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AN

EXAMINATION

OF

William Notcutt’'s Reply
T O :

H Bs VINDICATION
O F

R. Barcray’s Aroroacy,

‘ WHEREIN
The DecexrT of the faid W. N. is farther
manifefted ; his many Az us ks of the People
calld QUAK ERS deteCted; and the
Geanine Senfe of their Writers afferted ; againft
his Grofs and Palpable Perverfions of them.

— iy
,‘ ” ~ oot "

= Moo (B "H B ) Brown . =94
- C g o a l_.."

ISATAH XXIV, 16, e U

The treacherous Dealers have dealt treacheroufly: yea, she sreacherous ]

Dealers have dealt wvery treacheroufly.

But we will give Thanks to the moft good and mighty God, thae
fuch is our Caufe, where againft ( when they would faineft ) theyp
were able to utter no Defpight, but the {ame, which might as well
be wrefted againft the Holy Fathers; againft the Prophers, againft the
Apofiles, againft Peter, againft Paul, and againft CArjfi himfelf.

Now therefore, if it be lawful for thefc Folkes to be eloguent and fina
songued, in fpeaking Evil; furely it becommeth not us, in our Caufe
being fo very good, to be dumbe in anfwering truely. Fuel's Apol,
of the Ch. of Eng. Pars 1.

. LONDO N: «
Printed and Sold by the Afligns of J. Sowrg, at the
Bible in George-2ard, Lombard-flreet, 1735,
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THE
PREFACE
T Ié now a confiderable Time,

' fince W. Norcurrt’s Reply,
to my Findication of R. Barcrav’s
Apology, Was firt Publifbed. The
Meannefs of his Performarce, and his
manifeft Inequality to the Task he had
undertaken, at firft almoft induced me
to a Refoimzon of thewing by Silence
my Contempt of 2 Work, the many
& apparentﬂb/urdities whereof feem’d
to carry with them its own Confutation,
and to render my MNotice of it unne-
ceflary. But being afterward informed
that my Silence had rais’d the Credit
of his Book, and that fome of his Ad-
mirers from thence concluded and pro-
claimed it ananfwerable ; 1 was pre-

A 2 vail’d



iv The Pr EF ACE.

vail’d with to give fome Check to their
Concetts by a particular Examination
of it ; in which the neceflary Avoca-
tions of Bufinefs, and other Interrup-
tions of Importance, did {o retard me,
that I thould not even yet have com-
pleated it, had not my Friend Fofeps
Befle favour’d me with his kind Affift-
ance in the Tranfcription of it: 1 am
alfo oblig’d to him for fome Additzons
he has made thereto, and feveral Quo-
tations here and there adapted to the
Matter under Confideration,

I need not fay much in this Place of
W. N’s Abufes and Perverfions, as
well of the People called Quakers in
general, asof R. Barclay and my felf;
with fome Others, in particular ; the
Reader will find them plainly exhibi-
ted in the following Sheets. *Tis
hard, that an smnocent People {hould be
thus injur’d in their Chriflian Reputati-
on, who hold no Prenciples but what
are intirely confonant to the Doffrine
of the New T eflament, and the moral

chturg of true Religim 3 yvhofe Pro-

ffefﬁon
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The PREF A CE. v

feffion is prejudicial to no Man, except

themfelves, who have always been

more or lefs reftrained thereby from

P: 1vileges common to other of their

Neighbours. But is it not furprizing,

/ that fome Men who value themfelves
upon the Namc of Miniflers of the
Gofpel of Peace, {hould be among the
foreroft in fuch Abufes? Yer o it is,
for their Jutereft goes againfttheir Pro--
¢[liony and a Selfi/b Difpofition leads
to want of Charity : . Notcatt had,
in all probability, forborn his publick

- Qppofition to the Quakers, had not the

Danger of lofing {fome of his Flock,and
more efpecially that of their Fleeces,
excited his Indignation, and hurried
him into an Undertaking which he may
pepent at leifure; being haftily enter’d
into fuch a Labyrmth of Falthood and
Error, as that hewill not eafily extri-
cate himfelf.

Hap W.N. inthis prefent Con-
troverfy been only miftaken, I might
have entertained Hopes of convincing
him; butas he appears in many places

3 knowwingly



Vi The PrEF Acr.

knowingly partial and unjuft, I fear my
L.ctowr will be loft upon him. How-
ever, it the unprejudiced Reader thall,
through mv Endeavours, reccive fuch
Lightand Information, as may enuble -
hiin to make a right Judgment of i/
AN’s Undertaking, and ot the funocence
of thofe he has abus’d; 1 fhall think
the {ame a fufficient Recompence for
the Labour of

His Friend

H. B.
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A FARTHER

PREMONITION

To Tue

Impartial Reader.

~ AVING been defired [ome Time fince by wy

Friend H. B. to perufe and tranfcribe a Ma-
aufeript of bis, intituled, An Examination of W-
Notcutt’s Reply z0 H. B’s Vindication, &¢. [
took the Liberty from my own Approbation of the
fame good Caule be is eugag'd in, and o Defire of
promoting it, to infert (with his Confent) fome
Paffuges therein, vi.

P. 8.t0 12. I wnferted an Anfwer 1o W. N’s
Duery, What did G. Fox ever do to prove his
Call and Million from God ?

P. 74, 75 I put in Jome Expreffions of the
Greck Poets, Phocylides, Pythagoras, and Or-
pheus, zefiifying to the Excellency of the Divine
‘Word, or Light within.
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viii A farther Premonition

P. 107, to 112. [ alrei’d W. Notcutt’s Can-
120725 1o ]"Olll.g [)C')_'/OIIJ', éy /]1[[(7.;% 1/}@;;1, ac ] appre-
bended, w:ore agreeable to Scripture, and . oirfequently
wore infliuctive.

P- 124. 1 made foine Obfervations, aud added
a Marginal Note concerninz the Word* ag.» [i. e,
Principle or Beginning] iz boly IWiw » [ alfo made
bere and there a Remark upon the Greek Toxr s
Joine other Places.

L. 175, I enlarged upon "W. N’s Extraordinary
Ferverfoin of a Paflige f;'am_ S. Fifher’s Ruft. ad
Acad. whereinz be has given fuch an liftance of de-
liberate Fraud, and defigned Impofition upon his Rea-
dery as, at the firfi coming out of bis Book, appeared
20 e fo obfervable, thar I then peni’d down fuch
Remarks upon ity as are berein publifbed,

Of thefe Additions of Mine to my Friend’s Copy,
I thought proper to advertife both the Reader aud
W. Notcutt, thar if be Jball bereafier 1hiyk proper
o make any Objections 1o thofe Paflages,  pe may
kzow to whom they are impui able.

The following Sheets Plainly difcover W. N. 1o be
auilty of @ Pradice very unjufiifiable, yer frequently
uled by the Quakers Adverfaries, viz. Thar o
sulling out and citing Bits and Scraps of Sentencess

and

Vad
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To the Impartial Reader.  ix

and prefenting them to the Reader in a falfe View,

with a feigned Senfe put upon thein, diretly contrary |
10 the whole Scope and Tenior of their Authois whole 1
Difcouife. I this Method of Mifreprefentation they

bave been too fuccefifuly for * < It is an cafie and |
¢« g common thing, by Mifcon{truftion to deprave |
« whatfoever is moft innocently done or {poken.”

But the Succe[s of fuch a Proceeding doth wot leffen

its Guilt, becaufe + ¢ Such a thing done by

“ Miftake or for want of Skill is bud euough, but

¢ if it be donewilfdly, it is hard to think of any

“ thing that is a greater Wickedefs, for it goesthe

¢« way to deftroy the common Faith of Mankind,

« by which we are apt to rely upon a ‘Writer,

« that how zealous foever he may be for his Opi-

« pion, he will not forge matter of Fa&, nor fpeak

« wickedly (though it be) for God, as Job fays.”

eap. xiii. V. 7-

I, Reader, thou bafi through fuch deceivable
aieais been bitberto ifled and beguiled, I bope, the
Sollowing Sheets will tend 1o thy betier .[lzﬁn'nm‘.fz'on,
ving thee @ juft and true Idea of the aou ed

|

by & R |

Quakers and their Principles. ;
Josepu BEsSsE

______.d.\-———-"""—-——- ;

# Bithop Sander[or in Serm. 2. ad Magiitratume

+ Wall’s Pref, so bis Hifte of i fans-Bapiéme

AN
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EXAMINATION

OF

William Notcutt’s Reply, &'.

The INTRODUCTION,

HE Reply made by William Notcutt to
my Vindication of R. Barclays Apology,
againft his Attempts, has been thought
by fome fo §ﬁ‘c&ually "to expofe the
Weaknefs of its Author, as to ffand in need
of no publick Animadverfion, he having, inftead of
fairly anfwering, and clcarmg himfelf of thofe Abu-
(s and Perverfions of our Friends Writingg which I
had charg’d upon him, ftufi*d his Pamphlet with
fany more of the fame kind, asif the Old Maxim
of Perfecutors were current with him ; ForTITER
CALUMNIARE, & ALIQUID ADHAEREBIT, Throw

Dirt enough, and fome will flick.

