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Human Undefﬁanding,

Wri_tten by Mr. I .Lock-

i Whefem its Prmcnplcs with refﬁge;lce to

Morality, Reveal’d Religion, and the

Immortality of the Soul,, are Confi-
der’d and Juftify’d: In Anfwer to

~ Some

REMARKS on that hﬁ‘ay

_.......»— XY e e

Londan Prmted for Wib. Turner at the Angel
at Lm.-:alm- Inn Back-Gate, and Foln sz
near Stationers-Hall. 1702.
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N I Do not prefume to addrefs theIE P:;pers to
R

. To the Excellent My. Lock.
SR "

you as a Champion in your Caufe, but as

4% an Offender,: to make the beft Apology

. _ Tcan for a Bold unlicenc’d Undertaking ; that

i Excellence of the Effay of Himan Underftanding,

- which gave me Courage in encountring a Ca-

viller againft ity firikes me with Shame and

~ Awe, when I think of coming before you; like

a'Rath Lover, that fights in Defence of a La-

'+ dy’s Honour, the jufter his Caufe is, the more

- Reafon he has to fear her Refentment, for not

 Underftanding is a Publick Concern, wh:
. gone has a Right and Intereft to .d&@nd-? It came
- too late into the: World to be receiv’d without.
. Oppofition, as it might have. been in the firft

leaving it to affert it felf by its own Evidence,

- and the more it fecures him of Succefs againft

 His Adverfary, the lefs Pretence he has to her
F orgivenefls :  But, Sir, The _Eﬂﬁy of Human
which every

“Ages of Philofophy, before. Mens Heads were
‘prepofieft with imaginary Science; at leaft, no

| ‘doubt, if {o Perfect a Work cow’d have been pro-
. diucd {o Early, it wou’d have prevented a great

| el of that unintelligible Jargon, and vain Pre-
- tence to Knowledge of things out of the reach of
- ' Human Underftanding, which make a great part

- of the School-Learning, and..difufe the Mind to
-:.-,';-I__’lain;‘ andfolid Truth., - .= i
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But the Great Mr. Lock was referv’d for a
Curious and Learned Age, to; break iw upon this
Sanuary of Vanity and Tgnorance, and by fetting
Men on confidering firft the Bounds of Human
Underflanding, to help them ina clofe Purfuit of

True and Ufeful Knowledge - And is it poflible

for a Lover of Truthto be unmov’d, or filent-
1y fuffer any injurious Infinuations of fo Excel-
lent a Defign. ' :

Your Time, Sir, is too precious to be employ’d
in taking notice of them, you {till go on 1n tar-
ther defigns for our Advantage and Improve-
ment ; and whilit you labour in that Great End
to which yon were Deftin’d,  The good of Man-

kind, ’tis every. one’s Duty to be watchful for
. you, and zealous to fecure the Behefits you have >

already done us. |
>Tis confels'd, the vaft difproportion between

one of fo mean Abilities as the Author of this

Defence; and the Incomparable Mr. Lock, might
with Reafon have deter’d from the Attempt. But

T did not prefume to confider my {elf m any,
kind of Comparifon with him, I only obferv’d °

the Advefaries Strength and Thought (with Rea-
“fon and Juftice on my fide) I need mnot be dif-
courag’d to enter the Lifts with him ; AndIam

perfivaded, what I have done will leave him no

“caufe of Triumph, how much foever it is un-
worthy of you: I with, Sir, you may only find
it enongh worth your notice, to incite you to fhew
the World how far it falls fhort of doing Juftice to
your Principles, which you may do without i
ferrupting the Great Bufinefs of your Life, by 2
Work that will be an Univerfal Benefit, and
which you have giv'n the World {fome Right .t¢

| - ' | exad
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for exa® of yous; Who is there {o capable of pur- W !
ot fuing to a Demonfiration 1 101 I
[etting Grounds © Morality which yon have already b
Hl'fa.aﬁ made? Which on the Hints you have giv’n, 18 ;:-'
fiit of  impatiently expected | from you by many ‘who H
ofthle ~ lament the Great Need there is of 1t in this Ages b
§lot.  ThatConfideration,no doubt,will animateone who il
Fxel  has ever fhewn a carefil Zeal for the Advance- | 1

