrr: ‘; t‘l)xink myfelf otl}:liged, fol:etl;: Iﬁégtt:f?;:
took that way, and for the many o
. I look upon you as no im
i‘:ar:\d:king ne bcaF:'O up in r}:\y é{aublccc,‘ btr:sv crcc:klc:sn
t lofs for the diftan ;
;nz"::xl\fc::btrg ;':)au o:ce mcntior;‘c_d in a l:it;ir{::{));?é’
was writing fomething on th ¢ fubjed,
::;tczgl‘il not conveniently fcn;d gu: ':cc:r}‘); t(})1fl rx]tg :{
bridge it, fo as to fend m« .
¥l?eu ﬂcxabr}t:ncc <g>f it’, in a letter, it will be moft ac

ceptable, If you have not wrote to my coufin be-

fore this comes to hand, I fhall be glad to hear

h never fo fhort) u.ndcr cover to
f}‘\r;m ylejl (;}c‘:’: gfcnd their kind fervice to all your

family ; and 1 am, dear madam, .though in g@

iction : :
g e Your moft affeitionate niece,

and bumble fervant,
ANNE ARBUTHNOT.

Mors. Cockburn fo ber Niece.

Feb. 17, 1 74;.

s Dear NiecE,

ecei our-~
T was a great concern to me when I rcq:\;cci g’h 3
i i

laft forrowful letter, that I‘wa.s not e
tion to anfwer it; and It:uln {Enl]l km alr);a:::x kindhmkneg-
it look like d neg
that my long filence muit | &
lect ofy you"in your afflitions : but as my hiiarper-
confcious of a fincere fympathy with yl:)ute. =

foades me you will be inclined to have j

? ered
thoughts of me. It was long before I reco;mm,
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from the diforders, that attended my cough, under
which my head was uteerly incapable to dictate,
and my hand to guide a pen; and the moment_[
was able, 1 was obliged to 80 on with a work I had
before begun, which required all my time and f
thoughts 5 but they were often interrupted witK
anxious defires of writing to you, frdm a deep con-
¢ern for you,
Your K:»ttcrs fpeak a mind given up to all the
aggravating reflections; that can producea difconfo-
lte dejection, beyond whar would be the natural
confequence even of the great loffes you have fu-
{tainig; and fo far muft be called voluntary un-
happinefs. But as-you feemed fenfible, that you
run into fome extravagance, I am in hopes
your own reafon has long before now, compofed
that tumule, which the return of a fad anniverfary

, had raifed. For a little obfervation of the common

difpenfations oﬁgod’s providence, and of his de- |
clarations in fcripture, might fatisfy you, thae you
had no grounds to think the cafe of your family
fingular; that God had fet you up for a mark of bis
dfpleafure, as you exprefs it ; or that he has been
very angry with you. I do not know how exempt
that little corner of the ifland, where you are, may
have been from grear calamities - but I dare fay,
jou muft frequently have heard, and read of
fuch, And T can affure you, that fince we have
been here, feveral inftances have happened near
us, of tender, fond, induftrious hufbands, whofe
employments were the only fupport of their fas
milies, fnatched away bya fever, and one drowned,
leaving their wives with five or fix young children
to bring up, and little vifible means for it, with-
Ou;ﬁa:cnts orany near relations about them s which
¢ to be more deplorable cafes than yours,
though you feem to think your misfortunes fome-
what fingular.  As to their being a fign, that God
bas been Very angry with you, it is a thoughe fearce
2 excufable

%
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excufable inone, that is at all acquainted with the
facred fcriptures, which abound in expreffions of
the profperity of the wicked, and the afflictions of
the righteous; affuring us, that through many
tribulations we muft enter into the kingdom of
heaven, and that whom the Lord Joveth, he chaft-
encth, &¢c. Paflages of this nature made a lady, |
have heard of, ppprehend herfelf entirely out of
the favour of God, and tempted to defpair of her
falvation, becaufe fhe had never met with any mif-
fortunes in her life. Andif you would attentively
confider them, you muft find, that fhe had better
grqunds, than you have, for fuch melancholly appre-
henfions. Both fhew indeed how apt fome tem-
ers are to give every thing the worft turn it will

. Whereas, it is our guﬁnefs, whatever fitua-

tion we are placed in, to regard chiefly what duties
it requires from us, and how we may make itanin-
frument of obtaining God’s favour. And furely it
is our wifdom to turn our thoughts to fuch reflec-
tions, as may ferve to alleviate rather than aggravate
our forrows ; and this I hope you will think your

duty as well as your intere[E‘

I can give you no otheragcount, in & letter, of the
papers 1 once mentioned, than that they are re-
Tharks on fome writers in the controverfy concerd-
ing the foundation of moral virtue and moral obli-
gation, and inoppofition to thofe, who found them

~ folely on the will of God, or the fanétions of re-
 wards and punifhments. One of them, Iam fo
hardy as to oppofe, is_the tranflator of Archbi-
fhop King’s Origin of Evil. Another 2 perfon &
great name, and author of the Divine Legation 4
Mofes; 2 work I have agreat value for, and, 1 affure
you, a high efteem of both thofe authors, though!
Hiffer from them in that point. My defign at hrft
was only to firike light into my own thoughts, by
remarks on the fubjet; but your uncle propofed ©
print them, and my fon has fent for them to p¥

nte
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into a friend’s hands at Londow ; fo that i
: 5 t
fhould come to be publithed, you fhn?l ha::/e '(fmtch f)yf
the books : but I am in fome fear of trufting the
manufcript by fea, ‘having no copy. :

Mrs. Cockburn ¢5 ber Niece,

Desr Nizce, \L Horfeln Supe. 30 11743
THOUGH I am always defirous to .hear
l news of you and your family, I begin to be -
well enough content, to leave the writing part. be
tween rour coufin-and you, as I grow too inﬁrn;
and dull for a'conftant correfpondent ; and fhe Thope
’ ?

zscyckccg usrfrom wearing quite out of acquain-
g . llxt ince you are fo good as to write to me

“Eamcu ar, and to communicate your thoughts

of fome books, I would not omit the opportu%ity -

of her fi
ncﬁ.c:r rank, to thew you my fenfe of your kind-
The unexpeed lofs of m ilc
y poor child, wh
f;)i t;fcful to me, and had been almoft allv;xe‘: ‘va?:
o | me, was indeed a fevere affliction. She was a
2 aglq:z:ngcty moment in my thoughts, What
my mind to, the mingled with it s
:ll t!h:g; I found in books, was fomcgj wayv:lrd:)dl\ix:
isp}_)x to her ; and flill there is not a day but fhe
Ierr‘aq;:g;l!ttha _fubjc&hof my refle@ions; nor do
o divert them from her, but m
the bk ufe T can of them: . 1 fometimes jommire
¢ ometimes imagine
:ﬁ:; Ilh::g now a nearer intereft in anotlhnc‘:gfg:é
s kd ;‘ and pleafe myfelf with the hopes of
o hcrgcarll;: Pcl‘l_'lt thc;c, and finding her rejeicing
i cape from the evils of thi
Sometimes I cofifider, ho iy it
ider, how graciouf] i
(lg;e; makes our difappointments, and ycrgfri(‘::: iﬁe:rcxz
v turn to our advantage in another. My dear
)'$ return to me is an inftancz of this : had fhe
X 3 been

|
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been fettled, as we progofcd, or continued with her
brother, how defolate thould I have been, when de-

rived of the only child, that was left me ! It is true,
Kcr coming from one forrow to another made fome
part of my grief ; but her being with me, and fhar-
ing each other’s griefs, was a mighty relief and com-
“fort; befides that fhe is of the greateft ufe to me,
So that 1 have reafon to be thankful both for her,
and the bleffing I have in the goodnefs of my fon,
though at this diftance from me ; and I hope God
will pleafe to preferve them. It is fome trouble to
us, that we hear feldom from him fince he went
to Germany, though his bufinefs obliges him to write
every week to his uncle, which, I fuppofe, you
thought was to his father. We have heard but
once from him fince the battle, at which he hap-

pened to be prefent, though his office does not re-.

quireit. But how that was, and what hardfhips
he went through, I leave to his fifter to give you
an account of,

Since you enquire, if my papers are come abroad,
you fhall have a hiftory of their fate after I men-
tioned them to you. My fon having no leifure, up-
on his leaving England, to manage fuch an affar,
defigned to write to a friend of his, to whom he had

" before fhewn my papers, to take the care of them,
and in-the mean time left them with his aunt Cu//
till fhe-thould hear farther about them. They were
fealed up in a cover direfled to me; and fhe having

foon after occafion to fend fome writings hither to -

her brother, thought it a good opportunity of con-

veying my packet, not doubting but it was defigned-

to come to me; fo it wasput up with a large pércel,
and arrived here {afe by fea many months ago.

looked upon this accident as a fort of providential
check to my defign of printing; fo gave over all
thoughts of it, which I informed my fon of:
but he had writ before to his friend (though not till

he eame to Maceftrich?) from whom ] had a lcit:{{
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laft April, defiring me to fend my manufcript to
him, in order to get it printed, and afluring me, on
my fon’s account, of all the affiftance in his power..

Ianfwered, that fince'the papers were returned to
me, I was unwilling to part with them, as I had
once done, without having another copy, and
tranfcribing was grown a very troublefome work to
me; befides that I fhould take it kindly, as he
had read them, if he would let’ me know, whether
he thought there was any. thing in them worth pub-
lihing. To this he replied, that fince I defired it,
he would give his fentiments freely, * That he
thinks the whole to be wrote with folid judgment,
and well weighed arguments, and that it is worthy
the perufal of the learned.” He added, that it was
ablolutely neceffary to tranfcribe it 5 that the delay
would be no detriment at that time of the year ;
and whenever I pleafed to fend it to him, he would

" do hisutmoft to get it printed. Thus encouraged,

Irefolved to write the whole over again, and hav-
ing met with fome things in Dr. Watts’s Pbilofopbi-
«a! EfJays upon part of the fubjeéts I had treated of,
I made feveral additions relating to them, all which
employed the few leifure hours I have, for about
two months, When it was finithed, juft the day
before it was to have been difpatched for London,

- Dr. Sharp, our Archdeacon, happening to make

us 2 vifit, your uncle mentioned the manufcript to
him, who was willing to perufe it. 1 confefs I
dreaded his judgment more than thag of the pub-
lie, to whom I fuppofe I fhall not be known ; yetI
was defirous to have his opinion. It was fent him
on the Friday, when Kitty and her papa made a vific
there ; and he returned it the Monday following,
with a long letter to your uncle relating to it. He
begins with telling him; that ¢ he had read the dif-
courfes with all the attention they require and de-
fcwe; that he believed they would be well received
In print ; and that he was fo defirous of having

X 4 them

|
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them publithed, that he returned them the fooner,
that there might be no delay ; and the rather, be-
caufe he faw no room toadvife any alteration either
) in matter or effion.” So full an approbation
from a perfon of his judgment and integrity, you
may be fure, gave me great fatisfaction, and con-
firmed my defign of fending them once more to
London, whither they are now on their way, if not
arrived. The reft of the Doctor’s letter contained
fome particulars, in which he perfeétly agreed with
the author, and fome difficulties he found in Dr.
Clarke's fcheme, which fhe perhaps could clear up;
and on thefe I have fince given my thoughts, but
with what effe@t, I cannot yettell. Idid not ima.

gine this detail would have taken up half fo much -
room in my paper, or I fhould have fcarce entered |

into it: but as it may yet be uncertain, whether the

papers will be printed or not, I was willing to im.

part to you what fteps I have taken, and on what

grounds; which if you are tempted to think an

effe@ of vanity, it will perhaps be more juft to im-
to the freedom of friendfhip.

We ufed to take the Gentleman’s Magazine ever
fince we came here, but none has been fent us this
year fince Fanuary. If you will let me know i
what Magazine the poem you mention is, andin
what month (except it be in the Scots Magazine;

which does not come here) I will endeavourto pro--

cure it, and give you what account I can of it.
Dr. Whicheote is well known, but we never heard
of an{ fermons of his publithed by Lord Shaftefbu-
ry. 1 had Jike to have told you too, that I never
read any of Mr. Murault’s writings ; but your uncle
fays, that is the name of the author of the World
"_shtmafked, and another little book we had at Aber-

"deen, thetitle of which we have forgot. However |

the author’s name was to neither of them, jand Iam

zuiu unacquainted with it ; but if you had, in con-

efcenfion to a bad memory, given the title of your
boo

ks,
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books, and a little hint\of their fubjects, it might
have revived my remembrance of them. I can on-
ly now recolleét, that the firft feemed fo myfte-
rious to me, (though very amufing) that when I
had gone through it, I knew not what it aimed at;
what was meant by the T'rue, where it was to be
found, and how we are to know it. The other, I
thought, had many good things in it, though of
what nature 1 have forgot, and fome juft reflections
of falfe notions of rclirgion; yet, if I miftake not,
it was not free from feveral fuch itfelf. But per-
ths'thcfc are not the books you mean : your fa-
vourite author may have writ others, that I have.
never feen.  However, I would caution you not to
be too fond of fuch moralifts, as would draw us from

-l focieties of Chriftians, to Chriftianity in the ab-

firat, or at large, which is truly an impra&ticable
khgmg; and much lefs of thofe, who difcover a
prejudice againft the doétrines of the Gofpel, where
undoubtedly the pureft morality is to be found, and
upon the fureft ‘grounds. I am forry to fay the
noble earl you fo much admire (the great oracle of
the deifts) is one of thefe ; whofe fine genius, and

 perfonal virtue, might otherwife have been of great

krvice to the religion of his country; which fo
zaalous a patriot, one would think, fhould have
eountenanced for the public good (as the beft phi-
lofophers of old did theirs) though his own re-
fined tafte needed no external incitements to the
pratice of virtue. But it is time to conclude re-
fiections, which perhaps will be little agreeable to
you; and I have fcarce left myfelf room to offer my
love and fervice to your mother and fifters, and to
affure you, that I am very much,
Dear niece,
Your affeitionate aunt,
and bumble [ervant,

n C. CockBuRrN,
Ms,

1
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Mers. Cockburn fo ber Niece,

Tune 12, 1744,

Dear Niece, : Y
Have at laft got the papers in print, of whic

I promifed y%u a copy. They wege publithed
in the middle of March, but the copies fent me
did not arrive till the laft Saturday in, .May,‘abou;
which time I was a little recovered from an illnefs,
that had confined me near four months to my
chamber and my bed-gown; and I was pleafed,
that my ability to write to you, and to keep my
promife with you, were come to me together.
But the very next day, though a warm one, upon
going down ftairs a little lefs wrapped up, I got

a new cold, accompanied with a low fever, which.

ain reduced me to my former weaknefs, and |
;\%vc not yet recovered my ftrength or fpirit,
However, as no opportunity has yet offered of
fending you my remarks, 1 endeavour to get
a letter ready to go with them by the firft fafe
hand. When you have read them, I fhall expett
to know your fentiments, efpecially on the prin-
cipal fubjeét. ;

pMy fojn’s friend, who managed the affair of get-
ting them printed, writes me word, that they
have been well received by many learned and ju-
dicious men, particularly Mr. Warbu{ton, who,
though I have oppofed him in fome things, has2
great value for me, and defired to have a direétion
yhow he might write to the author ; which the gen-

tleman would not give without my confent, but-
1 could not well refufe it to fo great a man, whoft
| ﬂatteg:d
myfelf, that Mr. Pope might have the fame defire
up);n my infcribing them to him : but the ncws‘v
papers have been of late fo full of his dangerous
#llpefs, and even his death, though that has been

defire of it ‘does me fuch an honour.

con-
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contradicted, that I fear I fhall be deprived of the
fatisfaction I propofed, in having him know the
great value I have for him, though I have no pre-
tenfions to any fhare'in a friendfhip I fhould moft
highly prize. ;

I have at laft met with the fifth edition of the

m you mentioned, but did not fo much as tell
me the title of it, Tbe Complaint or Night T boughts.
There are many curious and juft reflections, which
ae extremely affecting, as they feem to come from
the very heart of the writer.~ I believe it is Dr.
Tumg's, but I know nothiing of his cafe, farther
tan I can gather from the poem and the preface,
in both which he feems to avoid being particular,
ad leaves a great deal to guefs. He mentions
thee deaths of perfons wvery dear to him, that
lappened in lefs than three months, which difap-
pounted all his hopes, and reduced him to the ut-
moft affliction : but who they were, he does not
téllus, yet I think it pretty plain, that Narcifla
was his daughter. Pbhilander Kc fpeaks of only as a
friend, but by fome lines that relate to the effect
his death had “upon Narciffa, haftening her'’s by a
break of blifs, 1 fhould imagine him to have been
ber brother ; but that is not fo clear. He fays, in
bis preface, the reader may obferve, there was 2
third death yet unfung ; and he does not know,
whether he ({all have occafion, or rather excufe,
for continuing the amufements of his grief, when
s mind was now become compofed for more im-
portant ftudies. Yet I find there is a fifth, and a
ixth Night come out, which if I meet with, you
fall hear of them, and if they come into your
Magazines, you may fend me fome account of
them. Thofe we have feen have a fine ftrain of
poctry, and tend much to wean us from depend-
ing on the uncertain comforts of this life, and to
nife the mind to that future ftate, where alone
tomplete and lafting happinefs is to be'expedied.
I read
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I read the World unmafked twice as you'did, and -

found a good deal of agreeable amufement in i,
but not a whit*the more inftruétion, or folid fatif-
faction upon a fecond reading. If his aim was 1

fthew, that every man’s confcience fincerely attend- .

ed to would ptove an unerring guide, why f
much myfterioufnefs ? why fuch dark and round-
about ways; to inculcate fo plain a propofition?
(though by the way I think it a very falfe one,)
How are we to know, when we have found his
true ? 'Which is I know not what, diftinét from all

articular truths. I like an author, who fhews, tha

e has a clear idea of his fubjeét, and that he ho-
neftly intends to convey his thoughts to his read-
ers, by exprefling himfelf intelligibly, without en-
deavouring to puzzle or amaze. Otherwife, [ am

apt to fufpeét, either that he does not know him- |

felf what he aims at, -or does not defign his read-
ers thould. If I have any guefs at your. favos
rite’s aim, it is to draw people from adhering to
any particular church, and to be Chriftians at large,
which was not to be plainly fpoke out. Thisis in-
deed running from bigotry to another extreme.
Thofe, who embrace this fcheme, muft lay afide 2l
pofitive ordinances, though fure they are too ex-
prefly commanded for any fincere Chriffian to think
they may be fafely negletted: and what need is
there of it ? Cannot we join. in communion with 2
church, that holds all the effentials of Chriftfanity,
and which we think has the feweft corruptions of
, it; and comply with its cuftoms in indifferent
matters, without adopting any bigotry for trifles
on the one hand, or averfion to them on/thc other?
We may filently judge for ourfelves, and live free
from party heats, and bigotry, in communion wita
bigots. As to the doftrine of redemption by 7+
* fus Chrift, rejeting that may well ﬂvc offence 10
judicious Chriftians, fince it is plainly and fre-

quently delivered in Scripture : but I confefs

gencrzl
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general way of explaining it is fo little agreeable

to reafon, that it may as juftly give offence to

confidering men. For my part, I could nevey af-

fent to -the common notions about it ; yet for all

that I never doubted,, but that a doétrine, which is—

the very foundation of Cbriftianity, muft beconfift-

ent with reafon, and the divine reétitude, if rightly

underftood ; and though I rejeéted fome explica-

tions of it, I faw both the obligation and the

comfort of believing the truth-of the thing. Dr.

Clarke went as far as moft-in removing the diffi-

culdies ; but I have lately met with 4» Effay on Re-

dmption, that has given me great fatisfation, and,

I think, obviates all the objections of unbelievers.

Iwith you could get the reading of it: it is the fe-

cond part of Divine Reflitude, by the author of the

firft, Mr. Balguy. 1 read the fourteen letters with

pleafure, and remember they gave me a pleafing
idea of the whole creation being happy at laft :
but‘alas! when I came to confider the grounds of
his proofs from reafon and Scripture, I found them
very defeftive. His arguments from Scripture
have been extremely well anfwered fome time ago,
in the Hiftory of the Works of the Learned; and
there are {everal confiderations in Archbifthop King’s
Origin of Ewil, which fhew, how reafonably it may
be concluded, that free creatures, defigned for im-
mortality, will be continued the whole extent of
their duration, in' that ftate, which is the natural
confequence of their own choice. Indeed this feems
more agreeable to reétitude, and the nature, of
things, than that the good and the wicked fhould
be ac laft equally happy, and equally in favour
with God. But this is a fubject too copious for a
letter. I fhall only add with refpeét to Scripture,
that though it is very true, that everlafting, &Jc. is
fometimes to be underftood in a limited fenfe ; yet
reafon, and all the rules of interpretation muft af-
{ure us, that fuch terms are to be' taken inﬁzhc
ame
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fame fenfe, when fpoken of the miferies of a future
ftate, as when applied to the bappinefs of it: f
that, if one is temporary, the other muft be {5
likewife. - .

I come now to Lord Shaftefbury, who perhaps
was a good Chriftian, when he publifhed the fer-
mons you fpeak of, and writ fo like a divine; for
no doubt his education led him that way. He was
Mr. Locke's pupil, and feems to have taken a pre.
judice againft him at the fame time, that he fel
out with revelation. I do not know frorm whence
his prejudices arofe; but if it was from the violen-
cies, divifions, or degeneracy of Chriftians, furely
aman of his penetration might have known man-
kind well enough to conclude, that the beft reli-

gion in fuch hands muft be mingled with the paf--

fions, frailties, and miftakes of men; and fhould
not have thought it reafonable to condemn the
pureft principles, for the fake of practices entirely
oppofite to them. Could he know the world, and
think, that morality, and by confequence the good
of his country, would be lefs advanced by the be-
Yief of Chriftianity, (even with his hard thoughts
of its teachers) than by no religion at all ? With-
out which it has never been thought praéticable
in any age, or country, to keep up any tolerable
order in {oeiety. If, inftead of that, he propofed o
bring the bulk of mankind t6 a love of virtue for
its beauty, and excellencies, and to give them all
his own refined tafte ; he might as well (as a great

'author fays) have propofed to maké them all

lords. But fuppofing he was not fofirm a- be-
liever, as one could wifh, you tell me,, #bat will
admit of a great deal of excufe in Dr. Butler’s opi-
nion ; for he fays fome people’s trial in this proba-
tion ftate may fpring chiefly from difficulties in
fpeculation. I-do not remember that paffage in
the Analogy, but 1 dare almoft venture to anfwer
for the-doctor, that he no more meant it for an ex-

4 cufe
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cufe of infidelity, than he would have meart it an
excufe for vice, if he had faid, that moft people’s
wial in_ this ftate came from the difficulties of
praftice ; and I doubt not you will find he had
fome other aim in view, if you read him_again,
and confider the occafion, or the ufe he makes of
that obfervation. Perhaps it was to warn thofe,
whofe trials lie that way, to arm agdinft them
s thofe, whofe trials are in points of prattice, ought
warm on that fide : or he might defign to fhew,
# Dr. Clarke fomewhere' does, how faith comes to
be accounted a virtue, and unbelief a vice, which
fome pretend are not in our own power. Dr. Clarke
afferts, that the right or wrong difpofition of mind,
which leads to the one or the other, is in our own
power : It is the bufinefs of reafon and virtue to
cultivate or corret them : we ought to bring our
minds to a fincere defire of knowing the truth, and
2 readinefs to receive it upon fuch evidence, as
the nature of the thing will admit. That fceptical
wrn of mind, which you fpeak of as an apology
for infidelity, . is that very wrong turn, which it is
the’ province of reafon to correét; for it can never
kead to truth, and nothing can be more unworthy
a rational creature, than to be always wavering
and doubtipg about every thing. I fhould be loth
to fufpe€t you of being a feeptic, for it is a very
ushappy, as well as faulty turn of mind ; but I do
not know what to think of your faying, that mof
ikings are involved in a vaft uncertainty. What things
do you mean ? The truth of the Cbriffian revela-
tion is, in my opinion, eftablithed upon as firong
and ‘convincing proofs, as the nature of fuch a
difpenfation can admit. “The effentials of it are
plain enough to a fincere enquirer, and we are not
obliged to concern ourfelves about difputable mat-
ters.  But I will fay no more on a fubjeét, which
perhaps you have only engaged in to vindicate
your admired writers; and I do not know, whe-
ther
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writ any fatires ; as you may find in his epift

Dr. Arbutbnot, if you can ricollcé‘t it. lpdolcn(t:: :
remember any bitter things he has faid againft our
fcx,_(pcrl}a],)s fome things of that kind, that were
Dean Swift’s, may be taken for his) but if he had
h1§ extraordinary régard for his mother, and friendf
thip for Mrs. M. Blount, would cancel them all
The two volumes you fpeak of are not new but'
 a colleétion of all his works in folio, ‘which 1 would
fain fee, for T have never read them all; but we
are very ill fituated here for getting any thing of
the Belles Lettres. Wehave not yet feen The plea-
fures of the imagination,' but are promifed it. Ido
not know how far Mr. Pope approved of it, but it
feems his friend and commentator Mr. Warburton
has in fome late work cenfured the author, for
adopting that odd notion of Lord Shaftefbury's
that ridicule was the beft teft of truth; which Mr.
Warburton, in his preface to the Divine Legation
& had demonftrated to be falfe, by two well-
known fa.&s: This is the fame perfon, whofe
mme you will find in my papers, from whom
Ihave had a letter, with an encomium of that
fmall performance, far beyond my expectation, as
be fays, it was beyond his, to hear it was wrote
byalady. He exprefles his obligation for the can-
dour, and politenefs of that part, in which he is
concerned, and ftyles it the firongeft and cleareft piece
of metaphyfics, that ever was written. Your uncle
goes this week to Newcaftle, and will try fome way
© get this parcel fent. If it comes with your fhip,
you will have another with it, which you will take
L‘;c trouble of fending by your carrier to Mr,
rq.

&ip:. the 2d.
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ther you can forgive my taking fo much’ freedom
with them, though you may be affured I meam
well. If any thing I have faid, can help you w0
judge more impartially of them, I fhall not think
myn‘fains ill beftowed; and if your inquifitive
mind would turn from authors, that ftrike the
imagination, and puzzle the underftanding, to fuch,
as eftablith folid truths, in a clear and rational
manner, you would find your account in it. And
contributing to it in any meafure’ would yield 2
great fatisfaction to me, who love you fincerely,

Your faithful friend and [ervant, &
‘ C. Cocksury.

a

Mr. Pope’s death proves but too certain, as you
will find by the verfes it occafioned ; but no doubt
you will have heard of it long before they can
reach you. 1 wait impatiently now for an oppor-
tunity to fend this packet, Fume 20. .

Your letter to your coufin, of Aug. 13, cameto
hand the 25th, 1 am forry to find by it, tha
your mother’s laft illnefs has left fome of the fame
ill effeéts behind it, that mine has done, fince fhe

has not yet recovered her ftrength. For my ovh

, 1 do not ever expeét it. I have not been

able to ride this fummer, fo have been only twice

at church, when I could get Mr. Ogle's coach,
“where 1 have likewife made one vifit.

It is fcarce to be hoped indeed, that this age

. fhould produce another genius equal to Mr. Pope,

) . efpecially one of his excellent moral charatter. The

afperfions of him are by no means to be credited :

the beft rule to judge of him is by his own, and

his friends letters, which gained himmy heart eo-

tirely. It is the fate of all men of great ment ©

have many enemies : it was tbat, and not his fa-

* tires, that raifed his, meer envy; for they had all

vented their fpleen againft him, long before he had

1

writ

Yor. 11,




e e i e D S

3

g2z Letters between Mrs. Cockburn.

Mrs. Cockburn o ber Niece.

: Nov. 20, 1744,
Dear NikcE,

New-
R letters came to us by poft from :
?42& on the 17th inftant, am{ixl wﬁfm
e e e fo a leke of our il i
o gr ot 1 have to fay in de-
but I would not defer what [E:0 487, 0 fo
¢. As to the omiffion in his wil,
‘:‘l‘\ﬁhogolr rl::;f ﬁs given much oﬁ'cncg;'{ I bcm
. it is not fo fingular in England, as tgc :dr::c e
notice. The practice of exprefling 2 anck it
the merits prgu_r Saviour is not, I nb, ghd )
ith efpecially in the polite world ; but Catbo-
i ::r’cr o cuftomary, as he was a Roman Cait
lic, if he had done it without joining d:: f‘?ﬁ
an’d the faints, it would have given grha o
to thofe of that church, and he m‘%tﬂdcs g
reafons not to think that proper, bel o chete
Yeemed no bigot to any of their peculiari n‘:&r.hmgu
his greateft admirers own, you fay, thathn g
to be found in his works, that favours th::r o
It feems his poem on the Mefich ‘{Sp“iicb o
ligent fearch, though it was pubhﬁxw \:r” st
g nge;;(:vf:‘?lf:fﬂ ll:'g fugje&s not 1t
- ture in s b s r
o{xi:ilr‘\agt :t\,a how does that oblige us to hgwemhnu:
?1 to the Deifts 2 Indeed, dear niece, € ?a -
yfr fer him upon (bcdfan:iglﬁf'oo; m\:x:& z:?;[ e
ite lord, there s a wide difiere T
::cc)thing for, and ﬁynnﬁ a great dc;l ag:;ﬁ ﬁi ud
ftianity., But ﬁ"tc thcb nﬂ;’kp é\:‘rg d;oﬁemo& e
to the enemies of it, by brin ; e

[ i is Dunciad, and other faures,
%tlaz::f,n :1‘0!12;3, }gfc.r’i\ighr pafs, with candid judges,

r ing i briftianity. And fioce
fomething in favour of C ' -
{”x%rp:)ofcffcd himfelf a Catholic, which he frcqutéloc{

- of moral virtue,

wh

ond feveral of her friends.

does in his Letters, and never dropped one word
in jeftor earneft, in his public or private writings,
to the difadvantage of Chriftianity ; no filence, or
omiffion, can bea fufficient ground to conclude
he was not a believer. 1 was furprized at the
turn you give .to my ftyling myfelf an admirer of
bis moral charatter, which I did net think capable

323

" of being mifapprehended ; nor can imagine what

defect of principles can be in an admirable moral
charaéter, for that, in my judgment, includes every
virtue,  There was no oppolfition intended, only
a diftinition from his poetical charatter, which all
the world admired. You will find the fame fenfe
exprefled in the verfes :

“ The heart beyond the genius I admir’d,

When you read my Remarks again, you will
obferve, that I place morality folely and entirely
on the nature, relations, and Sitnefs of things ; for 1
annot conceive how any other principle can have
the leaft fhare in the foundation of virtue, Buc
perhaps you meant our sbligation to the praélice
which is a diftinét confideration 5
ad that I do indeed place upon a threefold bot-
tom, the fitnefles of things, the moral fenfe, (not
ablind inftinét) and the will of God : but intereft
isno part of the ground of moral obligation in my

judgment; for what has that to do with con-

fcience? And yet I think my fcheme is in no dan-
ger of running into wildnefs or abfurdities ; for
what is there of cither, in praifing what our na-
wre directs us to approve as fit and right? Orin

dbeying God, on account of the relation we ftand
in to him,
The fan&ions of his laws are, no doubr,
importance,

ments t0 a fteddy performance of our duty ; but

and a defire of being acceptable to him ?

of great
and in many cafes neceffary incite-

are not the ground of our duty, which muft
prior to all confideration of them ; and a man,
o fhould conform to the laws of virtue, merely

Y 2 with
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with 2 view to rewards and punifhments, would
not, according to‘my notions, be cither a virtuous
or a religious man. In this I am nearer to m
agreement with Lord Shaftefbury, than you fecm
to be ; though, in other refpeéts, I think his fcheme
d very defective. :
There' is an Effay on Virtue lately publifhed,
which “places all obligation to it folely on felf-
intereft. 1 fhould be much difpofed to make
fome animadverfions upon it, if 1 could hope for
time and ability: but it is a large book, and |
have very little profpeét of tolerable health for aay
continuance. My cough returned the beginning of
September, and held me about two months ; bqt is
now. fucceeded by fuch a difficulty of breathing,
that 1 do not know, which is moft gricvous, bu
between them I am reduced to great weaknefs.

I am loth to refufe any requeft of yours, but
neither your uncle, .nor 1, think it proper to fend
a copy of Mr. Warburton's letter. 1f by any chance
it fhould ger air, it might not be well taken, and
at beft, would be looked onasa piece of womanifh
vanity ; nor is it worth while, being only a matter
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the' poem you mention of Mr. Pope’s. No doubt
ridicule may be of ufe in expofing follies oy vites.
All.that Mr. Warburton blames is applying it to
ferious and valuable things, efpecially to religion ;
and he talks of callin§ Lord Sbaftefbury to a far-

" ther account for his frequent railleries againft it.

I never heard of any quarrel betwixt him and Mr,
Lucke ; but it was thought unhandfome in him to
rdicule the fubject of |the Efay on Human Under-
franding. -

I read Mr. Baxter’s book at Aberdeen, and could
not but be exceedingly pleafed with great part of
it, though I did not agree with him in all, parti-
cehrly in what he much labours to prove, that
every being capable of perception muft always
stually pereeive. I do not remember his being
hard upon Mir. Locke; but that is fo common with
authors, who differ, that I might not much reflect
onit; nor am I apt to expeét quetations from

- Scripture in philofophical works, finge Scripture

is not defigned to teach us philofophy. J have
neither time nor room to add ; but here is enough

of compliment. If he gives any aniwer to my -
guments, it will be tacked to fome of hlxs printed
~ works, and then you may probably fee it.