By though the Method he has taken, well
known to be the ufual and laft Refort of confuted Ob-
ftinacy, may fufficiently manifeft to every impartial
Reader, fkiil’d in Controver{y, his Want of good

and rational Arguments to fupport his Caufes and
' B to




5 7 INTRODUCTION.

to fuch Readers my taking any farther Notice of
him would be unncceflfary ; neverthelefs, I have
thought proper to publifh this Examination of his
Reply, for the {ake of others, who either through
Prejudice conceiv’d againft the Quakers, Partiality or
Afe&ion for him, or Ignorance of the Rules of
Difputation, may be in danger of being mifled
through his Means, fo as to imagine his Per-
formance unanfwerable; as well as in regard to
himfelf, left by my Silence 1 fhould feem to counte-
nance him in the Vanity of applying to himfelf the
Saying of Chrift, Luke xxi. 15. [ will give you a
Mouth and Wifdom which all your Adverfaries fhall not
be able to gainfay, nor refifi. To which Promife I
fhall endeavour to demonfitrate that no Man can put
in his Claim more unjuitly.

SECT. L

His INTRODUCTION confidered-

AG. 1. He begins thus, < In the Perufal of
«« H. B’s Vindication of R. Barclay, which 1
{fuppole is the Performance of a chofen Champion
ofptheir Caufe, I wasnot at all furpriz’d at the
cenforious Spirit that manifeftly runs through the
¢ whole ofit ; and that the Author, without any
¢ Regard to Truth, hasafferted in p. 74. That in
the Review there was but one true and exalt
¢ Quatasion out of the Quakers Writings.”

(49

(44

<¢

My Words, fpeakingof a particular Quogation
of his from Edward Burroughs, 3r¢s that it js zhe
only true and exalt Quotation, I My Venture 1o fay,
he bath brought in his whole Performance, Thefe

Words



Set. I.  His Introdultion confidered. 3

Words I do not yet fee any juft Caufe to retracts
notwithftanding his Tale p. 2. of turning down above
twenty Pagesin R. B’s Apology, which, he fays,
he took his Quotations from.

T ure Expreflions of Thomas Coe, p. 3. in a pri=
vate Letter to him, concern me not. Nor do his
Citations p. 4. from Mather’s Hiftory of New-Eng-
land, of a Collection of Phrafes faid to be taken from
the Works of S. Fiber, and #. Penn, or thofe p.
5. from E. Byrroughs and others, atall relate to the
Controverfy between him and me: And how rough
or uncouth {oever thofe Expreflions, as they flind
colletted by invidious Adverfaries, fuch as himfelf
and Mather, may appear ; yet they may, for ought
I know, be very aptly and properly applied, as oc-
cafionally difperft in the Works of thofe Authors.

A s foreign to the Purpofe is his Account ». 6, 7,
of H.Smith’s refufing to anfwer him a Queftion, and
the Certificate concerning H, Smith and E. Walker,
which Certificate, as I am inform’d, is fign’d by -
Perfons who were under the Influence of 7. Notcutt;
and the Contents of it are very infignificant, im-
porting little, but that #. Notcust kept ralking,
while the other two, being wifer, replied not to his
Impertinence.

He tellsus p. 9. that he determines not to return
Railing for Railing, but forgets himfelf again in the
next Page, and faysof me, ¢ I have thought from
«¢ feveral Paflages in the Book, that it was the Per-
«« formance of fome Hackney-Writer, that matters
«¢ not what his Theme is, or who are his Mafters,
“« or whether his Caufe be good or bad.” And p,
9. charges me with Lying and Slander. If this, al-
together unprov’d, be not Railing, whatis? His
Thought of my being an Hackney-Writer, and no

2 Quaker



4  His Introdultion confidered. . Se&t 1.

Quaker, is fcarce coxaﬁﬁcn§ with 1‘1is own fcofﬁng
Suppofition, p. 1. of my being a _‘Cnofcn- Champion
of their Canfe.  But his jeering Encomiums, “and
his downright Abufes are alike to me : However,
on this Occafion, ler me rell him, T amno ankney
‘Writer, nor have I any other Reward for my wri-
ting on this Controvcrfy, th.an an ?nward Satisfaéti-
on and Peace of Mind, in difcharging my Buty by
defending the Injured from his A bufes. I add no
more, though had the Man been wife, he might have
forefeen the Opportunity he has given me of retort-
ing his Hackney Phrafe on fuch a Preacher g himfelf;
with very great Advantage: Butl {pare him, ’

P. 9. He cites me faying, that the Works of R
Barclay bave merited the publick Applanfe of divers ;-
genions Men, anda lictle lower infults thus; <« But
‘¢ ‘behold the famous Authors, that have approy’g
<< of R. Barclay’s Works, a Weekly NeWS~P;1per is
¢ the firt; O ridiculous! If he could hay
*¢ duc’d more famous Aunthors, why did he
< him firft? 1 fuppofe becaufe this Champ;
““ verfes more with News Papers than an
¢ Writings.”” And in the Page before he has thefe
Words, < He has quoted News-Papers infteaq of
“ the Holy Scriptures in favour of their OPiDiOns )
¢ asif wife Men could fafely venture the Coricerns
¢¢ of their Souls upon that Religion, which the Ay-
“ thor of a Weekly News-Paper fhould recommend
¢¢ to us.” i

Were Ias frothy as himfelf, I might here ufe
his own Expreﬂ’ion of, Rifum teneatis Amici 2 Who
can forbear Imiling at the Folly of the Man, who
Taifes to himfelf imaginary Mirth from his owp Mi-
ftake of my Meaning? I" did not quote eithey that

Uthor or 541 Norris, as Perfons upon whofe Re.
“OMmmendation Men might take up their Religio, &

but
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se@. 1. HisIntrodu&lion confidered. 5

put to thew that with refpect to the Chdratter given

of R. B’s Writings, the Teftimony of chole Men |
muft neceflarily be of fo much more weight than |
that of 2. Notcutt, as their Judgments were well |

known to be far fuperior to his, and in this cafe no
lefs difinterefted.

His grofs Railery p. 10. againft that good Man
G. Fox, 1s very far from the Spirit of a true Chriftian.
He {peaks there of G. F’s pretending fo bave the faine
Meafure of Infpiration as the Apofiles bad. This he

roduces neither Book, Page, nor Authority for,
which could he have done, I {fuppole he had not fail'd.
Now ’tis evident from G. I’s Writings, that he did
not pretend to the fame degree of Infpiration as
¢the Apoftles had, but toa degree of the fame Kind
of Infpiration, which much alters the Cafe. He
alfo tells us, that G. Fox < endeavoured to make others
< belicve that be underflood all Languages. All Lan-
< guages to me are but Daft, who was before
«« Languages were. Introd. to G. F’s Battledoor.
<« He could not mean, that he efteemed them no bet-
¢« ter than Duft becaufe he fet his Hand to a
«¢ Book which contained many Languages, as tho?
¢« he would have the World believe that he was. the
«« Author of that Book.” This Accufation is ver
ill grounded : The Defign of that Book call’d the
Battledoor, was to thew the Propriety of the perfo-
nal Pronouns Zhox to One, and Yo to more than One,
in a Variety of Languages. G. F.is not efteem’d
the Author of that Book, except the Euglifh Partof
ir, though he was concern’d in and confenting to the
Publication of the whole, which is generally allow-
ed to have been the Work of feveral Perfons, two
of whom have their Names prefix’d to it, viz. Joln
Stubbs and Benjamin Furly, Men of Learning, who
themfelves underftood feveral Languages, The
Book was a Colletion mﬁdc by them and others, for

J 3 2tis




6 His Introdution confidered.  Seft. I.

’tis not to be fuppos’d, that two or threq Perqus
could underftand all the Languages therein: If i
be objected, that G. F. is put to fevera) Paffages of
Greek, Latin, &c. in the Book, the Reafon of that
is obvious, thofe Paffages being no other than a
Tranflation of what had been fign’d by himin Fing-
Zifh in the firft Page of the quk. And as to his
faying, All Langnages to me are buy Duft, he did cer-
tainly mean, what 2. Noteus: fays, ke could;zo; mean,
Viz. that he efteemed them no betzer thay Duft, i. e, in
comparifon of the Teachings of the Holy Spirit,
toward the right undcrf’cnnding_ofthe fpiritual Sepfe
of Scripture, and making Minifters of Chrift,
proot of which, let us hear him {peak for himfe]¢ in
Great Myftery, p. 115. _Where in Anfwer to Bityes
Giles Firmin, whom he cites fuying, No May 4, Za
@ good Text-Mair, unlefs be have atiained to the I.q;.
guages, awhich bath coft us fo much, and he cannos Koy
the Errors but by Learning. And thar, he may thus
‘fpgak fgr the Necqﬁly. of Arts without ‘l’)/_’)t_cb Mg;z can.
n0t be fufficient Minifters. G. Iox thus replies,
*¢ None knows, nor is made Minifters of Chrigt
“ Arts, nor by Languages; let them get all ¢he
Languages upon the Earth, they are ftill by, Na-
turalifts ; and Men learning another Man’s naty.-
ral Language; and he hath learned but thag
which is natural, and he knows but that Which is
natural 3 what another natural Man can fpeak,
and all their Arts is there. Now that which
““ makes 2 Minifter of Chrift is beyond the Natura] ;
*“ Yea, all the natural Languages upon the Earth,
** and feeth before they was: Ler 77 coft them never
* fo muchy yea Gold and Silver, a Wedge of Golq
*“ and Silver to get Naturals, and the moft Precioys
.. Things upon the Earth capnot purchafe, nor
** makea Minifter of Chrift, that which mak ey
““ them, i5the Spirit of God, nor none knowg the
58 Scriptures, but with, the Spirit of God, given
o ‘ ¢¢ forth

n
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L3
¢
“¢

(¥4



Sect. [ His Introdu&ion confidered 7

« forth from the Spirit of God. Nor none know?
« the Errors but by the Spirit of God. Now if
¢ all Men upon the Earth have Scriptures in eve-
« ry one of their natural Languages 3 yctnone of
« thefe knows the Errors, nor none of thefe knows
<« the Scriptures, without the Spirit of Ged ‘from
« which they was given forth.” This Paflage
fully thews G. Fox’s Senfe of Languages, and In
what refpeét they were /o bim but Duft. Nor is it
rational to fuppofe that he, whofe great Bufinefs
~ and higheft Honour was, 1o be an humble Mini-
fter of Chrift, and a faithful Expounder of the Ho-
ly Scriptures by the Affiftance of his Spirit, fhould
be ambitious of being thought Mafter of Qua-
lifications which in his own elteem were not nc-
ceflary for the Service he was called to and em-

ployed in.