© ° ment of Practical Religion and I cannot but ]
ployd think a Man fo greatly qualify’d for fuch anUns
infa.  dertaking, was givn in Mercy to an Age in
prove. ~ Which 1t is mOTe than ever wanting, for never 4}
tEnd  any Age abounded like this with open Advo- \\
%  ates of Irreligion, upon’ pretended Rational |

i fo,  Grounds, To Tlence thefe unhappy Reafoners, i
i oations their Na- | {1¥

| haye by a De onftration of the Obligations |
y t\{re -. Iays upon them, 1s 2 Work worthy of the il
Hyeen Excellent Mr. Lock ; And perhaps the weaknefs | ll
f this of this Defence may fhew you, that thofe who i

ioht -mean well to Religion; have no little need of i
CBut  your Infruction; *n hopes of which, I have t4 4
_any, ~ ventur'd to Publifh thefe Papers, not without I
wevd.  much Apprehenfion and Awe of your Difpleafures |

\Rea . But Sir, m my Offence you muft perceive my |

e dif Zeal, and tho” 1 have not the Happinefs to be 1
1[ar ~ known to you, believe me with the Profound- ! 1
m I eft Refpect, | : ' ' o zg '
yﬁﬂ[ S”': i | I;'
ofher A g |

Hice { _ ' ~ Tour moft Humble,

out 11 , ; o L

>, by s -' - And moft Obedient Servant, JHIH
¥ ~ i
ght ¢
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S the Science of true Morality, is of the moft Uni-
A verfal and highsft Concernment to Mankind, no
 doubt, thofe Writers who effablifh it upon the
clearelt, moft obvions, and the moft [olid Grounds, do

the Beft Service. to Religion , which bas recerw'd

so Tittle prejudice,- by. the Attempts of [ome web-
mzaning Men to fupport it upon Metaphyfical Notions,

. wpon falfe or abjfrufe Reafonings : And as there ap-
. pears abéarty Zeal for fetting Men r'%;’t ot that great

Cancern, in all the Writings of the Lxcellent Autbor
of the Effzy of Human Underftanding, I krow o

Philofopber before bim that bas fix’d Morality upon
fo folid @ Foundation, as be gives many Hints of
“@n that E(fay, where ever the Subject will peymit 5 A
Foundation [ftrong enough to [atisfie the Wilef, and
plain enough to bz concesv’d by the weakeft Capacities.
And yet there bave mot heen wanting [ome, who-bove
‘tax’d that admirable E[Jaywith Principles prejudiczal,
or not [ufficient to thofe Great Ends, which ave evi-
ontly the main Scopz of all that Author’s Works
So hard it is for M, who bave been us'd to veceive
Touth ina particulsr Drefs, to know ber when firip’t

of thofz falfe Colours and borrow’d Ornaments, with
which fhe is too often difguis’dy at leaft, thisis the
woift I woid think of fuch Cuvillers, the moft fa-
vourable Fudgment that can be made of them, is that

t@ey
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D WILHELM LEIBNIZ BIBLIOTHEK

PREFACE

they. Bave eitber iflaken M. Lock’s Priiciples, ‘or
the tyue Grownds }f  Moralityy end write ot of oo
-srefzt»af‘ig

‘rance of bis,

piefs of thr o Biypochefis, or fge-

 But as there are mo Refle&ichs [o'weak or il grommi-

‘ed,, that: jome,ov.other may not be deceiv’d by, I bave

uman Underfanding' (whith

“met with two ar tb;?éeﬁi:bo,‘ifjaﬁ"‘réa‘dizrg fome Re-

marks on the Efay of

fell but lately into my Hands) concluded it contain’d,

very dangerous Principles, and without farther Exa-
mination, condeny'd the Effoy, having mever veady
or as they awnd, very little confder’d it 5 on which
accomnt, Jeveral who have a great vefpect for My.Lock,
bave wifl’'d be bad leifure to onfwer the Dificulties
obje&ed agoinft bis Principles by the Remarker 5 But
as I did not think them fhong enough to need fo great
a Havd to remove them. I perfwaded my felf Tmight
do jomethirg tewards it, which at firft I defigr’d only
for my ewn [atisfaction, and thoje few Friends who
bad [poke to me of them, But i examining their
Force I found them fo much grounded on Miffakes,