. I was very well pleafed with the Hiftory of the
Works of the Learned, as it gives us fome know-
ledge of every thing of note, that is publifhed, and

)+ 1 thought the extracts were very »Ju_dxcxouﬁy\madc.
Some fmall pieces are given us entire, as you fee
by mine ; but that is rare. We had ghem for fome
years from a clergyman, who binds the months
together at the half year's end, which makes 2

,  pretry thick oftavo ; but we have not feen them
of late, nor do I remember in what ycar or mont
the anfwer to Mr. Murault was placed. You will
find upon the title page of that I fent you,. where

the laft five years are to be had. | I do not know
¢ e

to thew you, how much I defire to correfpond wich
you, and that I am fincerely
Your affeitionate aunt,
C. CockBuRrx.

Mers. Arbuthnot o Mrs. Cockburn
Peterbead, June 95 1747,

Dear Mapawm,
Think it my duty to retusn you my moft hearty
thanks for your kindnefs in fending me a copy
of your book. I am forry, that I am a judge fo un-
equal to the fubjeét; for I am quite rufted, and
have not one fingle acquaintance juft now, whe can
give me the leaft affiftance, ‘or who has the leaft no-
tion of thefe fubjets, * 1 fhould be glad to know
n X 3 how
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how Mr. Rutberforth’s book is relithed, for I'think
the moft of your quotations from him are fa very
abfurd, that they could have little weight. The
ground of -moral obligation is, it feems, a very
perplexed fubje€t ; but I thould think, that the ef-
fential difference of things, the moral fenfe, and the
will of God, did all perfectly coincide. The firft |
think the {dundation of the other two ; the fecond
refultsfrom the firft; and whatcan be more fit, than
that a creature fhould obey the will of his creator,
whom he knows to be perfeét in goodnefs and wif-
dom? Neither am I fenfible of any inconfiftency
between Lord Sbaftefbury’s fcheme and yours, for]
take his moral fenfe to be a fenfe of the fitnefs of
aftions. I read lately fome letters of his toa ftu-
dent of divinity, and to Rebert Molefworth, Efg

I fhould be glad to know, if ever they have fallen

into your hands. I think them exceeding good.

he is very angry with Mr. Locke in fome of them

for his notions of innate ideas. As to human na-
ture’s being capable of difintereftednefs, I make no
doubt, but it may be fo with long cultivation and
care; butl really believe there is very little of it
prattifed in the world; and I look upon a grea
many things that are brought to prove it, to be on-
ly deceitful appearances, as particularly, that of
people’s concern for their children, which I have
frequently obferved to be very great in the moft
felfifh tempers. But I agree with Dr. Butler, that
felf-love, when in its due degree, does not dero-
gate from the morality of an attion ; and he feems
to think, that man cannot diveft himfelf of felf-
love, and that, as he expreffes it,  opr ideas of
happinefsand mifery are, of all ourideas, thenear-
eft, and moft important to us; that they will, nay,
if you pleafe, that they aught, to prevail over thole
of order, and beauty, and harmony, and propor-
tion, if there fhould ever be, as it is impoffible
there- ever fhould be, any inconfiftence betgvccn

them:
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them ¢ and that when we fit down in a cool hour,
we can neither jaftify to ourfelves this, or any other
rfuir, till we are convinced, that it will be for our
happinefs, or at leaft not contrary toit.” Thus far
the Doctor, and I muft own [ perfetly agree with
him, and fhould be glad to know, if you do o toe.
In his fermons on the love of our neighbour, he
feems to think, that all virtues can be traced up o
benevolence. Among other inftances to contra-
diét that opinion, I find you * bring one from Si/ver-
s Cafe: but 1 canpot but differ from you,
25 to his defign of hoarding up his money ; for [ am
perfuaded, that it proceeded from a vile felfith
emper, that would not fuffer him to part with it
while alive ; and that all thefe kind of bequearh-
ments are owing, either to vanity, thinking to im-
mortalize their name ; or to remorle, and with 2
defign to attone for former érrors. Fhus, Madam,
though you will eafily fee, that I am but lame on
thefe fubjeéts, yet I have ventured to give you my
opinion, even where it feems to differ from yours ;-
and fhall think myfelf very lucky if it procures me
aletter fromyou : for I reckon myfelt much at a
lofs, that our correfpondence has droppéd fo long,
and I can affure you I endeavour, as mach as pof-
fible, to keep 2 mind open to conviétion on all fub-
jects; and wifh I could keep as clear of fcepricifin,
s lcan do of dogmatifm. I never faw any of
Mr. Warburtor’s writings but this fmall preface,
which I think extraordinarily well writ. 1am glad
yqu are fo well appointed of an agreeable corref-
pondent : for my part I am turned a great firanger
to what paflfes in the literate world, and fhall be
in hazard of entirely forgetting it, unlefs you lend
me your affiftance.
I fhall not touch upon the public ealamities, ta
you, having done it to my coufin, perhaps more

* Remarks on Dr. Rutherforth’s Eflay, 'Vol. IL p. 15.
Y 4 fully,
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fully, than prudently. If I have erred in that point,
1 thould be moft afraid of it, in what is faid on
fome of our clergy’s compliance : but if you knew
in how ridiculgus a manner they did it, you would
excufe me, They had not three days advertifement,
but were obliged to hurry into Adberdeen in all hafte,
or they had loft the opportunity. It was though,
that the government, by allowing them fo fhort a
time, had no mind, that any of them fhould reap
the benefit of the act; and it looks very like ir,
for Mr, Mann, member of parliament for the bo-
rough, wrote from London to the magiftrates of
Aberdeen, not to allow them to regifter their or-
ders, which is exprefly required by the act: and1
affure you, they are thought by many to be but in

a tottering ftate. To make the thing ftill the worfe, .

one of them took it in his head, juft after he had

taken the oaths, to write a burlefque poem, wherein

e ridicules in a moft barefaced manner all thofe,
who will fuffer themfelves to be brought to ﬁrc‘ifhu
for confcience fake. Infhort, he fays every thing
in it, which an enemy could have faid, by which
means he ftops all their mouths : for it is impoffible
to make him more ridiculous, than he makes him-
felf in it. Let this fuffice for an apology, if I have
. given any offence upon the fubjeét in my coufin’s
“etter. 1 was forry to hear, that you was under

the ‘uneafinefs of your cough, when my coufin_

wrote ; but hope you have now got rid of it, and
arc at freedom to exercife your mind and-pen in
thofe fubjeéts, that you moft delight in." It muft
be a great pleafure to you, to get the approbation
ofithe beft judges, and a great condeicenfion in
you, and at the fame time a compliment, that I

" am very fenfible of, to vouchfale to communicate

your writings to me.
My mother defires her brother to excufe her at
this time from writing, and fays, fhe will take the
= next
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pext opportunity. We all join in our humble du-
iy 10 iim and you, and I am, s

Dear madam,
your moft affeilionate niece,
and bumble fervant,
ANNE ARBUTHNOT.

8

Mrs, Cockburn #0 ber Niece.

Long-Horfely, Oftober 2, 1747.
Dzar Nikece, '

WE were all uneafy at your long filence, till
we received your letters dated in May and
June, which did not come to our hands till the
beginning of September, when your uncle got them
at Newcafile. 1 know I am much in arrear to you;
but my health is fo precarious, that no account
an be laid on my part of the correfpondence.
What with the cough, and whilft I was free from
that, a violent diforder on one fide of my head,
with an_extravagant tooth-ach, I have had no re-
fpite all this fine fummer, and have not been able
to write once to my fon, fince he went laft abroad,
tll the middle of laft menth. This by way of ex-
cufe for my not being punétual in my anfwers to
you. I fhall now begin with your laft letter, and
then, if I have time and paper to fpare, may look
back on fome things in your former.
You fay, ¢ the ground of moral obligation feems
a very perplexed fubjeét. But you fhould think
the effential difference, the moral fenfe, and the
will of God, do all perfectly coincide.” I make
no doubt they do; but how will this difentangle
the perplexity ? Since moft of Dr. Clarke’s oppofers
dllow none of thefe to be grounds of obligation at |
dll, founding it folely onna profpect of future re-
wards ;
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wards ; which (as 1 have obferved) difcharges |
men from being obliged to the praétice of virtae,
who either do not know, or do net believe, the
fanéions of God’s laws.. How contrary is this to
Dr. Butler's doflsine, as well as mine! ¢ Neither,
you fay, are you fenfible of any inconfiftency be-
tween Lord Shaftefbury’s fcheme and mine.” How
this comes in, I do not know, for I never oppofed
that Lord’s fcheme, nor do I precifely remember
what it is; for when I read him, I had nc view to
the controverfy : 1 have been of late engaged in:
but if he founds wvirtue on the moral fenfe, as |
think he does, his fcheme and mine can by no
means agree; for I found virtue folely on the cf.
fential difference, nature, and relations of things, .
not on any inftinéts ; though I allow the moral
fenfe its due weight in point of obligation. It is
fo long fince I read any thing of Lord Shaftefbury’,
that 1 have forgot, whether I faw the letters you
mention ; but I remember fomething of his fpeak-
ing flightingly of Mr. Locke’s Effay, as if there
was little ufe in knowing from whence we have
our ideas, in which he is furely much miftaken;
but he is thought to be prejudiced againft that
great’ philofopher, for his ftrong attachment to
Cbriftianity. ~Perhaps you may think I am agreed
with him, in his diflike of having any regard 0
future retributions, in the pradice of virtue: bur
I affure you, I am very far from it, though I con=
tend againft thofe, who have run into the other
extreme, and would have us regard nothing’elfe.
« As to human nature’s being capable of dif
intereftednefs, you make no doubt but it may be
fo with care and cultivation, &¢.” Strange! that
. your two favourite authors fhould have fo little
-influence.on your opinions. Both Lord Shaftefboury,
and D «Butler, ftrongly affert a natural difpofition
in mankind to benevolence ; an_inftance o which,
brought from the firft, | have fupported in my
: Remarks;
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Remorks ; and the Doctor has a whole fermon tend-
.ing to thew, ‘that benevolence is as much a part
of our nature as felf-love, and no more inconfiftent
with it than any other affeétion is. And he more
than feems to think, that man cannot diveft him-
flf of felf-love 5 for he all along fuppofes rhat to
bea fixed principle, given him to diret him to
private good, as the other is ;to diret him to pub-
lic good; and he fays, that mens alting often
contrary to the laft is no preof, that there is no -
fuch thing 5 for they as often @@ eontrary to true
fef-love. But you entirely miftake the queftion
which is not, how .much or how little diﬁntcrcﬁc&
‘benevolence is praétifed in the world ; but whether
that, which there is of it, proceeds from an artifi-
qzl a]matwn of ideas, or from a difpofition to de-
light in the good of others, implanted in the nature
¢ man? And that, which you bring as an objeétion
againft this Qiﬁngcrcﬁed benevolence, is the ftrong-
_cft proof of it ; for that affection for their off-(pring
muft be natural, which the moft felfi/b tempers can-
not diveft themfelves of. Indeed I wonder how
. you iomc to lilmagin'cc; that there is little real be-
nevolence in the world ; for I think you may hav
obferved a good deal of it, even in t¥le fmal{ plac:
where you are. Pray what is all that concern among
you for the fufferings of your country, when you
do not fhare in it yourfelves, but difinterefted be-.
nevolence ? What deceitful appearance was there in
Major Petrie’s kind intentions for your fon ? Or in
the brotherly affection of the Barclays? And what
deceit in the friendfhip between you and your
coufin Kitty? 1 could give many more particular
inftances, but let us return to your letter.

You next bring fome paffages from Dr. Butler,
% if you thought them fomething different from
my fcnnments-, I do not know why, for I have
fad nothing inconfiftent with any of them, That I
am no enemy to felf-love, appears fufficiently from

b |

page
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page 21, ® &e. of my Remarks, and 1 affure you,
there is not a fentence of that author’s, tha
1 would not readily fubfcribe to, fo Eerfcc’t]y
I am fatished with the whole tenor of his doc-
trine. And if in reading him and me, you would
rather confider the drift and defign of what we
“fay, than particular expreflions, I believe you
would more clearly underftand both 6ur prin.
ciples, than you feem to do. In that fermon you
mention, inorder to explain the text, and fo juftify
the apoftle’s aflertjon, that all other command.
ments are comprehended in. this, Thou fbalt love
thy neighbour as thyfelf, the Doltor fhews how the
moft common virtues of mankind mag be traced up
to benevolence : but then he talks of cautions, re-
ftrictions, and exceptions, which might require to
be confidered, on which he has a large note. In.
all this I perfeétly agree with him. No doubt the fo-
cial virtues are all included in the love of our
neighbour, and the felf-duties may in praétice be
reduced to it, though perhaps they rarely are.
But how you come to think, that I brought Si/ver-
ton’s cale to contradiét that opinion, 1 cannot guefs.
Had I differed ever fo much from it, I could have
no occafion to oppofe it, when I was remarking on
an author, who afferts the very reverfe, that al/ fe-
wevolence may be traced up to [elf-love. But 1 was
then upon a quite different point, viz. to fhew, that
by Dr. Rutberforth’s definition of virtue, that qua-

l?;}g in our aétions, by which they are fitted to do good 1o

others, and to prevent their barm, isnot a jult one;
for there may be actions fitzed to do good, &c. whick
yet are not virtues ; and for this I inftanced in §il-
werton's cafe. His was an ation fitted to do good
to a great many, and to prevent their harm; and
yet upon the whole, would not be efteemed a vir-
_tuous action. Now, unlefs you think his wasa
virtuous action, you cannot differ from me, for
* P, 1G. of the prefent edition.
this
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this is all I have faid about it. I have not pretended

~ to guels at his motives, not knowing his heart ; and

if I had, it would have been nothing to my purpofe,
which was to fhew, that praétical virtue confifts

in acting agreeably to the nature, relations, and fit-
" nefs of things. If you would read my Remarkswith

a proper attention, I doubt not you would be bet-
ter acquainted with my opinions. You may ob-
ferve, that when I fpeak of defiring thé happinefs
of others, it is upon a fuppofition,’that this does not
interfere with our own. 1 always confider man as a
fenfible being ; but I contend, that there are princi-
pies in his nature, that direét him to regard whatis
right and fit, and to defire the good of others; and
that thefe are therefore proper grounds of obliga-
tion, as well as his natural defire of his own good.

. This is lpnrt}y in anfwer to fomething in a former
y

letter of yours, about allowing intereft a fhare in
the obligations of a fenfible being, which 1 always

.do. ButI have not done with your laft letter yer,

though my paper is at anend, What fhall I fay
to the reft ?

Mr. Warburton's preface is writ (as every thing
he writes is) in a mafterly ftyle. ‘

There remains nothing more to take notice of
in your laft, but what you fay of your complying

~ clergy. Their cafe, I fuppofe, will be confidered by

your coufin or uncle, fo I fhall only fay, that they
had time enough after the aét of parliament paft to
form their refolution; and if they were determined
to take the oaths, and had but fhort warning given
them, 1 fee nothing ridiculous in their hurrying
into dberdeen, that they might not lofe the oppor-
tunity. Surely it would have been more ridiculous
to-have lingered by the way, till it was too late for
the bufinefs they went about. As to the bur-
lefquing gentleman, I am loth to think, that any
one, who pretends to ‘be a Chriffian clergyman,
would ridicule fuffering, for real confiience-fake :

but
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but I know the force of prejudice to make things
mifunderftood, 2nd am willing to imagine he only
meant to ridicule fuch a pretended point of confei-
ence, or making it a point of conicience to fuffer
for what cannot really be a1y man’s duty. This, |
fuppofe, would be much the fame thi in_your
ycoplc’s way of thinking ; but I believe all civilians,
and all who have writ on the laws of nature and
nations, are agreed, that protection and allegiance
> are reciprocal gbligations, and that where either
fails, the other cannot be due. A
You fee how much paper it has taken me to an.
fwer your crowded fcrap. Pray when you write to
me again, have more indulgence for my eyes, al-
low yourfelf room to enlarge your writing a little,
and to fet your lines at a proper diftance, for I af-
fure you it was with no {mall difficulty I could read
your laft atall.
I come now to one of yours, dated March 30,
1745, which I have not in all this time been able o

anfwer, though it chiefly concerns Mr. Pope, to

whofe memory I would always pay a juft regard.
There r:: no :Zafon to expet, that either he or his
friends fhould be abfolutely without faults; they
weré meindeed, but he was certainly one of the
worthieft of men, and valued his friends xpoﬁ for
their moral character, though he did not Judge'of
¢hat by party meafures, as thofe who cenfure him
for partiality, grofsly do.  As for Secretary Craggs,
he is- much wronged by thofe reports, I can affure

you there was no fuch thing as his living with the

Duch. of M*** in open defiance of her huf-

‘band ; nor did I ever hear of any juft lﬁround of

ya great
friend(hip between them ; but after his death, fhe
put on mourning, and fhewed fuch an excefs of
grief, that the world was furprized, and ‘fhe was
much cenfured for it, which would have bc_cn
thought nothing of, if the had lived openly m

fcandal given, though there was certai

4

" you the truth,
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him before. Perhaps they might lodge in the fame.
houfe at the Bath, where he died, as is ‘common
in thofe places, where lodgings are fcarce ; and that
may have been called living with him. But forany
thing I ever heard of his conduét in that affair (and
[ was then in the way of knowing what paffed in
the grande monde) Mr. Pope needed not to have
been athamed of any charatter he had given of
him. I never faw what he wrote of him, nor of
Peultney 5 nor the epiftle you mention to a lady,
though I thought I had read all his epiftles. - Your
Magazines never come into our hands, and I know
sothing more than you tell-me of that fatyrical
poem. But how foolifh is it}in the author to think,
that if truth guided Mr. Pope’s pen, in celebrating
Poultney for hus patriotifm, he would have recanted
it, when the patriot changed his condu&t? No fuch
matter, the truths he fpoke in praife of the patriot,

- were, of themfelves, a fufficient cenfure on his aét-

ing a contrary part. Mr. Pope had friends of all
parties, and made it 2 law to himfelf to be of none ;

-and carefully to avoid writing any thing, that might

give offence to the family on the throne, or to the
miniftry ; 8 very proper piece of prudence in his
firuation : and how inconfiftent with this would it
have been to fly in the face of both, by fatyrizing
aman for dropping his oppofition to the court ?
This was all his ¢rime ; at leaft I never heard he
did any other injury to his country. And to tell

lJthink there is a great deal more
outcry upon fuch changes, than the matter really

deferves, 1 look upon thole appofitions, as mere
exercifes of thar fpirit of -liberty we are fo fond of,
and meant chicfly to keep up the claim of a free
people, to a right of enquiring into the conduét of
their governors, and to be a check upon the mi-
niftry ; and I have often obferved, that the fubjeéts,
highly debated in parliament, were of fo doubtful
a nature, and the arguments fo ftrong on both fides,

that
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that an honeft man might have changed his opi-
nion with every fpeech. Nay, 1have d much
better politicians, than 1 am, fay they were gene-
rally inclined to be on the fide of the laft fpeaker,
So that when a patriot has been many years find-
ing fault to no purpofe, 1 fee not the mighty bafe-
s nefs of accepting over.ures for his own good, fince,
with all his buffling, he could donone to his country.
You will think me very loofe in my political prin-
ciples, efpecially when 1 tell you, I could not bur
fmile at your reading Mr. Mourray's fpeech for con-
tinuing the Hanoverians in P2y, with cbundance of
indignation : but you may take your revenge by
fmiling at me in your turn, if you are not too an-
to {mile, when 1 tell you, that I read the
fpeeches againft them with no lefs indignation,
Such infolence and ill manners, fuch acontempt of
a brave people, for no _other reafon, but becaufe.
they had the fame fovereign with ourfelves, which

ought to be 2 cement of union between us, wasun-
If the King |

worthy of that auguft affembly.
fhewed fome partial favour for his native fubjets,
for which he was invidioufly praifed, this might
have been decently reprefented 5 nor do I pretend,
that there was no caufe of complaint given. But
how mean was it to exprefs fuch unreafonable pre-
judices, fpight, and jealoufy upon it! How much
nobler would it have been, to takea pride in feeing
a fmall people encreafe in welfare and grandeur, by
\their fovereign becoming ours, when we could lofe
nothing by their advancement! Indeed I could

never think that love of our country 2 virtue,™

which makes us partial, and unjuft to all the world
befides.

It is time now to come to Lord Bolingbroke,
though I fear I have by this time fo prejudiced
you againft my - vindications, that 1 fhall beill
heard in favour of him: but I muft {peak my true

* fentiments, and you will judge as you are inclined.,

All
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All the inveétives againft that great man ou
1o be afcribed to party rage, forgthat is the xg’c}ﬁ
fource of them. Queen Anne’s laft miniftry, of
wh.ch_hc was .one, were accufed of defigning to
bring in the Pretender: what their views wer€, and
what the ground of their quarrel among themfelves
52 rpyﬁ{cry to this day, and I believe will be fo’
dll his hiftory of thofe times appears, which I fear
will not be .insmy life time. Dr. §wift (who had
laboured mugh, though in yain, to reconcile Lord
(.)x}'wfd and him, and therefore knew all their mea-
fures) ez;meﬁly pur:ﬂ'es himbi]n fome letters after his
rwrn from exile, to publith the hiftory he w
about, that the world might know and cﬁyccm hi:n,
smuch as he does. But no doubt he was quite
wother man, when he had laid afide his politics
and applied himfelf to the ftudy of philofophy in
aretirement of feveral years from the bufy world.
It was after this period, that Mr. Pope’s -intimacy
with him was chiefly contraéted, and in the letters,
which paft between them and Dr. Swif?, he appears
mbe of a very worthy and amiable charaéter. He
frft urged Mr. Pope to turn his thoughts to mo-
ul fubjets, who looked on him as his guide in
hlgz and a.moft ufeful friend, in various nature
«ift, as he juitly fays of him ; and all the world
bad feen him fall with dignity, with temper rifes
Now, I appeal to you, whether the judgment of two
fuch men, as Dr. Swift and Mr. Pope, is not more
to be credited in favour of Lord Bulingbroke;
whom they intimately knew, than invectives upox;
uncertain appearances, and the diftant guefles of a
e bae i ‘ '

¢ have feen no more of Dr. Young’s Night-
Thoughts than what I told you of : but Ig am ﬁg)r:y
to hear, that he talks fo extravagantly againft the
praftice of virtue without a profpeét of a furure
fate ; for I can no more excufe a poet for deviating

from truth on moral fubjeét e
Vor. 1L A Jcc%’ Fhﬂﬂ a Phxlo.op}g:;
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bat the madnefs and folly of virtue, fuppofing no ex-
iftence but the prefent, is grown a fafhionable to-
ic with all the writers on the interefted fcheme,
¢ feems our moral fenfe is much altered fince the
times of the philofophers, and vice is become ¢ii-
gible in itfelf, inftead of virtue. You will know
my fentiments on this, by fcvcml)nﬂ'agcs in my
lz!{ Remarks, particularly p. 114, &e.*
You afk me, who it is, that calls the moral fenfe
a blind inftindt, for you arc fure Mr. Hutcbifm
does not.  But sbat is underftood to be Mr. Hutchi-
 for’s meaning, by all; who have wrote upon it, and
1 do not hear, that he contradiéts it. Indeed an -
Rinttive approbation of virtae, &c. can have no other
feaning, for all inftinéts are figuratively faid to be
blind, that is, they act without judgment by a kind
of Tafte; and therefore you fee 1 feveral times ex-
(s 2 doubt, whether the moral [enfe and confeion
are the fame thing, If they are the fame principle
or faculty in us, I think, at leaft, they are different
ideas of it, and I take care to fhew, that by confii-
ence 1 do not mean a blind inftinit. 2
I have nothing more to take notice of, but what
you fay in a fhort letter of Aug. 1746, when you
returned a copy of one of mine to Mr. Warburto
' (and by the way, Iaffure you 1 have taken no copy
of any fince.) You tell me his zeal in preaching
againft popery givesa prejudice to 2 certain fet of
: })eoplc. It feems that fet of people have much
efs zeal for the intereft of their religion, than for
that of a certain family: but it is a frange prejv-
dice to blame a paftor of the church” of Englar,

for warning his flock of the errors of popery, at2
time, when there was an attempt to fet a popifh
What could be more pro-

r, what more feafonable ? 1 believe there was
fcarce a worthy clergyman in the kingdom, that
~'did not do the fame; and it would have become

King upon the throne.

* P. 78, &c. of the prefent edition.
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even your nonjurors to have dene fo too.

they had rather have their King without g:?rlricl?f
gion, that their religion without their King. _You
afk me, what Mr. Warburton has been doing this
long time. I canonly tell you, he is often at the
Bath for his health, masried Mr. Allew’s niece near
that place, was called to the preacherfhip of Lin-

win's-Inn, has publifhed an edition of Shak
with criti‘cal.noscs,. at Mr. Pope’s requett, f;?ﬁ?:;
he refers s in the margin to fome letters from him
but I know not where they are to found, for I ne-
ver heard of them before. Thus have I endea-
vo:r;d to anhf_wclr cvcrfz thing in your former letters
and hope this long\{crow! will .
o e ke g will cancel all accounts
Your affettionate aunt,

04. 16, 1747. C. CockBurn,

I have had feveral intervals of ill health, finc
began this to you, and am much out of order no::v¥
bur was willing to have this ready againft an o "
portunity offers of fending it. God knows if evg:
1 fhall be able to write to you again.

Mrs. Cockburn #0 ber Niece,

Dear Niecs,
N CE more it has pleafed God to enable me
to begin a letter to you (as for finithing I

will not yet anfwes.) A tedious winter had brought
me deep in arrears with all my correfpondents : ic
was “June before 1 could write at all, but 1 have at
il:ﬂ cleared off my debts, and now come to ac-
h:so:;:%g:' yours gf Augf. 14, fince I find my laft
ifcouraged 1 iti i
ke ;g‘heyou rom writing to me again,
and the freedoms I ¢
ing,

rverfenefs of my politics,
upon your inattentive read-

Zz fam
k|
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Iim glad you now srehend my ;rgui;xcnts
better, and are come to agreement with me
on ﬁ;l‘l-l ints, mobjeéﬁmyoumakcw

a difmterefied benevilence, are, 1 bcﬁ;Vc, owing to

your not_bei thoroughly acquainted with the

fcheme of m whoem the advocates for it oppoic,
which :makes you not fee the drift of our reafon-
i Yoy fay, our concern for our offspring has
::g'ch of an inflinftive nature in it, Why, that is the

v thing, which we contend for, and which they
m 'Fhey pretend, that all the appearance of
benevolence, that is in the world, is owing to an
early affociating the idea of doing good to others,
with that of our own intereft, We on the con-

“erary maintain, that God has planted in man a nz

tural difpofition to delight in the good of .oth.crs,
quite independent of any confideration of ?IS :w};:,
and particularly a ftrong propenfion to fee :h:: ¢
good of his offspring. You fay, we confider them
much as part of ou.r(%'lves 5 and what can be : great-
er proof of the frength of our affection ? They
‘arercn'llyno more 2 part of ousfelves, than any
other of our fpecies are. What then makes ;xs co:;—t
Gider them as fuch ? Why beeaufe we have fo gr .
a naturat benevolence for them, that we cantﬁot -
happy, if they 4re not foy thatis, we loye w:i‘f-
well as we do ourfelves : and what is this buta i

_interefted benevolence >  Your objeétions pm\c-
~what you argue againft© but why have youa qu_a[xh
sel with the world 2 I dare fay you have none o‘:x:td
the thing. It is certain, feli-love may be )

" with benevolence; and 1 know no harm: m\x‘t,b:g\:
any neceflity of determining the good:lcﬂ[:‘ or o
nefs of :actions, by the epithets you-diflike. s
fiot know whem you-oppoefe here.  All we c::fl .
for is, that God has giwen to man fuch 2 .poe'
sion to benevolence, as fhould lead him t :cliu:h;
fhould teach him, that he was defigned to fi

nat he wa r
good of others, as well as his own-; and that ﬁu
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love, or an artificial affociation of ideas, are not the
fole ground of our benevolence, or the proper
foundation of virttous practice, as the gentlemen
of the interefted fcheme maintain. And if you
an'read Dr. Butler with attention, and doubt of
this, I fhall much wonder : or, without any reading
a all, if you but confult the movements of your
own heart towards thofe you love, or pity, or for
whom you have any good will. =~ -

Here I have had a long interruption for letters of
importance, and will not now go on with the reft
of your letter, for fear I fhould not have time or
room to confider Lord Shaftefbury’s *, which is in-
deed a curiofity. Nothing can more ftrongly fhew
the force of prejudice, even io thinking men, than
his miftakes of what Mr. Locke has faid, and the
falfe confequences he draws from what he has de-
nied. How ridiculoufly does he run on vpon his
denying innate ideas! about the time of their en-
tering, the idea of woman, &. and learning zll
from our catechifm, as if Mr. Locke hal denied,
that any appetites, affetions, or propenfions were

| matural to man ; or that being adult, he would na-

turally have the ideas of virtue, and of God, if he
made ufe of his faculties ; not neceflarily indeed, if
he neglected to ufe them ; for to that negleét it is,
that he imputes the ignorance of thofe barbarian
nations, with whom Lord Shaftefbury rambles fo
wildly, though Mr. Zocke’s chief proofs, thar the
ldea of God isnot innate, aretaken from the different
and contrary notions of thofe, who bave an idea of
God ; he mentions indeed, fome wild people, who
are faid to have none. But Lord Shaftefbury fays,
“ he poorly plays upon the word fnnate : the word,
“ though lefs ufed, is comnatural” Thar is; he

would fuppofe Mr. Locke to deny what he does not
deny, for connatural is not the fame fenfe with in-
* Letters writter by a noble Lord to 2 young man at the unj-

. viil. p. 3g—41, Edit. 1716, ¢
ps 3 nate,

verfity.  Let
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nate, nor is the expreffion fo clear and determinate,
But enough of this, let us come to the terrible ac-
cufation, that it was Mr. Locke, that ftruck at all
« fundamentals, threw all order and virtue out of
« the world, made the very ideas of thefe unns-
< tural , that, according to him, virtue has no
¢ other meafure, law, or rule, than fafhion and
« cuftoma God, indeed, is a perfect free agent
« in his fenfs; that is, free to any thisg, thatis how-
« ever ill: for if he wills it, it will be made good;
« virtue may be vice, and vice virtue inits turn,
« if he pleafes, and thus neither right nor wrong
« are any thing in themfelves.” &c. Now, dear
sniece, faving your noble Lord’s honour, this isall
utterly falfe : whether miftake or mifreprefentation,
1 cannot fay,. but not one word of it is Mr. Locke's
fenfe. They are Mr. Hobbes's principlesindeed, and
he has his followers in this age ; but Mr. Locke was
far from going in the fame tract. I wifh 1 had you
here with his Effay, to convinee you of it; for it
will be difficult to quote enough from him to clear
him, and to fhew you on what flight grounds this
flander has been r‘aif!d; but 1 muft do fomething
towards it. Firflt then, Mr. Locke afferts, tha
« morality might be ranked among the {ciences
« capable of demonftration.” Now this would be
impoffible, if it depended on will, if virtue may be
“vice, and vice virtue in its turn, if God pleafes. Se-
‘condly, he grounds the demontftration on the na-
ture (not the will) of God, and the nature of man;
_and, Thirdly, he frequently fpeaks of the -eternal
and unalterable nature of virtue and vice, asthings
in themfelves right or wrong ; which is direétly con-
trary. to. what Lord Shaftefbury taxés him with.
But what has he faid to give any colour for this ac-
cufation ? Why, he has obferved, that tbe name of
virtue and vice has been given, at different times
and places, to different things, as the cuftoms, fa-

fhions, or intereft of men have prevailed. Thlsd:
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the whole of it. He is fo far from making t
d;cth:xzf;l;c c;_r rule of (\irirtuc, that he thclgc f:;:
“ of virtue and vice are every whe
«pofed to ftand for things, in theirrZzwn nr:t?r}:
“ right or wrong; and when they really do fo,
« they fo far coincide with the law of nature, the
« anly true touch-ftone of moral rectitude.” And a
great deal more of the eternal and unalterable na-
wre of right and wrong, of virtue and vice, he
fays in that very place, enough to make his Lord-
fhip quite inexcufable. - Yet I muft own to you, I
am not myfelf fatisfied upon a review of what Mr
. Lacke has faid on moral relations. His plan led him
to confider them only with reference to the prefent
conftitution of things; and though he is very free
from the charge of\ making the nature of morality
uncertain, I fear he has given occafion to the inte-
r;ftcd fcheme fo much in fafhion of late, but car-
ried, Idare fay, far beyond what he intended.
You fee, I have left myfelf little room to anfwer
the reft of your letter ; but, what is worfe, my dif-
orders, which difable me from writing, begin to

. come upon me, fo that if I can do no more before

{mc:nclc fends lﬁs letter away, this muft fuffice
( you my willingnefs to conti
: e i qunm : Continue Qur Corrg.
; Dear niece,
Zour affeitionate aunt,
And fincere friend,
Sept. 29, 1748. C. Cockpurw,
. Iam making one.effort more towards co\ 1
ing my anfwer to yours. 1am forry your g:giz:ﬁ-
ties in attending to controverfy fhould throw you
upon the myftics. Sure you may meet with better
writers in another way : for my part I could never °
find any folidity in them ; and however the heart
:Il\ay be affeéted, if the underftanding does not go
ong with it, itis to be feared the impreffions will
Z 4 not
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not be very lafting. Madam Guion, 1 believe, was
a very pious lady, and her fpiritual interpretations
of Scripture might be fuitable to her way of life;
but I could fee nothing folid in them; all feems
merely fanciful. "Your other myftic author |
know nothing of, nor ever heard of him.