Tusz before cited Paffage and many more n
G. F’s. Great Myftery, fhew him to have been
2 Man of much Knowledge and Penetration in Re-
ligion 5 and how conceitedly foever 7. Notcutt may
challenge the befb Man in the College of Bethlehem
20 Compofe more perfect Nonjenfe than G. F. has done
in that Book, yet let me tell him, the Defect lies not
in G. F. but in his own .Under{‘canding, who puffed
ap with 2 lictle Learning, and much Pride, may
be incapable of forming 2 juft Judgment what truc
Senfe is, which he {eems to Meafure by the Gram-
mar of Expreflion, a Rule very liable to deceive
him ; for certain it is, that the moft profound
Knowledge in religious Matters, fuch as that of
G. F. may be uttered in Words very ungramma-
tical, yet plain and'mtelligible to honeft and up-
right Hearts 3 whllff miftaken Notions, fuch as
thofe of /7. N. ftrutting ina gay and Grammatical
Drefs, are apt 0 capgvate conceited Sciolifts wirh

4 an



8 His Introdu&ion confidered,  Seq:. L

an Appearance of Senfe, which in reality they
have not.

Wuar he Says p. 11. concerning Elifpa, Amos,
and the Apo/i/es T helieve to be alfo true of G Fox,
viz. That Ged fizzed them rvery one for the Woprk 49
which be bad called them.  And as to his Queftion,
What did G. Fox cver dp 10 Zrove bis Call g5 Mif-

ﬁo;szrom God? 1 fhall give him a Plain and direct
nfwer.

G. Fox did prome bis Call and Miffion Jrom God
in the fame Manner by which the Apoitle pPay)
and others did approve themfelves as h, Minifpers
of God, 2 Cor. vi. 4> 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 ik

(1) Zn much Patience,
(2) In Affittions,
3y In Neceffities,
(4) In Diftreffes,

ver

D

(1) He bore a multjtude of Injuries Abufesang Indig:es
but never returned any, being of fuch a calm an pegclelglifls’
Spirit, that he could even literally perform the Prece tot;‘
Chrift, Mase. v.- 39, Whofocver fhall ™ [mire thee 01 the Ei Ie
Cheek, turn 1o bim the other alfo. &t

(2) He was afflied from his Youth upwards,

. () Hetravailed often with little outward Accomodations.
:omenmes in want of Food and Lodging, being as it werc;

;r(;;-g’,;i'qen and deftitute, ag one of whom the World Was not
worthy.

(4} He had great Anguith and Troyble of Mind proceeq.
ing from Temptations of Satan wherewith he was buffeteq
2imof} unto defpair, in which Condjtion he fought Vain
10 the Priefts and Teachers of the Times, but founq- them
2l to be hut miferable Comforpers, and Phyficiang

o % : . { no
Value, not gple 1o adminifter any relief to his difconorace

Spirit
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(5) In Stripes,
(6) In Imprifonments,
(7) In Tumaults,
(8) In Labours,
(9) In Waichings, In Faftings;
By.

Spirit: But as he came wholly to rely on the Lord Jefus
Chrift, he came to Witnefs Deliverance from the Snares of
the Enemy, and to be enabled to praife the Name of the
Loxd onthe Banks of Salvation.

(5) He was divers Times cruelly beaten and bruifed by
the rude Pcople, animated by their Pricfts, infomuch that
fometimes he was fcarce able to ftand or go through the
Abules received. ' ‘

(6) Many Imprifonments, he underwent, and fome
of long Continuance, fometimes in clofe and nafty Dune
¢ons, —under the tyrannical Ufage of barbarous and une
merciful Keepers, through all which he was fupported by
the Grace of God, and enabled to perfevere with an In-
nocence and Magnanimity of Mind amazing even to his
Perfecutors.

(7) Uproars of the - People were raifed on purpofe to
abufe him. At one Time with Pitchforks, Flails, and
Staves, driving him out of their Town, and crying out, K7
pim 3 knock bim on the Head : Bring sthe Cars and ¢€rry bim away
30 the Churchoyard. At another Time with Staves, Hedgeftakes,
and Holly-bulhes beating him on the Head, Arms and
Shoulders, till he fell downas dead: Aca third, with Staves,
Clubs and Fifhing Poles, beating and punching, and endea-
vouring to thruft him backwards into the Sea : And all this
for the fake of his Teftimony againft the Wickednes and
Corruption of the Times.

(8) The whole Courfe of his Pilgrimage, by Land and
Sea, in his own and in foreign Countries, was as-it were
a continual Travail and Labour in the Service of the Gofpel
of Chrift, and for the Converfion of Men from the Evil of
thei[‘ WQYS.

(9) The Great Concern of the Miniftry wherein he was
eng?gcd did many Times intrench upon the ufug] Seafons

of
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(10) By Purenefs,
T (11) By Knowledge,
(12) By Long-Suffering,
(13) By Kindnefs,
(14) By the Holy Ghoft, ’
(15) By Love unfeigned,
(16) By th: Word of Truth,
(17) By the Power of God,

of Reft; and he was often exercifed in Humiliation, Faft=
ing, and Prayer: Befides, he was through the whole Courfe
ofhis Life very temperate, eating little and fleeping lefs.

(1o .He was through the Grace of God kept cleap in his
Converfation, and free from the Stains and Pollutiong of this
wicked World, 4

(11) He was richly endued with divine Knowledge ; Cjeay
in unfolding heavenly Myfteries: He had an extraordip,y
Gift in opening the Scriptures : He weuld go to the Mayy y
of Things, and fhew the Mind, Harmony and Fulfillip, o
them with much plainnefs, and to great Comfort anq E%if?t

cation.

(12) He was unapt to take Offence, and always ready
forgive. to

(13) He was of 2 tender and charitable Difpofition, anq |,.
bour’d for the Guod of all.

{14) He was called by the Holy Spirit to the Work of th
Miniftry, and fupported therein, his Teftimony being fet b €
to the Confciences of many, and made inftrumengy) forotlgc
Converfion of Thoufands from Darknei: to Light,anq from the
Power of Satan unto God. ¢

-~ - - \
(15) The Love of Chrift induced him to fpend ap
fpent purely for the Good of others, and to winPMcn todct}?r‘?fc
without any finifter Ends or private Advantages,. Hha

(16) He faithfully difpenfed the Do@trine of Life

» Li
and Salvation. ght,

(17) The Power of God attended his Miniftry, anq o, 5
effeétual to the Converfion of manye
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(18) By the Armour of Righteoufuefs on the right
Hand and on the Left.

(19) By Honour, and Difhoiour, by evil Report,
and good Report :

(20) As unknown, and set well known 3

(21) As dying, and bebold we live 5 as chaftned,
and not killed.

(22) As Sorrowful, yet always rejoycing s

(23) Aspoor, yet making many rich 3

(24) As baving nothing, yet poffelfing all things.

(18) He was enabled to repel the fiery Darts of the Enemy,

and was preferved in many Perils and Daagers which rurround-
ed him.

(19) Ashe was contemned, vilified, and traduced with nu-
merous Liesand Slanders, by perverfe and malicicus Spirits,
as an Impoftor and Deceiver of the People, on the one hand s

* S0 on the other, was he highly efteem’d and honour’d by thofe

that beft knew him, asa Man of godly Sincerity, and of an up.
right Heart.

(20) He was [corned and defpifed by many asa private and
contemptible Perfon 5 yet well knownamong the Eaithful to be
2 Man of God and throughly furnifved unto everygood 1¥orke

(21) Hewas fufrained by the Power of God through mani+
fold Perilsand Hazards of his Life, to the full accomplifhing
of the Work to_which hé was called ; and though his Bodily
‘affliftions and Chaftifements were many, yet was he kept a-
live to praife the Name of the Lord throughall.

(22) His outward Exercifes, Troubles and Sorrows, were
far over ballanced by a continual Sweegnefs and Serenity of
Soul, rejoycing Chrift Jelus.

(23) How mean and defpicable foever he might feem to fome,
as he does to 7. Noteutt, YEt was he the Inftrument of ground-
ing and eftablilhing many in the Way of Truth and Holinel,
whereby they became rieh in the Faith of Chrift, and Helrs of
the everlafting Inheritance prepared for thofe that love him,

(24) When depriv'd of all Externai Comforts and under
clofe Confinement in Prifon, he enjoyed a fweet Communion
with God, and the comfortable Prefence of his Holy Spiric far
exceeding all the Enjoyments and Riches of this World.
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TuEsE are the Proofs which G. Fpu gave of bis
Call  and Miffion from™ God. W, NorcurT is de-
fired, when he thall write again, to exhibit the FEwvi-
dences of hisown Call and Miffion, that we may be
ena?led to judge whether they are equally Apofte-
lical.

As to the Point of Miracles, tho® we are fatis-
fied, that fome things extraordinary were wrought
by the Hands of G. Fox, yet if it may not be
granted us that he wrought Miracles, we fhall not
contend about i, feeing he publithed no other
Gofpel, nor preached any other Doétrines, than
what were long fince confirmed by the Miracles
of Chrift and his Apoftles.