. ot only of the Principles the Auther contends againft,

but of the Foundation of thofe Grand Foints bhe
contends for, that it fell unavordably in my way to
make fome Refletions upon the True Grounds of
Morality, and the darger of effablifbing a Loint of
Jo great Concern as that, and the Inmovtality of -the
Soul, upon falfe or uncertain Hypothelis, which ba-

ving been frequently attempted, and by well defigiing
Men, made me think it might not be wmfeful to pub- 13111
 Iifh thefe Papers 5 And I hope, whatever may tend
%0 removing amy Prejudices againft a Book Sf A

fb grgat ﬂfé as tbe Eﬁky (af Human Underﬂ‘a:n - ;f‘l

ing,
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PREFACE; : |

ing, will be thought of fome Confequence to the Pub-
licky and tho’ I am far from pretending to bave [et i
the Principles I defend in all the Luftre they are ca-
- pable of, I doubt mot, that I bave [ufficiently (hewn

 the Weakue[s of the Objettions againft them, and |
M that all impartial Readers will eafily perceive, that, &
| whatever 15 defective in this Defence, can only C
e imputed to want of SFudgment in the Undertaker, :

| : .
i cgnal to the Tmtb and jlﬁzcg qf tbg Ca'd-g.. ST ..-l
i :
L b %,
—tl .-
R RATR |
\ WY %
| P'—zge 21 1. 32. dele the. p. 23.h 12, 7. the Veracity, of
: their, p- 74. % 7+ 7. to ML ' ;
it

it i % . . P . , F

/ , _GOTTFRIED WILHELM LEIBNIZ BIBLIOTHEK
S0 L L X Signatur: ZEN Leibn. Marg. 3:Lei 1
t . Marg. 3;Leibn. Marg. 3, [12] - - @m




V“INDICATION

, | Concermng : | |
i e Ak
1 2 Human Underﬁandmg JiF
5 _ ;. .; ;;; , .
) ’ S IS happy for Man]und when _ -l
* fE Men of an elevated Genms It
) - and uncommon Penetratlon, B
., | ~ have tooa truly Noble and i

B ,'Beneﬁcent Nature above any low par-
‘ticular Ends; and Refolute enough to en- fi

counter all the Oppofitions they muft

meet in an_unbyafs’d fearch  of Truth, {iill -

from thofe who having Wwith much i

- pains Imbib’d the Opinions of Re- |
verenced Authors, are unwlhng to unlearn A
|

~all their former - Knowledge to examine il
. ‘what they have been taught for firft Prin- il
- ciples notto be queftion'd, and lay afide gl
0 “their Sacred I j(i dixit. He who dares

B Attempt againft this eftablith’d Monar-

Y
B chy over Mens Judgments; muft be
[ B ook

: g YA i et Y iR
3= i
: % :
- LRy 4 & i\
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look’d on as a troublefome and danges |
rous Innovater; and needs a mighty Force  Puid
of Reafon and generous Courage, to a0
break through all the Prejudices of Men,  (atict
and free them from a willing Slavery: ' anda
To that united Force, we owe the excel-  that
lent Effiy on Human Underftandings, et
and to thefe Prejudices, all the Cavils a-~ 151
gainit it. - | | o M
When the Light of Truth Shines too  mel
clear and ftrong to be dire&ly Facd, 1k

the, only Shelter for thofe who would  hegl
- not feel its Force, is to {eek for far fetch’d deﬁgt
dangerous Confequences, fiippos’d Incon-  jeftd