Your complying clergymen, are indeed, much
to be pitied : their ufage js as unaccountable, as it
is unjuftifable. But I believe our Bifhops intend
this winter to bring the matter onagain, and will
endeavour to get fomething done in their favour.

When it is faid, that proteétion and allegiance
are reciprocal, it is not meant, as you underftand it,
aétual protetion, or a difputable exercife of power;

. but the power and poffibility itfelf of protection,
without which allegiance cannot be long due.
How long you, who were born under a fettled go-
vernment, need not énquire. 4

You miftake too the nature of that liberty of
confcience we boaft of : it is a liberty purely reli-
gious. We may profcfs what religion we pleafe,
<and enjoy the public exercife of it freely, if our
minifters will give the government the fecurity all
governments require for the allegiance of their
fubjedts, which can be nothing but an oath. Burif
their confcience obliges them to refufe their gover-
nors this fecurity, and to pray for thofe, who would
difpoffefs them; this is a matter of a civil nature,

- and in this we cannot expect to be indulged. Tt

~ was indeed long connived at, and the nonjurors en-
joyed full liberty many years under a very mild go-

_ ‘wernment, till the late attempt to overthrow ir.

To this alone muft be imputed the difadvantages
they now lie \under; and 1 hope, upon fecond
thoughts, you will fee a wide difference berween
- this and a ith perfecution, for herefy, as they
call it; when thefubjetts are willing to give all man-

. mer of fecurity for their allegiance, if they might
be allawed the exercife of theirreligion. There
was

—

' fon between them.
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was anedict of this kind publithed in France the

very year of the late invafion, forbidding all af-

femblies of proteftants on fevere penalties, and on
in of death to their minifters.

Your fentiments on the Archbifhop of St. -
drew's conduét are very juft. Such prevarications
with parties of religion are extremely=blameable ;
but if you had the fame notion of political parties,
a you know I have, you would malke no compari-
I cannot think, that either
confcience or honour oblige a man to continue al-
ways an oppofition to_the miniftry, becaufe he was
_once engaged in, or headed a party, that did fo.
The interefts of nations, and the management of
public affairs, are things fo intricate, and fo vari-
able, that honeft men may differ about them, and
changc their minds or their meafures, as a new fi-
wation of things may require, though a deferted
party will always exclaim againft them. Tle Earl
of Bath may be as fincerely in the interefts of his
country now, as Mr. Poultney feemed to be.

As to Hanover being enriched at the expence 'of
England, 1 doubt not this is much exaggerated ;

. bur, if it were fo, why is this fuch a ftrong ground

of prejudice, that, though we muft hire foreign
troops, we muft not hire them ? Why muft none
of our fellow fubjets be rich but ourfelves? But\

the fame jealous fpirit exerted itfelf upon a King of

Scotland’s acceffion to the crown of England : every
thing was grumbled at, that feemed to favour his
native dominions ; and poor Ireland feverely feels
the effeéts of this felfith fpirit. I fear this will be
always fo; but fure it is entirely wrong, quite con-
trary to that univerfil benevolence we owe to all
mankind, ) :

“We have heard the fame ftory about Lord. Bo-
lingbreke’s papers left with Mr. Pope, and | have-
defired Mr, #arburton to let me know, what there

18
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isin it, but have not heard of him fince: If he
gives me any account of it, you fhall know,

And now, I think, I have anfwered all your ar.
ticles, having been thefe two days a little better
than fome time before : but I have writ myfelf very
weary, fo, dear niece, adieu. _

I am glad you have a promife of Bifhop Butler's
Sermons, for it does not lie in our way to get fuch

i or even hear of them. It is faid heisto
be Bithop of London.

Qfiober 1, 1748,
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Mrs. CoCkBURN to ¥F¥F¥,

\ March, 1747
Rev. Sir, plt

Y difapprobation can be of little confe-

l quence to one, who fees muchr farther into
Mr. Locke's defigns, than I can pretend to, I con-
fefs I was riever fagacious eriough to difcover no-
tions and views of his, ‘which he did not declare,
porcan I find in all his works the leaft ground to
conclude, that he had referves on account of what
he judged the world could then bear, fo freely he
atacked the moft inveterate prejudices of the
learned,  As‘to an aflociation of ideas, he feems
wholly to have confined his thoughts to that wrong
one of ideas, that have no conneltion in nature to
which he gives the harfh term of madnefs, the fource
of the moft obftinate prejudices in philofophy and
religion, and of all the odd and fanu&icarlikingl '
ad averfions, that may be obferved among man-
kind. But I think he gives not the lealt hint of
our owing to the fame fource our moft reafonable,
and fuch as we call natural affections, &7¢. though
he fpeaks of ideas connefted by nature, which it
is the'bufinefs of reafon to keep fo united. In-
nate practical principles furely, fir, are very difs
ferent things from appetites, propenfions, affec-
tions, &F¢. Thefe, I prefume, may be left in us, when
the others are plucked up, and allowed to be na-
wral, not wholly owing to the chance of our af-
fociation of ideas.

I am glad, fir, you exprefs a reverence for Dr,
Clarke’s memory. That great and good man is
certainly worthy of refpect, even from thofe, who
do not agree with him: but when you talk of bis
argument a priori, both in morals and metaphyfics,
beng of pernicious confequence, this is fuch ftrange

. language
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language to. me, that I am ready to apprehend in.
deed, that either you, Sir, or I, are under the in.
fluence of fome ftrong affociation of ideas, which
hinders one of us from feeing the force of the
other’s reafoning. You efteem Dr. Clarke's argy-
ment to be a fallacy, and I think I have thewn the
pretences againtt it to be nothing elfe. And as
the ufe the Deift has made of it, which is only
by drawing wrong confequences from it, I can ne-
ver imagine, that reje@ting or embracing a prin-
ciple, on account of the good or bad ufe, that may
be made of it, is the way to come at truth, or to
convince others of it. It feems to me a much more
likely way to bring over the Deift to us, by fhew-
ing him the falfe confequences he draws from 2

true principle, the perfeét agreement of revelation”

with the dictates of reafon, the ufes and improve-
ments of it, &¢. which have been fet in a fine light
by feveral great hands, rather than to drive him

from us, by throwing up at once the only founda- |

tion of all natural religion. As to the argument
in metaphyfics, I cannot have the leaft guefs, how
it can poflibly be of any fervice to the Atheift,
againft whom Dr. Clarke profefles particularly w
have produced it ; and fhall be curious to know
what can be fuggefted that way. Whenever your
affairs will allow you to favour me with a perfonal
conference, 1 fhall efteem. it 2 great obligation, =
the advantage muft be wholly on my fide, for you
will be much difappointcd, Sir, if you expeét to en-
' counter an able difputant, My compaiionable ca-
pacity (if 1 may- fo fpeak) has entirely left me,
readinefs of thought and expreflion, fo neceffary in
converfation, are no more ; but I can ftill hear with
attention, and confider with impartiality, nor am
wet too old to learn. Your candour will give al-
lowances for the decays of ‘age, and the illneflcs,
that have for fome years attended it. And in the
mean“time, let this affure you of my defire to con-
tinue
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tinue a correfpondence, to which you cannot find
any inducement on. your fide, but it will alwa;s
be agreeable to,

Rev. Sir, L
Your obliged and
moft bumble f:r'z‘zant,
C. CockBurN,

Mrs. Cockburn 70 *%%%%

Aug. 1748,
Rev. Siz, ol :
T is fo long fince I received the favour of your

1 laft, that I am almoft afhamed to put you in
mind of my ‘negleét. But you will extufe me,
when you know, that there are about nine months
in the year, in which .1 am unable to write to my
neareft friends, or on the moft important bufinefs :
much lefs can I apply myfelf to abftrufe fpecula-
tions ; nor dare I now enter on fuch fubjeéts, if I
fhould venture to barely touch at them.

1 faw a book, laft year, on the origin of the hu-
man appetites and affections, which derives them
al from an affociation of ideas ; and 1 concluded it
was that, which you expeted would foon appear
from a gentleman at Bath, though I confefs I
thought it neither worthy of you, nor of the cha-
ratter of that gentleman 3 and I am fince informed,
that it was publithed by a clergyman of Lincoln,
from fome MSS. ftolen from Dr. Hartley. He has
atacked three paffages of my Remarks on your
notes, weakly enough, I think; and I had drawn
up 2 defence of them ; but hearing the author’s
charaéter, I thought it not worth my while to en-

gage
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gage with him. He talks, in m inion, v
poorly about- eternal relations, ctcrﬂaloptruths, mcz
abftrat ideas, as if they had no reality in the p.
ture of things, but were whimfies, which any ma
may form a thoufand of a day in his own brai,
Such reafoner3 muft miftake the doétrine of eter.
nal relations, truths, &¢, which are whimfies jp.
deed, if they are not conformable to the ideas of
the eternal mind. %

You fpeak, fir, of « a difficulty, which you ap-
¢« prehend remains, and will remain unanfwered
¢t by the advocates for abftract fitneffes.” Excufe me
from entering into the particulars, and give me
leave only to fay, that I believe they thinil reafon
rightly exercifed is a fufficient fupply for all the

wants of the human mind, without pre-fuppofing

a fenfe ; and that, as reafon encreafes, it is the pro-
per diretor of all the paffions, appetites, and af-
fections, which are found there, before reafon can
aét, or any afiociation of ideas be made. And af-
ter all,~ fir, what is an aflociation of ideas, but
right or wrong reafoning ? Or at leaft muft not
the underftanding determine, whether fuch ideas be
truly or falfely affociated? And fo we end wher
we might as well begin.

I fuppole, fir, you have read Mr. Balguy's trats,
one of which is an anfwer to a gentleman, who
‘had made fome remarks on his Foundation of mre:

govdnefs, upon Mr. Hutchifon's plan, arguing for-

the neceffity of pre-fuppofing a maral fenfe, for the
fupport of virtue. Bur he there fo ftrongly’fhews
the fufficiency’ of reafon or intelligence for that
end, and its fuperior power, that I would rather
fuppofe you had not read ir, fince you feem ata
lofs for an origin of our moral maxims, without
- recurring to a fenfe or a babit. Surely, fir, the
reafonable faculties of a moral agent will account
for-them much better. And I was in hopes my

Remarks on Dr. Rustherforth would have given
) -~ you
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other views than private happine(s in 4 moral —

agent, &9c.

As to the notion of an internal neceflity; confi-
dered as the ground of the divine exiftence, it is
no doubt a point of great depth and difficulty 3
perhaps incomprehenfible by any finite mind: but
that it deftroys the very notion of a firft caufe, or
gives any advantage to the Atheift, I can by no
means fee, after all I have read about it, by the af~
fitance, for which I am obliged to you. The ne-
ceflity is not external- to the divine nature, nor
dependent on any thing diftin¢t from it ; but may

- rather be confidered as a perfeétion of the Deity to
exift by a neceffity of his own nature ; which im-
plies exifting from all eternity, and this can no way

*deftroy the notion of a firf caufe; nor canit be
of any fervice to the Atheift, but by confequences,
which the maintainers of exifting by necefiity dif-
own, -and think too abfurd even for an Atheift to

- urge. Neceflity is one uniform thing:- a feries of
neceflities, carried on to infinity, will be but one

_ and the fame neceffity ftill. But what will not the
Atheift draw in to his fervice ? Do not the Spino-
zifts apply the notion of exifting abfolutely without
any caufe, to the whole univerfe of beings, which
they affirm has exifted without any caufe -from all
eternity. The friends of religion need not invent
objections for them againft a principle, which Dr.
Clarke advanced folely for fuch metaphyfical Athe-
ifts, as would not be convinced by the prefent
phznomena of nature, much lefs by revelation.
If it fhould fatisfy any one of them, there is 2
brother gained. If not, he is but where he was.
And no Theift can be loft by this principle : if he
thinks it an error, he will let it alone ; if a truth,
he will the more profoundly adore the eternally
neceffary being.

I beg
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I beg pardon for entering fo much into contrs.
v.crfy]?,egw}lx)::fl I was far from intending, whc.: I be-
gan, but writing to a perfon of Mr. *** cha
racter infenfibly ‘draws onc into fubjeéts, with
“which he is moft converfant. I with I could come
nearer to an agreement, efpecially on moral points,
with one, of whofe judgment I have o high an ¢f-
teem : but we cannot make things appear to us
otherwife than they do, or fee with the eyes of
others ; and though we differ, I am not the lefs,

Rev. Sir,
ZYour refpeitful and .
moft bumble fervant, -
C. CockBury,
| burton,
In the laft letter T had from Mr. Warburton,
wbi:h was towards the end of Fuly, he defires his

‘. beft refpects to you, when I had an opportunity
“of co::vgycﬁtg theym. Mr. Cockburn fends you his.

LET
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" LETTERS be;wceﬁ the Rev. Dr. Tho-

MAs SHarp, Archdeacon of Nor-
thumberland, and Prebendary of
Durbam, and Mrs. CockBurn,

)
Dr. Sharp to the Rev. M. Cockburn, when be
returned Mys. Cockburn’s MSs Papers,

Whiton Tower, Aug, 8, 1743.
Rev. Sz, '

]TH E difcourfes you was pleafed to give me

the perufal of, were fo entertaining and in-
firuétive, that I could fearce ftop till I got through
them 5 though, I affure you, I have not read them

- negligently, but with the attention, which they re-

qure and deferve. I doubt not but they will be
el received in print; and 1 am fo defirous of
their publication, that I think no time fhould be
loft, and therefore I return them. fooner, that I
may not in the leaft deprive the public of them,
dpecially as I do not fee reafon to advife the leaft
dteration either in matter or expreffion,

[ do not mean by this to fay, that I am abfo-
luely and wholly in the fentiments of the ingenious
auchor, As for the fubjeéts of her curfory thoughts,
they are fo abftrufe and nice, thiat I can hardly fay,
what fentiment I am of : for I am apt to hearken
@d incline to every fine reafoner upon them ; and
itis perhaps for this reafon, (perhaps for a better)

if I were at chis very time to declare, which of
the writers on thefe fubjects I moft approve of, I
thould anfwer, Mrs. Cockburn. e

But as to the other and principal fubject of thefe
Papers, (which'I now thankfully. return) concern-
ing the foundation of moral virtue and moral ob-

Voi. I1, A an ligation,
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igation, I am not yet fo fatisfied with any of ‘the
lafcg:o:?:t; I have mc); with, as I could wifh to be;
and am ftill apt to think, there are fome diftinc-
tions yet wanting to be hit of, which would re.
concile the advoca;lcs of Dr. Clarke, and Dr. Water-
ith each other. . .
\I a”ld ’ar:xv,“i}:\dccd, altogether with the learned lady in
‘what fhe fays, @nd oppofes to thofe, who would
lay this foundation in fuch low "and ungencrous
principles, as felf-love, and felf-intereft. AndIam
alfo ready to admit, that the reafon, nature, and
fimefs of things, as they now appear to a mord
agent, would be a foundation of obligation. S
would: the moral fenfe likewife, if thcy" were not
both of them refolvable into a nobler principle ftl,
which can be no other than the will of God. Per-
haps in this 1 come the clofeft to Mr. WVee——, v
though I think, our prefent author has fairly catched
him tripping in one pofition. Nor do 1 fee how
he can bé able to anfwer her laft query put w
hu%hc things wanting_yet to be fettled in this
are, I conceive, .
COIIKT"&?;: is meant byhthc word fon_m:lauon, 8
it is commonly ufed by the writers in it ? :
‘. ft 1:;1‘;, th)t’her moryal virtue, and moral obh;;:&
tion, muft needs have the fame foundation,
i fame fenfe ? i 2l
- gz‘iﬁy{a Whether the reafon, nature, and fitnefs
of things, confidered as antecedent to the divine

will, do appear under that confideration to-be ob-_

i to morality ? Or thus : A _
hg:;\?IIZthzr rules ot): ation, and obligation to attion,
be not quite diftin¢t, and may not have ddhgtff
foundations, in like manner, as the reafon 'and ~
nefs of a law are diftinét from the authority o
law.’ .
I muft confefs, for my own part, I havcrﬁ:ﬂll
an undiftinguithing head, that 1 could neve o
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how to feparate the effential differences of things
(as they now appear to moral ageats) from the will
of God. All created nature is an expreflion of his
will, in thefe very eflential differences, and zela-
‘tions, and. fitnefles flowing from them. And
therefore I like, and I adhere to that expreflion
of Mrs. Cockburn’s 3 Thy perfed will in the elfential
differentes of good and evil,

Why may not morality, confidered in the mind
of God before creation, like metaphyfical truths,
be wtimately refolved (as your learned lady is pleafed
toword it) into the divine underftanding ? And
morality, confidered in |its obligations on rational
creatures, be ultimately “refolved into the divine
will? Is there any inconfiftency in this diftinétion ?

~ - Though morality, as a rule, was eternally in the

mind of God, like mathematical proportions ; yet
there could be no obligation to conform to this
nile, till it became practicable by the aftual fub-
fiftence of things, exprefling thofe relations and
fineffes ; that is, till God had exprefled his own
will, as well as his wifdom, in a fyftem of works,
exhibiting all thofe eternal ratios, &Fc. Therefore,
Iam inclined to conceive, that the foundation of
dbligation to conform to thefe fitnefles could not
be antecedent to the divine will, whatever the ra-
tios themfelves were,

—

Mrs. Cockburn’s Anfwer to Dr. Sharp.y

I AM much encouraged in the defign of printing
. My papers, by the favourable opinion of fo good
4judge as Dr. Sharp; who, no doubt, upon a tho-
rough confideration, would -be much better able
tan Iam, to clear up the difficulties he finds in
- Clarke’s fcheme. But fince he is fo condefcend-
Aa 2 ing
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ing to my weak attempts, I fhall freely give my
thoughts upon them. It is, I think, a good ftep
towards removing them, that he is intirely againft
thofe, who would lay the foundation of moral obli-
gation on fuch low principles, as felf-love and Jfelf-
_ intereft; for, 1 believe, u(fon a farther reflection it
> will appear, that we muft either lay it there, or up-
on the nature, relations, and fitnefs of things.
As to the word foundation, though meta hori-
cally applied to thefe fubjets, 1 do not find, tha
there is any ambiguity in the ufe of it, or that any
mifunderftanding has happened for want of explain-
ing .it. When it is fpoke of moral virtue, it is
commonly, I fuppofe, underftood (at leaft I haveal-
ways taken it) to mean the ground, on which mo-
ral virtue folely arifes, or that, without which there
could be no fuch thing as virtue. And fucha
foundation, I think, can be no other than the ne-
ceflary relations and effential differences of things;
for upon thefe even the virtue of obeying thewill
of God muft be founded; fince, on 2 fuppolfition
that there were no effential differences, or fitnefles
vefulting from them, there cotild be no more good-
nefs in obedience, than in the contrary.

As to the fecond queftion, whether moral vir-
tue and moral obligation muft have the fame foun-
dation, and in the fame fenfe? it feems clear to me,
that if the #ature and reafon of things is the foun-

 dation of moral virtue, it muft be the foundation of
moral obligation likewife to reafonable beings. Yet

not in fuch a fenfe, as that there can be o other

foundation of it. The moral fenfe, and the will-of
God, are both grounds of obligation to moral
a%cnts-, though perhaps their being fo.may be
ultimately refolvable into the eternal reafon

truth of things, which Itake to be the moft nobi¢
of all principles, as that, to which the divine will

. itfelf is always conformed.
f On-
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On the third queftion, whether th
wre, and fitnefs of things, when conffd:a:czl):; ::-
tecedent to the divine will, do appear under thas
confideration to be obligatory to morality ? I have
largely exprefled my fentiments in the papers, bur
not, it fgcms.. to the judicious Doétor’s fatisr-aé;ion ;
who apprehends, that rules of attion, and ablx;ga:
tion to aétion, may be quite diftiné?, &c. For my
part, I'know not how to conceive reafons or rules
of aétion, (I mean eternal and immutable reafons)
diftinét from sbligation to ation. The reafons of
alaw are indeed diftinét from the authority of the
law; and thofe laws, that are founded on fempora
and mutable reafons, oblige folely by the authorig
of the legiflator ; but thofe, that are founded on the
nueffary relations and effensial differences of things
m from thofe eternal reafons, a right of obliging.
agents prior to the authority, that enforces
them. The reafons and authority, though diftinét,

* are, as I conceive, both proper foundations of obli-

gation ; for what are reafons and rules of action, if
they do not oblige reaft i i
g : A 1§e reafonable beings to‘a& con-~
would afk, for what end was man endued wi
» P " h
afacul:y of perceiving the effential diﬁ'crcnccsl:)f
ix“ngs. It is faid by Mr. Warburton and others
they are the rule, which God hasgiven his crea-

 tures to bring them to a knowledge of bis will. Very

good ; it is certainly a rational deduétion from
g_rcepmm, that it muft be the will of the a&?l:)(‘::
ando:}:_m\t‘urc, that we fhould act fuitably to themi;
| this difcovery lays us under an additional obli-
gation. But by what means do thofe perceptions
bring us to this knowledge ? Is it not by firft fhew-
ing us our duty, fhewing us what courfe of aétion
g::d nature requires us to follow, and forcing us to
felf-condemned, if we counteraét them? And
muft not then the effential differences be the pri-
mary foundation of moral obligation? What then
Aag can
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can hinder them from continuing to have a'right of -

obliging reafonable beings, even though fuch be-
ings fhould ftop fhort of confidering them as a rul,
by which to know the will of God, either from hay.

ing falfe notions, or no notions at all of a Deity? .

Since, notwithftanding this, they will unavoidably
approve or condemn their own, and other men’s ac-
tions, according to the immutable nature of things.
And that.this brings them under obligation, 1 the
rather infift on, becaufe I fee not otherwife, how
it is poffible to folve the difficulty propofedto
Mr. Warburton. '

The Doétor enquires, if there is any inconfiftency
“in refolving morality, as confidered to be in the
-mind of God before creation, into the divine under-
Jtanding 5 and morality, confidered in its obligations.

on rational creatures, into the divine will? 1 fhould |

think this a very proper diftinétion, if applied to
pofitive precepts : but if by morality is underftood
that law, which receffarily refults from the nature of
fuch a fyftem as mankind ; and which God eternally
faw, would be fit and right for them to praiice,
whenever he pleafed to determine their exiftence ;
I do not apprehend, how the ebligations to morality
thus underftood can, any more than the eternal rez-
fons of them, be wltimately refolved into the divine
awill. It is very true, as the Doctor finely reafons,
that obligation to morality could not take place, till
God had exprefied his wil/ as well as his wifdom in 2
fyftem of works, exhibiting thofe relations and fitnefles
ythat wereeternallyin the divine mind. . ButIfecnot
how it follows from thence, that the foundation of-
obligation to conform to thofe fitnefles could not
be antecedent to the divinewill ; fince the ratios them-
felves are allowed to be fo, according to whichthe
divine will determined to create fuch a fyftem;
for it is thofe eternal ratios, that are maintained to be
the ultimate foundation of moral obligation. The
obligation itfelf indeed, being fubfequent to the cre-
ation

bt I
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ation, thoug{l founded on the etemal reafon and

nature of things, may perhaps be more properly

faid to be antecedent to all confideration of the di-

vine will, and toany profpest of reward or punifh-

ment. Whether this diftintion might, inrany mea- \
fure, contribute to reconcile the advocates of Dr.

Clarke and Dr. Waterland, 1 much doubt, fince the

laft feem refolute to admit of no obligation but

what arifes from a fuperior will.

But 1 would afk, if thewill of God is fuppofed
t be the only foundation)of moral obligation, upon
what grounds we are obliged to obey his will? I
can conceive no other, but either his abfolute power -
to punifb and reward; or the fitne/s of obedience
from a creature to his creator. The firft of thefe
would bring us down, I'fear, to thofe low principles
the Dotor difapproves ; and if that is rejected, the
other returns us to that reafon, nature, and eflfen-

 tial differences of things, into which, I apprehend,

all obligation mutft at laft be refolved. .
The Doctor is pleafed to impute to an undiftin-
guifbing head, that he could never tell how to fepa-
rate the effential differences of things (as they now
appear to moral agents) from the will of God.
But though he cannot feparate, no doubt he does
difinguifh them. < All created nature (as he juftly
“fiys) is an expreffion of the will of God in thefe
“very eflential - differences and fitnefles flowing
“ from them.” They areindeed expreflions of his
will, thar ail his own works, and the free actions
of moral agents, fhould be conformable to them :
But he did not create thofe neceffary and eternal

* truths, according to which the perfect rectitude of

his will determined him to aé. His will may
therefore be diftinguifbed from thofe effential truths,
to which it conformed, though, as they intirely csin-

cide, I think they ought not to be fzparatzd.
I do not know, whether there is any thing in thefe
reflections, that may deferve the attention of Dr.
Aag Sharp ;

.
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Sharp 5 but I hope he will receive them as inftances
of my refpec, and adefire of approving my fenti.
ments to his judgment, being, with the greatett
efteem,
His moft bumble fervant,
C. Cocknury,

Dr. Sharp to the Rev. Mr. Cockburn,

Sq)t.l 125 1743,

. Rev.S1w,
™VHE paper you put into my hands, when you
was here, was too great a favour not to
be acknowledged in a more particular manner than
by a letter of thanks.- I have fpent fome hoursin
comparing and adjufting, as far as I could, her

fentiments with mine, and in giving her the rea- |

fons of my three queftions, rather than defending
them. Whether I am right or wrong in what

fuggeft, it matters not much. My aim is to get _

at the bottom, or near it, of fuch variety of con-
clufions made by very learned and ingenious per-
fons.
diftinctly than Mrs. Cockburn. And I ap
what fhe has faid in her papers defigned for the prefs,
will meet with very good acceptance from all, asit
did from me ; though 1am not altogether with her
e:!gonmgs Pray
make my refpeéts acceptable ta her.

¥

' Iam, Sir,
Zour affeitionate brother,

Tro. SHARP.

Some

No one writer among them all treats more:
prehend, .
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Some ﬁ‘r{b{r thoughbts offered to the ingenious
and judicious Mrs. CoCKBURN, after peru-
Jal of ker folutivns given to three queflions pro-

pofed to ber, upon the fubjet of moral virtue
and moral obligation. -

Mapam,

FTER returning you many thanks for your
kind affiftance in (clearing up my notions up-
on a fubjeft, that you are better acquainted: with
than I am, and that you have ftudied more, and to
more purpofe, than 1 have ; I fhall prefume to re-
peat a liberty I took once before, and acquaint you
freely, how things appear to me upon perufing your
very ingenious Kemarks, which I have read with all
the attention I was capable of.

By the word rounpaTiON, you apprehend the
writers on this fubje®t commonly underfiand the
ground, on which moral virtue folely arifes. But are
they agreed, whether #bis ground be any one fimple
principle, or compounded of more principles than
one ? If ground in your definition may be explained
by principle, then you are clear, that virtue arifes
upon one principle only. But a fkilful writer
among you, as I remember, makes the ground to
confift of three principles, and is bold to fay, that
the making any one fingle principle the fole ground
of virtue, 1s itfelf a fundamental error in this con-
troverfy, and has been the occafion of much per-
plexity in it. I do not undertake to fay, whether he
1s right or wrong in this charge againft the reft,

- bue T bring it as one inftance of a difagreement

among the writers about the word foundation ; which

ought to be adjufted by an unanimous admiffion or

exclufion of the term folely in the definition.
Again, among thofe, who admit of ore principl:

enly for the purpofe, (as1 think moft of you do)
may
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may we not difcover fome different conceptions of
the word foundation ? One feems to confider it 24
the ground, from whence virtue is diretly produced,
or to which it owes its birth.  Another confiders it
as a more remote caufe, as the fountain head, from
whence virtue derives its origin.

They niay both perhaps abide by your definition;
but theniit is not precifely in the fame fame fenfe of
it, One will fay it is the ground, from which (mean-
ing without the intervention of other mediums)
it arifes (meaning from whence it immediately
fprings ;) another will fay, it is tbe ground, on which
{mediums fuppofed) #¢ arifes, (but meaning indeed,
into which it muft be ultimately and finally refolved.)
Now he, who puts it upon any principle, thatimme-
diately operates, cannot have the very fame idea of
Sfoundation, with him, who puts it upon a remote
and diftant bottom.

properly applied, but only obferving, that even
thofe writers, who agree in placing virtue on fome
one foundation, do not yet agree exatly in their.
fenfe of foundation.

Once more ; you explain your ground further in
thefe words ; or, that, without which there could be
no fuch thing as virtue. But yet this feems not to -
enter into zbeir notion of foundation, who place it in
felf-love and felf-intereft. For virtue, callita con-
formity to the reafons of things, or to the will of
God, in either fenfe, it will be the -fame thing it
was, though this foundation of theirs fhould be
deftroyed, or out \of fight. For virtue, even ac-
cording to them, may be confidered as difinterefted,
that is, independently on the fanétions of rewards
and punifhments. They will difown indeed any obli-
gation, or any -motive to praftice it in this cafe;
but virtue will ftill be what it was; whereas, with-
out the foundation, which you give i, there can be
no fuch thing. 'When you are pleafed, therefore to

obferve

-~

I'am not now determiningto
which of thefe the word foundation may be moft
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obferve, that the foundation of moral virtue, upon fur-
ther reflection, will be found to lie either in the ¢ffen-
tial differences, &c. or in [elf-love, and [elf-intereft
1 would remark, Jut not in the fame fenfp-of founda-
sion, which means, when underftood of the one,
that, without which there could be no. fuch thing as
virtue 3 but does not mean this, when underftood
of, or applied to the other,

It was upon thefe, and -the like refleftions, that
Iventured to fay, that fettling the term foundation
feemed to me previoufly neceffary in this contra-
verfy about moral virtue. For fo long as there js
any ambiguity in terms, it is likely there will be
mifunderftanding of arguments. Your explanation
of what you yourfelf mean, when you ufe the word,
s ingenuous, and I thank you for ir; and I fhall
underftand all your reafonings and conclufions on
this fubject the better for this light. Bur ftill I
have doubts, whether you can bring your founda-
tion to anfwer your definition; efpecially in regard
of that important word soLeLy ; which. excludes

‘every thing elfe from being in any fenfe founda-

tions. Yet you feem to apprehend this to be plain
enough from this fingle confideration, that your
[foundation is that, without which there could be no
Juch thing as moral virtue 5 and thet on fuppofition

 there were no effential differences, there could be no

tuore goodnefs in obeying God's willy than in the con-
trary.

But now, in my poor apprehenfion, this fort of
reafoning amounts to ‘no more in ftrictnefs, than
this, that moral virtue ftands fo neceffarily related

| to thefe eflential differences, €. that it cannot be

confidered, even as fubfifting independently, or ex-
clufive of them, by one, who confiders virtue in al!
us relations. The fame may be faid of free will,
orof reafon in moral agents. Suppofing them
away, and out of the queftion, there is an end of
moral- agency, an end of all virtue and goednefs.

And
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And yet you would not call thefe fousdations, a
leaft not tbe fole foundation, purely becaufe they
are abfolutely nec to the very being of vir.
tue.

Space is that, without which there could be m
[uch thing as matter; and on fuppofition there were ny
Jpace, tb\ere could be no more matter than they
could be matter without extenfion. Yet if you thould
conclude, or infer from hence, that {pace was 2
a foundation, and the fole foundation of matter,
you would not difcover fo fine a genius, as you
have already done, in what you faid of fpace
among your curfory thoughts.

Should 2 company of ingenious florifts difpute
with each other concerning the origin or foundz-

tion of a flower ; and.one fhould lay it in the plant’

producing the flower ; another in the root feeding
the plant; another in the earth nourifhing the root;
another in the fpecific plaftic form of plant;
another in the general laws of vegetation, &e. each
of them might juftly and pertinently fay for his re-
fpective principle, that it is a ground, on wbich the
flower arifes ; and without which there bad been no

fuch flower. Yetitwould be hard to prove of any .

of thefe principles fingly, that it is the ground, o
which the flower folely arifes, ar without which there
could be no flower at all.
To give another inftance more appofite to our
fubject. Let us take fome art or fcience ; mufic
for inftance ; and let the query be, whatis thetrue
and proper foundation of it? g
One man conceives it merely as found; of which
indeed it is a fpecies, and fo lays tbe foundation of
it in the true and immediate caufe of found, or,
from whence found arifeth, viz. the external mo-
tions or vibrations of the medium, through which,
or by which, the fenfe of found is raifed in the

ear.
' Another
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Another conceives it as a fenfation different from
ol other fenfations of found, and diftinguifhable
from them by a certain fweetnefs and agreeable- -
nefs, which ftrongly affets the mind, and fome-
tmes enravifhes the foul. Now as theré feems no
fort of relation or correfpondence between the un-
dulations of the air, made by ftrings or whiftles,
and this internal grateful fenfation, he places the
foundation of mufic iﬁ~'§hc proper internal ftruc-
wre of the organ, which receiving the external im-
pulfes, affeéts the mind with delight. Hence
what we call an Ear, which is indeed properly a
mufical fenfe, or tafte, in fome meafure, common to
all, but far miore exquifite in fome than in others.
And it is to this alone, be it more or lefs, that we
muft refer and afcribe all approbation of harmony,

' and diflike of difcord. The mufic therefore is in

the man, and not in the natural caufes of found, |
which are the very fame way productive of all
founds, whether mufical or no.