Ir the Reader fha]l think that we have dwelt

long on this Subjeét, let him confider, that ’tis done
in Defence of a Deceafed Servant of Chrift, from
the Cavils and Calumnies of an Adverfary, €ither
Malicious, or infenfible of his Merits.

FroM G. Fox he carries his unjult Refle@ions
to R. Barclzy p. 1y. charging him" with bejpe in-
fincere, and citing the following Paﬁ”age fro;% his
Apology, 2.180, 181. wiz. ¢ We are moved of
““ the Lord to call all, invite all, requeft all, 1o
S turn to the Light in them, to mind the Lz'gb[ in
& them, and belicye iy Chrift as be is ixn them, and
¢ to mind the Light of Chrift in their ow, Confei-
¢ ences”. Upon which he thus exults, < Behold
*¢ their Chrift and the Object of their Faith, Not
s¢ the Chrift in Heaven at the Right Hand of God,
“ but the Light within ; I this their fincere preych.
** ing of Chrift? Why do they {peak one thing
*“ and mean another? We juftly diftinguifp =
“ tween Chrift and the Works of Chrift , be-
¢ twWeen the Spirit and the Works of the Spirit.

‘¢ And
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«« And tho’ fome of the Quakers have faid that
¢« Chrift without and Chrift within, are but one
« and the fame Chrift; yet they themfelves did
<¢ not think fo, when they perfecuted G. Keith, for
preaching up the Neceflity of Faith in Chrift
<« without, as well as Faith in  Chrift <within ; for
¢¢ this they laid him in Prifon, and he was forced
« to flee for his Life and Liberty to Eugland.

~

o

g

-

¢« And if R. Barclay had verily thought that
¢ Chrift in Heaven and Chrift within were in-
¢« deed the very fame Chrift, and that it would
< be equally available to Men’s Salvation, whether
¢« they confider the Object of their Faith to
¢ be Chrift without, or Chrift within; why
¢« does he, and all the reft of their Leaders, di-

¢¢ re& Perfons not to look to Chrift in Heaven,
¢« but to turn inward, and believe 1n fomcthmg

¢ within ? We requeft all, faith he, to turn to the
< Light in them, and to believe in Chrift as he s

<¢ in them”.

Avrr this flourith of Words, Yox eff, pretereags
2ibil, is meer empty Rattle, and has nothing in
ic: For certain it is, that R. Barclay did, and all
wakres do believe what 270 Notcutt himfelf ac-
nowledges fome of them have faid, wiz. That
Chrift without and Chrift within are but one and the
[ame Chrift. His Query, Why does be and all the
reft of their Leaders direit Perfons not to look to Chrift
in Heaveny but 1o turn inward, and believe in fome-
thing within? carries with it a falfe Infinuation,
for they do notdirels Perfons not to look to Chrift
in Heaven, nor do they preach Chrift within in
Oppofition to a Belief in Chrift without, as the
Words of R, Barclays Apology p. 141 moft
clearly evincey ¢« We do not, faith he, hereby in.
« tend any ways to leflen or derogate from the
. « Atonement



14 His Introdultion coufidered. Se&t. T,

<¢ Atonement and Sacrifice of Jefus Chrift; but
<c on the contrary 'do magnify and exalt it, For
<c as we believe all thofe Things to have been
<¢ certainly tranfaéted which arc  recorded in
<« the Holy Scriptures, concerning the Birh,
¢ Life, Miracles, Sufferings, Rrﬁ_i.'reﬁio;z and Afcen-
¢ fion of Chrift, fo we do alfo'bcngvc that it is the
¢« Duty of every one to believe ir,
¢ pleafes God to reveal the fame, and to bring to
¢¢ them the Knowlcdgc of 1t; yea, we believe it
¢« were Damnable Unbelief not to believe it, when
<¢ {o declared.” Again p. 142, ¢ We affirm, it is
¢ abfolutely needful, that thofe do believe the
<« Hiftory of Chrift’s Outward Appearance, whom
¢ it pleafed God to bring to the Knowledge of
<< it.”> So thar R, Barclay’s dire@ing o Chrift
within doth by no means IMPOTt 2 denial of (he
fame Chrift without, or Og his bOdI!Y EXi ence in
7en, which he expre owns.in ¢

Ee%‘\;i believe, that that BZdy which Cehffigv Ordi{’
¢ of the ZVirgin, which was of the Seeq of {;00

< bam and David, in which Chrift gy o) “%ro-
¢ the Earth, and was crucified, did OFife the ;}Pf";
¢ Day, was glorified, and _remaineth ; m;:’};
¢ wherein the Centre of his moft Glor 2

{ : 1ous Soul .
¢ remaineth for ever.””  Folip Colletziy,, of bis
Works, p. 861.

to whoem it

Equairry groundlefs is % Notcyry

sT of
G. Keith’s being perfecuted, and Jorced 1, ﬁy igotiebis
Life and Liberty into England, for Preaching yp 1he
necelfity of Faith in Chrift without; for G, Keith was
not perfecuted for preaching yp the neceffity ;
in Chrift without, nor indeed was he perfe
all by the Quakers 3 but he was “ profecureq Je-
““ gally for fpeaking and writing that whjcp, had
““ a Tendency to Sedition, and Dxfturbance of the
*“ Peace, as alfo to the Subverfion of the Go-

¥ vernment
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<« yernment, or to the Afperfion of the Magiftrates
< thereof, * There isan Inftrument with the Names
< of fix Juftices to it, wherein G. Keith 1s charged
<« with publickly Reviling T4o. Lloyd, the Depu-
< ty Governour, calling him an Jmpudent Mat,
< telling him he was not fit to be @ Gowvernour,
¢ and that bis Name would Stink, with many o-
¢ ther Slighting and Abufive Expreflions, both
¢« to him and the Magiftrates. And alfo calling
<« gne in an open Aflembly, fmpudent Rafcal, that
<« was conftituted by the Proprictary to be a Ma-
¢ giftrate.” 4 Thefeand other fuch like Offences
‘being legally proved againft him, he was fin’d
by the Juftices Five Pounds, < A moderate
<< Fine confidering the Nature of the Offence 3

<« and that which farther befpeaks the Clemency
¢ of the Government towards him, is, That Fine
c< quas never levied.”’

~

<« It neither has been, nor is, the Judgment, or
<« Prattice of the Quakers to perfecute any for
<« Religion and Conlcience. But all this Noife
« about Perfecution of G: Keith in Penfylvania,
¢¢ is a meer Caulmny againft the Government for
< their legal Profecution of him for his Contempt
« and Abufe of the Government.”” §q But to put
¢his Matter out of Doubt, and to prove beyond
Exception that G. Keith was not perfecuted for
preacbing the Neceffity of Faith in Cbrij{ without,
‘We fhall here tranfcribe part of a Declaration which
the Quakers in_ Penfylvania then and on that Oc-
cafion did publifh, which is as follows,

* See R. Claridge’s Melius Inquirendum, P 2792 176,
t Ibid. p. 160.

q Ibid. p. 170, 7% .
““ WHEREAS
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* <« WHeREAS divers Accounts have been
lately publithed in Print of fome late Divifion
and Difputes between fome Perfons under the
Name of Qrakers n Penfilvania,” about funda-
mental Doétrines of Chriftian Faich, &,

<< We therefore, in Behalf of* the fu;

as to the Body of them, and for al:;ldofi')ilcigr{:,
who_ are fincere to God, and faithful to thei;
Chriftian Principle and Profeffion to remove
the Reproach, and all caufelefs Jealoufies cop
cerning us touching thofe Doérines of Chrif‘c'-
anity s in Relation whereunto we d i
the fear of God, and in ﬁmplicity, and ?"m
ncfs of his Truth received, folemnly a galm
cerely declare, what our Chriftian Belinf fin-
Profeflion has been, and ftill is, in refe &and
JEsus Curist the only begotten Sop off)e(; of
his Sui’ferings, Death, Refurreétiop od,
Light, Power, great Day of J Udgme;t,

&
<« WE fincerely profefs Faith in G

only bego.ten Son JEsus Currs ?’Oisbg his
our Light, Life, our only Way to }e b cing
and alio our only Mediator and AdVOCa,t ath?r,
the Father, e with

«« Trat God created all Things: gy,

the Worlds by hisSon JEsus Cy R g made
being that powerful Living Woyq Qf'Té he
by whom all Things were made, ang th o
Father, the Word, and the Holy Spirit aa.t the
in divine Being, infeparable ; One Trye, Ll.e-onc
and Everlafting God, blefied for ever, '8

* Sewel’s Hiftory, p. 642.