fiftencies, with Revealed Truths,and My- them,
fteries of Faith, deduc’d by along Tran®  ~d
of Arguments, which engagingin an in-  fndf
tricate Difpute, {hades them with fome mat
pretence, for not Confefling the Splen- beih%
dor of that Truth, they cannot Encoun- Hea
ter, Inconfiftencies with Reveal’d Truths, I
when the real neceflary Confequence of  Orde
any Principles being fglrfﬁcient Proofs a-  «fianc
gamnft them, how Plaufibe foever they  thet
appear ; But Mr. Lock has {fo well Vin- ingt
dicated his Effay from thofe imputed to  theb
it, by the moft confiderable of his Op-  bed
pofers,that the reft cou’d only hopeto Tri-  judic
umph in his Negle&t of their Attempts,  {atisf
who by the help of fome Suppofitions,and ~ Tmf
many Mifiakes, have endeavour’d to  think
draw an Odium on that excellent Effay. and |
~The Remarker, whom I have now un-  cleif
der Confideration, m his firft Letter, ina

P 4« . defires to be inform’d how far all the it

Prin<  foun

ion. Marg. 3. [14] - 2 | S EEEN



~ Principles of that ingenious Eflay, ta-
- ken together; will give us a fure Foun-
. dation for Morality, Reveal’d Religion,
 and a future Life, which he doesnot find
- that they dos; What his Reafons, or ra-
s ther Diﬂ%’rulﬁést (as he terms them) are,
" ismy defign to confider, and endeavour
' to fatisfy. In his fecond Remarks, he
- mentionsan Anfwer of Mur. Lack’s, which
I have not Read, but fuppofe, by what
‘he quotes out of it, that it was rather
‘defign’'d to thew the weaknefs of his Ob-
jections, than to give a full Anfiver to
them, Mr. Lock, perhaps, thinking it fuffi-
t* Zient to {thew they required none; but X
find they are ftill of weight with the Re=
:  marker, his Second and Third Remarks,
+  being only Enlargments upon the fame
o affdeadsyi il g
I fhall therefore Fxamine them in their
Order, taking on each Head the Sub-
‘#anceof what I find relating 6 if in all
rhe three Remarks, that the Anfiver 1y«
= ng together, may be the mote clear, and
o :he better Confider’d; which; I hope; will
. e done by the Remarker, without Pres
i- udice; as it was Writ, Witﬁ. a defign to
g, atisfy him, andin a fincere Love of
d Lruth, to do Juftice to'a Book which, I

v e e — W " o -

i
f
2

LBt e T

to hink, removes the Obftacles to it,

nd fhews’ the Method of attaining it
p- learerand more effeCtually, and is Writ

. 0 an exatter Method than any before
ge' £, tovindicate it from a Defect in the'
in< ~oundation of Certainty, in thofe things
Bz whicht

g / GOTTFRIED WILHELM LEIBNIZ BIBLIOTHEK
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which are of greateft Concern to us .
which I doubt hot to do, "it being clear Ih
to me, that whatever we can know at all, pof
muft be difcoverable by Mr. Lock’s Prin-" o
ciples; For I cannot find any other way i
“ to Knowledge, or that we have any one @
Tdea not derived from Senfation and Re- 1
fection. But let us fee how thofe pomts * di
may be eftablift’d on them, for which 1
the Remarker doubts their Forces: and
frft of Morality, or Natural Religi-
on, of which, he thus begins:
iff. Bp.4i Asto Morality, we think the great Foun-
e dation of it, is the diftinion of Guod and
- | . Ewil, Virtue. ond Vice.—— And I do (
not find that my Eyes, Ears, Noftrils or ~
\ any other cutward Senfes, make any diftinéion
0}9 thefe things, as they do of Colowr's, Sounds,
. &c. —— Nor from any Ideas taken in from
i them, or fromtheir Reports, am 1 Confcious
| that Ido, or can conclude that there 25 [uch
- a diftinttion in the Nature of things. Inf
~2. I . 8 which Words, he fays, he thought he had
taken in enough to comprehend both
Mr. Lock’s Principles of Knowledge, Ser-
Jxion and Refletion, which 1 {hould not
| have thought, but fince he owns he de-
?‘ fign’d them to do fo, we will fuppofe:
.= both - expreft, and proceed with hati,
: | I allow that we may infer from Obfertation.
| _ enid Reafon, that fuch a diftinéion is ufes
| fulto Steiety, but both Philofophers and Di-
vines, you know, make a- more: Gmmutable
I and intvinfick DiffinGtion, which is that 1
eewmst make out from your Pranciples. ——=,