A third comes, conflders the matter more deeply
and philofophically ; and after acknowledging all
that is faid of the origin of found, and of the ne-
ceflity and delicacy of this mufical fenfe or tafte,
concludes notwithftanding, that mufic is of noble
birth, and hath . its foundation in the nature of
things, in certain eternal and effential proportions
and difproportions. He alledges, that from the
monochord alone, harmonically divided, arife'all
the ratios of mufic; and; though the common
praditioners, even the beft of them, may be igno-
xqant of this, or may not regard it; yet mathema-
ticians demonftrate it, and build the whole theory
of mufic upon it.

And laftly, another comes, and fays, it is very
wrong to lay the fogndation of mufic, as a liberal
Jeience, or praftical ert, in any of the things above
mentioned. For it is owing merely to the inven-
tion and wiLL of man, 7wba/ was the father of it,

n and




all obligation to his way of confidering virtue. j
‘ i Another .
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and whatfoever improvements have been madei,
it from time to time, have been owing to humay
fkill and induftry, in contriving of inftruments,
and facilitating praftice upon them. That whar.
ever Euclid, and other mathematicians might talk
in their books of harmonies, yet, both the greateft

> compofers, and the beft performers in this art, quite

neglected the theory, and followed their own tafte,
and laid down arbitrary rules of compofition, where.
by fome entire fpecies of mufic, once in vogue, are
now become obfolete and impraticable.” And
more to the fame purpofe, thewing mufic todepend
upon the will of man.

. Now, there is truth in all thefe allegations, and
each of thefe difputants lays a foundation properly
and agreeably to that light, in which he views and
confiders mufic. Neither will their dotrine be

found to interfere in any thing, but in each man’s
making his moft beloved principle the fole founds- -
And till they all fhall

tion of the whole fcience.
agree in fome one notion of ®mufic, and abide by
fome one definition of foundation, they may dif-
pute to the world’s end, and be never the nearer
coming to an agreement.

Now, why may I not have leave to fufpect, that
fomething analogous to this has happened in the
controverfy about the foundation of moral virtue?

Tha all the writers in it are not yet agreed upon

a precife meaning of foundation, I have endes-
voured to thew above. And I think they are as

little agreed in the definition of virtue itfelf. One—

confiders it as a conformity of a reafonable creature
ta the will of its creator, He prefers this view as
the largeft and moft univerfal, and in which obli-
gation feems the ftrongeft, and is moft apparent.
This leads him to lay the foundation folely in God’s
will. And to fecure it, he labours to appropriate

‘in all thefe different lights and views.

 proper.
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Another confiders it, and with equal truth and
jultice, as the conformity of a reafonable creature to
the nature amd. reafons of things. He prefers this
view as the nobleft in his judgment, not only from
its neceflary connexion with eternal truths, but alfo
from its including, as he apprehends, the founda-
tion before-mentioned. This leads him to lay his
foundation folely in the effential differences of
things and fitnefles refulting from them, Another
confiders and defines virtue 1o be aiting agreeably to
right reafom, viz, fuch as man is endowed with, or
capable of ufing ; which includes the boni-form
faculty orinftinét. This he prefers as the moft
aafy and natural way -of confidering virtue, be-
caufe thefe are man’s proper and innate faculties ;
and, without doubt, given to him to be the imme-
diate principles of virtue in him. He muft there-
fore fix his foundation here, in man’s moral fenfe. .

A fourth comes, and contemplates moral virtue
And this
leads him to found it M three principles, all coin-
ciding and concurring to its fubfiftance.

Now there is truth, and there is propriety in all
thefe different ways of confidering virtue, and in
deribing to each way of viewing it a refpective,
%oundation.

But yet, without firft determining, in which of
thele views or lights moral virtue is moft properly
to be taken and defined, it is in vain to fearch for
the only proper and fole foundation ; for one com»
mon foundation will not fupport them all.

Surely there are words in language, that might
exprefs to the utmoft, what every man means by
virtue, and the foundation he aferibes to virtue, in
whatever light he views it in. Would it not be
better to ufe thefe, than hold up a difpute upon
terms, that are fo liable to be taken in different
fenfes by thofe who ufe them ?

As
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As to the fecond queftion, Whether moral virtye
and moral obligation muft bave the [ame foundation,
and in the fame fenfe s it appears from your anfwer,
that I had reafon to make a queftion of it. For
though you are clear, that the nature and reafon of
things muft be the foundation of both; yet you
add, with refpect to obligation, but not in fucha
. [enfe, as that there can be mo other foundation of it
" So that whereas moral virtue arifes folely upon the
nature, reafon, &Jc. yet moral obligation gnfcs not
Jolely, but primarily upon it: or, as I think you
explain it afterwards, the obligation arifing from
hence is antecedent to all other obhga.nons, that
may arife from other fubfequent foundations of ob-
ligation; and therefore you apprehend, that the
eflential differences, &5¢. are ftill the ultimate foun-
dation, or that, into whichall obligation muft at
laft be refolved.

The truth is, the precife meaning of obligation:

is as little fettled in this part of the enquiry, as

that of the term foundation awas in the laft. And

it is chiefly owing to the different notions of sbii-
gation, tha); we h%vc different foundations affigned
go it. Take it in a grammatical fenfe, and it im-
plies fomething, that enforces upon relusiancy; and
in this fenfe of it (when ufed in morality) it fhould
feem moft properly founded in the fanchions of re-
wards and pupifhments; or in thc.wnll of him,
who has the power to reward or punifh.

Take it in a legal fenfe, and it implies an ob-
liger : and there muft be two perfons at leaft, that

is} two intelligent agents, or two free wills to ereate -
obligation in either of them. And in this view

obligation in morals will certainly be foupded in
the will of God. s
Take it in a third fenfe, viz. as an unalienable
right, that truth has to be preferred before falthood,
cood before bad, by all rational creatures, thgt can
: Ei&ingui{h them ; and then its foundation will be

m .
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in the effential differences of things, and their eter-
nal ratios, fitneffes, &,

Now, I fay, if men do reafon upon three forts
of obligation, why may they not be allowed to
conclude upon three forts of foundations for them? -

You yourfelf acknowledge a fecondary “obliga-
tion, or ‘an additional one. But to this you are
willing to affign another Ground, diftinét from,
though coinciding with the Ground of your pri-
mary foundation. This is right and juft. - And I
am apt to think, you will all agree in your
grounds, fo far as you can all agree what obliga-
tion is.

I fancy myfelf fomething better prepared, by
thefe previous confiderations, to judge of your fo-
lution of my third queftion, viz. Whether the rea-
Jom, nature, and fitnefs of things, confidered as ante-
cedent to the divine will, do appear under that confi-
deration, to be obligatory to morality? Or thus:

« Whether rules of attion, and obligations to attion, be

not quite diftinit, and may not have diffint? Sfounda-
tions ?

It thould feem plain here, that by rales of attion,
I'mean eternal truths and fitnefles, and as confi-
dered in the mind of God only, to be future rules
of actions, when things fhould exift with effential
differences, €¢, And I afk, whether in this view

~ they carry any thing of obligation in them? You

rc;)ly, you cannot conceive reafons or rules of aition
(if they be eternal and immurable reafons) diftintt
from obligation to aftior. But here you fpeak>of
thefe reafons and rules, as exbibited in the creation
of things, and implying obligation in themfelves, and
not as they were propofed to be confidered, viz.
antecedent to God’s will 5 and paterns as it
were in the divine mind of 7ules, that were to be
hereafter, carrying obligation with them. You add,
that laws founded on the neceflary relations and dif-
ferences of things bave from thefe eternal reafoms, a

Vo, II, right
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right of obliging moral agents : but not before they
are laws, or before they are promulged, or before
thofe neceffary relations and effential differences do
atually exilt: Again, you fay, what are reafins
and rules of aftion, if they do not oliige reafomable
beings to all conformably to them ? But they cannot
obiige thus, #ill there are reafonable beings ta con-
form to them. Thus it appears, yow do not in
your anfwer confider them in that fame view, in
which I took them, when I afked the queftion,
But indeed in another place afterwards, you anfwer
to my queftion fully and direétly, viz. It is very
true, that obligation could not take place, till God hed
cxpreffed bis will, &c. And again you fpeak of
obligation being [ubfequent to the creation. But you
add to the firft of thefe conceffions, that neverthe-
lels the foundation of obligation might be antece-
dent to the divine will, as the ratios themfelves
were allowed to be. And you add to the fecond,
thar obligatica itlelf, as founded on thefe ratios,
miglit perhaps be more properly faid to be antece-
dent to all confideration of the divine will.

You feem well aware of the drift of my que-
ftion, by throwing in thefe obfervations, by way
of fecurity to your foundation, and to fill up the
breach made by the conceffions. But I hope you
will give me leave to make my inferences alfo
from the point, that is yielded, iz. that obligation
itfelf could not take place, till God bad expreffed bis

\will, &c. and was Jubfequent to the creation.

)And what I would infer from hence is this:

That as the effential reafons of things may be con-
fidered to have been once a rule of adion prior to
any obligation to attion; and as obligation itfelf

did not arife or take place, till the difcovery of
Gogd’s will agreeable to that rule, in the creation;

there is no impropriety in faying, that the rule of

- morality is moft naturally” refolvable into thofl

' - eternal *
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eternal reafons of things, and the obligation to
morality into the divine will.

But I muft not pafs over what you are pleafed to
obferve, immediately after the conceffions above-~
mentioned, 7iz. that the eternal ratios are, not-
withftanding, the foundation of moral obligation, as
being themfelves antecedent to the divine will;
and that the dbligation to conform to them may
perhaps be properly faid fo be antecedent to all
confideration of the disjine will, or to any profpect
of reward or punithment. ‘

When in this argument from the ratios being -
ontecedent, you fay, they are allowed to be o, %
ought to explain how far a/lowed, viz. antecedent
to the exercife or difcovery of the divine will in the
creation ; but not antecedent to all confideration of
the divine will, which was as eternal, and as im-

© mutable, as they. T was putting a query upon

your own "hypothefis, not intending to grant any.
real or proper antecedence in the ratios to God’s
will ; but making a fuppofition of i, to fee whether,
upon your own principles, any obligation would
follow from it.

The query was, whether the reafon, nature, and
fitnefs of things, when confidered as antecedent to
the divine will, do appear, under that confideration,
to be obligatory to morality. Now it feems upon
a difcoffion of this query, it appears, that they are
not obligatory themfelves under this conjideration, but
they are neverthelefs a foundasion of obligation. That
obligation could not take place, till thefe ratios
were exhibited in God’s works, is what you allow.
And that they are in fome fenfe a foundation of
obligation, I will not deny. Butif you make,
them as you do in one place, the primary founda-
tiony, and in another ‘the ultimate foundation of obli-
gation, 1 muft beg leave to doubrt of this.

For, as I obferved upon the fecond queftion, they
can only be confidered as a foundation of obliga-

.Bb 2 tion,

"
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tion, in one particular fenfe of obligation among
three fenfes, that it is taken in, viz. the unalien-
able right, that truth has to be preferred before
falfhood, by reafonable creatures, that can diftin-
guifh one from the other. Many there are indeed,
who will by nouneans allow this to be obligation at
all. But if they will not allow the word,’ they will
fcarce deny the thing, viz. fuch a elaim upon all
beings, endowed with reafon and free will, as is
tantamount to what they call obligation. There-
fore, I do with you give it the-name of obligation
alfo ;» and acknowledge a foundation of this fpecies
of obligation, in the eternal ratios. But then 2
this is neither the principal, nor the moft common
and proper fenfe of obligation ; and as there are
other foundations for it; (as I think you allow) in
thofe other fenfes of it 5 you muft not lay too grear

a ftrefs on this foundation, which is only partial; -

nor extend it too far. Your argument for its be-

ing the primary foundation of obligation from our

perceptions of duty in" the eflential differences, &.
previous to oyr difcovery, that they are alfo the
will of God, is not, I think, fufficient to entitle it
to the primacy: which the moral fenfe in that view
would claim before it, as being the firft foundatioa
of obligation, or the firft principle, that lays men
undef moral obligations. And this would be re-
folved eafier into will, than into the effential diffe-
rences ; though indeed they both have a peceffar

relation to it. e

The fum of all, that I mean to advertife you “of

in thefe refle€tions, however cearfely and”inaccu-
rately thrown together, is this :

That the notions of feundations and obligations
art not yet fufficiently fettled. That from the beft
judgment I can make of the iffue of this.contro-

- verly, from the various and different acceptations

thofe terms appear to be taken in, it will be this:
That the principal, not the Jole foundation of m(:l
I I

-
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ral virtue, are the effential differences of things,
=1

and fitneffes refulting neceflarily from them; bur
not confidered as feparate, .

irom the will of God.

And that the principal, not the fole foundation of
moral obligation is the will of God ; bat not con-
fidered as feparate, or poffibly feparable from the
eernal and immutable ratios of things.

And that the only proper ultimate foundation
of moral virtue, and ‘moral obligation, is God him-
flf; the only true fountain both of wifdom and
goodneﬁ,'and every thing, that is, either perfeét,
true, or right in phyfics, metaphyfics, or morals,
13/: is all in all, the firft caufe, and fole origin of
a.

Accept thefe hints with candor from him, who
jsan admirer of your reafonings and writings,

Sept. 1743, T, Saarep.

Mrs. Cockburn’s fecond Letter to the kwermd
Dr. Thomas Sharp.

. Oftober 14, 1743,
Rev. Sz, e 1763

1 THOUGH I fear I am but ill qualified

to continue a debate with you, who ap-
pear to have been more converfant than I with the
witers on the fubjects we' are enquiring about 5
and to have gone into nicer diftinétions, and more
femote views of them, than I have had occafion to
confider ; yet I beg leave once more to lay before
you my plain apprehenfions, upon thofe farther
:i{uhgbn you have condefcended to favour me

2. After fetting down what I apprehend the wri-

%rs on the fubje¢t of moral virtue underftand by
B

b3 the

i

or pofiibly feparable =3
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i
the word foundation, viz. T'be ground, on which vir-
tue folely arifes 5 you are pleafed to afk, but are they
eed, whether this ground be any one Jfimple principle,
or compounded of*more principles than one ? To which
} anfwer, no certainly. They are far from agree-
ing, whether this ground is the reafon and nature of
things, the will of God, the moral fenfe, or all
three united ; for that is the very matter in dif-
pute. But then, Sir, 1 do not take thefe to be dif-
ferent fenfes of the word foundation : all thefe wri-
ters feem to me to agree in their general idea of
a foundation, and each of them to apply that
word in the very fame [enfe to his own principle, as
the ground, upon which he thinks virtue foldy
arifes. Even your {kilful writer, I doubt not, would
adhere to this definition,
principles, without excluding the term folely. So
that I cannot yet fee, that there is the leaft ambi-
guity in'the word foundation, or that any explica-
tion of it could at all contribute to adjuft the dif-
ferent opinions on this fubject. But if you could
perfuade the maintainers of them. to agree in ap-
lying the word foundation to fome one or more
of the principles contended for, ‘that would indeed
effetually end the difpute ; for there the difagree-
.ment lies, which does not, as I conceive, at all af-
fet the fenfe or meaning of the word foundation.

3. As to thofe, whom you fuppofe to have dif

ferent conceptions of that word, becaufe one con-
fiders it as the ground, from which virtue imme-
diately arifes, and another confiders it as a more
remote gro
tion of Jome mediums : 1 confefs 1 do not well 2p-
pretiend the ufe of mediums for the production of

" virtue, if-a fufficient ground of it is allowed, into

which it muft be ultimately refolved.  But as 1
have had no occafion to confider thefe nice diftin-
¢tions, which have not.come in my way, 1 may

. be in danger of blundering about them, and th;l‘t'
ore

and apply it to his three -

und, on which it arifes, by the interven-
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fore fhall oply fay, that 1 imagine thefe author
may agree in their idea of foundation, as « rmi
ground, on which virtue arifes, though one éxcludes
;nq another admits the intcrvcntioon of medium .
'whxch do not hinder the ground from remaini .
immovably the fame. § e
4. You next object to\the explonation of m
ground? ViZ. that, without 'which there could be ny
lurb tbmg as wvirtue; that this feems norﬂto ente :
into their notion of  feundation, who lace it in
felf-love, and felf-intereft; for virtue, yog fay, ewl:
;;:zrdmg to them, may “be confidered as difinser-
dw5. l\tfllw here again, Sir, youare got among au-
rs, that Iam a ftranger to; for though I have

met with feveral, who make felf-intereft the foun-

dation of moral obligation, 1 know of
make it the foundation of wirsue. This thrgi’": c;;r::: ’)
commonly deduce from the will of God.- But ,;:'
thofe you fpeak of, found virtue on felf-intereft and
yet allow, that it may be confidered as diﬁn/er;?é/ ;
there mult be fuch inconfiftencies in their i"chcfnc?
and fuch confufion in their ideas, both of wirtue
and foundation, that 1 will not pretend to anfw .
for6that they rl:my mean by either. cr
- But on ¢ is occafion, Sir, I am obli
ZAkc notice of a miftake you have made i:gf:?tir:p
mqwn as my words, that the foundation of morag)
virfue, upon farther refletion, will be found to lie
ln;hc:r in the effential differences, &2¢. or in fclf:
&ove and felf-intereft; upon which you remark
ut not in the [ame [enfe of foundation. Now, fir if
you pl_eafe to look once more into my laf’c, * T
you will find, that thofe words were fpoke opfa pr:a:
ral obligation, not of moral virtue ; for I had no no-
?c(l)?‘d any -one’s founding virsze on felf-love and
mc-l{ptercﬁ. And as to your remark, there was no
- ahxon to cpnﬁder, in, what fenfe foundation
ight be applied to thefe principles, fince my enly
4 inten-

—
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intention was to engage you on the fide of the ef-
fential differences, by obferving, that obligation
muft either be founded on them; or on thofe Jm
principles, which you had before agreed with me in
rejecting. ; ; i 4
. Again, you object to my explaining the word
foundation, by calling it that, without which there
could be no fuch thing a5 virtue, that the fame may
be faid of free will, or of reafon in moral agents:
fuppofing them away, there is an end of moral
agency, an end of all virtue. And yet you con-
clude, I would not call thefe foundations, at leaft
not the fole foundation, purcly becaufe they are ab-
folutely neceffary to the very being of virtue, Reafon
and free-will I acknowledge, fir, to be gbfolgtcly
neceffary to moral cgency : they are qualifications, -
without which there could be no fuch thing as rhe
raltice of virtue, and may, if you pleafe, be called
foundations of virtuous praélice. But that is quite
another idea, than tbe general abfirait nature of vir-
tue, the foundation of which we are enquiring
about ; and to the conftituting or produétion of
virtue in this fenfe, I fee not that any thing can
be neceffary, or at all contribure, but the immut-
able relations and effential differences of things,
from which virtue, confidered in its abftra nature,
diretly and folely arifes. It this idea were ftrily
kept to, as it ought to be in the queftion concern-
ing the origin of virtue, there would perhaps have
been lefs difagreement about it ; for I apprehend
thiere has been much ambiguity in the “ufe-of the
term wirtue, though I cannot perceive any in.that
of the word foundation. s v
8. But to go on with your objections,  fpace, you
fay, is that, without which there could be mo Juck
¢hing as matter : yet you fuppofe I would not infer
from hence, that fpace was a foundation, and the
ole foundation of matter. So far from it, fir, that
{canmt confider fpace as having any th.mg atall

1]
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to do with the produétion of matter ; and therefore
1 fhould rather chufe to fay with refpeét to them,
that the. ‘exiffence of matter fuppofed, the exiftence

of fpace muft be likewife admitted. But the de-——

pendance of virtue on the effential differences, ¢,
is of quite another nature, fince it entirely derives
its being from them. Vs

9. If your ingenious florifts, who difpute about
the origin of a flower, or the-admirers of mulfic,
whofe enquiry into the, true’ foundation of it you
fo clegantly ‘defcribe, are agrecd, that the thing
they feck: for is, the ground, on which the flower,
o the mufic [olely arifes, or, that to which either
owes its being : then it fhould feem plain, that
they are all agreed in the fenfe of the word founda-
tist, and only differ about the thing, to which it
may be moft properly applied. And if their error
liesin each man’s making his beloved principle
the fole foundation of the flower, or of the mufic;
when various principles contribute to their refpec-
tive beings ; then this controverfy is not to be de-
cided by the' definition of a foundation, the gene-
ral idea of which will agree indifferently to one or
more principles ; but till they can convince each
other, either that fome one, or more, or all the
principles together, go to the produétion of the
flower, or the mufic ; they may indeed difpute to
the world’s end, notwithftanding the exacteft agree-
ment in their idea of foundation. A company of ar-
chitects might difpute for ever, whether ftone,, or
brick, or wood, or all together, were the proper-
¢t foundation for a houfé; and yet have all the
very fame idea of foundation, as that on which o
boufe is folesy erefted. And this, fir, [ apprehnd
to be pretty nearly a parallel cafe with that of the
contenders about the foundation of moral virtue,
who, I cannot but think, are generally agreed in
the precife meaning of that word.
10. But

o
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10. But now, Sir, itis not the fame as to the
term wirtue, which you next confider ; for I am
apt to think thereis a great deal of ambiguity
in the ufe of that, as I hinted before. Not but |
am perfuaded, that moft people are agreed in their
general notion of the mature of virtue ; but when
writers come’ to contend about the foundation of
it, they are apt to fubftitute in place of the nature
of wirtue, either our idea of it, or the praftice of it
by moral agents. And this perhaps may have been
fome occafion'of their affigning different founda-
tions to virtue ; for our idea of virtue, or our prac-
tice of it, may arife from other grounds than thar,
on which the abfraét nature of virtue is tounded,
And thefc different fenfes of the term virfue may
occafion likewife various definitions of it, every one
defining it according to the light he has viewed it
in, and to the foundation he has given it in that

view. For you may be pleafed to obferve, that the -

feveral definitions you have inftanced in, are rather
determinations of the foundation of virtue, than ex:
plications of its nature. For inftance, to fay, that.
virtue is a conformity of a reafonable creature to the
will of its creator, is the fame as to fay, that the
will of the creator is the foundation of virtue : but
this gives us no manner of light into the nasure of
virtue, till we are informed by other means what
the will of the creator is, and therefore is no pro-
per definition of it. The fame may be faid of the
reft, excepting only that, which confiders virtue as
the conformity of a reafonable creature to the nature
and reafons of things ; for that direétly acquaints us
\with the nature of virtue. It is true, this defini-

tion-determines likewife the foundation of virtue,.

which in this controverfy is a kind of begging the
queflion : but then it may be faid in excufe “of this,
(what cannot be faid for any of the others) that it
is fcarce pofiible to give a juft and proper defini-
tiop of virtue, without exprefling its relation to the

4 nature
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nature and effential differences of things. And

this too may ferve as a proof, that virtue owes its
origin folely to them, fince the confideration of
them enters neceffarily into the juft idea of its ef-
fence. And give me leave to fay, that even in
the different views, according to which the feveral

writers have defined virtue, the reafons and immut--—

able nature of things might be (what you think it
is in vain to fearch for) @ common foundation to fup-
gurt them ali: all may eafily be refolved into them,

and fecurely reft upon them. 5
11. I agree with you, Sir, that the precife mean-
ing of obl:':gation is as litt_l\c'fé:tled, as you fuppofe
that of the term foundation to be: and yet I can-
pot think with you, that it is chiefly owing to the
different notions of obligation, that we have diffe-
rent foundations affigned toit; for I have all along
allowed, that there are‘feveral grounds of obliga-
tion, though I have conftantly kept to one precife
meaning of that term. And according to my ap-
prehenfions of this matter, there can be but one
Jurt of obligation, if there were fifty different foun-
dations of it. 'What you eall three forts of obli-
gation feems to me three forts of foundations, up-
on which obligation in one and the [ame [enfe may,
and does arife. Obligation furely is, or ought to
be the fame idea, whatever is fuppofed to be the
foundation of it. 1acknowledge, that the precife
meaning of it has not been f{cientifically fettled,
and that fome have obfcured, and others begged
the queftion by defining it ; but I do not find, that
any mifunder(tandings have happened in the con-
troverfy from thefe defeéts. | belicw./e, Sir, you will
allow, that people in common difcourfe under-
ftand one another well enough, when they fay they
are under an obligation to- do fuch or fuch a thing,
though perhaps they could not define the word.
And fo writers on the fubjett may be fufficiently
agreed in the general meaning of the word, totalk
to
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% the purpofe aboutit without explaining it ; which
fome of the beft of thofe on Dr. Clarke’s fide of
the queftion feem to have thought unneceffary, by
their negletting to doit. And this has been com-
plained of by one of their adverfaries, who himfelf
defines obligation to be fuch a neceffity of attion, a
is confifpent with liberty: which | think does not
make the term more intelligible than it was. Others
of them tell us, they mean by it a neceffity of ac-
tion arifing from a profpeé? of obtaining bappinefs, or
avoiding mifery. And this I take to be begging the
ctlcﬁion in favour of their beloved principle. But
the moft accurate and judicious writer on Dr. Clarkss
fide, that I have met with, defines obligation to be
a fate of the mind, into which it is brought by the per-
ception of a plain reafon for afting or forbearing to
att, arifing from the nature, circumfances, or rila
tions of perfons or things. Yet I think this defec-
tive, as not explaining what that ftate of mind is,

in which he places obligation ; - befides that it is a .

kind of derermining the foundation he affigns to i,
which s the fubjet of debate, and the fault I ob-
ferved in their adverfaries. After fo many grea
names as have engaged in this controverfy, [ have
not ventured upon any definition of obligation in
my Remarks, nor did any occafion for it offer.
But fince we are now upon the unfettled meaning
of that term, I take the liberty, Sir, to lay be-
. fore you the explanation I would chufe to give it,
i asrd leave to K::r judgment, whether it islefs ex-
ceptionable t
obligation then I underftand, fuch a perception of
an inducement to afl, or to forbear afting, as forces on
agent to fland felf-condemned, if be does not conform to
it.  This I think exprefies that flate of mind, which
my admired author hints at; and it determines no
particular foundation, though it may fuit with them
~_all; and therefore it might be cque.{
the maintainers of each.  But I much doubt Wt:c-
er

thofe | have objected againft. By~

ly received by -
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ter their agreement in this meaning of obligation
would bring them all to agree in the grounds, from
which it arifes. ) ol

12. We are now come, Sir, to the laft and moft
',mponant' ueftion between us, whether the reafon,
nawre, and fitnefs of things, confidered as antece-
dent to the divine will, do appear under that confi-
Jmation, to be obligatory to morality ? or whether
rules of action, &¢. In my J\nfwcr to this, it feems,
] have not confidered eternal'rules in the fame view,
in which you took them, when you afked the que-
fion. I confefs, Sir, I did not confider them in the
view you have now explained them ; for I did not
apprehend, that you intended to enquire, whether
the eternal reafons of things were ob/igatory before
there were any creatures capable of obligation ; or,
that you meant by antecedent to the will, antecedent
whis will as expreffed in the creation. Thefe are
‘remote views, in which I had never before occafion
t confider things, except with refpect to the Deity
himfelf, who 1is faid to be eternally obliged by the
aernal ratios : but in thatI do not fee, that the pre-
fent controverfy is directly concerned.

Thar, which Dr. Clarke and his followers maintain,
i, that the immutable nature and truth of things
have, in themfelves, an obligatory power, to which
dl reafonable beings ought to conform ; and that
this right of theirs is antecedent to the divine will,
that is, to any declaration of it, by an explicite com-
mand to practice moral duties ; antecedent to all
cnfideration of the will of God in them, or of re-
ward and punifhment annexed to the obfervance or
neglet of them. This is plainly their meaning.
But when their adverfaries fupport the contrary
dotrine, by arguing, that the relations and fitnefles
of things, and the obligation to conform to them,
are confequences of the determination of thewill of God
in the creation, and therefore cannot be antecedent
w his will; they put a manifeft fallacy upon their

readers
&
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readers (which perhaps they themfelves are not
aware of ) by. fubftituting a quite different confider-
ation of things, in the room of that, which they
pretend to oppofe, viz. particular exiftences, for
gemeral abjlrail ideas s and the will of God, as expreft
in the creation, for the will of God explicitely dif-
covered by. the command of moral duties. ~ The
queftion furely is not, whether the eternal reafons of
things were obligatory to reafonable creatures, be.
fore the will of God had brought any fuch into ex-
iftence ; for who ever fuppofed this ? But if God
created a fyftem of beings, conformably to certan
relations and fitneffes eternally perceived by the
divine underftanding ; and if he gave them no
other law but what refulted from their nature, dif-
coverable by their natural faculties : Then the que.
ry is, whether that law of nature does not in itfeff
oblige'them to conform to it, before any difcovery
either by reafon or revelation of the will of God con-
cerning it ? To urge, in anfwer to this, that ke wil
of God is exprefledin the creation, exbibiting thofer:-
lations and fitne[fes, &c. is a plain fallacy (though it
has paffed unobferved) for the will of God, 4sex-
prefled in the creation, is the very fame with that rez-
fon and truth of things, which are faid to be obli-
gatory as fuch, without confidering them as the will
of God. They are indeed, perfectly conformableto
| the will of Ged, but not explicitely difcovered to
. be fo, or confidered under that formality ; yet have
a right in them[elves of obliging moral agents, when=
ever any fuch exift, independently of any confider-
ation of the will of God in them : So, that, though
obligation could not take place, as I obferved, ull

God had exhibited thofe eternal ratios in a fyftem of

beings conformable to them ; ftill therule of their
duty, and their obligation to conform to it, muft, =
1 apprehend, be ultimately refolved into thofe eter-
nal truths, according to which they were formed,
and by which they were left to difcover what courfe

-~
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of aftion their nature required of them to fo
And a!l I think, that can be juftly infered from I(I)(I;K-
g;]z;ons lfx:mg Jubfequent 20 the creation, is, that the
ciiffence of creatures, capable o igaticn, i
refolvable into the divinf: will./ i et - o
What 1have faid, Sir, will, I hope, fet me ric
in your thoughts as toany miftake ?er;m} hT:crk;z:r:
in of your meaning, or any mifapprehenfion you
may have had of mine ; tho‘fgh I do not minutel
go through every particular relating to them foi"
fear of being tedious, and giving you too r;luch
mouble. But I beg leave to take notice of 2 diftine-
fim you have fuppofed for me, where ] intended
none, Ypu are pleafed to'fay, that on the difcuf-
f!on of this laft query, it appears, that they, viz.
the reafon, nature, and firnefs of things, wlwr; con:
fidered as antcccdcént to the divine will, are not obli-
ut they are neverth -
'n’m.of ?blrgaliozl. Now,ey Sir, as Ihz:\//e{f :llfo:l,:)ar,)a
maintained, that thofe eternal ratios are abfolutclg
dhigatory under every confideration; when - faic);
tiey were foundations of obligation, 1 took that to be
& equivalent expreffion with the other, and there-
fore ufed them indifferently, defigning no diftinc-
qon;_and where ever | have affirmed, that any prin-
tpleis a foundation of moral obligation, 1 beg to be
uderftood, that it is obligatory to morality.
13- You tell me, Sir, that you will not deny, that
b cternal ratios are, in fome fenfe, a foundation of
ooligation ; but if [ make them the primary and the
diinate foundation, of this you muft doubt. Now
i they are neither the one nor the other of thefe, |
;::noc guefs in what fenfe you allow. them to be a
ndauor! atall * You add, that, as you obferved
gtpon the fecond queftion, they can only be confi-
iorrefd 3 a foundation of obligation in one particu-
= enfe of obligation, among three fenfes thar it is
men in. But here the difference between us is,
twhat you call three fenfes of dbligation, 1 look

upcn

n
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upon as three diflinét foundations of it, and allow
them all to be properly fuch. The right, tha
truth bas to be prefered before falfbood, is according

to my apprehenfion, not obligation, but a ground |

from whence obligation arifes; and this I muft have
leave to call the ultimate foundation of it, or that,in-
to which allrobligation muit be refolved, fince the
moral fenfe, and even the will of God, can only
oblige, in virtue of reafon, and truth, and the fir-
nefs of things. :

14. What you fay of the claim the moral fenf:
would have to the primacy by my argument, as the
firft principle, that lays men under moral obligation,
I think, may admit of a doubt: It feems to depend
fo much on cuftom, education, &'¢. thatIappre.
bend it rather to be a confequence of the perception,
which every rational mind has, in fome degree, of
the effential difference of good and evil. However,
I was only taking notice, that our knowledge of
duty, by thofe eflential differences, was previous to
our difcovery of tbe will of God in them, and that
therefore they were a foundation of obligation prior
to u.