¥ YT
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“ YeT that this Word or Son of God, in the
fulnefs of Time took Fleth, became peifect
Man, accerding to the Flefh, defcended and
came of the Seed of Abrabam and David,

* but was miraculoufly conceived by the Holy
“ Ghoft and born of the Virgin Mary; and al-

{o farther declared powerfully to be the Son of
God, according to the Spiric of San&ification,
by the Reclurrection from the Dead, and that,
as Man, Chrif died for our Sins, rofe again,
and was reccived up into Glory in the Heavens;
He having, in his dying for all, been that one
Great univerfal Offering and Sacrifice for Peace,
Atonement and Reconciliation, between God
and Man: And heis the Propitiation, not for
our Sins only, but for the Sins of- the whole
World ; we were reconciled by his Death, but
faved by his Life, AR L

« Tuar Jelus Chrift, who fitteth at the Right
Hand of the Throne of the Majefty in the Hea-
vens, yet he is our King, High Prieft, and Pro-
phet in his Church 5 the Minifter of the Sanctu-
ary. He is Interceflor and Advocate with
¢he Father in Heaven, and thereappearing in the
Prefence of God for us, being touched with the
fecling of our Infirmities, Sufferings, and Sor-
rows. For any whom God hath gifred, and
called, fincerely to preach Ifaith in the fams
Chrift, both as within and without us, cannot be
to preach Two Chrifts, but one and the {fame

: Lorp Jesug CHRIsT, having refpe&t to thole

Deorees of our {piritdal Knowledge of Carist
Jesusin us, and to his own unfpeakable Fulnefs
andGlory as in himlelf, in his own entire Being,
wherein Chrift himfelf, and the leaft Meafure of
his :Light or Life asin us, or in Mankind,
aré not diyided, or fepamblea no more than the
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<« Sun is from its own Light His Fulnefs
<« cannot be comprehended or contained in any fi-

<« nite Creature, butin fome meafure known and
¢ experienced by us,

«“ We fincerely believe in Jesus CuRIST,
“ both as heis True God and Perfeét Man.——
“ THat divine Honour and Worfhip is due
to the Son of God, and that he is in true Faith
to be prayed unto, becaufe of the Glorious
Union or Onenefs of the Father, and the Son,
and that we cannot acceptably offer up Prayers
“ and Praifes to God, nor receive Anfwer or Blef-

¢ fing from God but in and through his dear Son
€ CuprsT.

<c

34

““ TuaT true and living Faith in Cygyst

YEsus, the Son of _the Living God, has re-
<< fpect to his Entire Being and Fulnefs, to him
¢¢ entirely as he is in himfelf, and as a]] Power in
¢¢ Heaven and Earth is given unto hjm, and al-
¢ fo an Eye and Refpeét to the fame :

. SOI] of G d’
¢¢ as inwardly making himfelf known i, the%gul
€¢ —— whereby he i1s the immediate Caufe and

¢ Author,Obje&t and Strength of our living Faich.”

[ X9

TruEe next Thing #. Notcut! undertakes i o,
12. to fhew that Rf.gBarclay’s Works wiuei’oés},gf,-
the fiery Trial of the Holy Scriptures: Iy Proof of
which, he fays, << I might Inftance in R Barclay's
¢ Do&rine of Juftification, by their

_ own Works,
¢¢ and the Merit of Works.”” ~ A Doétrine R. Bar-
¢lay did not hold, as the very Propofition it felf

concerning Juftification in his Apolog y, ?. 196. doth
evidently thew: His Words are; * It is oy by
“ our Works wrought in our own Wijj)_ nor yet
“ by good Works conﬁde."ed A8  of ¢hem-
“ felves, buc by Chriff, who is both the Gjz and

¢¢ the
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<« the Giver, and the Caufe producing the Effects
“ 1n us; who as he hath reconciled us while we
« were Enemies, doth alfo in his Wifdom fave us
“ and jufhify us after this Manner, as faith the
‘“ fame Apoftle elfewhere s according to bis Mercy
“ be faved us by the wafbing of Regeneration and
 the renewing of the Holy Ghoff. Tit. 1ii. 5.2 And
in p. 203. he exprefly fays, ¢ Forafmuch as all
¢« Men who have come to Man’s Eftate (the
« Man Fefus only excepted) have finned, therefore
¢« a]] have need of this Saviour, to remove the
« Wrath of God from them, due to their Offences 3
« in this Refpect heis truly faid, to have born the
< Iniguities of us all in his Body on the Tree; and
« therefore is the only Mediator, having qualified
« the Wrath of God towards us ; fo that our for-
« mer Sins ftand not in our Way, being by Vir-
¢ tue of his moft Satisfactory Sacrifice removed
« and pardoned ; neither do we thinks that Re-
« miflion of Sins is to beexpccted, fought or obtain-
« edany other Way, or by any ozber Works or Sa<
« crifice whatfoever.”

Wirn equal Juftice dpes w. Notcm‘t. attempt
to father the fame Dosrine of Fuftification by our
il Works on Samuel Ffber, whereas if he ever
read the Page in S. Fifher’s Works which himfelf
has quoted, he cannot be Ignorant, that he expref-
ly difowns any fuch Doctrine: The Paragraph in
his Ruft. ad Aead. p. 138. immediately preceding

. Notcuit’s @otation is as follows,

“ AGAIN, thereare good IVorks ({o called) which
“ are only OURS, and not Chrif’s, and fuchare
¢« all the beft that We Work without bim of our felves,
« even all gur gwn Righteoufnefs and Righteoufne[fes,
e« which are as an wuclean Thing, as a menflryous
s« Rag. Mo Ixiv. 6. as dung and lofs; and not gain
N T Ca ¢ nor
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<« nor any way profitable to fave or deliver. Ia.
<« Yvii. 12, 13. Phil. i, 4. and x. 10. And by

thefe, though done in Man’s Wz'l!i;/gs and  Rui-
nings, in a way of outward Conformi[y to the
Letter of the Law, fhallno Fleth ever be juftified,
any more than Paul was, for thefe are not "Chrifl’s
(21l whofe Works are meritorions and acceptable
to God, and deferving no Condemnation thar 1 know
of, and confequently deferving Juftification be-
fore God ;) but Man’s ewn Righteoufiofs, as that
" of the Fews was, Rom. ix. 32. x. 3. ii. 3.

] : . o
“ and Paul’s was till he came to the Lighs, (though
7. D. in his

for want of coming to the Light,
dark Mind faith Paxl had no Righteoufhefs that
“ was not Chrift’s, p 22.) is Meritorious of no
¢ more Acceptance than Cu7»’s Sacrifice had, which
was jufily and defervedly rejeéted, becayfe i’s the
Ewil doer {Lill, thac does that Good, which God
(whate’er the Sinner calls it) accountery, Evi].;’

<cC

(44

<

<c

Lzt the Impartial Reader after perypy of w1
Paragraph judge, whether the Man whe Wrore Jux:
could hold 7be DoiZrine of Fuftification before oy 11&1
our owin Works. But that which aggravates 7z ("\/’s).)
Injuttice 1n this Cafe, is, that if he g read i; s.
Fifber’s Rufticus ad Acad. but one Page back from
what he quoted, he cannot poflibly be ignorant that
S. Fifber’s great Complaint againft hijs Opponents
was, that whereas he had affirmed thatp Good
Works deferved Fuftification,, his Adverfiries had
altered nis Affertion by Foifting in the

TermOvue
without his Confent or Allowance.

T uus, I think, I have fully proved, that 277 N
has Induitrioully endeavoured in this Point of Fuyfpie
Jication to pervert the Meaning of thofe  Aygors
whofe Arguments he will never be able to copfire,
and therefore his lictle Flires of Raillery ejther at
them Or me on this Head are windy and Worthgzg
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Nor indeed can I difcern any Thing clfe worth
Notice, till he comes to p. 21, 22, wiere
he weakly attempts to bring me into a Dilemma,
by a pretended Parallel of certain Expr flions of
G. Fox, and K. Burroughs, with the Doclrine of E-
le@ion afferted by Elifba Cele, which 1 call’d ab-
furd, uncharitable, and Blafphemous. Whiereas
thofe Expreffions carry not in them the leaft Ap-
pearance of the Do&rincl condemned, which was
that of Abfolute and Uiconditional Elefion and Re-
robation as maintained by  Elifha Cole, from which
the Doétrine held by Fox and Burroughs is as op-
ofite as Light is to Darknefs: Nor does 7. Noi-
cutt himfelf pretend to fhew wherein their Paral-
lel lies:  Yetdoes he exercife his low infulting Wit
in a Matter where he has not gained a tittle of Ad-
vantage.

P. 22 He finds fault with my faying Pind.
. 9. that his afferting that R. Baiclay {aid not a
‘Word of the Blafphemy of bis Friends againft Chrift
and bis Word, is an bigh Abufe, and looks to me as
if be did not walue what be [aid, fo that be could an-
fuver his £nd of effeciually prejudicing P’f,’oplg againft
he Quakers in general, and R. Barclay in particular,
Of this he attempts to clear himfelt p. 23. by a
moft piciful Evafion, thus ¢ H. B. calls this
« qn high Abufe of R. Barclay, whereas it is plain
« Truth, and he cannot give me one Inftance in
« R. Barclay’s Books, wherein he has fo much
« 55 mentioned any of the Blafphemies of his
« Friends.”” Whereas the plain and obvious Senfe
of the Abufe T complained of was, that his Afferti-
on doth evidently carry with it a moft vile Infinua-
tion of Blafphemics in R. Barclay’s Fricnds, and
of his privity to them. Both which [ y-t mﬁrl“‘ up-
on to be utierly falfe and unprov’d by 77 Notcut,
and that confequently # looks as if be did not walue
what be faid, ' SECT.
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SECT. II.

Wherein the 11t Chap. of . Nutcuti’s
Reply 1s confidered.

Of the R1sE of the QuaKER:=.