Thii
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et This Tam fure of, that the Diffindicn, fup:
dl, pofe of Gratitude and. Iugratitude, Frdelity
B e ond e, ond fuch
vay  gthers, isas judden without any Ratiocinztion,
%lz and as [enfible and peivcing, asthe Differmce
Re T feel from the Scent of a Rofe and Afla-teeti-
it * da. Onewould think herc, he were donbt-
ich  ing whether uponMr. Lock’sprincpleswe
and  can diftinguth Gratitude f:om Ingratitude,
ligt  Fidelity from Infidelity, &c. that 1s; fknow
" that breaking aTruft, is not kesping a

e Truft, € which (as all other Moral, .-
ad  Virtues, as Mr. Lock has thewn) are a f" i
I'di Collection of fimple Ideas, veceived from”* '
i _:t#f’ “Senfation and Reflection ; But {fsce he
% allowd above, that we can fiom Obfer-
nds,  vation and Reafon, infer fuch a Diftinétrcn
Gom  to be ufeful to Sceiety, and by confcguence,
o that we can by them perceive. fuch
fuch  aDiftinction, we will guels his meaning
"I™*  here, to be, that the perception of the
hal  Morality and Tmmorality of thefe thingsas
bot . as fadden.c. asthe differance be feels jromr }
Sa  the fcent of o Rofe, and Affa-fetida ; tho’
imw I donot know what it is, to perceve
& the Morality ard Tnmerality of thele thngs
pi  without any Ratiocination 5 Fuftice and D=
bt juffice, I think, depend vpon the sRights
g - of Men, ‘whether Natural, or eftablibn’d
4 by particular Societics, and therefore to
1D know what they are, i’ neceflary to. {
g koow what Right 15, which fure requires. A
hat fome RefleGion;, but toknow that rjrflice1s” U
Euil, without an Refletivn, feems tom g o
i  nomore than to Xuow that the term DHrju- !
| | l B 3 0 e,

! 2 |
) . i PV Al
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ftice, ftands for {fomething that we don’t
know, which is Evil; unlefs it will be
faid that we may know it to be a de-
taining any one’s Right, without know-
ing what Right is, which will be a very
infignificant Knowledge: But if the Re-
marker means that as foon as he knows
what it isto have a Right to a Thing, he
percerves, that to detain from a Man what
fie has fuch a Right to, is Evil, without
any tarther Reflection, I underftand him,
but fee not how it can be objected againft
the force of Mr. Lock’s principles, being
only a perception of the difagreement
of thefe two Ideas, of one Man’s ha-
ving a Right to a Thing, and another’s
having a Right to take it away : But this
only by the way. | |

Let us now Confider that for which
this fudden preception without Ratio-
cination is brought as a Proof, wviz.
That the Grounds of the Diftincton of
Moral Good and Fvil, is in the Nature
of the Things themfelves, abftract from the
good of Society 5 which is that he can-
not make out from Mr. Lock’s Principles. -
By which Diftin€ion in the Nature of
Lhings, if he means that without relpect
to Men, or to Society, tho’ Mankind
had never been, or never been defign’d,
Juftice, Gratitude, Fidelity, €7. had
been Good, and their contraries Fvil ;
I Confefs my feIf incapable of having
a Notion of thefe Vertues abfira& from
gny Subject, to conceive. For Example,
R ' that
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‘have any real Idea of them more ab-

{eems to me as Clear, that it canngt

&,
that it would have beep good to be
Faithful to a Truft, tho' there had ne-
ver heenany one to Truft, pr be Truft- i
ed : Nor dolIfind that the Aflertors of ¢ i
this Diffinction in the Nature of Things, Wl

firacted than I have, ‘which will appear
in Examining their particular Inftarices ;
I will take that which the Remarker , = p 26. |
sives, being one of the moft inconteft- |
ed Principles n Morality, Zhat it 15 a
wicked Thing, for a Man malicioyfly to kil
bis Friend, or bis Father, or any ather in-
socent Perfon.  The Truth of this, helays,
feems to bim as Clear and Eternal, as
any Propofition in Mathematicks ; and 1t