15. And now, Sir, however we may differ about
the ufe of terms in this controverfy ; and thoughl
muft ftill maintain, that the eflential differences of
things are the fo/e foundation of moral virtue (the
nature of which I cannot apprehend to depend on
will, being eternally what it is in the divine under-
ftanding) and that I muft likewife confider themas
the ultimate, though not the folz foundation of me-
ral obligation : yet I entirely agree with you i
your conclufion, tbat the only proper ultimate founds-
tion of moral virtue, and morel obligation, is God bin-
Jelf, the fountain of every thing, that is perfeid, 1t

“or right, &c.. All effential truths are but the 5
ceflary preceptions of the eternal mind ; and afting
agreeably tothem is afting in conformity with the
moft perfeit will.  So that I hope, Sir, you will 24

OV

and [everal of ber friends. 383

Jow, Lhat virtue and obligation cannot have a more
facred or divine origin, than that, which the follow-
ers of Dr. Clarke affign them; and if you cannot__
drogether agree with them, you will at leafk excufe
the fhort fighted views of one, who would gladly
fee things in the fame light with you, of whofe
judgment and candor I have the higheft efteem, and
am,
S IR,

Yiur moft bumble Servant,

C. CockBuURN.

Reply to Mrs, Cockburn’s fecond paper about
the foundation of moral virtue and moral obli-
. gation,

Mapam,

AM greatly indebted to you for explaining to

‘me fome points in your own Writings;, which I
had miftaken ; and for defining fome of your terms
to prevent my further miftakes ; and for the candid
and ingenuous manner, in which you have replied to
every thing, that I had put queries upon in my late
letter to you.

The benefit arifing from thefe effets of your
‘communicative difpofition is, that I underftand your
writings on this fubje&, and the drift of them, bet-
ter than I did before. '

You have given me no fmall fatisfaction by ex-
plaining what you mean by moral fitnefles being
antecedent to the divine will 3 for I conceived, that
Dr. Clarke and his followers had fpoke of tbeir ante-
cedency to God's will, in fuch a manner, as implied
their being fome way independent on God himfelf.
But your agreeing -with me intirely in this point,

Yo, II, Ce that
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bat the only proper ultimate foundatio_n of moral vir.
;u:z, and mayn‘zvl obligation, is God bimfelf, &c. has
eafed me of the only painful thought I had in the

controverfy. For, fo long as this divine origin isaf. -

figned to them, Iam little follicitous about the events
of any difputes concerning things, that men are
pleafed to call foundations in fome more qualified,
r limited fenfe.
. In your appendix to your Remarks in the Worksf
the Learned, (which was added to them, after | had
the favour of perufing them in MS. and which
was occafioned, as I apprehend, at leaft that par,
which explains antecedency, by wh_at I had ﬁud.m
that letter to Mr. Cockburn, which accompanied
your MS. when I returned it) you are pleafed to°

fay, that the antecedency Dr. Clarke and bis followers

k of, refpeéts only the explicite declarations of Gods
{z;’:lal f’tb{p tnmmabnd o;?;wral virtues : And that
the will of God, as expref, or ratber implied in the
creation, is the very fame with that reafon and truth
of things, which are faid to be obligatory as fuch. p.
159. And to the fame effect you fpeak in your
letter to me, I gladly lay hold of your authority
for Dr. Clarke’s fenfe of antecedency, and 1 heartily
approve your remark, that follows, that God’s will
as expreffed, &c. Now as I had no apprehen-
fion nill'T read this appendix, and your late letter to
me, that this was your fenfe of antecedent, &c. you
. will the more readily excufe, what I needlefsly faid
upon another fuppofition. P T

Another thing you have informed me of, in

which I was greatly miftaken, viz. that i thiseo-
quiry into the true ground of virtue, you do not
confider it as i# praétice, but in its general abfira
nature., ‘This diftinétion very much alters the que-
ftion from what T conceived it to be. And had I
been aware of this before, it would have prevented

much of what I faid, on prefumption, that prat?itzdf
) v
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virtue.(by which I mean virtue in praflice) was the
thing, of which the proper foundation was fought.—

All that I have further to wifh, is, that every
body, who engages in this difpute, would explain as
freely and as fully as you have done, what they pre-
cifely mean by their terms, and in what particular
light they confider the fubjeét; viz. what they in-
cude in, or exclude from their confideration of ir.
By this means, we fhould not only come fooner to
every writer’s true meaning, but probably find a
way opened to bring them to an agreement. For,
a each perfon mighe perhaps be found to argue
juftly from his own principles, and upon his own
conceptions ; fo each perfon’s principles and reafon-
ings upon them might perhaps ftand allowed in
that fenfe he maintains them, without overturning,
or even clathing with the principles and conclufions
of others, who confider the fame fubject in a diffe-
rent light, and ufe terms in a different fenfe.

It was upon this conjecture, that I fuggefted to
jou, in my firft paper, the ufefulnefs of fetting out
with an enquiry into the meaning of the firft term
in thcqt:ﬁtion, foundation, as it is ufed by the fe-
veral writers in this controverfy ; and when that was
determined, I propofed to proceed to another que-
ftion, the folution of which would become more
ey after the fenfe of the firft term was afcertained.
And fo on to a third point. This occafioned the
igreeable correfpondence. I have had with you,
wherein you have givenimé great light into your
own refined and juft fentiments upon the fubject,
n the particular view yow hold it in. Buc I have
hot yet received all the fatisfaétion I wifhed for in

my enquiry after the fenfe of foundation in this dif-
pute.  You are pleafed indeed to give me yourown
lenfe of it, which I thank you for, nor have I any
ight to afk more of you: And you alfo apply it
jultly and properly to your own: fenfe of the term
Ve, viz. confidered in its general abflrat? nature.

Che 2 But
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plied to virtue? Yet if I fhould fay there is #2 am-
biguity in it, or difference about it, Mr. Hooker
would admonifh me; who, in adifpute about the
foundation of faith, has thefe words. i !

« Letr us fee (fays he) what the foimdation of
« faith is. If it does import the general ground,
« whereupon we reft, when we dobelieve; the
« writings of the Evangelifts and the Apoftles are
« the foundation of the Chbriftian faith. But if the
« name of foundation do-note the principle thing,
« which is believed, tﬁcn is the foundation of our
« faith God manifeft in the fleth.” p. 499.

Here are two fenfes of foundation very judicioufly
diftinguifhed ; and the more fo, becaufe, as I ima-
gine, he grounds this\diftin¢tion upon the words of
a much greater writer than himfelf, who, compar-
ing the Chriftian church, or the congregation of be-
lievers to an edifice, ufes the word foundation, in a
" fenfe as near the primary and literal, as it is capable
of ina figure. ¢ As a wife mafter-builder, I have"
“ laid the foundation: and other foundation can no
“ man lay, but what is laid, which is Fefus Chrift.”
And yet he fpeaks in another place of another foun-"
dation for this fame edifice ; which, he fays, < is
“ built on the foundation of the apoftles and pro-
« phets, Fefus Cbrift himfelf being the chief corner
“ ftone,” viz. which UWIS both the O/d and New-
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But when you fuppofe, that all other writers ufe
foundation }i,n the 'Sg; Jame fenfe that you do, and
would abide by your definition of it; when you fay,
that there is no ambiguity in it 5 that no mifappreben-
Jion bas arifen from it 5 that no explanation of it could
at all contribute to adjuft the different opinions on this
fubjeét 5 yo& do indeed almoft filence. me from the
deference I pay to your opinion, as fuch ; but asyou
have given it me hitPcm oplylas your oﬂtémx,
without any reafon. to fupport it, 1am yet at liberty
to elicit th'gm, f'gr my own further fatisfaction, if I can.

If the words of writers on ‘morality are not alway;

10 be taken in the common acceptation, (as M. E. L.
and yourfelf agree, * p. 102, Works of the Learni,
1743) but in the fenfe moft agreeable to the appa--
rent {cope of their writings and if a word, meta- -
phorically ufed, may be applied to different things,
and yet nof juft in the Jame fenfe : ‘Why may it not
happen, that in the metaphorical ufe of the word
foundation, different writers fhall not have the fame
precife ideaof the term ? What any of them mean
by it; may be beft collected, if they do not other-
wife explain themfelves, from the things they apply
itto. And it is my obfervation of their different
applications of it, which creates my fufpicion, that
they do not agree, as they fhould, in the idea of it.
And if I were penetrating enough to difcern where
“this difagrecment lay, I fhould hope to contribute
not a little cowards adjufting their different opinions
about the main fubject. s )

I had oftered at a diftinétion of foundations, Ve
upen your own definition of that term, into mmé-
diate or proximate, and remate or original. You feem
to think this can do nofervice. My not explaining
it by inftances has left it under the appearance of

*a nice, perhaps an arbitrary and ufelefs diftinction.

Is not foundation, when applied to faith, altoge-

ther as intelligible and determinate, as when 1t 15 3

* Vol. L p. 40z of the prefent cdition.

Teflement into a ftrong [foundation, and cements
the whole building both of believing Fews and
Gentiles. Here is foundation and foundation. Both
real ones, though not the fame; yet juitly applied
to the fame fubject ; the one as principal, the other
as fubordinate : or, to ufe a diftinétion T made be-
fore, upon your definition of foundation ; the one,
“as a ground, from which the thing faid to be found-
« ed immediately and directly arifes ; and the other,
“ g5 e ground, on which it flands, by the intervention
“ of medipms, as upon its original foandazion.”
Cecz Is

-/
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Is there no room for any diftinétion of this kind
in the difpute about the foundations of virtue? -
Once more : 1find your admired writer obliged
to have recourfe to another diftinétion of foundation,

when his opponent had miftaken his ufe of that |

word, in an application of it to a Thefis.. “ Foun-
< dation, fays he, when it is applied figuratively o
< g Thefis, fignifies either the fupport of it, or the
“ orderly introduétion to it.” It feems his antagonift
not attending to this diftinétion, had imagined, that
foundation of the Thefis, (as it ftood undefined in
the Disvine Legation) meant the fuppert of the Thefs,
Whereas the author meant no more than the orderly
introduétion to it.

May we not from hence reafonably prefume,
that the writers in morality do not a//, much lefs

always, ufe the fame term foundation in their figu-

rative applications of ity in the very fame fignifica-
tion; though they do not intimate any diftinc-
tion or difference, than what may be colleted
from the application itfelf ?

There is an admired writer of the laft mentioned
author, for whom I have alfo an equal eftecem, that
ufes foundation, as 1 think, in two different fenfes: In
one, when applied to the abftract nature of virtue,

and means the ground, on which virtue folely arifes;

or, that, without which there could be no fuch thing
asvirtue. And in another, when applied to obli-
gation, of which fhe fuppofes there may be many
foundations ; and confequently it cannot be faid of
any ore of them, thatit is the ground, on which
obligation [olely arifes, or that, without which ibere
could be no fuch thing as obligation. Therefore; till
this other fenfe of foundation be alfo explained to
us, we muft gather it as well as we can from the
application itfelf, in which view I conceive, fhe
means no more by it than fufficient motive, or res-
Jonable inducement, in which fenfe it is very often

taken,

It

. fenfe o
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It is not my intention to uphold any difpute with .
ou, Madam, not even on the main fubjeét, muek
jefs upon the fignification of terms, which would
not have been worth my mentioning to you at firft,
but for a conceit, that fomething more material de~
nded thereon. And as my only aim in what I
have fubmitted, and do now fubmit to your better
judgment, is to difcover, if I can, whether too
carelefs and lax an ufe of terms has not been one
occafion, “perhaps a principal one, of difagreement
among writers ; and confequently, whether the fix-
ing their import with greater exaétnefs and precifion,
than the feveral writers have commonly done, may
not help very much towards finding out where the
truth lies among various fentiments, which yet per-
haps are not fo various, if each were rightly under-
ftood : as this I fay, s my only fcope, I perfuade
myfelf fyou will bear with my giving you my own
the matter more fully.

FounpaTiown, although, in its firft proper and
literal fenfe, as a ground or bottom, whereon a building
is erected, or any beavy body ffands or refts, as upon its
proper bafis, it conveys always the fame idea; yet
the figurative ufe of it will be found to be of two
forts ; ope more proper, the other lefs proper.

The more proper is, when it is figuratively ap-
plied to kingdom, empire, city, &Fc. and fignifies
the firft eftablithment of fuch civil conftitution:
Or to hofpital, college, fchool, or lecture, &e. and
fignifies the fettlement of a revenue to fupport fuch
particular community or inftitution ; ‘or to hiftory,
poem, drama, &¢. and fignifies the fubje¢t, matter,
groundwork, or plot; or to reafoning and argu-
ment, and fignifies poftulatums, or firft principles
laid down to be argued from, &. In all which in-
ftances, fomething is conceived to be raifed as a fu-
perftructure, upon what is called the foundation.
And thus authorities, and proofs, upen which any

Cca thing
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Yhing can be figuratively faid to be built, become
figuratively foundations.

The lefs proper is when, it is put for the root,
or fource, from which any thing has its rife and be.
ginning, or fprings, or is deduced, And in this
fenfe it is applied to firft occafions and introduttions,
&c. confidered as the origins of fome things, and
to motives, inducements, 8.c. confidered"as the fprings
of aftion; and to defigns and ends, confidered either
as the occafions of, or the motives to the doing of
fuch things, as are afcribed to fuch views.

And we are fo far reconciled by ufe to thefe ap-
plications of foundation, though they are the les
proper, as to prefer them fometimes before the for-
mer, or more proper. When we fpeak of the

ground or foundation of a quarrel or a difpute, we -

chufe to underftand it rather of the firft occafion,
that brought it on, than of fubjett matzer of it, or

the difference of fentiments in the contending par- |

ties.
And here I cannor help remarking, that the

words, which literally fignify 7ife, or beginning in the

Latin- and Greek tongues; (viz. principrum and”

dexn) are figuratively ufed for foundation. So that
to lay a beginning in Greek, is to lay a foundation.
And both in Latin and in Engli/b we hear as much
(at leaft among philofophers) of uilding upon prin-
ciples, as deducing from them.

In a word, Itake both principle and foundationin
) its metaphorical ufage, to be terms of much the
fame latitude with caufe, and to admit of as greata
variety of diftinctions; becaufe there is fcarce any
thing that .can be called 4 caufe, which fhay not be
called in fome fenfe or other a principle, or a founda-
tion ; having as near a relation, and the fame kind
* of relation, to that, which is built upon it, or is de-

ducible from it, as caufe hath to its effesz.
It is true, the logicians have found it neceffary,

in order to determine certain precife meanings of

the
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the general term caufe, and to prevent confufion in
the various. ufes of it, to dilfinguifh and fub-di-
ftinguifh to a vch great nicety : Which they have
not done, that I know of, with refpeét to the term
fandation. Yet 1 conceive the fame dfftinétions
may be made to ferve both, and thereby to ferve a
better purpofe, viz. to account in fome meafure for
mens various opinions about the foundation of mo-
rality.

Give me leave on this occafion to talk a little in
the language of the fchobols, for fo much I remem-
ber of it, that if 2 man were to atk me, what: was
the caufe of virtue aid moral obligation (as I think -
fome of the writers-will ufe that ex reffion, -and
chufe it rather than foundation) Ihouldp firft demand
what it was he meant by caufe, whether the material,
the formal, the efficient, or the final; for in every
one of thefe fenfes (to omit the feveral fubdivifions)
caufe is taken, and in every one of them it may be
applied to virtue, as being 4 caufe of it. :

The nature, truth, and relations of things, with
their confequent fitnefles|of application, are the
material caufe of virtue. |They are of the effence
of moral rectitude, fpeculative, or practical. They

are the fubjei-matter, in which we conceive moral

virtue ought to be exercifed, and in which, when

itis Fra&ifcd, it really is exercifed. If one fhall
chu

of morals, I think there is nothing amifs, provided
that their proper place or fhare in morals be affigned
them, and no more, and no lefs: So that he, who
clls them the rule of practice, allows them alfo ro
_bc the fubjeét of it; or he, who lays the foundation
* inthem, means it in no other fenfe, than as a maze-

rial caufe may be confidered asa foundation of its
effect.

e to call them the rule, another the foundation

The formal caufe of virtue is right reafon with Ji-

berty. Thefe conftitute moral agency, and are like-
wile of the effence of virtue ; which, as Mr. War-

urton
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&urttm juftly obferves, confifts in ating agreead
“bofe reJ_latiam, in which we ftand to all@bc‘xg: s wbha?
foever. Thefe give moral aéts their gui 1y, (if
you will bear with that fchool term ufed in the .
finition of forms) that is, not only diftinguithes them
from the aéts of brutes, but gives them their proper
rank and dignity among human actions, or that pe.
culiar charatter, from which they are denominated
virtue. For the aétions even of.reafonable crea-
tures, however confonant (of themfelves) to the
nature, truth, and relations of things, if done
through neceflity, through ignorance, or, in one
word, without moral intention, cannot be accounted
virtue. However they may be faid to come within

~the matter of it, yet they have not the form of vir.
tue. Reafon and liberty alone can conftitute tha,
Some indeed will chufe to call thefe the necefary
qualifications to the prattice of wvirtue; perhaps alfo,
JSfoundations of wvirtuous praftices. Yet furely they
are a conflituent part of virtue in every -idea of it,
and are to it, in the divifion of caufes, moft pro-
perly what the formal caufe is to the effeét.

Nor am I making any new diftinétions on virtue,
when I thus confider it materially and formally: For
moralifts have fo confidered it long ago, making
both this master and this form requifite to its being,
They may not ufe indeed the very terms caufe, or
foundation, but (which comes to the fame thing)
they fpeak of internal priiciples of virtue, which
they divide into material and formal, as the effential
conftituent parts of it, by which it is conceived, and

) underftood as it were, z priori. > :

Chanvin, who gives us the fentiments -of the
generality of the philofophers, fays, that the mate-
rial principle of virtue is the nature of things [o far
as it is a rule of conformity, or a fubjeit of mordl

| prattice. And upon this all virtue flands, fays he,
as it were upon its foundation (this expreffion will
not difpleafe you.) The formal principle is right

i reafon
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reafon s fors adds he, when every thing is confidered
and treated, as right reafon teaches it fbould be confi-
dered and treated, then virtue comes forth in its per-
[fedtion. Then he proceeds to other principles of
virtue; which he ftyles the complex neceffary indeed
to the practice of virtue, but not neceffary to the
knowledge of its nature.

Will you now bear with me, if T'return for a

' little time to my fchool logic again:

The efficient caufe of virtue in this divifion is
the intelligent free agent-himfelf, conforming his
will and actions, by tae dictates of his reafon, to
the nature and relations of things. Perhaps you
may look upon him in no other light, thanasa -
fubjeét capable of virtue, or as an inftrument in
the produétion of it, But you will fcarce find
among all the inftances of efficient caufes given by
the logicians any one more proper, or that comes
more clofely up to their definitions, than that of
an intelligent free agent, confidered as efficient, in
regard to virtue, confidered as effes?. -

And laftly the reafonable motive, or the ultimate
ord (whatever it be) by which his will is fo deter-
mined, is the final caufe in this queftion. And fo
properly the final, that it not only fully anfwers
the ufual definition, viz. of an external caufe, for
1he [ake of which, or upon account of which the effi-
cient affs, but agrees perfectly with another obfer-
vation of the logicians, viz. that the caufality of fi-
el coufes is chiefly to be confidered in created intelli-
gent agents. It alfo anfwers perfectly to their di-
ftinction of finis cujus, and finis cui; the end of
whom, and the end to whom. For fuch motives
and inducements to virtuous actions, as rgfpeét one’s
Jf, are as properly final caufes of our atting, as
gein or wealth is that of a merchant’s in trade;
which they give as a right inftance of finis cujus.
And fuch motives and inducements to good ac-
tions, as refpef? other beings, are as properly the -

1 naj
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nal caufes of our ftudying and doing good, as the
health of others is the final caufe of phyficians
in ftudying and ra&iﬁr}g phyfic, which they give
us as a right inftance of fimis cui.

I have had indeed hitherto a particular eye t
your owngefinition of virtue, if I miftake you nor,
as the conformity of a reafonable creature to the n-
ture and reafons of things. But ftill the divifion of
its foundation or caufe into four caufes will be
equally clear and certain, though we fhould with
others fubftitute zbe will of.God in the definition in
.the place of the nature and reafons of things. For
as in my way of confidering your definition, the
nature and reafon of things, fo far as they are arle
of conformity, or the fubjet of moral praic, |
may be confidered as the material principle, o
Jubjeit-matter of virtue; fo the will of Gaod in the
definition of others, (if they mean by it bis will os
expreffed, or ratber implied in the creation) is th
wvery fame material principle, or [ubjeti-matter with
your reafon and truth of things. A difference in-
deed will be found in the form, but none in the
matter. Or if they mean by the will of God, 2 po-
Jfitive appointment, or explicit command, then the.
thing fo appointed or commanded will be alio |
the f%bjc&-mattcr of virtue ; as coming within their
rule or law of virtue. -

Thus again as to the form. In your own defi-
nition it muft be reafon, including liderty. " For
when you fay, a reafonable creature, you muft
mean not only 4 ¢reature, that can underftand, and
judge of the nature and reafons of things, butwho
has power likewife 7o conform to them. But ac-
cording to thofe, who efpoufe the other definition,
the formal caufe will be the kmowledge and dif-
cernment of God’s will, however attained, whether
by reafon or otherwife ; or the power and capacity
of difcerning it, by whatever means it be im-

d'
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And this I take to be Mr. Warburton’s peculiar
notion of moral, as' diftinguithed from z_alionalf \
From whence he colleéts, that an Atheift, though
a reafonable creature, with refpeét to the nature
and reafons of things, cannot neverthelefs be a mo-
ral creature, fo long as he is abfolutely a ftranger
1o God’s will. i}

The term conformity in either of the definitions
implies not only a determination of the reafonable
and moral creature’s will, to conferm to the na-
wre and reafon of things, or to the will of God,
but alfo his alting -agreeably thereto. And this
makes him in- either cafe the efficient caufe properly
fo called. .

And as fome kind of motive, or other, muft be

. fuppofed to determine his will to conform to the

one or to the other, becaufe in either definition, he
is confidered as @ reafonable creature, (which he -
could not be, if he had not fome reafon to induce
him to ation) this motive or reafon, whatever it
be in either confideration of the queftion, will be
the proper final caufe, which, I muft confefs, is ra-
ther implied than expreffed in either of the defini-

tions. -

I might proceed to confider and diftinguifh in
the fame manner the foundations or caufes ot obliga-
tion; either from your own definition of it, or
from that of others. ~ But before 1. trouble you
with any more logic, I think it is ficting I fhould
firft explain to you what ufe I would make of

~ thefekind of dry diftinétions, that I havé borrowed

from the fchools; hoping you will not cenfure
them, or me, if that fhall appear to be to my

purpofe. <
Suppofe then any perfon, inftead of afking me
the caufe of virtue, thould atk me, what is the
foundation of it; might I not juftly demand of
him, in the firft place, what it was he meant by
foundetion ? And if he fhould reply, that all do
N agree
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agree in that term, and that there is no fort of am.

biguity in it, might I not very juftly and peri
ntl:%‘t‘lyyanfwer, dg.,t‘l have L%o:dy reafon to put this
query, becaufe T obferve, that {

writers do call zbat the foundation and the fole foun-
dation of virtue, which, when it ‘comes to be logi-
cally confidered, amounts to no more than fome
one of the four fpecies, into which caufe is diftin-
guifhed ? And ifP:nc of them manifeftly lays his
Sfoundation in the material caufe, another lays his z
evidently in the formal, and another as plaink,
though perhaps not fo direétly, in the final. Ca
I think otherwife, than that (.Key have not the fame
meaning, when they ufe the term foundation’

Or muft not their meanings be at leaft as different,.
as material, formal, and final caufes are differen .

from each other ? : S
To give examples. Moft of the old philofo-
phers.reduced the whole of virtue to one fource or
head, when they defined it by sving according to the
diftates of reafan, or living agreeably to right reafm,
or more fully exprefled, reafon from the nature of
things, which enjoineth the things, which ought o be
dene, and’forbidéelb the contrary. - This with fome
of them was the fole principle of moral virtue, or,
in_our modern language, the true and proper fous-
dation: and yet is truly and properly no more
than the formal caufe of it, according to Chauvin'’s

( agcount.

) Again there are other very learned and judicious

perfons, who lay the foundation of virtue, wholly-

and folely, in the nature, truth, and eternal reafons
of things ; whereas, upon enquiry, this may perhaps
be found only a partial foundation, and to be equi-
valent to' nothing more than what the logicians
tetm the material caufe.

We have got then a twofold ground for virtue

(in: the abftract idea) to ftand upon, viz. tbe reafons.

of things, or fitnefles arifing from the mutual rela-
' tions

ome very WOl"thy |
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tions of things to each other ; and reafon of agents,
or the faculty of difcerning thofe fitneffes and rea-
fons of things. But virtue or praétical morality
cannot properly be faid to be founded on either of—
thefe folely and wholly, but muft arife from*the vo-
luntary and actual exercife of the reafon of the
agent in the great law of morals, which is of na-
wre’s inftitution.  Which exercife of" the faculty
towards the producing virtue, ‘being an a of the
will of the agent, makes a third principle, or caufe
of the prafiice of virtue; \(from whence the moral
agent is denominated tbe efficient caufe ) and has- as
good a right to be called a foundation, at leaft of
virtuous praice, as either of the other two.

And laftly, when we\come to confider the final
cufes, or the various inducements, by which the
will of the agent is moved, and determined to vir-
wous practice, a new fcene of foundations is opened,
under the article of obligation. For whatever doth
oblige to virtue, is in fome fenfe a foundation of
it. And there are as many caufes or foundations
of obligation, as there are juft motives or fufficient
inducements to virtuous actions. And we find
fome writers, who do not affect the term founda-
fion, talking of caufe of duty, caufe of moral obliga-
tion, true caufe of our obligation to virtue, proper
ard natural caufe, which obliges to the practice of
it, &c. And as man is confidered in his rational,
focial, or fenfitive nature, fo the final caufes differ.
To the rational nature it is faid to be retitude ;
in which fenfe I fuppofe it is faid, that virtue it-
felf is the ultimate end of a'moral agent. To the
focial nature it is the good of others, but yet nei-
ther of thefe exclufive of the fira/ caufe to the fen-
fitive nature, which is happinefs prefent or future :
pleafure in the aét itfelf, or expeétation of it in
confequence.

Now as virtue is conceived to arife from fo
many caufes, or to have fo many foundations in the

lax

(
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lax manner of ufing that term, who can wonder at
the difficulties, that muft attend every attempt to
reduce it to one foundation, till we come at the fu-
preme cayfe and foundation of all things, in whom
a proper ultimate will be found ? .

. And I humbly conceive, that this controverfy
would be better underftood, and carried on to
better effe&t, if the word foundation were either in-
tirely dropped, or the precife meaning of it in the
feveral applications of it to different parts ‘of the
fubjett, fully adjufted. That is, let every princi-
Flc, that goes to the production of virtue in any
enfe, as a caufe logically defined, be taken into the
queftion, and allowed its due weight, viz. its pro-
})tr effect. And for the better judging of this,
et the virtue, of which the caufe or caufes are
fought, be fo explained,. that the writer’s idea of it
may be fully underftood, and alfo whether he con-
fiders it in its abftra& nature, or in the pratice of.
it by mankind; and whether it is fpoic of ex-

clufive of the confideration of God’s will, as im- -

plied in the creation, or exprefied in the moral
fenfe ; or in conjunétion with the confideration of
his will in ‘both thefe refpeéts, and only exclufive
of polfitive appointments and commands ; or whe-
ther God’s will atlarge, however revealed to man-
kind be taken into the queftion, And laftly, when
any-caufe of virtue, or of obligation, is affirmed or
. denied, whether it is fo affirmed or denied, with
“regard to man’s reafonable, or focial, or fenfitive
nature, and withal his corrupt nature: in a word,
let every part of this complicated and entangled
fubject be unravelled and forted, fo as -that one
part, which is, and may be confidered as diftin&,
fhall not mix with, and run into another, which s,
and may be likewile confidered as diftinét, to the
confufion of ideas in both ; and then fomething, I
apprehend may come out, in which all parties
fhall either agree, or be forced to maintain fuch

incon-

-~
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inconfiftencies, as will prove their confutation i
judgment of all difccmpir:g people. R A

Anq.now, Madam, from what has been fiid
you will the better perceive my reafons for puttin -~
my firft queries, and of the methods I toék, an
expreffions I ufed, in my reply to your firft pa-
per.  Give me leave now to take the feveral para-
graphs of your laft letter into confideration,

The following paffages fince colletted. The
firlt ro0¢t and fgundaﬂm of “Virtue is the fincere
defire of knowing the wj// of God, and impar-
tially fearching after the truth. Dr. Clarkes Ser-
mons, vol. L fol. p. 464.

Freedom of will, which according as it is deter-
mined in different circumftances by the reafon-
tblenefs of what is good, or incitements of what is
evil, renders the agent morally good or evil. i,
and alfo p. 6o.

Liberty or moral agency muft ever be the

- fundation of morality in man, and is the Jole ground

of the accountablenefs of intelligent creatures for

;UI” ihcn' attions.  Bithop Hoadley's Life of Dr,
. '

. The exiftence of one only God he (Dr. Clarke)

juftly efteemed as the foundation of all, wiz. ail

true religion,  [id.

His (Dr. Clarke’s) firft principle was the unit
of God, which he efteemed as the bafis of all mo)t
ral obedience.  Ibid.

The ftate as well as glory of human nature is
free-a ency. And from the nature of free-agency
man being capable of chufing good, he muft be
alfo capa'blc of chufing evil. It is shis power,
ad g wife enjoyment of it, that compitutes viriue,
Kennicott's 1ff Differtas. P- 33-

Vo, IL. Dd THE
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1. HE compliment you are pleafed to make
T me in the beginning of your condefcend-
ing anfwer.to my Remarks, viz. of my baving been
more converfant than yourfelf, with the writers o
thefe fubjetts, and baving gone into nicer diftinétions,
and more remote views of them, than you bave bad oc-
cafion to confider, 1 am bound to acknowledge asa
mark of your refpe@t and civility. But really,
Madam, 1 am fo little deferving of it, that nothing
could. have juftified it but your great addrefs,
through which you have afcribed to me what was
more peculiarly applicable to yourfelf, and taken
to yourfelf what feemed moft properly to belong
to me. For had not the nice diftinétions been yours, .
and the plain apprebenfions mine, 1 fhould not {o
eafily have fallen into the miftake of fuppofing,
that you were eftablithing the foundation of pra:-
tical morality, or virtue in moral agents, when (as
I now find by your Reply) you meant only tbe foun-
dation of wvirtue in its general abfiraél nature ; which,
as you tell me, is quite anotber idea than the prafiice
‘. of virtue. And you admit, that tbe praftice of it
(as likewife fome writers ideas of it) may arife from
other grounds than that, on which the abfiraft nature
of virfue is founded. So little converfant was I with
the writers on thefe fubjeéts, and fo little aware of
this diftin€tion, that I troubled you with fevera:

impertinent queries (as they muft now appear) on-

a miftaken fuppofition, that you had given mes
definition of faundation, that might be applied to
virtue in praffice, as well as to an abftratted no-
tion of it. For this unneceffary trouble I muft
thetefore afk your pardon; which I am the better

. intitled to, becaufe, to the beft of my remem-
-brance, you had not explained yourfelf to this
purpode before. You had mentioned indeed (W arks
of the Learned, 1743, p. 139.) an ambiguity in ap-
. g
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phing the term fit in itfelf indifferently 1o the -
tim of virtue in the abfirast, ﬁd to fba praﬂ{;aeu :74?:
bymoral agents. But that your Jole foundation was
w be underftood of wvirtue ‘in the abfirat ronly, is
WI‘u:,dI t:-::s{tlk’ you l:xc\l/cr declared either in that
e > or.in the letter i
5?:;1, oo gkl fbacts e you firft obliged me
Neither have you thoughf\.ﬁt to make ufe of
this diftin€tion in replying to my queries, till you -
cme to your yth paragraph, where you anfwer
towhat I had objeéted to-your definition from the
reafon and free-will of moral agents,
- Therefore till 1 come to that paragraph, 1 am
‘alittle at a lofs how to carry on my difcourfe.
For \yhgt I had advanced on miftake, fhould feem
beft intirely dropped. Yet as you have been
- pleafed to reply to my queftions, fuch as they are,
vithout admonifhing me of their impropriety ;
ad to defend your fenfe of foundation, as s4e fenfe
of moft or all other writers, you have. obliged
;1;6 in decency to return you fome anfwer or
r.
2. “ After fetting down, fay you, what I appre-
“ bend the writers on the /uﬁeyﬂ yaf moral 'uirnﬁp un-
# der/lan‘d by the word foundation, viz. the ground,
“ o which virtue folely arifes, Jyou are pleafed to afk,
: but are I'bq. agreed, whether this ground be any e -
A Jmple pmiaple,. or compounded of more principles
than one 2 This was my query, and I thought
2 that time pertinent to the enquiry after: fole
gm{ld. But now 1 ought to afk another queftion
Previous to it, which I did not know before that
![{x‘crc was occafion for, viz. is virtue, in thefe words
{“ the ground on which virtue folely arifes”) to be
_Undcrﬁopd in its general abitradt- nature only, orin
s praflice alfo? If in its general abftraét nature
S’?l/;, a5 you afterwards confider it; then I have no
“pute at all with you, either about more principles
Dd 2 than
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than one comcurring to a foundation, or about /i
foundasion.  For you have fo explained the virtu,
of which you- aflign the foundation (in the 7th pa-
ragraph) that no other foundation, than what you
afiign, can be thought of for it. For you exclude
all other grounds, cither of obligation or of vir-
tuous pract®, which fome people have called
foundat ons of moral virtue, So that neither benz-
wolent affedtions, moral fenfe, nor even the facultes
of human reafon and free will come within your
idea of the general abftracted nature of virtue : (for
thefe are no more than *¢ grounds of obligation 1s
« wirtue, or foundations of wirtuous pradlice”); not
is the will of God further included in it, thana
it is expre[led, or rather implied in the creation, and
is the very fame with that reafon and truth of things,
trom which your abftrat idea of virtue arifes. ‘It
follows, that you have left no affignable founda-
tion of virtue, but what you give it; and which’

confequently muft be acknowledged the Jole foun-

dasion of ity and that fo certainly, that I fuppole

no body will controvert the point with you ; unlefs

it be in this captious way, that your abftratt na-

ture of virtue arifes fulely from an art in thinkiog,

‘. and is no more than a conception of virtue formed
by abftraction in a ftudious and diftinguifhing

mind. 1 fay no body will ferioufly difpute this

point with you ; for the general abftralt nature of

_ virtue being the 1dea of it, which is taken from its
fubje@t-matter (the fitnefles of things in their feve-

ral relatios, €¢. in which all that is, or can be

called virtue, muft be exercifed) exclufive of all obber
confiderasions, muft have the nature of things, from
whence the idea direétly arifes, and tbat anly, 1or
its toundation; and this is the proper malrid
3 , - . . . .

caufe (as | before explained it) of virtue 1n all the
views_of it. But do you fuppole, that other wri-

ters, whoie fenfe of the term foundation we 2r¢ €
quxrmg
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quiring into, confider virtue only in this abfiraticd
light as you do ?