HE Foundation of the Debate between 777
Notcutt and me upon this Flead, was his Af-
fertion in his Review, that the Name Quaker
was given them on Account of their Trembling. U p-
on wnich I obferved in my VFindication how iscos.-
Sifent it was with a Chriftiair, or one acquainted apitp.
the Operations of the Spirit of God, to fix an Igno-
Minious Charatler upon fuch Motions of the Body g5
badfrequemly been the vifible Effeéts of fuch Operg-
Zions, of which 1 gave feveral Inftances from Scrip.
ture, whence I argued, That if ‘I'ramb/z'ng Were 5
ufficient Caufe for fixing the Igiominious Charas,,
of Quaxkers, I could fee no Reafon why all in
whom the fame FEfeds appear’d might not e

. ) Qually
¢ entitled to the fame Appellation, '

To avoid this plain Conclufion, # Notcsyy; runs
aWay from the Terms of the Dcbate, in keeping
©0 which he faw he could not deny, that najy gooﬁ

“Ople in the primitive Times were QUAKE RS, and
arts afrefh Point, telling us, that Nothing is inore
manifeft than that thofe Perfons Jpoken of in Scripyyre
Were not of the Quakers Principles : But his Difegycfe
Of IVl 05 ES’s 7¢/pect to Ordinances, and of Da wyg g
Praying and  Confeffing bis Sing, is no Proof of that;
“Caufe the Quakers have no Principles that deny
7Ypest o QOrdinances, or oppofe L7ajer or Cyy-
[leon of Siys s butlive in the Profcflion and éls?-a.f
ice

‘_
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&ice of both. As to the Apoftle Paul, he might
more rationally have argued, that be muft needs have
peern @ Quaker 3 becaule he declares, Chrif fent
him not to baptize : belides, he gives Dircctions Low
Women {hould demean themfelves in their prayiig
and prophefying in the Church. So that by his de-
parting  from the Terms in debate, he has gained
nothing but the Character of an unfair Difput.nt.

But he cavils atan Argument of mine refpecting
himfelf, which was to this Effeét,

1 7 becanufe Men trembled, they muft be calledQuakers.

Taen if W. Notcutt Horks out his Salvation
with Fear and Trembling, he 15 a Quaker.

Upron which he rallies me thus, p. 25. ¢ But
‘% he thinks he has thewn a marvellous Piece of

‘¢ ] earning, in forminga Syllogifim. But, Friend,
‘¢ do you confider what you arc doing? How comes
s it about that you go to Hell, to beat up for
.« Forces againft us? For, you know, that fome of
«« your Leaders have faid, that Philofophy and
«¢ Logick are of the Devil.” ‘

HEerE are two Affertions which ’tis impoﬁ'ible
he could know to be true, and which 1 certainly
know to be falfe. viz. 1. That Ithink T have fbews
o marvellous Piece of Learning in forming 2 Syllo-

ifm, when as ] do not think fo, nor that much
Learning was requifite to the forming fuch a plain
Argument, which hl.mfelf fays, is not reducible 1o
any juft Rules of Logick. Nor do I pretend to bea
Logician, or yers’d in that Art of Wrangling.

2. That I know #hat fome of our Leaders bave faid that
Philofopby and Logick are of the Dsvils whereas Tdo
C 4

not
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not know that any of them h

ave faid fo.  This a-
gain looks as if be did ;0t value

what be Jaid.

Hi1s own Argumenss P 25, 26. are of pq vali-
dity, becaufe grounded on  a Suppolition entirely
falle, viz Thatthe Quaters 4, n0t bold all the Fus.
damentals of the Chriftian Religion. Ty were much
more juft and Reafonable from the Contrar}' Truth
to argue thus,

TuE Quakers hold 4]

I the Fundamenml Do-
&trines of the Chriftian R 1

cligion ;
Bvr W, ]_\‘OICZIZ:‘, e diiferg {rom
the Quakers in moft orall of the Fung

: S . Gamenry] Do-
£trines of the Chriftian Religion s ,

declares that h

ConseEQuewny Ly,
1sas far from Chriftianity

W. Norcurr proceeds p. 26. to
lor, without taking tne lealt N ; X
tation and Submiff;on produced in my I/'Z'/irz’z'mzio?
P- 145 15. which would have had it due Wejy s
any rea’unable Man,  The Quakers, as I told him
before, wore not ag all chargeable with ¢}y,
of Fames Naylor and his Followers, becuuf'c, the
Society were 0t concern’d iin, nor did evey Untennnees
fuch Lxtravagan, Performances, but on th

- ¢. Contray
Shewed the utmofp D flike and Abkorrence 9 fitch Py
ffices. And thae they did fo, doth farther appear
by a* Letter writtey to themwith his o ‘
when he was in B

: : wn Hand,
ridewell to this Purport; ‘

Wherein he 1o differs, " pe
> as from Yakerifm,

?(Z?)ze;

: Yy e Vay.
ofice. of his Rap 2

N
¥ Semeils Hiftory. p. 145

o i

Dear
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“ Dear Brethern,
«« My Heart is broken this Day for the Offence
that I have occafioned to God’s Truth and Peo-
ple, and efpecially to you, who in dear Love {ol-
lowed me feeking me in Faichfulne(s to God
which I rejeted, being bound wherein I could
not come forth, till God’s Hand brouzht me, to
whofe L.ove Inow confefs: And I befeech you,
forgive wherein T have evilly requited  your
Love in that Day, Ged knows my Sorrow for it,
Gince I fee it, thatever I fhould ofend that of
God in any, or reject his Counfel, and now that
% Paper you have feen lies much upon me,
and I greatly fear farther to offend or do
amifs, whereby the Innocent Truth, or Peo-

ple of God fhould fuffer, or that I thould dif-

obey therein.

¢ Une e ssthe Lord himfelf keep you from me,
I befeech you, let nothing  clfe hinder your com-
ine to me, that I might have your helpin the
Lord- In t.hc.M(:rcics of Chrift Jefus this I beg
of you, as if it were your own Calfe, let me now
be forgotten of you.

-« Anplintreat you, fpeak to Heunry Clark, or

o«
173
tc
113
12
«

(43

whoever elfe Thave moft ofended; and by the
Power of God, and in the Spiric of Chrift Jefus,
Iam willing to (Ponfcf's the Odence, that God’s
Love may arife i all Hearts, as before, if it be
his Will, who only can remove what ftands in
the way, and. nothing thereof do I intend to co-
ver, Godis Witnefs herein.”

# This feems to have been fome Paper of Condemnation

given forth by the Society againft him.

TrIS
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T n1s may fatisfy M’eq of chf'on,. tho’. pcrh;ps
not #. Notcutt, who continues to Juitity his unjuft
Remarks upon the Quakers, that their quim;iizg was
with Blafphemy, and calls it inp. 27. " A natural
¢ and honeft Conclufion, for the Cafe fay: be, flands
“ thus, If James Naylor,and bis Difciples, were [ome
““ of the firft of the St of the Quakers, and were poth
“ guilty of Blafpbemy, then their Besinning was with

““ Blajpbemy s but the former is truz,therefore the latter.”

I~ which Argument, the Conclufion he draws is
no real Confequence of the Premiics - For fuppof-
ing, that Fames Naylor had been the * firft of the
Quakers, and that "he had been T guilty of Blafphe-
my, yet would it notfollow, that the Bﬁgih}zi;zg of the
Quakers was with Blafphemy, for Naylor him{el} had
been a Quaker feveral Years before the Tim of the
pretended Blafphemy for whxch. h_e was {o cryel-
ly punifhed. Befides, this aferibing  the failings

\

- % Which yet °tis certain he was not.

‘+ Which we do not admit : For as Sew-1! in his Hiftory pes2
well Notes, ¢ The Extravagancy of the Sentepce whiéh.‘thge
¢ Parliament paffed upon him, with other Circumﬁances,
¢ give great Reafon to fulp=ét the Account (iy 4p, printed
“ Trial by them publifhed) was partially taken, and pub-
« lifhed to jufkify their Cruelty, which is alfp fet forth in
¢ Print by way of Annotation on the faid Trial. And a5 717,
“ fays) fome of his Anfwers were Innoc_:ent Enough  others
“ not clear, and fome aggravated by his Adverfarier . fome
¢ of them he denied, fome he owned ; they report::d the
“ Worft, and more than was true in fome Things, adding
 and diminifhing as they were minded, much wanting of
“* what he faid to the Committee, wrefting anq pcrver?ing
< his Words what they could, and endeavourin

‘ . ' & to draw
“« Words out of him, to epmare him, and take away his

“ Tifes and to fhew their Confufion when he was before
»* them, they would have haq him to Kneeland py)) off his
* Hat to them, tho’ a part of the Charae againft him was
“ thay fome ineelod 10 him.”

of
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of particular Perfons to an whole Society, is
altogether immoral and contrary to that excel-
lent Rule of Deing as Men would be done by. Would
it be thought juft to impute the Fxtravagant Con-
du&t of the Anabaptifts of Munfler, or ot fome Jz-
dependents in 1648, or the Cruelty of thofe in New-
- England who perfecuted the Quakers to death, to
the refpeétive Socictics which now go under thofe
Tames? Yet thus unjuftly: and unreafonably does
77, Noicuit deal with the Quakers: And at the

fame time WIpeEs his Mouth, and demurely asks,

¢« TurN why does H. B. complain of Injuftice
« done them ? Adding, But thisis the common Cla-
« mour of the Advocates for your Principles, wlicn
« Arguments fail : It any write againit them they
« cry out, That they are abufed and treated un, ufly s
<« that they are bely’d botk in Story and Quotations 3
« 1hat they are mifreprefented, and 1beir Expreffions
a ];erverted.

A1 which hasbeen done as often as by them
comp]ain.’d of, and being now again by #. Noizcutt

repeated, is again as defervedly blamed.

BuT hear hima lictle farther, p. 27. If, fays
« pe, their Adverfary does but mifs a Figure, or
« tranfpofe one, or leaveout er put ina Word in
¢ 2 Quotation, tho’ he never injures the Senfe by
¢ jr, but defigns to make better Englifb of it ; they
e prcfcntly make fuch an Outcry, asif it was done
¢ out of Malice, and on purpofe to injure them.”