poifibly be Conceived at all, either True
or Falfe, in it felf, 7. e. wathout any Re-
lation to Man. I defire any ome, o try
whether he can Conceive if to be an
Frernal Truth, That tisa wicked Thing,
for a Man to kill his Father, or his Friend,
tho’ there had never been, or defign’d to
be, fich a Thing as Friend, Father, or
Man; but whether he can or.not, it will
il be a Truth as certain and immutable
as any Propofition 11 Mathematicks 5
No Mathematician that I know of;chgn_ks
it neceffary to eftablifh the immutability
of this Truth, That the three Angels
of a Triangle, are equal to two Right
ones ; To affirm that it is true, without
any relation to Angels or Triangles, e1-
“ther of thefe Propofitions are fithcient-
B 4 Iy

/
! 1) 4
" - "y ry - 4 .II I‘ |
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2 . p-22.  But here the Remarker’s Queftion Wi_]l'

. be declore This, or That, to be Szn, accor-

~and all Moral Evil, in Doing, Willing

.,
s

e

Iy eftablifh’d, if it is, and always muft
~be true, fuppofing thofe things to which:

it relates, to exift.

e

4 2
e
3 0
« [ r”
£
1LY
L
ult
T
4 i
)

be made, Upon what Grounds muft it 3
be {o? If Good and FEwvil, Vertue and
Vice; are mot fich in their own Na-
ture, they muft be [0 from the Abitrary Will
of God, and all Things are mdifferent, til]
ding to is Pleafure : That 18, he might if
he had {0 pleas’d, have made Veitue,
Vice s and Vice, Vertue : To which, I an- :
fwer, “That God having made Man fuch
aCreature as he is, it is as impoffible that
Good ‘and Evil thould change their re. .
{pets to him,as thar Pleafire can be Poin,
ana Luz Pleafur: whichno one in his Senfos
will ‘Affirm, and yet, I think, no Bo-
dy has fippos’d them “to be real Exi
nces, independent of any Subjeét 5
And if the Relation which Moral Good
and Evil has to Natural Good and E-

= AR

et S SRR e Bt

vil, were fufficiently obferved , there |
would beas little difpute abont the Na. |
*ture and Reality of Vertue and Vige - 1
‘Thofe who think they are only No- | 8
tions in the Mind, would be cofvinced
‘they are as Real as Natural, Good and (
Evily all Moral Geod confiftingin Doing,
Willing, or Chufing, ' for one’s [olf or

others, what ever is 2 Natural Good g

or Chl,lﬁng whatever is ‘a Natural E vil,
to one’s {elf or others. This, T doubt
ik 1not,

SAL

Rl s |
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1oty will apRear a full Deﬁmnon whcn
v Trydby every Inftance of Moral Goodand
E'ozl to allwho retlect on it; unlefs there
are any frho do not place 'the Perfecti-

~ onand Imperfetion, the Advantages and
+ Difadvantages of the Mmd m their Ac-

count of Natural Good or Evil - ; which 1
believe no Rational Man' will own, - :
And as thisunalterable Relation makes

- the Real and Immutable Nature of  Vir-
tue and Vlce undeniable; {o alfo from
thence it is plain, That' the Notaye of

» Man is the Grownd or Reaf: on of the' Law of
¢ Nature s 7. ¢ of Mora Goed am" Evil.
| BubiE G Remarker will rather Have 1t
that the Nature of theft things, 18 the
‘Reafon of the Nature of Man, 1hat they

are Eﬂ“entlal’*r in the Nature. of (mu,
which is the Rule of his Wi 0, and ac-

% cording to which he form'd ’\Lm Tet

1t be fo, as it is unqueftionable that he
cannot wﬂl any thing contrary to his
Nature ; But however 1he Mioral Attrg-
“butes of God, Goodnefs, Juftice, ‘€, are

m him ( who | Is Infi, mtely be: cyond the
reach of our narrow ‘Capacities ) This I

fay (which Mr. Eock has obferved of

. our Idea of their Infi mity) thatwe have

~ poldea of them, bt what carrics with
it a Refpect to their Objects, the natu ai

Good or Evil of  bis C:mirst s and we

| could have no Idea of them at all With-
out Reﬁe&mn upon our f.- lves for what-
ever is the O rigiral Standard of Good
and Evll it-is. plain, we have no No.