If they do not, but include wirtuous praftice
under the term moral virtue ; then I may without—
impropriety repeat my query about ome 7 more
pnmfpla concurring to a foundation. . For the
praflice of virtue, as you tell me yourfelf, may
arife from other grounds than that, on which the ab-
Jiralt nature of virtue is founded. The drift of the
query was tQ difcover, whether they, who admitted
more principles than one’ into their fourdation, un-
derftood by foundation what you do, rbe ground
on which virtue folely arifes. To this, which is the
very purpofe of my query, you reply very honeft-
ly, that you do not dowbi\but that [ame filful wri-
ter, v_vhom. I had mentioned as remarkable for
founding virtue on three principles, wou/d adbere
1o this definition, and apply 1t to bis three principles,
without excluding the term folely.

Now till his mind be known, I cannot fay po-
fiively what he would do. But till he fhall thiuk
fit to declare himfelf upon it, I may have leave to
prefume, that he would not adhere to your defini-
tion with folely in it ; becaufe he can neither fay
(confiftently with what he has faid) of any one of
l'u’s 'pr:ngtplcs, that it is the ground, on which virtue
Jilely arifes, nor of all three principles in conjunc-
tion, that virtue [olely arifes fjrjom all three in con-
Jgnc'hun; or that there can be no fuch thing as
virtue, where all the three principles do not unite
to the produétion of it. All that I apprehend he
:uqld fay, would be this, that « on thefe three prin-
g ciples - the whole edifice of praftical morality is
‘built” D. L. p. 37. And that there is no vir-
;ue among mankind, but is to be accounted for
]rlom fom? one, or more of thefe three principles.
. ¢ fays, indeed, they are never to be untwiffed or
parated. No more they are, when we fpeak in ¢
gencral of the praétice of virtue in the world. But
Dd 3 I can-
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1 cannot conceive he fhould mean by this expre(-
fion, that there could be no virtue, no inftance of
it, where they did not all concur and confpire to
the immediate produéion of it. He fpeaks like-
wife of the great purpofes, to_which they will ferve
awbile in conjuntion, p. 38. Yet in another place’
they are confidered < as different excitements to the
¢ pra&icclof virtue, that men of all ranks, confti-
« ‘tutions, or educations might find. their  account
<« in one or other of them ; fomething, that would
¢ hit their palate, fatisfy their reafon, or fubdue
¢ their will.” p. 37. 5

He fays, that one of thefe three principles, viz.
the moral fenfe, is the moft extenfive, whereas an-
“other of them, the ¢ffential difference, &c. is only
for reflefting men, and will bave its weight with i
fpeculative, the abfiratied and profound reafoners, |
&c. And after all, neither of thefe are the true
principle of morality, for that muft be compliance
with the will of God. e

Would it now be confonant to this account of
the grounds of virtue for the fame writer t fay,
that 7bis is the ground, on which virtue Jolely arifes?
Or that whatever is virtue, muft have thefe three_
principles for its foundation?

But fuppofing he fhould adhere to your defini-
tion, doth he ufe foundation, when he applies it 1o
«each of thefe principles, in the very fame fenfe, that
you ufe it, when you apply it to yours ?

He accounts the moral fenfe (how extenfive 3
principle foever it be) to be no more than the firft
“inlet into the adequate idea of morality ; (that 15,
an orderly introdulion, which you know is a fow-
dation in one of the fenfes, in which he metapho-
rically ufes the word) p. 36. Heaccounts the
effential differences to be no more than g medi,
to bring us to the only found foundation, p- 53-
And he accounts the will of God to be the only

true or found foundation, p. 41. and 53. "
Yet
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Yet if on thefe three prizciples the whole ed;
praftical morality is built, Pp. 37, then eca:{i[xe co){
them is in fome fenfe a foundation of that edifice ;
but not in the very fame fenfe, or in the fame re-
fpects; for then they muft all be equally frue,
and equally found foundations. - This diftinétion,
Fha:.hc ma_kcs. between them, fhews a diﬁ'crcncc’
in his application of the figure: fo doth his whole
difcourfe. Moral fenfe is a foundation in one re-
fpect, as an inlet, &e. Effential difference, €.
in another as a mediums The will of God in an-
other, more remarkable'and more eminent refpect;
and yet not in your fenfe of foundation, as the
ground, on which virtue folely arifes. '

It mp& be owned indeed, that Mr. % is
confidering practical \morality, when he talks of
thefe three principles, that it is built upon ;. and
therefore you might have anfwered me very j,uﬁly,

| that I had cited him improperly to the point you

was confidering, viz. virtue in its abfiraft nature.
But as you were pleafed to hold to your fentiment,
that all the writers in this controverfy would fub-
feribe to your definition, 1have taken the liberty to
Eg:c my reafons, why I prefume Mr. /7. would
3. Ibad obferved further, that writers feemed to
have different conceptions of foundation; becaufe
one cor}ﬁdcrs it as the ground, from which virtue
immediately arifes,and another confiders it asa more
femote ground, on which it arifes by the intervention
:)‘f mediums. To which you reply “ that you do
*wi well apprebend the ufe of mediums for the pro-
duition of virtue, if a fufficient ground of it is al-

 “lowed, into which it muft be ultimately refolved.”

g:tr fuPpo(Ii'u_l% thatrmediums have no ufe in this en-
iry; and fuppofing them likewife improperl
f;”t:d foundations ; yet if any writers will fllm{/
them to be fo, and call them fo, my remark is
true, that thofe writers cannot be theught to have
Ddg the
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the fame conceptions of the term foundation that
you have. For if you both had the fame concep-
tions of it, what fhould hinder your agreement in
applying it to mediums ? ¢ But you imagine thefe
<¢ guthars may agree in their idea of foundation, as 4
< yeal ground, on whick virtue arifes, though one ex-
« cludes, and another admits the intervention of me-
< diums.” 1

But {till he, who admits the intervention of me-
diums, looks upon. thofe mediums as foundatios
toc, which is the cafe I put. -

He may indeed agree inthe fenfe of the term, »
applied to the remote and ultimate ground, but will
have a fomething different meaning in it, when 2p-
plied to the more immediate or proximate ground;
as different as the meaning of fecond caufes, when'
diftinguifhed from the primary. Effential differences,
&c. pafs under the common term foundation, both

with Mr. Warburton, yourfelf, and another good
author, cited by Mr. Balguy in his laft tract (Wildom

the firft {pring, €Fc.) But then, whereas you under-
ftand by it the true and wltimate foundation, M.
W.means it only as a medium to bring w 5
the true foundation; and the other author refersitto
an ulterior foundation, viz. happinefs, which hecalls
the remote foundation of all moral fitnefs. (Balgw's
Tradls, p. 420.) 1 hope you will excufe my having
ifed fuch expreffions as medium, and remote bortoms
in this argument, fince thefe eminent writers intro-
duced them into this controverfy before me. * And
efpecially, as I can find no apter words for exprel-
fing the difference, which I conceive there is between
the fenfe, in which they fometimes occafionally ufe
foundation, and the fenfe, which you are pleafed 0
fix upon it as invariable, and the very fame, inall the
* writers on this fubject.

4. 1 muft own myfelf carelefs and inaccurate in

. ¢ my.expreflion, when I fpoke of virtue being con-

fidered as difinterefted by thofe, who found it 1n fg{ 2
v
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love or felf-intereft 5 though, if the whole paffage
be atzended to, I fancy no real inconfiftency will be
found in it.

All that I meang was this, that as men do com-
monly agree in their notions of virtudgs practice,
viz. what is, or isnot fo, (for I then thought you
had included practice in your idea of virtue) though

" many of them difagree in their notions of the legi-

timate rule or true caufe of this praétice, fo Iima-
gined any of them might be willing to own virsx-
ws praftice to be, what it is, virtue; although it
were evideatly praétifed upon other principles, than
what he himfelf efteemed to be the legitimate rule
of virtue. And .confequently, though he might
call his own legitimate principle the true founda-
tion of virtue, yet he could not mean it in the fenfe
you have defined foundation, viz. as that withoyt

which there could be no fuch thing as virtue.

5. But you except againft the inftance I gave to
illuftrate this, viz. thofe, who place the foundation of
virtue in_felf-love and [elf-intereff.  Iam got, here,
you fay, * amongft authors, that you are a firanger
“t9, For though you bave met with [everal, who
“ make [elf-interéft the foundation of maral obligation,
“ you know of none, who make it the foundation of vir-
“tue: that thofe writers commonly deduce from the will

- %4f Ged.” 1know all the lateones do; and I fup-

pofe that all Theifts, who lay the foundation of
obligation in intereft, will deduce that of virtue
from God’s will. But you are notin Mr. #i——’s,
fentiment, that Acheifts are incapable of morality.
They may practice virtue, and fome of them on
no other principle, than that of prefent convenience,
private happinefs, or felf-intereft. The old Epicu-
reans conld fee into no other caufe of virtue in the -
world, than what I have mentioned.

; Eaft of body, and pleafure of mind, was all they
simed at in it, or thought it good for.  Felity, or
private happinefs, was, they faid, (initium ¢ finis) ;

the
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the beginning and the end of it, &c. And where-
as the Stoics efteemed and praétifed it for its oun
fake, thefe men efteemed and pralifed it only for
their own fake. Now, may not thefe men be proper-
ly faid 0 bave placed the foundation of virtue in felf.
love and felf-intereft ? i

And yet they did not deny the virtuous praftice
of the Stdics to be virtue, though attended with
pain in the performance. : -

They only looked upon it as virtue, without rea-
fon, or any lYuﬂicicnt inducement ; virtue without
any propér foundation. Therefore, with an eyeto
thefe men (and all fuch as are of their principles) I
might fay confiftently enough, that virtue, even ac-
cording to them, might be confidered as difintercfied, cf-
pecially as I added immediately, they will difrum
indeed any obligation, or any motive to praélice it in
2bis cafe, viz. where private intereft does no way,
appear to be concerned in it. ;

 on felf-intereft, can yet allow, that it may be con-
< fidered as difinterefied, there muft be fuch inconfifien-
“ ¢y in their [chemes,” &c. -
But where is the inconfiftency of holding (with
the Epicurean) that private happinefs is the only
true and proper foundation of virtue, and yet al-
lowing (with Archdeacon Law’s Prelim. Differt.)
« that it is a matter of fadt,that there are a great
« variety of inftances of men’s pradtifing virtue,
¢ without knowing, thatit tends to their own pri-
« vate happinefs ; nay, even when it-appears de-
« ftru&tive of it.” If foundation, indeed, were con-
ftantly taken in your fenfe of it, then it would be
inconfiftent in any one, who made private happ-
nefs that foundation, to allow any thing to be virtue,
, which was not direétly built upon private happinefs.
But if you will pleafe to recolle&, the bufinefs we

. were upon in this part of the enquiry, was to oy

your-definition of foundation by the idea, that ot{hers
cem

Bur Iyou obferve, that « if they, who found virtue ‘
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feem to have of that term, and not to expound
their notions of it by your definition. And this was
all Iintended in mentioning thefe felf-interefted mo-
ralifts, or their principles. :

6. I did ‘you ‘wrong in fetting down as your
words, that the foundation of moral virtue, upon fur-
ther reflection, will be found to lie either in felf-love,
&c. For your words were not moral wvirtue, but
maral obligation, as 1 obferved upon looking again
into your paper. It was plainly my miftake, as you
apprehended : and o#¢, no doubt, among many I
may have been guilty'of. But I fhall acknowledge
them all, as foon as I fhall difcover them.

7. Next comes that paffage in your letter, that
has fo much altered the ftate of the queftion, that I
apprehended we were upon. I, ftill prefuming
that the prafice of virtue was not out of the que-
ftion, and obferving, that you had explained foun-
dation by that, without which there could be no fuch
thing as virtue, and that you had added further, that
Juch a foundation can be no other than the neceffary re
lations, &c. of things ; took occafion from hence to
mention tbe reafon and free-will of agents, as being
alike neceflary to virtue with your effential differ-
ences, &c. And yet I fuppofed, you would fcarce
call them for this reafon foundarions, at leaft not
the fole foundation ; which remark has proved of
much greater confequence than 1 expeéted, by be-
ing the occafion of your explaining yourfelf to me
by this diftinétion, that in your definition of foun
dation, you do not confider virtue in praétice; but ix
its abfiraét nature. )

I fhould perhaps have been too pofitive, that the
generality of writers'in this fubject did always in
their enquiries after the foundation of virtue, mean
the praétice of virtue in the world, had not my
over-fight, with regard to yourfelf, taught me to
be cautious how I venture to affirm this. 1 fhall

not therefore difpute with you, what other writers
mean
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mean in -this article, becaufe, as you exprefly ex-
clude practice from that idea of virtue, to .which
you have adapted your definition of foundation, |
am bound to confider it as excluded Zy you; and
have, and*do allow, your fole foundation, and your
definition of it upon that footing, as you would ob-
ferve from what I faid in the beginning of t.l'us let-
ter, though I have endeavoured in following the
courfe of your reply, where you made no ufe of
this diftinction, to vindicate what I had advanced
upon a miftake, as right upon the fuppofition from
whence | argued. g )

8. There was no great matter indeed in my next
remark about fpace. I could not imagine any
more than you do, that fpace bad anmy thing at
&l to do with the produliion of matter : Yet it is
neverthelefs true, that as extenfion is of the effence
of matter, there could be o fuch thing as matter
without fpace; which was all 1 faid ; and I think
you allow the fame, when you fay, that tbemﬁe_n_:e
of matter fuppofed, the exifience of fpace muft be like-
wife admitted.  But, as neither you, nor any body
elfe, would for this reafon, call fpace a foundation
of matter, I concluded (and it was all I concluded)

_that your explanation of a foundation, by that with-

out which there could be mo fuck thing as virtue, was
not full enough and fufficient to give the proper

- idea of that term, becaufe this amounts to no more

than a reguifite. You do indeed, in your anfwer
now before me,) fully fupply this defficiency, by

dropping the former expreffion, againft which T had

excepted, and fubftituting another more defenfible
in the room of it, viz. that virtue intirely derives its
being from the eflential differences, &fc. Had you
given this at firft, as your fecond explanation of the
term foundation, " inftead of what you oi.fcr.e.d as
above, you had prevented many of my objections,

which, you cannot but obferve, were levelled purd);
3
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at your words, without which there can be no fuch
thing.

f Again, when you come to the florifts in the
next paragraph, you fay, if theyare agreed, that
the thing they feek for is the ground, on which the
flower or the mufic folely arifes; or that to which
cither owes its being, €c. here you change your

- terms again.  You fhould have faid, agreeably to

your definition, (to which you may obferve T ftrict-
ly kept) or, that without which, "there could be no
Juch flower or mufic. Now thefe differ from each
other, juft as widely. as a caufe does from a condi-
tion or a reguifite. 1 would only obferve, that this
change of rour expreflions givesyou an advantage
in your reply, which you was not ftrictly intitled ro,
confidering, that our difpute here; was merely about
the propriety of a definition, which you yourfelf
had given; and which you think more proper to
amend than to defend. ~ All the ufe - would make
of this obfervation is, that it is not quite fo cafy, as
you feemed to imagine, to give the true idea of
[oundation in the metaphorical ufe of it in thefe fub-

But, notwithftanding this amendment, [ do sot
fee, that you have fet afide, or even impaired, the
relation and fimilitude, that my illuftrations, taken
from fuppofed difputes about the foundation of 2
flower, or of mufic, bear to the difputes about the
foundation of moral virtue, In the firft place, you
are pleafed to fay of my floriits, shat if they are agreed,
that the thing they [eek for, is the ground, om which the ]
Jower ar the mufic Jolely arifes; or (1o take your defi-
nition, as it ftands amended) that to which ecither
owes its being 5 then it fbould [eem plain, that they are
ol agreed in the fenfe of the word foundation. Tobe
fure, if they are already agreed to underftand the
word as you do, they will have no difputes about
the fenfe of it, but only differ, if they differ at all,
about the application of it

. But
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But is not this fomething like begging of the
queftion, that is at prefent between us? 1 am en-
deavouring to thew you, from their way of apply-
ing the word foundation, that they are not agreed
rightly in the fenfe of it; becaufe the word in your

) fenfe is not applicable to the foundations they fix
upon ; though yet each of their -foundations are
properly fuch in another fenfe, though not in your
fenfe. For each of my difputants finds & ground, on
which the flower or the mufic arifes; which, I think,
is the moft obvious and common noticn of a foun-
dation. But none of them finds a foundation, of

* which it may be faid, that it is tbe ground, on which
the flower or mufic folely arifes, or that to which either
owes its being ; or, in your other phrafe, from which
it entirely derives its being. :

Which now is moft likely, that they fhould all

mifapply the word; or, that they fhould all ufe the
word in an obvious figurative fenfe, thoughina
fenfe fomething: different from yours ?

“ You proceed : if their error lies in each man's
making bis beloved principle the fole foundation of the
flower or mufic 5 when various principles contribute lo
their rejpective beings (let us allow their error to lie

ciple, where it is not applicable) then this contro-
werfy isnot to be decided by the definition of a founda-
: tion. ;

) - Icannot fay the controverfy -will be decided by
fuch definition 5 but I conceive, it will not be de-
cided without it ; becaufe the error. juft now fup-

-

pofed will not be feen into without it. The moft.

likely way to fhew thefe difputants their miftake, is
,  toenquire of them, what it is they mean by foun-
dation, when they ufe it in this difpute about flow-
ers and mufic, viz. whether they underftand by it
aground on which the flower or mufic arifesy which

is the more obvious and general explanation of it
» or

%

ce in your fenfe of the word, and all agreeto '

_ here, viz. in applying fole to a foundation or prin- .
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or the ground on which they [filely arife, and fro
which they entirely derive tbe}'yr Lz’nﬁ. {Vhat cacfh (’::‘
them ca{ls a foundation, will anfwer to one of thefe
explanations, but not to the other. Jf, they Mfay
they take foundation in the latter fenfe (which Ol;
fuppofe thc fenfe of moft writers) let but each dif-
putant join the definition of foundation, inftead of
the term to his beloved principle, and he will foon
difcover his miftake, at leaft his error will be de-
m&;d, whether hc‘.cl]afcs to own it or not. One
fiorift affirms, that the ftalk is the proper founda-
tion of the flower (in a tulip fuppofe,) let him only
give th; fcpfc inftead of the word thus, the ftalk of
the wlip is tbe: ground om which the flower Jolely
arifes, and so which'it entirely owes its being 5 and
then let him fay whether he will abide by this af-
fertion.

But on the other hand, if the faid difputants do
really mean no more by foundation (and by their ap-
plication of it they frem to intend no more) than a
ground on which the flower or mufic arifes ; then what
ach difputant fays is true (as will be found by in-
ferting the definition in like manner in the propo-
fition) and the controverfy among them will be fo\
far cleared up, and underftood by them all.

-You obferve juftly, and I grant it, that e gene-
ral idea of Joundation will agree indifferently to one
o more principles, And 1 beg your leave further
to obferve, that it will agree to any common ground
of thofe principles themfelves, as an ulterior prin-
cple ftill, till it be curmed up to the firft caufe of
all;hmgs, or ultimate foundarion of all beings ; of
which obfervation I would make this ufe, that when

o S ;
¢ confider two or more principles, on which any ,

thing arifes, or ftands, without taking in the com-
mon ground or fupport of thofe principles, we may
more properly call them foundations in the plural
tan foundation. But when we apply fole to a
complex foundation of two or more principles,

5 then
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we ought to take in the common ground of
;:c)‘f‘c princigles-, and this makes it, in man)_vdczfcs,.
dificult to kno# where to ftop, for the !lez‘ox
foundation is ever enlarging itfelf to fome ulterior
principle fill, till we come toa proper ult:rqa‘{:. r
You conceive laftly of the aforcfagd florifts an
and muficians, that, #1// they can convince each other,
that fome one, or more, or all the principles Iogelb;r,
goto the produttion of the flower or the mt.g'i;, t Z
may indeed difpute to the 1.uor1df: end, motwit ;iﬂa?,“
ing the exallef) agreement 1n their .xdmpf foundation.
But this is fill pre-foppofing their exat agr:fcnzr::
in the term, without offering at a folution - ﬁ’;
difagreement in the application of it to different
things. Whereas, I would pre-fuppofe notl}lngllct-
ther way ; but 1 only colleét, I_ th}nk rational g,
from the manifeftly different applications they ma h;
of the term, that they do not rightly agr:{ck ézd t -
meaning of it. Becaufe, if they all underftood ;
(as you do for inftance) it muft end their coq;r
fy, fince each man’s error 'would then be dld co-
vered to be an-undue application of fole ‘gnmn‘f 0
a principle, that apparently is not fo. Let th:s o{g
pofe again, that they agree exaétly u;’ -
more general idea of 4 ground on whic a'"ydif '5
arifes : this fhould, in all reafon, end their ’ P‘klnc
too ; for foundation in this fenfe being 3pp 1(c€. -
to each of their beloved principles, thcyr muft al
go to the production of the flower or mulic. -4
nothing would be left to them to difpute .ut{.‘)og,rw.
lefs it :cre, which of their pnn;:ple_s had t\hc g ue
eft fhare in the produétion; which is anothér q
i that we are now upon. ~ il
m?oﬁognclude this paragraph with obliging r:;
with an illuftration on your part, from 2 con;i:’ibﬂ
of architetis, who might dijpute for ever wbe .
one or brick, or wood, or altogether, were’ . lp:b‘
erefl foundation for an boufe, and yet bd‘:l)e Lors
fame idea of foundation. This I muft readtly 3 H

a8
4

' and Jeveral of ber friends. | 417

and alfo, that the comparifon is exceedingly well
adapted to your fenntiment, as expreffed through-
out this paragraph. But when you apprebend this
1o be pretty mearly a parallel cafe with that of the con-
tenders about the foundation of moral vietue, it looks
as if you thought it as well adapted to their cafe, as
itis to your own fentiment. But as to the parallel,
I have two exceptions. Firft, that you here pre-
fuppofe thefe architects agreed in the precife mean-
ing of foundation ; which, you know, I apprehend

the moralifts are not:\ Secondly, you are here fpeak-

- ing of foundation in its primary and literal fenfe,

which muft be one and the fame in all architeéts
minds, and indeed in all people’s minds whatfo-
ever.  Whereas, to make the cafe parallel, you
fhould have inftanced, (as I did in the cafe of forifts
ad muficians) in fome figurative application of the
term, which is the way, in which the contenders
about the foundation of moral virtue always ufe it.
Afk your architeéts, for inftance, after the founda,
tion of their own art or fcience, and they probably
may differ as much in their fentiments about it, as
the moralifts do, when itis applied to virtue: not
for want of knowing of all, that is requifite to be
known by mafters of the fcience, all that ordinarily
goes to the perfetion of it as an ar7; but for want
of agreeing in fome certain fenfe of that general and
vague term foundation, in the metaphorical ufe of it,
If one of them fhould affign the elements of geome-
y, as the firft principles of architeéture ; another
invention, the common parent of arts and fciences ;
aother utility or neceffity, the mother of inven-
tion ; another looking back for its original, thould
upon the tower of Babel, or Noak’s ark, or
St¥'s pillars, as the firft inftances of building in the .
world, we could not wonder, becaufe it was not pre-
vioufly agreed and fertled among them, what it was,
oundation, when figuratively applied to archi-
te€lure, meant. Whereas, if they can be fuppofed to
oL, I1. E e agree
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in their idea of it, when it is thus me-
ig ri::ﬁlelt;yt;ai as they doin the idea of 2 fou;l;
daﬁion, on which an houfe is ereéted, th‘eirt;l cla?k
no reafon to believe, but that they wqul ike-
wife agree in their anfwer to the queftion. e
10. You are pleafed to own with me a %rea ; 4
ambiguity in the ufe of the term iriuc. l;td o;:
comes tgis?hnbiguit dto be hio rc;dn]ty;a';kfrx:d ; tigocn ;
i nei ed in the other te ?
}vh:t:ﬁr]x::c:;igugp&c reafon, wiz. becaufe the feve-
rgl) writers havirg commonly defined whaé: fm
meant by virtue, it hath evidently apPar; aon
T :;Ot ag:xc';aps th{rlcr;o:cc when
i i word. , whe
rt.!l?:;“;;sloifn rilill‘c:c manner define each of them his
meaning of the other word foundation, the ln}(c an:-
biguity may be found and acknowledged in htzh.t
term too 3 though, for the prefent, as thcy.l\;c
not defined, it you may prefume (nor -can i({'
eafily obviate fuch prefumption) on. the exatte
ent of their ideas of it. i
Admitting this_prefumption, you have l?vcn "
rational and as probable an account (in this para;
h)of their different ways of defining vxrtlt;c,
gnappoﬂibly be thought 3f. Yc; 1; this Pf;{/{: mtz,-
bey are all agreed in the Jame il
xt':;tof'fo?mdatian, be not allowe?[yi(;u,wtillxlcn{ix: a::o
© yours, ingenious’ as , Wil
:l?:\gtu;f)ny: very pgcarious foundation itfelf. %
You are perfuaded, that moft people are agre; s
‘their gemeral notion of the nalure of -wirtue. -
fuaded fo too, if you mean by this ne ”!:{'e’&ion
Sctat moft people feemn to make the faaxr;ﬁ cixh 01;:: e
altions, that are virtuous, -
::cn:)::lzr:vife. But if you mean by nature of vir

-

? i d excludes
ther idea than the prafiice of virtue, and
ﬁ::ﬁm and free will from having any fhare in its pro-

: le,
duétion ; then1 imagine there are but few Pcog-iz.
1

; o e
tue, that abfiral idea of its nature, which s quife.
’
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iz, the refined reafoners only, that have the idea sy’
and even tbey have it more or lefs perfect, accord-
ing to their capacities of diftinguithing, and of abf-
tracting. “

The writers however upon virtue, 4for to thofe
only your next obfervation relates) may be allowed
tobe all agreed in the abftraét idea of its nature.
But when they come, as you obferve, to contend
about the foundation of it, they are apt 1o Jubflitute
in place of the nature of virtue, either our idea of it,
or the practice of it by'moral agents.  Such change of
the idea will, T confefs, occafion their contention
about the foundation, be they never fo well agreed
inthe meaning of that term. But ftill we want
fomething to account for this change of ideas, efpe-
cially in perfons, whofe fuccefs -in their reafoning
upon virtue depends fo much on their retaining
the fame idea of it in their minds. Is there no
room,to fufpect, that the want of an exat agree-
ment in the notion of a foundation (though, as they
have not defined it, they are not aware of it) may
be the true reafon of their difagreeing about what
virtue itfelf is ? For, by your own account, till thefe
wrilers began to contend about the foundation, they
were mofily agreed in their notion of the nature of vir-\
tue. And had they been moftly agreed in their no-
tion of foundation too, it is very unaccountable, how
the confideration of it, or enquiry after it, fhould
have adminiftered fuch a variety of fpeculations
about virtue itfelf. E e

And this (fubftitution of our idea or virtue, or
the pratice of it, in'the place of the nature of it,)
may perbaps, you fay, bave been fome occafion (1
make no doubt a great occafion) of their affigning
different foundations to virtue. So that this attempt -
0 difcover, and fix the true foundation, has proved
doubly unfortunate : Firft, in fetting them at va-
riance about virtue itfelf, in the. narure of which
they were moftly agreed before ; and nexr, in fet-

“e e ting
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ing them at variance about the ground, on which it
arifes, or ftands ; though, according to you, by
are all agreed in what they mean by a foundation. |
dare not fay you are miftaken in this: it becomes
me not to fay fo. But you will give me leave in
the firft place to wifh they had not meddled with
this unlucky term foundation, which has been of
bad confequeiice to them, by your own account;
and fecondly, tofuggeft to you, with all deference,
my account of this confequence as the more pro-
bable, viz. that areal, though unperceived difagree-
ment in their ideas of foundation, when figuratively
applied to virtue, has had its full fhare in introduce-
ing the variety of fentiments among them, efpecially
as to the aflignment of proper grounds for founda-
tions.

For, you fay, in your very next words, owr .

idea of virtue, or our praflice of it, may arife from
other grounds, than that on which the abftrafi nature
of virtue is founded. Here you admit of feveral
real and true foundations of wirfue, as that term
ftands undefined. We are indeed both of us agreed,
that thefe foundations are applied to virtue ; only
in fome particular light or view, in which it is
confidered ; and that they are real and true foun-
dations of it in that particular light only, and in
no other. But then here we differ: you appre-
hend the notion, as well as name of foundation is
the fame in all thefe feveral applications of itto

\_virtue in different lights and views; whereas, |

apprehend, that though the fame term -indeed is
indifferently ufed, yet the notion of it varies in all
or moft of thefe feveral applications of ir. And
therefore, that it ought to be as carefully defined
in each of thefe applications of it, that we may
know in what fenfe it is taken, as the virtue, to
which it is applied, ought to be defined, that we
may know in what particular light it is viewed.