Fine indeed I Give him but the Liberty, of miffing
@ Figure, or tranfpofing one, and of leaving out or PUé-
ting in a Word in a 2uotation, and let him judge
whether it iyjyre the Senfe or not, or make better
Englifo of it: Let but the Quakers alto be fill,

and
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and acquiefce in his Award, without making anyCom-
plaint ot Outcry; and he’ll confute ’em to 1] Intents
and Purpofes. A NotTasrLe CHampron! But
alas! Did the poor Man really know himfelf, and
the Deceit of his own Heart, which 15 abundantly
difcovered to others in this Reply, he would never
dream of being intrufted with fuch Privil;ges.

T HE next thing obferv’d by . Noteuit P 27.
1s thus exprefs’d, < Pag. 16, 17. H B is very
* angry that I afferted, That G. Fyx faid that he
“ was Chrift; and wirh much warmth, he faith,
““ With what front can the Reviewer Sand up in the
“ Face of the Country, and affert, thay this very Man
* gave out that he was the Chrift 2

I did fay, With what Front Tuzx can the Re-
viewer fland up in the Face of the Country, 45,4 affert,
&c. 1 thought he had a very hard Front , but I
think he fhews it yet more hardned by afferting 4
{fecond time, and attempting Lo prove in the Facté of
the Country, what himfelf, if ever he reaad G,
‘Works, muft know to be falfe. '

Tre Word Tuew by him fraudy

in citing me, has an exprefs Reference tq Tomewhat
he was minded to conceal, namely, a direg otia-
tion from G. F’s Doctrinals, p. 41%. thus, <« This
“¢ Jefus hath God raifed up, and we the People of
¢ God, in fcorn called Ruakers, do fay, thqtpthere
¢ is no Salvation in any other Name undey f{eaven,
‘ whereby Men muft be faved, butin the Name of

¢ Jefus Chrift of Nazareth, which wasg crucified
¢ without the Gates of Jerufalem, whom God hath
¢ paifed from the Dead.”” This Plain A ckpow-
ledgment to the Manhood, Cyucifixion, and Refur-

rettion of Jefus Chrift, and that there is pg Salvati-
ORI any othor Name under Heaven, ag el as

many

Ie“lly left out
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many other fuch Paffagesin the Writings of G. .
which I concluded our Author could not be igno-
rant of, who pretended to cite fo much from
them, was the Qccafion of my faying, ith what
front THEN can the Reviewer frandup in the Face of
the Country, and affert that this very Nian gave out he
was Chrift | Becaule G. Fox’s 1o giving out that
he was Chrift, would have been utterly incongruous,
and incompatible with his own Declaration in the
aforefaid (Llomtion, and in a Muldtude of Places
in his Writings. Now it G. F. had given himielf
out to be Chrift, it muft have been either before or
After fuch Declaration mades if before, can it be
thought he would have made any fuch Declaration,
proving himfelf a Liar to the World, wl}q well
knew that he was not of Nazareth, nor crucified ag

erufalem : Ifafter, his own Declaration would have
cqually_conf'm@ him. But how xfmp‘obablc foever
¢he Thing be, 7. N. undertakes the Proof of j¢
with an Alr of Affurance; p. 28. 2/024}711:5 e, fays
he, #pon the Proof, and I am ready o doit. Now
then let’s fee his Performance.

1. HE producesa Citation from the Suake i 4.
Grafs, of fome Expreffions that Author charges up-
on G- Foxs but he leaves his Rer,tder to feek whe.
cher thofe Lxpreflions were forg’d by the Suafe
who hifs’d out many Falfhoods, or re;l}y fpoken
by G- Fox, from whom he produces neither Boolk

nor Page.

.. Tue Tellimony of Fraicis Bugg(,) }ixn his N
Rome arraigheds P- 335 34 that ¢ Others call’d
e VG_ }«i t]i)bg Branch, and Star of Righieonfnefs: >
Which if it were as true, as’tis probably falfe, would
pe far from proving that G. Fox gave oxi that b,
qas Chrilt,

3- Hg
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3. He tellsus, ¢ That Fofab Cole fept a blaf-
¢« phemous Letter to G, Fux. and that W, Penn un-
s dertook to vindicate the Expreflions.”  But how
Fofiab Colé's fending a Letter, or 17, Penw’s vindi-
cating it, provesthat G. Foyx gavz out that bimfelf
was Chrift, he hasnot demonftrated,

4. HE brings a Citatio
telling the Language agrea
G. Fox : which 1s as forej
dertaking.

n from 2w Chall. . 6.
t Speaker us’d concerning

) f=)
gn as the reft from his Un.

5. HE adds, that G,

Fox took 1 on bim/fe
Rayal Titles that belong glone 1 Fefus Cﬁriﬁ s 17,1,{ r{f Lf:i’
prov’d Aﬁertlon_, and, I think, uteerly £y (e - But
had it been true it comes not up to his Pojn, -Which
was to thew, not what G. F took u Z

Pon himfelf, p
what he gave bimfelf out 1o pe. L ut

No Man that knows the Nature of a roof
take thefe to be any : *Tis therefore not impro[; l::m
than when 777, N, vapour’d thus, 7 ap, Able,

. g E i
prove it, he intended by the Word READYDY to
that he was ABLE, but WrLLin » not

A G to dO lt . nd
in that Senfe I can belicve him. ¥ @

BuT, though none of his pretendeq P .
the Mark he aims at, yet, feeing they roofs hit

are |

but the Venom of the Syake i1 the Grafs, o;,ttlcﬁi]g:
wip'd off, butof late lickt up by him ¢q fpi% aerain
upon us, weé fhall here tr &

anfcribe the Angy, ad
thereto by Fofeph Wyeth, about thirty fix Y?ézjrsrg;oc
ina Book entltulcd, d;zgm'; F/ggé!/(liu.f, or 4 waz'lcb,

Sfor the Snake.

1. Switch P.175. <« The Spake, p- 115, S
“ Part of a Letter faid to be writ by G. F bg: for

% any Proof that he hasgiven, it My either be

2% adulterated
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dulterated by the Swake, or fome Apoftate, or
forg’d by them. Ifthey were G. £”s why did not
the Snake give the whole Letter 2 To what pur-
pofe hath he made a Break init? And whatis left
out at it? The Editors of the Journal had no rea-
{on why they fhould have left out or alter’d, (as
p. 114. he fays, they have) thofe Words [AZy
Kingdom is not of this World,] and thofe Words
[W#ho is the Son of God,| which need not have given
Offence, if they had been in. For they whom
Jefus Chrift hath wathed from their Sins, in his
own Blood, are by him made Kings and Priefts
unto God. Rev 1. 6. and to them i 75 their Fa-
ther’s good Pleafure to give the Kingdom (Luke xil.
32.) which is not of this World. And for thofe laft
WWords faid by the Suake to be omitted, and in-

ftead of which, he fays are added, [Z/et my Name]
what Room or Place was there for all that to come

afrer his Name was fet ? Which the Suake hath
given and omitted with a2 s————

2. Ibid. p. 178. < The Sunake’s next Quotations
are from an Adverfaries Book, which was an-

{fwered.

« YT fuchis his Injuftice that he takes no No-
tice of the Anfwer, but objedts, as if they had not
been reply’d to, wherefore 1t deferves not to be
caken Notice of, till he fhall have reply’d to that
Aniwer, and difprov’dit. And any Man may
with equal Juftice quote the Books of the Roma-
nifts, to prove the Church of England Schifmatical,
Heretical, &¢. wittout taking Netice of the
Anfwers written to them Charges. But whether
fuch Praétice would be reafonable or not, not on-
ly the aggrieved Party, but allirpartial Mencan
readily determines

g lhid
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3. Ibid.p. 178, 179, 180. ** One of thefe Quo-
« tationsis from Parrof a L_etrer, writ by Fofiab
e« Coleto G. Fox, and which had been formerly ob-
¢c jelted againtt by Fobn Fuldo, and other ALchF-
< faries, to which Objeltions #. P. did anfwer in
¢ two feveral Books, one entituled, Fudas aind the
« Fews, the other entituled, 7he bZ'L’IZL'idz'{)' of J. Fal-
¢ do’s Vindication. Ofthe fArft of thefe Bools the
«« Snaketak=s o much Notice, P 115 as to fay,
« that, 7 P. does in p.44 “excufe and juftifie
« Fofiab Culein that Letter 5 buthas taken no pains
¢ torefute e Arguments, nor any Notice at all
s of theBook laft named, in which W, p. doss
« juftific it; but only Serpent-like woy] deceive
« his Reader, by giving the Words ip, Old Black
s Englifh Letters; asif that was Argumen; fuficie
s« ent to fhew that the Senfe of the Vords were
s¢c Black and Ilolatrous. But that they are oy
s¢ T fhall, Reader, intreat thy Patience,” ¢ weivh
<« and confider the five followin aragra lcl)S
s« which are the Words of that Letter, aphs,

to .
« with 7. P’§ Defence and Explanatigp, %ite};ii
« as they arc in his Book, Invalidity, Bec. P &y
e » 354
€ 355-

cc Firft, That he fhould call G. Foy, the Father
s of many Nations ; but what is tl

> LIS More than to

« fay, that Men of feveral Nations have been begat

sc unto Chrift through him ? Thus Pavy wa a

Father 10 the Romans, Corinthians, v & Lo,
« iv. 15. F0r though ye have ten T houfand T,

. nftruttors,
il ol o el many Fathers, for in Chrift have T
e pegotien you.

L)

o

14

¢ Secondly, Thas pi Life bath reached ¢

broygh bis
¢ Childien 10 the {ﬂc’a‘ afar off, to the begett; 4

g of many
6 agdiﬂ unio & 117)6/)} }_)ope. But what of

. U all this 2
e« The Lic of God s onc in all 5 £aul liy

¢d by the
¢s Life
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Life of Chrift, and fo_did Peter ; Paul wwas prefens

L ey st ~
in SPArit thsugh abfent in Body. 1 Cor.v. 3, 4.

¢ Thirdly, That Generations to come Jhoidd call him
bleffed : But is net the Memoryof the Juft blefied ?

* Prov. x. . Anddidnot God by ]ftzidb promife

concerning Ifraet, Iwill make thee an Eternal Ex-
ecollency,  and the Joy of many Gencrations. Ia. 1x.
57. Thisbelongs to G. Fox, F. Cole, and cvery
Child of God 5 yeaand . Falds too, if he were as
cood as he fhould be. ' .

“ Fourthly, Fhat bis Being and Habitation was i
the Power of the Higheft: Andfo it fhould be 3
for that is the Habitation of every Child of God 3
for others dwell in the Power of the World. In
fhort we are exhorted to ftand faft in the Power
of Godlinefs ; and we readthat it was the End of
che Evangelical Miniftry, o turn People from the
Power of Satan unto the Power of God, which is
the Power of the Higheft: ;

e Fifthly, Zhat be ruled and governed ir Righteonfe
nefs : Thisis but what Paul exhorts Zimothy to do
in the Church of Chrift, asboth his Epiftles in-
form us at large s Ezre_;‘y Llder, Owerfeer or Paflor,
in the Church of Chrift is bound to do fo: 1f 7f. F. can

rove he doth otherwile, he may then charge him
with uncomely walking, but not ¥. Cole with
Blafphemy for faying; That a good Nian Loverns
in Righteoufuefs.”

4. Thid. p. 180. ¢ Hisnex: Inftance is from 2
Sheet, entituled, 7¢ Quakers Challenge, p- 6.
wherein the Suake 1ays, Solomon Fecles jays th</é
Words of G. Fox. * It wasfaid of Chrift that he
was in the World and the World kaew him not:

D f¢ S¢
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« . B ) ' ‘ ‘
" So it may be faid of this true Prophet (Geoige Fox)
whom ¥obn faid he wasnot.”

“ HerE the Snake takes fome Pains to wreft,
Pervert and mifconftrue thefe Words ol Solomor:
) Lccles, contrary to a fober I'xplanation given of

them by G. /¥ bitchead, in his Book, Serious Search,
7. 58. "Bur has knowingly omitted to accept, of
. refute, Solomon Eccles his own Explanation of
.. them Words: Contrary to what he hath in the
like Cafe, p. 195. faid concerning G.[. viZ.
ou will beft know his Meaning from bimfelf. Which
if true, why did not this Snake either accept or
= refute Solomon Eccles his Meaning, whichis given

from himfelf, and mentioned in 2. 59.0f Seriots
“ Search, abovenamed ; and alfo 1n7.75. of Fudas
“ andthe Fews, likewile beforenamed, and which
“ for the Reader’s Satisfaction I here {fubjoyn ?
“ 1 did not fay, nor did I ever believe, .th‘“- th?
“ YWorld was made by G. F. but by Chrift, who
“ was in the World, and the Wworld kPCW him not:
& So that.I fay, it may be faid of G. . the World
¢ knows him not, though he be in the World, as
“ was faid of Chrift. He was inthe World, though
¢ st of the World, and the World knew.bim not : And
% be faid of his Followers : X2 are #0t of the World,
< a5 T am not of the World, and I have chofen you ollt
¢ of the World. John xvii. 16. and XV. 19,

-

<« N ow, Reader, what Faith or Honeﬁy can We

“ expect to find inan Adverfary, Who, wich deep
¢« Hypacrify and Injuftice, fhall thus wilfully pafs
< over, and not accept, or refute, a Man’s own
¢ Explanation o_f his Words? What is become of
s his great Charity, real Kindnefs, a09&00d 1pip,s,
s which in - 2. he pretended to have? We (pay
“ fafely conclude, they haye no more RCality than
‘ ¢ the

-~
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the Tears of a Crocodile, which Naturaliftsfpeak
of.

5. Ibid. p. 177. < The Snake’s next Quotation
(p. 114) 1sfrom The Zitle Page of News coming ont
of the North: From whence he intinuates, and

¢ charges G. F. with faying of himfelf, that he was

]);-g])/y/;‘crl of. His Quotation is this, #7itten Jron:
the Mouth of the Lord, from one who is Naked, and
Jiands naked before the Lord, clothed with Righte-
oufiicls, whofe Name is not kiown in the 1World y  7i-
/w} up ou! 0/'//.){ Nowrth, which was prophefied of
but now is fulfilled, (Hecre the Snate leaves off,
but G. F. continues) The Army is coming out of ihe
North againft you terrible Ones, whole IVeapons are
s0t C /zi';z\(zl bui Spiritual.

«« New from G. s Words it is plain, that thefe
Words [which was prophefled of] relate to the
Prophecy of Feremy the xxxi. 8. and not to him-
felf, orany Perfon; and are only an Allufion to
thofe Prophecies of the holy Prophets concerning
the Armies of the North, which were to fight ao_
2inft and evercome the Fews and other Nations
for their Difobedience and Wickednefs.  Whic[,
as they literally did do, fo (by a natural Allufion)
the People fulfilling this Prophecy, Fer. xxxi. 8.
will, through the Afliftance of God’s Grace (their
Weapons being {piritual, not carnal) go onin
the Warfare of the Gofpel Day.

6. Ihid. p.61. ;‘ /S;zrzl:e P 19: Having ihus fbeorn
the Quotations of ‘i« Quakers ot of ‘their printed
Books, Twill now [urther prove my Charge in 1. =

GAL ForM “‘gﬂi"’ﬂ thein, by Evidence upon Oath,

“ Havrwng hitherto dete@ed the Snake in falfa
quoting of our Books, and perverting the plain
b2 € Senie
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_ ¢ Senfe and Meaning of them, fo as it is obvious to
«¢ theintelligent Reader 5 1 fhall now examine and
«. detect his Legal Form, but firft will fhew what it

<& is.

<<, Snake, p. 19. Which You will find in @ Book
s printed 1653. intituled, .7 brief Relation of the
s Irreligion of the Northern Quakers, ¢,

“ Her e, Reader, is the Snake’s Legal Form 3 a
Pamphlet writ by profefs’d Adverfaries (like the
“ Snake) which pretends to give an Account of two
¢ or three Trials, of G. Fox and 7 Nailor for Blaf-
¢ phemy: And what is in this related, the Swuake
“ fays is proved by Evidence upon Oath, When
¢ indeed it is only a great Argument of the Snake’s
“ Ignorance or Malice, (I rather think the laft) to
“ call a private Pamphlet 2 Legal Form, A
“ Charge of Fa& done many Years paft,
¢ brought to Trial in Courts of Juftice,
¢ {aid to be prov’d in Legal Form, if the
¢ on of the Accufed cannot be proved by the R
« cordsof the Court. Which I defie the Snak, te_
«« produce. Nay he cannot, becaule the anez
¢ were difcharg’d from their Accufations, the Fiyi-
¢ dence proving infufficient againft then,

£<

and
C:\nnor_ be
Convig.

¢« Anp now for the Snake (in hisown I3
< Boldly and Impudently to give the Lyetotl
« of the Aflize, or other Magiftrates, befo
¢ thefe Charges of Blafphemy were brought againft
“ G. Fox and ¥. Nailor, and to fay it was proved
“¢ when It was not, argues Impudence towards the
&¢ Maglﬁrates, but Vlllany tOWElrdS the Memory Of.
¢ the Acculed: Forhad it been proved, they muyfg
« have been convict, and have {uffered the Deme_
“ rits of Blalphemy: And all this would have been
¢ upon Record. But Defides this One Grand and
Ve ' o ¢ Notorious

-

nguage)
1e Judge
re whom

o

Lol
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« Notorious Lye of the Suakes, Viz. That the _
s Charge was proved; there is in his Legal Forirs
“ many other Lyes, which I fhall detectas T come
“ at them.

«« Spake, p. 19, 20. There (the Snake direéts to
that lying Pamphlet) p. 2. and 3. You have an Ac-
count how G. Fox did avow bimfelf over and cver 10
be equal with God : Being afked by Dr. Marfhali,
<c in the Prefence of Mr.Sawro, Col. Tell, and Col.
« ‘Weft, Fuftices of the Peaccin the County of Lan-
« cafter, at a private Seffions in the Town of Lanca-
« fter, whether or no be was equal with God, as before
<< that Time bebad been beard to affert$  His Anfwer
< qoas this, I am equal with God.

<

n

[4

o

£

~

n

o

<c Pray, Reader, obferve, had this been true,
¢t that G. Fox had fo anfwered as the Szake {iys he
c« did in the Prefence of three Juftices, what need
cc was there for Marfhall and Altam to fwear it a-
¢c gainft him? Since the Juftices, if they had heard
cc 3t themfelves, might have convicted him thereof
¢« ypon their own perfonal Hearing, without other
«« Fvidence. Or how likely is it that Col. Z#7/#and
«c Thomas Fell, both Juftices upon the Bench at this
<« Trial, fhould fign a Superfedeas, which both of
¢ them did for his Acquittal, if cither of them had
¢ heard him fay the Words charged ? Or howcould
«« he have been difcharged for want of another Evi-
< dence, when his Adverfaries might have brought
« jn the three Juftices againft him, had it been
¢ ¢rue, that they had heard him themfelyes? But
<« pefides, there aretwo Lies in this Paragraph the
¢ firft is, Therewasnot any Juftice of the Peace,
¢« or Colonel named Tell. Secondly, G. Fox did
“ not anfwer, bat be was equal with God. But thus
¢ it was ; There were eight feveral Charges againft
¢¢ him, the fourth of which was, That be bad faid

13 /I-m
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