For as-the gencral term virtue, till it be made
' moie
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more particular or fpecial, wi ifti
and dxﬂ';rcnt ideas of virtue; l]fola ﬁt;lllnedgfr)ll;rz:illfthn&
fo.undatxon, tl]l_ it\be more particular aad fi C'ﬂ?
will ftand for diftinét and diffsrcnt ideas of fopuc Cclia *
tion. - Some of ‘which fhall be juftly .applicabln i
virtue in fome lights and views of/i¢ but c;o
in other lights or views of it. None of the v:'] kg
except youffclf, have hithefto, fo far as [ krltcrs,
offered their deﬁnition§' of foundation; but I‘:(’)ofw’
:sdrr,r;ayt}ll):tctt})]lcl;&;d from fUn‘leOCCJﬁ()ﬂal explan:f
; ave given of their meaning. .
:\}:Icrr.c f:r:tu;c‘:;{ :’\123 Mr. hilalcjin[m have dgt;n:f
foundation in this cor‘:):rrc:vc:F Tt e of
better proof of writers not cx);é}l;\g(giriei(ifﬁr:/pg
each pthcf in ghc ufe of that term, than thcgir dl'tf
, ﬁrccmg in their accounts of it, fo far as the ha:/-
thought fit to explain themfelves. In fome I}: htsc
;Il:i which virtue is confidered, the moral fcn%'c is
d to be the foundation. But how ? As the diE
;lcrrlﬁ:nth of good and evil with approbation and
m_me cems the firft and mofpt univerfal fpring of
mﬁv::u;voaf;z:;(, :: a:b:b e}rﬁ';ﬂ' [wni moft immediate
‘ 7, e Jirft inlet into th
;ie:; a/fm};o:al:lz. You cannot juftly fay chf:‘ﬁ?iI:)ag,:
L r};um- r principle, that is called a foundation
Vi, ic $ hncnhcr €an you deny this to be a foun-
i fn the common general acceptation of the
ﬂi/cl,b cc;;g th:'tt It 1s'a ground, on which viriye
e ut this ne way excludes a more remote
s fr_om wh;ch' virtue arifes alfo, but not in
‘. {ncf enfe ; for if you afk in what the moral
arb,l‘sr,oundgd, whether the anfwer be from Mr,
e aﬂ'm, ViZ. the real effential differences of bu-
- wi[lmmG ¢ftablifhed by nature; or from others
P mo{m ad{,g’\[vh?tggvc n}ank‘ijnd this faculty or
” A c. 18 a foundation, it |
{"«:ﬂd, from which virtue arifes, and yctaist 'its lZc:
a Jpring, nor a motive, nor an inlet into the

E,]C 3 moral
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moral fenfe, but muft'be expounded by a neceffary
antecedent in the firft anfwer, and by a caufe fredy
producing in the other anfwer. Now if thefe ex-
planations of the fame term in different aﬁplications
of it are not, to the fame fenfe, although the term
undefined, or defined loofely and generally, will
indifferently fuit with them all; then we muft not
take for granted, that writers, when they do not
define the term, have always the fame invariable
meaning in it. ‘

You obferve, that the different fenfes of the ters
virtue may occafion likewife various definitions of it
every one defining it according to the light ke bas
viewed it in. Now thus fgr there is no harm. -
Definitions, that are far from being perfect, may
yet be true, as far as they go; in which cafe they
may 3ll ftand. And confequently, difputes arifing
from fuch definitions, or rather the partizl and
private explanations of the feveral writers, may be
accommodated (if they will but retain their can-
dors and attention) becaufe truth is always con-
fiftent with itfelf. But you further obferve, and 1
think juftly too, that they are apt, every one,
define virtue, not only according to the light he
has viewed it in, but alfo according to tbe founds-
tion be bas given it in that view. From whence
it appears, that fome of their definitions of virtue
", are rather determinations of the foundation of it, thar
explications of its nature. 1 do not fay; but you
may have reafon-enough for this remark: all'f
would infer from it is this; that if they make
the idea of virtue itfelf to depend any way on the
ground, which they-affign for its foundation, (a0d
»In many cafes the idea will unavoidably follow the
ground) the greater reafon have we ftill to com-
plain of their not defining foundation, and pre-
cifely fixing their meaning in it. Becaufe if they
apply it improperly, (as by making)that a princ-
ple of virtue, which is more properly.a confts

~ quence
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quence.of it) the idea of virtye ; i
paired or-fuffer thereby. Nor wilitir:lgemc?fl' bcwml’"
all are fuppofed to have jult and trye noé!ons “f:
frundation, and to agree perfectly in them,. to -
how, or wherein the term is unduly app‘h?ed Be b4
furely the true Way to bring this controverfy ::
fome QOOd _1ﬁ'ug, is to foﬂponc the difpute ag'out
foundation of virtue, till it be firft agreed, wh

that virtue is, the found&ion of which is ’fou }z:t
dfier.  And then when foundations come to b'::8 :
quired into, to admit of a5 many foundations cx;; :

an juftly and prog’,erly be called fo, thougl; in \'
different fenfes of the word, as being applied to

it may jultly and properly be confi '
%f.vc cach of them its du):: weight ;i:(;cc:;oagirtco
xl"lmhca In every true light will be amiable and
Wi have a2 proper ground in that view. fiufficie
g)fqpport It under that particular con’ﬁderal:io:llt
1':11:, ltrl:mfioglc lights it may appear far more excel.
;iﬂ e lfl_n others ; and thc-grounds, on which it
b rticoow:rcd to ftand in thofe views, will be
mflu g):r)l ovcgb rlx:c.)rc noble, as well as more ftedfaft
Here you take an opportunity of remarkin
Efrc’tilexazﬁzc:pzc”tf);ro;i:h; definition, vai:b can%’dte};i
iy of a reafonable cr,
:be nature and reafons of things, bfemu/e ;bie;ag;::ﬂtlo
‘quarnis us with the nature of virtue. Bur hc;z
K me:m nature of virtue, you muft be underitood
ik ofitno n;ore,_ than_ 145 nature according 1o their
e Who give this definition.  For certainly
other definition, which you quote from mc:

and which confiders virtue as 2 confo

rmily of a rea-
2.7 7

{iir :gtlle creature 1o the will of the :rmlai, fdoth as
¥ acquaint us with the nature of virtue, ac-

Z}tft)’tg to their idig of its nature, why give this
dtﬁnitlim . And the fame may-be faid of the third
on 1 mentioned, which is the old one, moft

€4 com-
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common among the ancients, which confiders vir-
tye to be afting agreeably to right reafon, viz. fuch
as man is endowed with, and is capable of ufing,
For this does alfo as direftly acquaint us with the
pature of virtue, according to their idea of its .
ture, who gave this definition.

Still pleafe to remember, that 1 am not endes.
vouring here to eftablith one definition more than
another, but only fhewing, that I fear your re-
mark will not anfwer the purpofe you here intend
to forve by it. The truth and propriety of cither
definition, which you have been pleafed to com-
pare with each other on this occafion, entirely de-
pends upon what the true nature of virtue is. If
it arifes folely from the nature and reafon of things,
then the definition you efpoufe is the only true
one, and the only one, that can with truthbe
faid to acquaint us direétly with the nature of
virtue. But if it arifes folely from the will of the
ereator, the very fame thing may be faid of that
too, with refpett to determining virtue’s nature.
For, according to this definition, the very ¢ffenceof

virtue is the will of the creator, and not the fitnels

of things confidered in itfelf. For nothing, ac-
cording to this, is.good or evil in its own nature,
till hade fo by his appointment.

When thercfore you object againft this laft de-
finition, that it gives us o manner of light into iit
nature of virtue, till we are informed by other means
what the will of the creator is, and therefore is 10
proper definition of it, will'not they, who adhere
to this definition, reply, that till fuch information
of the creator’s will is obtained, by fome meaps or
other, virtue hath no naturé, properly fpeaking;
every thing is indifferent in itfelf? And will 00t
Mr. W himfelf reply, that till the law of

a fuperior ' appear, there is no obligation arifeth,
nor any thing that can conftitute morality in 3
s tions ? The firft of thefe may fay of the definiton
: you

\
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you recommend, that it gives no light into the na-
ture of virtue, till we are informed, that the will of
the creator is confonant to the nature and reafons
of things, And Mr. #/——— himfelf may fay,
that it gives no light into the morality properly fo
called of aétions, till we are informed, that virtue
is the injunétion of a fuperior will; which will

could not be found, till the being and attributes

of God were difcovered.

I do not apprehend, that any excufe need be
made for either definition, becaufe they both deter-
mine likewife the foundation of virtue, which in this
controver[y is a kind of begging the queffion. For
definitions of things odght to take in whatfoever
neceffarily enters into a'juft idea of their effence s
and confequently muft determine their foundation
in many cafes unavoidably. But when you plead
further in excufe. for the definition you approve,
that i¢ is fearce poffible ¥o give a juft and proper de-
fnition of wvirtue, without expreffing its relation to
the nature and effential differences of things; the

* advocates for the propriety of the other definition
will give that, as an inftance of one, wherein the,
nature and effential differences of things are not

exprefled. - And if you fhould reply, that although
they are not exprefled, they are neverthelefs im-
plied ; they will anfwer, that the creator’s will is
Juft as much implied in that definition, which ex-
prefles only the mature and reafons of things; and

further, that it is fearce poffible to give a juft and

proper definition of virtue, without expreffing its re-
lation to the creator’s will. And they will allo
think, that they have as good a right as you have
to fay further in your words, tbat this may ferve as
2 proof, that virtue owes its origin falely to the
creator’s will, fince the confideration of that euters

. meceffarily into the juft idea of its effence 5 and they

will alfo beg leave 1o fay further, that even in 1oz
different views, ascording to which the feveral writers
i oave
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bave defined virtue, the will of God, might be o

common foundation to [upport them all. Al may eafi-

by be refolved into that, and fecurely reft upon it.
But though your greatly prefer one of thefe defi-

nitions before the other, yet 1do not find, that you -

have given it, or allowed it as your own, as the
definition, that you take to be the moft juftand pro-
per. My only reafon for making a cfoubt, whe-
ther you will warrant it or not, is, becaufe it will
not well fuit with that abftral? idea of the nature of
virtue, which you fpeak of in your 7th paragraph
as a quite different idea from that of the prafice of
virtue 3 and doth not include the reafon and free-
will of moral agents. But now this definition,
iZ. a conformity of a reafonable creature to the na-

tare and reafon of things, doth include the reafon.
and free-will of moral agents. For the reafon of .

the creature is as abfolutely neceflary to the idea
as the reafon of thingss and conformity relates as
clofely and indifpenfably to that, which conforms 1o,
as to that, which is conformed to. Perhaps this may
be thought a proper definition of moral agency,
or the-praétice of virtue; for you own, that free-
will and reafon are abfolutely neceffary to moral agency.
And in another place you fay, where there is mo
choice or free agency, no morality can arife. But
wbhere thefe are, morality doth arife from the effefls
of an altion made the objelt of choce. (Works of the
Ledrned, 1743, p. 154.) From comparing all
. thefe paffages together it feems to me, that you
will readily admir the definition above mentioned,
as ajuft and proper one of moral agency ; but cai-
not admit it as a juft definition of wirsue in its ab-
firaét nature; ftripped of every thing but its necef-
fary relation to the nature of things, which how
you will exprefs in a definition I know not.

Conti-
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Continuation of the anfwer to Mrs. Cockburn’s
Letter, wiz, on obligation, &c.

11 O U will be pleafed to remember what it
was, that gave occafion to the favour you

did me in communicating your thoyghts on obli-

gation : it was this query, which I‘had put, wiz.

wbether moral virtue and moral obligation muft needs

bave the [ame foundations-and in the fame fenfe ?

It appeared to me fiom your firft reflection on
this query in your former paper, to which I.refer
you, that you allowed to moral obligation (what -
you had denied to moral virtue) more foundations
than one ; and alfo that you fpake of obligation as
aterm, that had no ambiguity in it.

Therefore in hopes I might tempt you to clear
up the notion of obligation, and at the fame time,
that 1 might fhew you I had fome reafon for my
query, 1 propofed to you three notions of obliga-
tion, arifing, as I conceived, from three different
grounds, or built on three different foundations.

I had called thefe three forts of obligations, as
well as three forts of feundations. To which your
anfwer ip the 11ch paragraph of your laft letter is,
that you have conftantly kept to one precife mean-
ing of obligation, and you apprehend there can be
but one fort of it, though there were fifty different
foundations of it : and that what I calt three f{orts of
obligation, feem to you three forts of foundations,
upon which obligation, in one and the [ame [enfe, may,
and does arife. :

And as you are fo.good as to define likewi'e
this aze fenfe of obligation, to which you conftantly
adhere, you have done all, that can be defired of -
jou, and have enabled me to fee more clearly,
wherein the difference lies between your fentiments
and ming on this branch of the fubject.

You
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You have confidered obligation only, as it isiy
the mind of the moral agent, who is under it.

428

as appears from your definition of it, viz. fuch s

perception of an inducement to alt, or to forbear afl-
12, as forces an agent to frand [elf-condemned, if b
does not copform to . Whereas | confidered i,
as others have done before me, more at large, 2
being obligation in an external as well as internal
fenfe. When I faid, for inftance, that it was (ia
one fenfe of it) the unalienable right, that truth has
to be preferred before falfboad, good before bad, by
all reafonable creatures that can diftinguifh between
them, 1 meant by this, that every creature, whois
capable of making thefe diftinétions, is under obli-

gation, to prefer the one before the other, whether

he hath that perception, which you define obligation

by, ornot. ~For his neglecting to make ufe.of his |

faculties, or his undue ufe of them, will not releafe
him from the obligation he lies under from the
nature and truth of things. No matter how they
are forgotten, denied, miftaken by carelefs, fen-
fual, pofitive perfons: they neverthelefs ftand in
their fiﬁl» force of obligation, as that fignifies their

univerfal and unalienable right to be a rule of .

action to moral agents.
Now your definition does npt take in obligation
in this light, ar leaft only ‘partially, and fo far as
. itis actually perceived by particular agents; and
“._it takes in anothér.kind of obligation, (viz. that
of a miftaken judgment) which fhall bind a parti-
cular agent, to alt even contrary to oblfigation in
the fenfe juft now mentioned. I.am not objecting
to your definition on this account. So far from
it, ‘that I think it the fulleft, the cleareft, the
moft unexceptionable definition of 4 fenfe of obli-
ation, that I have ever met with. It beft de-
cribes an agent’s ftate of mind under this ferf,
articular foundation, yet fuits with

all, even miﬁaicn and fancied foundations, f;;?ﬂﬁ
whic
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which neverthelefs real obligations do fometimes
arife 5 and it has an immediate and clofe connexion
with practice ; for our judgment or perfuafion of
the goodnefs or evil of ations, however gained,
muft be our prefent guide in all our conduét.

Now let it be obferved here, before we go any
further, 1ft, that in your enquiry aftér the founda-
tion of virtue, you confidered virtue, not as it
was practifed by particular‘agents, but in its ge-
neral abftract nature ; iy which view you give it
me only foundation. When you come now to en-
quire into the foundations of obligation, you do
not confider it as a general abftratted notion (as
others have done, whofe definitions you give me)
but as a practical principle in each particular mo-
ral agent, which makes him accountable for his
conduét, and which forces him to condemn him-
felf for his mifcondu. And to obligation in
this fenfe you allow feveral foundations. So far |
then granted to the purpofe of my query, firft pro-
pofed to you ; that moral virtue and moral obliga-
tion may not have the fame foundation, and in the
Jame [enfe. '

2dly, Your definition of obligation is different
from all others, that I have heard of. It is not
indeed the worfe for that, nor do I efteem it the
lefs.  But however, it is a further proof to me,
that the precife meaning of it is as little [ettled in
tbis part of the enquiry, as that of the term founda-
tim and wvirtue were in the laff. This'] had ven-
tred to fay in my Reply to you. And your 4n-
Juer to it is, that ¢ you acknowledge the precife
“ meaning of it has not been fcientifically fettled,
“ and that fome have obfcured, and others begged
“ the queftion by defining it’; but you do not find
“ any mifunderftandings have happened in the
“ controverfy from thefe defeéts,” &¢. It is a
marvel to me, that mifunderftandings fhould not
bave happened in the controverfy, where the prin-

cipal
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cipal term was differently underftood by different
controvertifts, as appears by their different defini-
tions of it, now that they have at length thought
fit to explain themfelves. You are pleafed to men-
tion three of thefe definitions befides your own.: So
that you produce two on Dr. Clarke's fide of the
queftion, and two on the fide of his adverfaries in
the queftion. Thofe on the fame fide differ fome-
thing from each other, but more confiderably
from thofe of the oppofite fide. And what you
obferve of ome of thefe definitions on one fide of
the queftion, rbat it is begging the queftion in favour
of the author’s beloved principle, which he makes
~ the foundation of virtue and obligation, 1 obferve
alfo of another definition, wiz. Mr. Balguy's on
the other fide of the queftion, who defines in fa-
vour of his beloved principle. Is not this a ftrong
prefumption of the truth of what I told - you be-

fore, though you are not willing to allow it, shat -

it is chiefly owing to the different notions of ebliga-
tion, that we bave different foundations affigned 1o
it ? )

- adly, One thing more I would obferve to you
here, that your moft accurate and judicious wri-
ter on Dr. Clarke’s fide agrees with me in diftin-
guifhing obligation into external and internal. By
~ the internal he means, 1 think, much the fame, that
. you do, 7. ¢. the obligation of confcience. But

the external, which arifes from juft authority, he fays,
ke bas no cccafion to [peak of on the fubject of mo-
rality.  But his difcarding one fenfe of obligation
in this manner is no anfwer to thofe, who plead
a juft autbority 1o be at any timea fufficient obliga-

tion to’ action; efpecially thofe, who acknowledge

no obligation without an obliger, 7. ¢. 2 fuperior
perfon having right of command. You obferve,
that ¢ people in common difcourfe underftand one
« another well enough, when they fay they @

«.ynder an obligation to do fuch or fuch 3 thing,
' ¢ thoug
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« though perhaps they could not define the word.™"

Very true, they underftand, that the perfons, who
fay fo, are thoroughly convinced by fome ftrong
and -plain reafon for alling, and purpofe within
themfelves for fuch plain reafon to do o and fo
But this is all they underftand, or perhaps cnquire:
after; and is all that is neceffary to know, in order
wodifcover what fuch perfons defign to do. But
how doth it follow, that becaufe people commonly
agree in the genergl meaning of this expreffion, be-
ing under obligation, which is of the greateft latitude,

“ and made ufe of in all forts of fubjeéts, and on all

occafions ; therefore, writers on morality are agreed
fufficiently in a meaning of the term, when ufed on-
lyin 2 moral fenfe ?\ They may perhaps agree, that
it is the moral reafon of action. But when the
come to diftinguith tbe moral reafon of action tron);
;ll other reafons of it, then they are divided in their
entimen i i
o X; f‘:clvzss,. or at leaft in their way of exprefling
4 But you  bave conflantly kept to the fame precife
meaning of the term;” and fo you may, as you
confider it as in the mind of the agent only, viz. as
a perception of an inducement, &c. which will always
appear to be one and the fame idea, though there be
ﬁfq different inducements, that may be thus per-
ceived, and thereby become obligation in one and
the fame fenfe, all of them forcing ti:e agent in the
fame manner, though not perhaps in the fame de-
gree, to ftand felf-condemned, if he do not compl
with them.  But though all of them have the gaz
ture of obligation thus’ confidered, as perceptions
of the agent, yet all of them have not an obliga-
tory power inherent in them, or infeparable from
inducements, that fball force the agent, &c. and be
z:cn;cque.:‘tly obligati9ns to the perfon fo perceiving
b a;c“ iCh’ In reality, are things not obligatory,
only, through error in judgment, thought
to

them.  For feveral things may be perceived tobe -
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to be fo: while other things, that really have z
obligatory power infeparable from them, through
inattentivenefs, or other criminal defect, may not
come under his perception. Here then is room for
a diftinétion of obligations under your own defini-
tion of the term : One fort is real, the other is only
imaginary. Oneis fo in its own nature ; the other
is fo only in perception, or in the fenfe of the agent.

You will fay, that in treating on the fubjeét of
obligation, you have no concern with diftempered
minds or erroneous confciences, but with perfons
capable of juft and found reafoning; that you are
fpeaking - of fuch obligations, as are rea/, and not
fuch as are only apparent. Beitfo: yet even among
thefe, I apprehend, there are fuch evident diftinc-
tions, as denote a difference in kind. ex. gr. Isit
not one thing to be obliged by the natural equity of
things, without looking for any further authority;
and another thing.to be obliged by the will of afu-
perior, having right to command obedience, with-
out looking for any further reafon; and another il
to be obliged by a profpect of the confequences, that
will follow, upon aéting or not aéting, in fuch or
fuch a manner?
~ Iknow you look upon the two laft of thefe; on-
ly as additional obligations, or re-enforcements of
the firft original obligation: And that nothing in
ftri¢tnefs can oblige, but the internal reafons of
things duly perceived by the moral agent. And
what [ have ¢ called three forts of obligation, feem
“ to you three forts of foundations, upon which,
‘¢ obligation in ong, and the fame fenfe, may, aqd
““ does arife : for there can be but one fort-of obli-
¢ gation you fay, though there were fifty different
¢ foundarions of it.” ’

Madam, if I underftand you right, you have
but one invariable idea of foundation; and that fo
certain and adequate, fo little liable to be mifcon-

ceived, that you apprehend all writers agree in that
one
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one fenfe of the term. For the fame reafons there-
fore, that you can allow, and fpeak of three forts
of foundations, you may admit of three forts of obli-
gations, without hurting your definition, which an-
fwers equally to them all, and indeed brings. them
all into the agent’s mind, under one denomination.
Your way of confidering obligation to arife, in one
and the fame fenfe, from different and diftinét
grounds, doth not deftroy my diftinétion of three
forts of obligation, any more than your ufing the
term foundation in one ‘and the fame fenfe, when
applicd to thefe différent grounds, hinders you from
faying, as you do very properly, that they are three
forts of foundations.  Whereby you cannot mean
confiftently with yourfelf, that thefe three feveral
grounds are to be'taken in three different fenfes of
foundation (for you allow of no fuch different
fenfes) but only, that thefe three feveral grounds,
though diverfe things in themfelves, and of different
fignification, are neverthelefs foundations of obli-
gition, in one and the fame fenfe and fignification. of
the term foundation.

Give me leave likewife, to fupport my expreffion

s well as diftintiion, by the authority of others.
InCbambers’s Dictionary you will meet with this ex-
prefion : « There are three kinds of obligation, natu>
“ral, civil, and mixed.” .
* “ Natural obligations are founded on the mere
“bonds of natural equity, without any: civil necef-
“fity, and without producing any aétion of con-
“ ftraint,” i

It was this kind of obligation in our fubjeét, that
lintended to exprefs by the unalienable rights, that
truth has to be preferred before falthood, good be-
fore bad, by all racional creatures, that can diftin-
guith them ; and its foundation, as [ faid, will bein .
the effential differences of things, and ftnefles of
&tion flowing from them.

Vou ILL Ff  Civil
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« Civil obligation is that, which is fupported by
« civil authority alone ; which induces a conftraint,
« without any principle or foundation in natur
¢ equity.”

It was this kind of obligation, fo far as it could
be coqﬁdc‘red in morals, that I intended, when]
fpoke of obligation, as being taken by fomeins
legal [enfe, as implying an obliger or fuperior having
authority to command obedience. And in thi
view I faid, that obligation in morals muft certain-
ly be founded in the will of God.

Not that I underftand, as perhaps fome do, that

~ hiswill obliges, without any principle or foundation

in natural equity ; but that the will of fuch a being
as God is, muft, whenever it is made known to his
creatures, oblige, without their having any other
perception of the equity of it, than what they in-

. fer from his nature.

But indeed, the obligation, that is founded in
God’s will, doth anfwer better to Chambers's third
divifion, viz. “mixed obligation ‘is both naturd

* e and civil, being founded on natural equity, and

«¢ further confirmed and inforced by civil authori-
«ty,” Forthe obligation arifing from God’s wil
is ever prefumed to be founded equally in natrd
equity or the reafon of things. ;

And laftly, by obligation in the grammaticd
fenfe, as implying conftraint upon reluétancy, ln-
tended to exprefs that kind of obligation in mords,
which is inforced by fanétions of rewards and pv-
nithments.-  Which kind is proper for thofe, who
neither will be reftrained by reafon, nor by the wil
of God, on the legitimate motives of complianct
with it, and who therefore muft be conftrained (5
far as free will is capable of confbraint) by fome
powerful inticements of reward, or dread of threst
ned punifhments.

=~ Upon this view of the matter, I fhall leave y&

to judge and determine, whether thefe be prop;frl;
:
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three forts (as T had called them) of obligation, or
whether they be only one fort; or, obligatiet; in
one and the fame fenfe of the word: But at the
fame time, I muft approve your definition of obli-
gation as the beft (I repeat it) that-T have met with
for exprefling the ftate of mind, that .2 moral agent
}:nxr::gcr from obhgafxon of any fort, or in any

Before we leave this point of obligation, T fhould
take notice of what you fay towards the end of
your letter ug:m it, viz. * the right, fay you, that
truth has to be preferred before falthood, is, ac’cord-
“ing to your apprchenfions, not obligation, but a
“ ground, from whence obligation arifes.” '

Now I own 1bis right, &c. is not obligation in
your only way of confidering that term, becaufe
you mean no more by it, than the fenfe, chat an
agent has of obligation. You fpeak of it as a per-
[a;fal quality, or perception; and not as it is in
things themfelves, the cbjeét of fuch perception,

And here again, our difference is only in words
or:xpreﬁam, which, when explained, fhew we are
both in a fentiment as to the thing. When people
fpcgk of the obligation of the law of nature, or of
el laws, they do not fpeak improperly, though
they intend no more by this obligation, than the
3u(h9n:y and influence of thofe laws, which ought
to bind moral agents and fubjeéts univerfally, whe-
ther they do acknowledge them or not ',\ t;ecaufc
men, by the conftitution of their nature, and fub-
Jeéts by tbcir condition and fituation in fociety, are
;;pa!.)lc of acknowledging them, and obeying them.
utif you chufe, inftead of afcribing cbligation to-
:nefc 18\:4’5, or tothe will of God itfelf, to fay, that
ncy only have an obligatory power, and are foun-
Cations of gblxgation in moral agents; I fhall not
oppofe you in ..r-.xch way of fpeaking: only I think,
commhcr is as juftifiable, and more, according to

mon ufage ; and ftands equally well with your

n Ff2 own
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own definition, For, according to that, the obligz
tion lies in the inducement to aft, or to ferbear off
ings the perception of which inducement is the
agent’s fenfe of the obligation.  Before perception,
it was obligation in general to all creatures capable
of it. But the perception makes it fpecial. "Itis
then obligation to the particular agent, that perceives
it, The ftanding felf-condemned is only a confe-
quence upon the fenfe of obligation. But yet it is
a confequence, that diftinguithes it from all other
perceptions of inducements, that do not infer obli-
gation, and therefore was very properly put in 0
make out your definition, and render it complete.
12. To your next paragraph, in which you en-
ter upon the laft queftion, viz. * whether the reafon,
« nature, and fitnefs of things, confidered as ante-
cedent to the divine will, do appear under that con-
fideration to be obligatory to morality, &¢. Ineed
make no other anfwer than this, that it plainly 2p-
pears, and is confeffed by us both, that we miftook
cach other’s meaning on that article. I had miftaken
your meaning of antecedency to the divine will, when
I put the query. And confequently, it was eafy
for you to miftake my intent in puttingit. How-
ever, 1 am not forry for the miftake I made, be-
caufe it hath put you, in explaining yourfelf, to fec
me right, upon obliging me with a clear account of

what Dr. Clarke and his followers maintain, €on- -

cerning the faid antecedency, and the fallacy, where-
by their adverfaries maintain a. contrary dotrine.
[ have already made my acknowledgments to you
for this favour, in the beginning of this letter. |
am likewife to thank you for fhewing me, before
you finith this article, thar I have alfo wrongfully
luppofed you had made a diftinction where you had
made none. For as much as you ufe obiigator) and
foundation of obligation, as equivalent expreffions,
and that wherever you affirm any principle t© bea

foundation of abligation, you beg to be undcrﬁc‘;lda;
= i
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that it i8 obligatory to morality, 1 fhall tak
remember thgis f:)?thc futurc.] syt

13. 1 had allowed the eternal ratios in fome fenfe a
fundation ; and, in what fenfe I meant ift, l/z'n{cr-
wards explained : But I faid, if you either made
them the primary or the ultimate foundation of it
(for both thofe ‘words you had ufed) I muft beg
Jeave to doubt of it. 3

Upon this you tell me, that if-they are neither the
one nor the other, you cannot guefs inwhat fenfe I al-
low them to be a foundation at all. 1 wonder a little
at your being at a difficulty here, becaufe you own
there may be feveral foundations of obligation, of
which one can only be the primary, and one the /-
timate.  So that you muft acknowledge the reft to
be foundations-in fome other fenfe, than as primary ot
ultimate.

But if you will “pleafe to look into that part of
my letter, where this doubt occurs, you will fee,
that I objected againft your making thefe ratios the
primary foundation of obligation, only becaufe they
did not appear to me to be the foundation of ‘the
firft motives or inducements to virtuous attions in
mankind ; in which light you had reprefented them
to prove their obligation antecedent to that founded
on God’s will. To which I replied, ¢ your argu-
“ment for their being the primary foundation of
“of obligation from our perceptions of duty in
“in the effential differences, &Fc. previous to our
“difcovery, that they are alfo the will of God, is
“not, I think, fufficient to intitle them to the pri-
“macy, which the moral fenfe, in that view, would
“ claim before them, .as being the firft foundation of
:‘ obligation, or the firf principle, that lays men un-
* der moral obligations.” '

14. This indeed, you think, may admit of a
doubt, bat nevetthelefs you are willing to exchange
primary for prior tothe difcovery of the will of God,

FEs in
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in which fenfe, I readily come into your fent-
ment. '

15: Then as for ultimate, you know I acknow-
ledge no ultimate in this fubjeét, but God hirfelf,
In which, I think, you at lengthagree with me, viz,
that the only proper ultimate foundation of moral vir-
tue, and moral obligation, is God bimfelf. In which
conclufion whofoever concurs, may inoffenfively
retain any particular notions of his own, concerning
foundations of them in a fubordinate or fecondary
fenfe.

And now, Madam, I have gone through every
part of your laft obliging letter, not out of any
humour of raifing objections againft what you have
wrote, but with a defire to fee, how far the three
queries, which 1 firft of all put to you, deferve 1o
be attended to on this fubject. But as Thave hither-
to given no particular account of my own fenti-
ments, further than they may be guefled at, or ga-

thered from the qucries themfelves; and what I .

have fince faid, to juftify my putting them to you,
and more particularly in the conclufion of my laft
letter, where I hinted three points, which I appre-
hended might prove the iffue of the cpntrovc_:r_fy;
you may poffibly think, I am not fo fair and inge-
nuous with you, as you have been with me ; and ex-
pedt, that 1 (hould give you, with the fame unre-
fervednefs and freedom that you have ufed with me,
my whole fenfe of the matter in difpute. Now |
acknowledge, it is but reafonable and juft, t_ha':l
fhould do fo. The extraordinary length of ths
letter will be-my fufficient excufe for nor offcring to
do it at prefent ; but if I get leifure for it hereaites,
and have your permiffion to trouble you agan with
another letter on this fubje&t, I will“lay before you

my whole fenfe of the controverfy, as far as it hath’

come to my knowledge from the writers in it, which
it
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it hathbeen my hap to look into. Inthe meantime
] remain, with the greateft efteem,

Your moft obliged,

bumble fervant,

=
\

T#o. Suarp.

Mrs. Cockburn’s laft letter to Dr. Sharp on the
Jubject of moral virtue, with my anfwer.

!

October, 2, 1747,
Rev. Sir, :
Illopc you will excufe my keeping the MS. fo
long, which you favoured me with. I was de-
firous to accompany-it with fome thoughts of mine
upon it, which I have not been able to do fooner.
I make no doubt, Sir, that the term foyndation,
w it is figuratively ufed, may have different figni-
fications,” when applied to different things; but
you will think me very tenacious of my opinion,
when I fay, thatI ftill think moft writers mean by
it the ground, on which thar, which they apply it
to, ftands, or from which it arifes; nor do I think,
that their different applications of it is any juft
ground of fufpicion, that they do not agree in their
ideaof it. For my own cafe in particular, [ am
pretty fure I have the fame idea ofP it, and ufe it in
the fame fenfe, when I apply it to virtue and obliga-
fim 5 and though I fay ofP one, that it arifes folely
from the nature of things, and of the other; thatit
may arife from feveral grounds, this I apprehend to
make no difference in the fenfe of the term founda-
tiom, when applied to both ; but only to exprefs a

difference in the nature of the things, to which Iap-

Ply.it, to exprefs my opinion, that it is of the na-
ture of virtue in the abftraét, to arife from no other
foundation than that which I have afigned it; but

that
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That obligation, though arifing from the fame foun.
dation, may, by the nature of it, arife likewife
from feveral other grounds, a!l equally foundations-
in the very fame fenle, 2s grounds on which it arifes;
for I cannot fee, that affigning onc or more fourda-
tions to a thing makes any difference in the fenfe of
the term.~And indeed, Sir, it feems to me, that thofe
other inftances you have given for different fenfes
of foundation, are not really fuch, except that from
Mr. Warburton. The orderly introduition to a Thefis
is, I believe, a very different fenfe from what is com.
monly underftood by the term foundation, and |
think, I fhould not have chofe it on that occafion;
but no doubt, he is a much better judge of the pro-
priety of itthan I canbe. Mr. Hooker’s manner of.
expreflion looks, I own, like two fenfes of founda.
tion; but, perhaps, if his fenfe is attended to, di-
ftinét from his expreffion, he will appear to be en-
viring after two fenfes of faith, rather than of
oundation, This is, I think, his fenfe. If by feith
is meant our belief in general of the Chriftian religion, |
then the writings of the Evangelifis, &c. are the
foundation of it: but, if by faith is meant the prin-
cipal thing whith is believed, then God, manifeft in-
the fleth, is that principal point, the foundation of .
all the reft. Here are plainly two different fenfes of
faith ; but the term foundation feems to me to be
. applied to both, in the fenfe of 2 ﬁraund on whith
) jgmetbing is built, the idea ] have always affixed t0
it. And furely the apoftle gives us the fame ides,
when he fays, no otber foundation of the Chriftiar
church  can be laid, but Fefus Chrift 5 and yet after-
wards fays, it is buil on the foundasion of the apo-
JHles and propbets.  They are both foundationsin the
fenfe 1 underftand that term, the one principal in-
deed, and the other fiubordinate; and if you pleafe
to call thefe different [enfes, 1 fhall not difpute it, but
I think fuch a difference can caufe no, confufion or
miftakes. The paffages collected at the end of your
. 1 PaPCfs,
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papers all relate to the praftice of virtue, which
may, as well as obligation, have feveral foundations ;
an?, I think, that'term, does in all of them fignify
s ground, from which the thing they apply it to
arifes.

}f{owcvcr, fuppofing all the foregoing to be di-
ferent fenfes, you are pleafed to afk me, ¢ if there
“ is no room for any diftinctions of this kind in the
« difpute about the foundations of virtue.” 1 can-
not fay, Sir, what room there may be for it, but
have exprefled my opinion, (perhaps a little too
pofitively) that no mifapprehenfion bas arifen on
this fubjet, on-account of fuch diftinétions, or
could be removed by any explanation of that term.
And I now beg leave to give you my reafon for this
opinion. I have endeavoured to find out fome dif-
ferent fenfe of foundation, which might alter the
ftate of the queftion between the writers on that
fubject, or fet it in a different light, but have not
been able, to difcover any ; and, what is much more
confiderable, Dr. Sharp himfelf (as much as he is
inclined to fufpeét, that thofe writers do not agree in
their idea of the term foundation) has not difcover- \
ed where their difagreement lies; who, I make no
doubt, is penetrating enough to difcern it if there
was really any fuch thing. And therefore, when he
can point out fuch a difagreement, as, when explain:
ed, would help to adjuft the matters in debate, 1
fhall readily give up my opinion. Till then, he will
excufe me for thinking, ‘that the term foundation is
not capable of the fame diftinétions and divifions, as
the term caufe, and therefore fitter to be retained in
this controverfy.

ill you forgive me, Sir, if I tell you, that |
have always thought thofe logical diftinétions fit on-
ly for the fchools; and tha: they rather puzzle and
perplex, than clear up an argument to readers, who
ase not ufed to their langpage ? Nay, thar the in-
tention of their divifions may be rather more intel-

" ligibly
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ligibly exprefled, without taking notice of them,
Dr. Rutherforth having ufed the term caufe, gave me
the fitteft occafion to put him in mind, that in the
lpgical divifion of caufes, he had confidered only

" the final caufe & But what would my argument have

gained by this? He afferts, that no effential diffe-
rences, no perception of the relations of things, no
moral fenfe, &c. can be acaufe of obligation to prac.
tice virtue ; nothing, in fhort, but a view to'a man’s
own happinefs ; and this as effeCtually excludes «
material and formal caufe, as if he had exprefled them.
On the other fide, when I affirm, that thofe prin-
ciples direct us to virtue, make us ftand felf-con-

demned, if we counteraét them, &¢c. and that there. -

fore they are true and proper caufes or grounds of
obligations ; I believe the reafoning is as good, and
at leaftas intelligible, as if I had called them mate-.
rial and formal caufes.

Then, Sir, as to the difference between Mr. War-
burton and me, you know he allows, that virtueis
founded on the effential difference, nature, &J¢. of
things ; and yet he maintains, that nothing but wi//,
or the law of a fuperior, can conftitute the morality
of aftions. I on the other hand affert, that acting
agreeably to the effential difference, nature, and fit-
nefs of things, is moral virtue; and that the free
¢hoice of an agent, judging his action to be right

“eor wrong, though without reference to any will,
properly conflitutes the morality of it. Here are; 1

think, included three of the logical divifions of
caufes, viz. the material, the formal, and theefficient :
But how the ufe of thofe terms, or any explanation
of foundation can help to adjuft this difference of
fentiments, I confefs I do nor fee,

Or, in the cafe of thofe, who differ from us both,
by maintaining, that the will of God is the fole
foundation or caufe of virtue ; that nothing is good
or evil in its own nature, till made fo by his ap-

~ pointment

. would be much tothe adva

- not allow me to do this time

and feveral of ber friends, 443

pointment: What diftinétions, or explanations can
poffibly be found out to reconcile this difference 2
You fay, Sir, that the nature and eters3l reafons
of things may perhaps be found only a partial
foundaglqn, equivalent to nothing moré, than what
the logicians term a material caufe. But what fhall
we gain by this difcovery, if the truth js, as think
itis, that the alftrass natuie of virtue cannot pof-
fidly arife from any other caufe or foundation ?
The reafon, and the free will of agents, may indeed,
be confidered as the formal and efficient caufes of
the p;aﬂtte.of virtue 5.and thefe I have not negleted
:}c:ota tec:\'g;x.ce of, though I have not made ufe of
However, Sir, I perfedtly agree with you, that it
W ich to the ntage of this controverfy
if all the writers in it would explain their terms,
particularly in what fenfe they fpeak of virtue, and -
in what they place the nature of it ; and if’thc
would declare themfelves on all thofe diﬁin&ion);
you have pointed at towards the end of your papers
It were to be withed too, that they would affirm or
deny no point in debate with regard to man, con-
fidered folely as a rational, a focial, or a fenfible na-

-ture, but, as he truly is, a compound of all together.

The error of fuch a partial confideration of man I
took notice of in my former remarks ; and I had
though_ts, on occafion of Mr. Seed’s Sermons, to fay
fomct.hmg of the indeterminate ufe of Itrﬂ.‘_\'; fc;r he
has given us two or three different definitions of
virtue in the fame difcourfe : But my ill health did
: enough for pen-
dix to the Remarks on Dr. Rulbér%ort/?,r }2 aifk)\f/‘.];s
dropped. There feems likewife fome explanation
wanted of the terms ufed by Dr. Clarke’s tollowers
tiernal truths, immutable nature, and relations o;‘
things, €2¢. Thefe have been much miftaken, or
mifreprefented by their oppofers. But I think I
have done my part on thefe fubjects, and need not

n trouble
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trouble the world or you any more with the reflec.
tions of,

S IR,
- Your obliged bumble fervant,

C. Cocksurn,

. ‘0. 2, 1747.
1 am much difappointed, Sir, in not having the
fatisfaction of feei:g you oh your return, as we ex-
¥c&t,d. I defigned then to have enquired after a
econd E:rt of your MS, which it feems to promife;
and to have exprefled my fincere thanks for your
condefcenfion, in beftowing fo much pains on mine.
When I am able to revifeit, I fhall make the beft
ufe I can of your judicious obfervations.

If you have done with Wifdom the firft /Kringaj ]
e

aftion in the Deity, be pleafed to fend it when you
have an opportunity, and I fhould be glad to know

whether it anfwered your expectation. ~ My refpeéts .

to your Lady.

Dr. Sharp’s Anfwer to Mrs. Cockburn’s Letter
of Ocober 2, 1747.

Mapam,

Thank you for the favour of your late letrer;
I and affure you, that I have perufed it attentive-
iys and that every thing, that you write, makes an
impreffion upon me, and puts me upon review

of my own fentiments. 1 am quite afhamed 0

harp fo long upon the firft firing in the difpute
foundation. 1 fhall now make my dying fpeech

upon it, - refolving never to trouble you with it
more.

No

\ '

'
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No doubt, madam, < moff writers mean by foun-
“ dation the ground on which that, which they apply
« jt toy fands, or from which it arifes.” Becaufe
what will not anfwer to one or other of thefe ex-
planations can be in no fenfe any foundation ac all.
For the idea taken from the firft and literal mean-—
ing muft in courfe be carried through “all the '
metaphorical ufes of it, more or lefs diftinctly.
But then moff writers do likewife leave it ambi-
guous, in which of thefe two fenfes it muft be ta-
ken: for though you feem indeed to reprefent it
as one fenfe, or one idea, of which you give two ex-
planations, yet in truth each of your explanations
conveys a diftinét idea, viz. the one not precifely
the fame with the other, but varying from the
other fufficiently to ‘make a perceptible difference,
and to caufe confufion in a difpute depending up-
on clearnefs of ideas. -

You may remember I had obferved to you in
my enquiry after the various ufages of the term,
that the figurative ufes of it, eftablithed by cuftom,
were of two forts, or might be thrown into two
clafles; one more proper, being the firft remove
from the primary or literal fenfe, viz. a ground on
which any thing fands, refls, is fupported or efta-
blithed ; and the other lfs proper, being a further
tranflation of the term to ftand for the idea of &
Jource, or beginming from whence any thing takes
its 7ife, or fprings, or is deduced. This is the me-
taphor in “a further remove; and comes to the
fame fenfe with thofe othe metaphors, roof and
fountain, which give not th€ fame idea, that is car-
ried through the former clafs.

Now then 1 grant ther¢ is no one of the wri-
ters, but affigns a foundation for virtue, and for
obligation in one or other of thefe general meta-
phorical fenfes : nor can the term in this large and
extenfive acceptation of it, be faid to be mifufed
by any of them in their applications of it. Yet

'y how
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how can they be faid to be agreed in the idea of it,
when they apply it, in this queftion about virtue,
fometimes in one of thefé fenfes, and fometimes
in the other ? Making it ftand indifcriminately (for
fo it muft ftand, till it is explained and defined)
not only for effential, neceffary, and immutable
principles, but for motives, inducements, ends,
&c. and when they apply it to the fubjed, of
which the foundation is fought in one of thefe
fenfes, by inquiring upon what bottom virtue fands,
or is eftablithed, and then proceed to affign thar
foundation in the other fenfe; by refolving that
enquiry into fomething, from whence virtue con-
fefledly arifes or fprings, but doth not ftand, or
is not eftablifhed upon it.

The controverfy is, as I take it, what is sk
foundation of moral virtue? Now there are many

aflignments made of grounds, which are all of them

foundations of it, in the general idea of grounds on
which it Jtands, or from which it arifeth. Either
therefore, they are all foundations of virtue, (and if
this idea e one and the fame, as you fay, in all writers
minds, they are all equally foundations,) or if they
be not, we muft have a more determinate idea of
. what ought to be reputed, and called the foundation,
«in the application of that term to this fubjeét, be-
fore the queftion can be refolved. * For fince s
term bath different fignifications, when applied to
different things, (which you alfo acknowledge) and

is\of more than ordinary importance, to be rightly .

undérftood, when it is a})plicd to virtue and obh-

gation, efpecially when- fo great a ftrefs feems to -

. be laid upon it in this debate ; I fhould apprehend
the true meaning of the enquiry to be, which among
all the different fignifications of foundation, in the
figurgtive ufe of the word, is #hat, which fuits beft
with fo complex an-idea, as that of moral virtue
is: and confequently, wherher this, or that, affign-
ment of afoundation be the moft proper in this

cafe.
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cafe. Perhaps it were better to let fo uncertain and
vague aword be wholly drop’d in thefe difputes :
but if the controverfy wmuft be carried on upon the
fhoulders of this term, 3 know of no method fo ef-

+ fectual in profecuting it, as examining carefulty the

whole metaphorical ufage of the word, and judging
from thence, of the propriety or impropriety, of the
feveral applications of it, to this fubjeét, without reft-
ing on that general meaning, which it neceffarily car-
ries thro” all the figurative ufes-of it. For tho’ that
meaning be all that neceffarily goes to the idea of
@ foundation in general; yet it is not all, that goesto
the notion of fhe foundation, in this fpecial applica-
tion of the term. Which had it been better attended
to, we fhould fcarce have feen principal motives,
or the firft apparent fprings of aétions, reprefented

- a the grounds, on which virtue ftands eftablifhed,

nor fubordinate foundations fubftituted in the room

of the principal, nor adventitious taken in the place

of original,
Tho’ therefore, T would not be thought tenacious,
any more than yourfelf, (having lefs reafon, I am

- fure, to be fo than you have) yet I cannot give up

my furi;Picions, that moft of the writers in this con-
troverfy, tho’ they have agreed to ufe the term

 indefinitely, are not agreed in any one precife

meaning of it, but ufe it in fenfes not the Jame. And
that it is too delufory a word, while it ftands unex-
plained by them, to bear the ftrefs and weight of fo
delicate a difpute, as hath arifen from it. :

When I fomething more than hinted, at your
tking foundation in two different fenfes yourfelf,
in one, when applied to the abftraét idea o virtue,
and in the other, when applied to obligation;
(whx_ch I perceive you have taken notice of, and are
applied to)1 gave you the reafon of my apprehenfion,
which was this. You had given me your fenfe of
foundation, in the beginning of your correfpon-
dence 3 viz. the ground on which moral virtue, (viz.

virtue
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wirtue in it’s abfiraé? nature, as you afterwards ex-
plained it) folely arifes, on that, without which, there
could bemo fuch thing as virtue. Now it appear’d to
me, that you could not intend foundation in this
fenfe, when youaapplicd it to the many grounds, from
which you faid obligation might arife. Becaufe it
could not be faid of any ome of them, that it is the
ground, on which obligation [olely arifes, or that with-
out which there could be mo fuch thing as obligation.
Therefore I inferred from the manner of your ap-
plying theterm toobligation, that you meant no
more by it, when fo applied, than a fufficient mo-
tive or & reafonable inducement. A fenfe, which the
word carries, tho’ it be different from the fenfe of

it, when applied by you to the abftract idea of

virtue.

Now you have neither thewed me, that I judged

wrong in thinking thefe were two different fenfes of
foundation ; nor that the word in either of thefe
fenfes may be indifferently applied, either to the
idea of virtue in the abftraét, or to obligation ; but
you have only apprifed me, that you bave the [ame
idea of it, and ufe it in the fame fenfe, when you apply
it to virtue and to obligation. ‘'This [ame idea, and
fame fenfe, 1 may prelume, is that fame, which mof
other . writers havé and mean, viz. the ground o
which that which they apply it to, fands, or from

‘!lll{itb it arifes 3 which you look upon as one idea,

or'one fenfe only. Be it fo; you are allowed to

have this fenfe and idea of foundations in both ap-
plications ; becaufe, if this had been wanting in
either of them, they could not have been called
foundations at all. ,
But then, although this is the moft you may mean
by the term, and though you mean always fo u/z i

" in the fame fenfe; doth it follow, that there is no

ambiguity'in the term itfelf, which, in one of thefe -

applications, might have fignified (and fo you onee
did expound it yourfelf ) the ground, on which an

thing
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thing fo wholly arifes, as that, without it, there
could be no fuch thing 5 and in the other, may only
fignify imply, @ ground on which any thing “arifes,
but yet not effential to its production, or neceflary
to its being. i/

Surely here is a diftin&tion between foundations
(and a remarkable one too) which in your one idea,
and ome fenfe of the term (as_you now explain them)
you do not reach. And, ‘if moff writers mean no
more by it' than you do (which yet will be a quef-
tion, till they tell us fo) I cannot poflibly difco-
ver, what you are contending about, under this
term foundation, rather than any other term ; fince
none of you (according to your prefent account)
mean any thing more by it, than what is equally
true in every application, that every one of you

- makes of it.

I fhall not allow this diftinftion between foun-
dations, in this fubject, to be called either unne-
ceffary or nice, till they are given up for fuch, in
the following inftance. A certain author had laid
the foundation of obligarion in rewards and pu-
nifhments ; conceiving, that cbligation arofe [olely
from a profpet of them. He went too far indeed

| in faying folely, fince there are other grounds of

obligation : ‘But, however, he ufes foundation right-
ly, fince that means only a ground on which any
thing arifeth 5 in which fenfz, or according to which
idea, foundation is juftly applied to the profpect of
rewards and punifhments. Flereupon, he is adver-
tfed, by a very judicious adverfary, that thefe can-
nit be the foundation of obligation, though be fuppofes
cll Qbligation to arife folely from a profpeit of them,
They are only a new motive to the performance of
duty, but no mew foundation of it. [Works of the
Learned, Aug. 1743. p. 120.) Now would it be fuf-
ficient for the author abovementioned, to reply to
thefe juft and neceffary diftinétions, that they are
dl equally foundations in the wery [ame [enfe, as

Vo, I1, Gg grounds
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grounds on which obligation arifes; and that affignin
one or more foundations to a_thing makes 1o differ-
ence in the fenfe of the term ? and that rewards and
unifhments, whether the fole foandation or not,
would at leaft be a new foundation of obligation?
and as properly fo, as any other thing, fince there
is but one idea, one fenfe of the word in this dif-
pute ? 1 do not fee how you could_obviate fucha
reply, upon the footing on which, you have now
put the whole meaning of foundation in this con-
troverfy.  You would find it neceffary, to have re-
courfe to your former diftintions, bétween fbar,
from which any thing derfves, or to which it ozes
~its being, or without which there could be no fuch
thing 5 and that, which is no more than a fuperin-
duced motive, or ground of an additional obligation,
or a further enforcement of the true and genuine
principle. But thele are diftinctions, which the
term foundation in the one idea and one fenfe, that
you are pleafed to confine it to at prefent; can
never reach ; and therefore till it be more particu-
larly and fpecifically defined, it cannot but have, and
retain a perplexing ambiguity in thefe fubjects. _
You may indeed intend no more, by your 2p-
plying foundation, as e to virtue in the abftrat,
and as many to obligation, than to exprefs a differ-
“ence in the nature of the things, to which you apply
it.  But you do really, atthe fame time, expreis 2
difference in the fenfes of foundation. Nay, you
will find in due attention to your other writings,
- that you really make a difference in_the fenfes of
foundation, when 2pplied to obligation only 5 though
you may not always exprefs this difference in di-
rect words. When you fay here, that obligation,
though arifing from the [ame foundation, with virtue
in the abftratt, may &y the nature of it arife Like-
wife from [everal other grounds all equally foundations,
in the very fame fenfe, as grounds on which it arifes;
you mufl mean a famencfs of fenfe in this rc,f%&
\ - ony,
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only, that it may be equally faid of them all, that
they are grounds om which it arifes ; which is true in-
deed, but not to the purpofe of my enquiry, nor
fufficiently expreflive of your own whole fenfe of
the matter. For ‘when you fpeak yopr opinion'
fully, ghcfc other grounds, from which likewife
obligation, by the nature of it, arifes, are only new

. motives s they are not new foundafions. They all

refer to that true original ground of moral obligation,
about which (you fay in another place, Works of the
Leerned p. 125) this confroverfy is 5 that being the on-
ly legitimate one in nature. They introduce no
new moral obligation, in the ufual fenfe of the word,
and cannot therefore be the foundation of obliga- '
tion, viz.in that fénft of the word, about which the
cont.rovgrfy is; and confequently, if I infer rightly,
not in the very fame fenfe 5 nei ”
jmda;iam.m Jame fenfe 5 neither are they all equally
~ You are plealed to conjecture, that Mr. Hooker,
in the paffage I cited from him, is enquiring after
to fenfes of faith, rather than of foundation.
Give me leave to repeat and review the paffige.

“His fubjeét is not the nature of faith, but the foun~

dation of it.

“ Let usfee, fays he, what tb¢ foundation of faith
“is. Ifitdoes import the gencral grownd, where-
“upon we reft, when we do believe, the writings of
“the Evangelifts and the Apoftles are the founda-
“tion of the Chriftian faith. But if the neme of
“ foundation donote the principal thing, which is be-
“lieved, then is the foundation of our faich God
“ menifeft in the fefb.” .
 You are pleafed to fay, « that if his fenfe be at-
“tended to, diftinét from his expreffion,” you ap-
Prehend 1t may be taken thus :

B If by faith is meant our belief in general of the
s Chriftian religion, then the writings of the Evan-
. gelifts, &c. are the foundation of it. Butif by
[eith is meant the principal thing which is believed,
Gg2 ¢ chea
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¢ then God manifeft in the flefh is that principal
¢ point, the foundation of all the reft.”

Now, Madam, whether you and Mr., Hooker fay,
or mean the fame thing, 1 fhall leave to your own
review of both paffages ; and fhall only obferve 1o
you, that notwithftanding your fubftitution of fairh,
in the room of foundation of faith, you have not
avoided the neceflity of admitting his diftinétion be-
tween foundations. For when youfay, « if by faith
¢ is meant our beliefin gereral of the Chriflian religi-
< on, then the writings of the Evangelifts, &¢. are
< the foundation of it;” can you mean any thing
elfe by foundation here, than what Mr. Hooker docs,
the general ground, whereon we reft, when we belicve?
And when you proceed, “ but if by faith is meant
¢ the principal thing, which is believed, then God
¢« manifeft in the flefh is that principal point, the
< foundation of all the reft;” do you mean any
thing elfe by foundation here, than what Mr, Hooker
dees, viz. the principal thing which is believed ? Now
Mr. Hooker plainly thought, that foundation was
taken in different fenfes, when it imported, in one
cafe, the ground whereon we reff when we beliew,
and when it denoted in the other cafe the princips
thing believed.  For furely, the capital article of be-
lief 1s a foundation of faith in another fenfe than thar,
_ in which the authority, truth, and certainty of fcrip-
.ture records are a foundation of it. We reft upon

the one as the proof and evidence, upon which our
belief is builtand eftablifhed ; and we refer to the
- other as to a firft principle or fountain-head, from

whence all other articles of belief are deduced ; or, *

aroot, which nourifhes all the branches, that grow
from it. He, that denies this propofition, Gzd ms-
nifeft in the flefb, or Chrift the fon of the living God,
or Chrift the Saviour of the world, doth utterly eraj:
(fays Mr. Hooker) the foundation of our faith : 7\:,
as it is built upon teftimony, but as it neceffarily
hangs on this capital or primary article of belief.

You
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You obferve, that in Mr. Hooker’s account, as v

you have given it, “there are plainly two different
“ fenfes of faith.” Allowed : But, ** the term foun-
“ dation, you fay, feems toyou applied to both in the
“ fenje of & ground, on which. fomething is built.”
This I little doubt of, for the reafon juft now given.
However, fuppofing that fenfe muft neceffarily ac-
company the term, yet it will ‘not’ deftroy’ Mr.
Hooker’s real diftinétion. For in both the branches
of your diftinétion, faith’means [fomething that is be-
lieved.  And if faith,| as you fay, has, in that di-
ftinction, plainly two different fenfes, and yet in
both thefe fenfes, may retain and convey the idea
of fometbing that.is believed ; why fhould you make
a difficulty of admitting, that foundation hath two
fenfes alfo, though it may in both thofe fenfes re-
uin and convey the idea of @ ground on which fome-
thing is built ?

I obferve you are willing to allow St. Pauls
two foundations of the Chriftian church, capable of
being confidered under the diftinétion of primcipal

- and fubordinate ; which is an ingenuous conceffion

in one, who can apprehend no difference in the ufe
of the term:

But add, fuch diftintion or « difference can caufs’

“ no confufion or mifiakes, among the writers in this
“ controverfy ; neither have I yet difcovered where
“ their difagreement lies, or fhewn how fuch dif-
“ agreement, when explained, would help to adjuft
“ tIhc ma:écrs in debate.” \

t would be a good thing, if an on moreable
than myfelf would try h?sghand ?npti:; bufinefs. 1
havedone my part in endeavouring to fhew, and I
hope, to fome degree of fatisfaétion, that the debate

cannot be ended, till the fenfe of the feveral terms °

bg better adjufted than they are. Three of the four,
viz. moral, and virtue, and obligation, have proved
of fo ambiguous meaning, that ‘contefts have been
attually raifed about them. That the like have

Ggg not
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not been raifed about the fourth term in the que.
ftion, viz. foundation, 1 have ventured to fufpes,
and to propofe 2s'my conjecture, might be owing,
not to any peculiar perfpicuity in the term itfelf,
or the idea it conveyed, but to its peculiar Juck in
having never been defined 5 which I apprehended
would thew, whenever it was done, that this term
was as fifceptible of various interpretations, and s
capable of gearing a conteft, as any of the other
three terms in the queftion.

And for the truth of this I appeal to all, tha
you yourfelf have been pleafed to fay by way of
definition, explanation, ‘illuftration, &Fc. of this

~ fame term.

But I have “ not yet difcovered, where the difagree-
 ment of the [everal writers about the [enfe and
¢ meaning of term lies.”” - But this is impoffible for
any perfon to do, till they fhall all define it in their

own fenfe, as you have done; and then I prefume |

the difagreement will appear of itfelf. However,
as far as a difcovery can be made by probable cir-
cumftances and reafonable inferences, 1 am apt to
perfuade myfelf, that I have, by comparing the
views, in which different authors feem to have ufed
this term, difcovered their difagreement init. In

t0of of which I muft appeal to all that I myfelf

ve faid upon this fubje® ; withal freely confeffing,

" that if I have not been fuccefsful in this attempt,

" nor made good my undertaking, as far as is above-
mentioned, I cannot do it better ; having faid all

) . that is of any confequence in the matter.

As to ¢ pointing our fuch a difagreement, as when
“¢ explained will \belp 1o adjuft the matters in debate,”

I have not been wanting in my endeavours to do .

this alfo, as often as it hath fallen in my way. I
have fhewn foundation to have been ufed in this
difpute in zll the ufual fenfes, in which couf is
taken in other fubjets; and the inconveniencies of
not. defining and’ diftinguithing ir, as the word

couf?
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caufe is commonly diftinguifhed, to have appeared -
as plainly in this difpute, as they muft have ap-
peared in any other difpute about the caufe of a

thing, while caufe was indifcriminately ufed, (and .

confequently in all appearance in the. very fame
fenfe too) in every application of it to various things.
From whence I have inferred, thatif foundations
were diftinguithed in fome fuch/manner as caufes
are, it would help fo adjuft the matters in debate ;
as the diftinétion of caufes is found greatly fubfer-
vient to the clearing\up all queftions, whercin that

" term is made ufe of.’

But vou think the term foundation is not capable of
the fame diftinétions and divifions as the term caufe.
If this be really fo, then for the fame reafon, that
you think it fitter bo be retained in this controverfy,
I cannot but judge it not fit to be ufed at all in
this controverfy, and much lefs fit to have the
firels of the controverfy laid upon it. It would, I
own, bé talking too much in a new language, to
fpeak of material, formal, efficient, and final foun-
dations. But if, inftead of this, we fubftitute the
word principle, we may talk of material and for-
mal, &c. principles, and do no more than what
others have done before us, and I think with great
propriety as well as with good effeét; as I fhewed
you from the ufe of thofe words by Chauvin,
“ But thefe logical diftinétions. are only ft for the
“ fcheols, and rather puzzle and perpicz, than clear
“up to readers, who are not ufed to their language.””

I believe you might perceive, by what 1 faid
about them, when I propos’d them as ufeful in this
fubject; that I am not fond of ufing them where
they can be as well avoided ; and am abfolutely

againft the ufe of them to readers, who are not ufed

to them. = Yet I apprehend, that fuch readers, as
cither are not ufed to them, or that defpife them,
are not fit to read and judge in this contrcv:r']y,
which depends fo much upon diftinctions, and nice

Gg a4 ones
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ones too ; and all of them logical, whether people
are willing to receive them under that charaéier,
or not. ;

But the intention of thefe (logical) ¢ divifions may
< be rather more intelligibly expreffed, without tak-
< ing notice of thems.” W heneverthis canbe done,
1 prefer it to logical terms. Nay, if the intention
of them"be but as intelligibly exprefled in other
words, I approve its being fo. Nor has any body
been more happy than yourfelf in doing this; for
your diftinétions are clear and fatisfattory, without
any parade of learning. But then, what I complain
of, is, that other writers in this controverfy about
As to the

term foundation in particular, I defire no logical
terms to be ufed, in explaining what it means; in
all the feveral applications of it in this difpute, pro-
vided you can find a way to explain it, without re-
courfe to logical forms. Which lutherto, in my
opinion, you have not done (fargive my faying fo)
after having tried two or three different ways, to ex-
prefs the precife meaning of it.

“When Dr. Clarke, in arguing againft the pringi-
ples of Hobbes, aferted and proved the truth ofthe
old doétrine, that the ratios of good and evil were
eternal and immutable, and that virtue or the good-

_ nefs of a&ions was, by neceffary confequence, im-
.mutable in its nature, and independent on will and
appointment ; he called this principle, which was
the foundation of his argument for the immutable

- nature of virtue, tbe foundation of mosal virtue, the

srue foundation, and the only foundation. In all which he
was well enough underftood, efpecially as he argu-

ed in the {ynthetic way, by deducing virtue asane-

ceffary confequence from the ratios of things them-
felves. But when others afterwards, attending more

to the fenfe -of foundation, when applied to virtue,
than to the neceflary relation virtue bore to the ef-

fential differences of things, began to conﬁder,.w:c-
¥ ther
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ther this was the only and true foundation, or whether -
there were not fome other things, which might be
properly ftyled foundations too; and thereupon,
finding a fuitable application of this term, Qr a
proper foundation of virtue, in as mgany different
refpects, as virtue could be confidered in different
true lights ;  each of them was tempted to throw
in his fentiments of foundation in that light, in
which he chofe to confider virtue, and fo begat the
late controverfy about foundations. thrc;s, had
the firft queftion béen kept to, which was the eter-
nal and immutable nature of morality (into which
foundation feem’d to have flip’d without any de-
fign of making it a part of the controverfy, or lay-
ing any ftrefs “upon it); all the conteft about
foundations in moral fenfe, public affeftions, uni-
verfal benevolence, private happinefs, and whatever
clfe induces moral obligation, had been fuperfeded.
And the queftion about foundation, if a queftion
muft be made about it, would have been only this,
viz. whether the effential differences of things, and
fitnefles arifing thereupon, be that foundation, or ra~
ther the will of the creator impliedin-thofe fitneffes ?
Between which, I think, Dr.Clarke made no diftinéti-
on, and which you fay are one and the fame thing. \
And thus it is I account for the mifapprehenfions,
that have arifenin this fubject, in the ule of theterm
foundation ; the original queftion having been
overlooked, and a tranfition made into another
queftion, which is more about the proper ufe of this
unneceffary term, than about thetrue printiples of
morality. And as for that further queftion, that
arofe upon Dr.Clarke’s, upon which Mr.Balguy takes
fo much ingenious j)ains, concerning an anteceden-
¢y of the reafon and truth of things to the will of
God, and their abfolute independency upon it; or,
vice versd, whether it hath arifen from a concep-
tion, that the one muft neceffarily have a foundati-
on in. the other, or only from the difficulties, that
attend
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attend giving the priority to either, I cannot tell;
but I take it to be a queftion having fo many in-
tricacies in it, that I am apt to think it will never

be clear’d up, on either fide, to fatisfaction, orary .

otherwife determined, than by refolving it into the
incomprehenfible nature of God himfelf.

¢ But if any mifapprehenfion,” you fay, * hath
“ arifen on account of the different applications of
¢ foundation, you do not fee how they could
“ be removed by any explanation of that term.”
No; but by an explanation of what they mean by
that term, in each particular a{)plication of it.
You have fo difcountenanced the logical diftinéti-
ons, which might ferve this purpofe, that I muft en-

deavour to exprefs them intelligibly, if I can, wich-
out taking notice of them, Dr. Clarke’s foundation, -

as he ufes it, may be explained by the reafon, or
proofs, -or evidence of the natural immutability of
moral virtue, and moral obligation. This reafon,
proof, &¢. lies in the eternal and effential differen-
ces of things, &, And in this way of confider-
ing virtue, this is the true and proper foundation
For it excludes all others from the pretence of be-
ing fo; unlefs we except the will of God ; which
yet, if underftcod of the will implied in the crea-
tion, coincides with it, or rather is the fame ; and,
if taken abfolutely, is another. queftion from that,
which he confiders. '
. When another perfon fays, that the fitneffes and
relations arifing from the effential differences, &v.

are the foundation, and fole foundation of virtue in-

the abfiraft ; the meaning feems to be, and fo I
muft judge, .till it be better explain’d, thatthe idea
of virtue’s nature is taken immediately and folely
from thence, i. e. they are the objects of intellecti-
on, upon which the mind inwardly refleting gains

the idea.
When Dr. Clarke fays, liberty muft be the foun-
dation of morality in man, and ke Jole grawzdhr;t
: ) is
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his accountablenefs, &F¢. he is viewing the que-
ftion purely as it regards the agent. Then the ca-
pacity of chufing, or the power of making elec-
tions, is the proper foundation of moral agency =
Or,.as he explains it himfelf in anoffier place,
« freedom of will, which, according as it is de-
« termined in different circumftanees by the rea-

« fonablenefs of what is good, or ‘incitements of

« what is evil, renders the 4gent morally good or
«“ evil.” Now when libérty is made 2 foundation,
I conceive nothing more is meant, than that it is

aneceffary antecedent, a requifite to morality, that
is indifpenfable. '
Here then we are come to the idea of praftical
virtue, as diftinguifhed from the abftraéted, viz.
the conformity of a moral agent to the reafons of
things. And what is the foundation of this con-
formity ? Why here comes in that great principle,
and fpring of moral actions, which we agree to
call obligation, and which extends to every thing,-
that moves the will to moral and right ation.
And here foundations are multiplied, one thing
being the foundation of this confgrmity in one in-
ftance, another in another, a third in a third, &¢.
according to the capacities, improvements, and
infinitely various circumftances and fituations of
moral a}gcnts. And the queftion about the prefe-
rence of one above another, or of the propriety of
one being called 2 foundation rather than another,
can only, in my apprehenfion, lie in this; viz.
which of them is moft univerfal or moft prevalent;
or to which we may moft juftly afcribe the virtue,
that is pratifed in the world. And when this is
the queftion, I further humbly apprehend, that
they, who make the profpeét of rewards or private
bappinefs the foundation, will have the advantage,
though they feem to be in the wrong, if they fup-
pofe obligation to arife (olely from thence.  And
that they, who ground obligation on the mere ef-
fential
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fential differences and fitnefles, £€9¢. will have lefs
proof from fal? to fupport their foundation, al-
though it really be the nobler Frinciplc, and alfo
the firft and original principle of obligation.

And now, Madam, I take my leave of you,
but with very great concern, 1 muft affure you,
becaife I find I am not to hear from you any
more, at leaft not on this fubjeét. Thofe words
in the conclufion of your letter, that you bave done
your part, and need not trouble the world or me with
any more of your reflexions; what fhall 1 fay to
them ? However fenfibly I am touched with the
lofs of fo agreeable a correfpondent, I muft not
forget to thank you heartily for the inftruttive
part you bave performed in thefe fubjefts ; and for
fvour condefcenfions and favours to me in particu-
ar, under a juft fenfe of which I fubfcribe myfelf,

Your faithful, and
* chedient fervant,

T. Suarp,

Fatal Friendfhip:
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