-k

t10n

s !
Al . I .
L Y | II
s J ‘ . b . e ] r s 3
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(10)
tion of them but by their Conformity,
or Repugnancy to our Reafon, and with
relation to our Nature; and that what
according to it we perceive to be good,
we afcribe to the Supream Being ; For
we canmot know that the Nature of God
is Good,beforewe havea Notion of Good ;
it muft be then by refle¢tng upon our
own Nature, and the Operations of our
Minds, that we come to know the Nature
of God; which therefore cannot be to s
the Rule of Goodand, Evilunlefs we will
argue in a Circle, that by our Notion of
Good,we know the Nature of God,and by
the Nature of God we know what is Good.
~ From whence it will follow, that the
Nature of Man, and the Good of Socie-
ty, are to us the Reafon and Rule of
Moral Good and Evil ; and there is no
danger of their being lefs immutable
on this Foundation than any other,whilft
Man continues a Rational and Sociable
Creature : If the Law of Nature
is the Produ&t of Human Nature
it felf (as the Great Grotuus {peaks)
it muft fubfift as long as Human Nature ;
Nor will this Foundation make it the lefs
Sacred, fince it cannot be doubted, that

it is originally the Will of God, whilft

we own him the Author of that Nature,
of which this Law is a Confequence.
If then in Mr. Lock’s way we can
perceive what is Conformable, or not,
to our own Nature, which cannot be
‘doubted 5 if by refleting on our felves,

we

Signatur: ZEM Leibn. Marg. 3;Leibn, Marg. 3, [22] - 10 m
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we can come to know the e muft be 5
Supream Being, the Source of i‘;}ﬂ’bﬂ'{é
a Sacred and Immutab Foundation ;7
Natural Religion on his Pi'iﬁ;’;i'p?es 5" This
being 2 plain and infallible Inferenice,
that the ‘Author of our ‘Being 'does oo
Fui.rgz thofe things of us to which ha has
fuited our Nature, and vifibly' anpexad

our Happinefs, which he ‘has made the
. necefflary  Motive of all our Actions;

for it is inconfiftent witl that Diyine

Wifdom, which ‘we fee has fitted ‘ali
other things to their oroper and ceftdin
End, to have for1n’k]_i'"ns"' afiet iR a
manner, that if' we employ thif T4,
culties which he has ‘oiven us, we cah-
not but judge that ' fiich things ure fit
to be done, and others to be “avoided,
and this to no end at all; Mudh lefs

- can we fippofe he has defign’d 'us (o

att contrary to the necefiary Motiveg
of our Adions, and Judgment of ‘our
Minds, ‘it being ‘a- Hat '--Cdiit’r::di&fdﬁ,
that Infinite Wifdom yid Power, thord
form' any of His*Works ‘5 difpropor-
tionate to their End. " " & andecfon
It will not 'he "much fiom the pur-
pofe here to take notice of the Folly of
thofe ‘Men, who ‘think to 151’@3‘?-:63‘;‘-’\&}1 &
Authority ‘of Religion by’ calling’ it 3
Politick Contrivance, eftablifh’d for ‘the
good of Government or Society s which
15 as much as t6 &y, it is the Tefs Obli-
gatory, becaufe it 1s' neceflary 5 ivh’érgzi_s__
o et M EibinineT 8 o et

o |

: o h Tt Al e T ot {1 r'r-;is"E{'?'R‘%‘

which he has hdm{rablfr thewn'; we have by |
e

1

i r

g
l i

i
s |
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Eaw to. Nature, which of

~ we cannot f{uppo
- Being can will any thing contrary to his
- own Nature 5 For if he con’d, the Rule.

e CRE B L
that very thing fhews it to be our in-
difpenfable Duty, and of Divine Autho-
rity, without any Revelation, fince the
Divine Workmanthip , FHuman DNature
cow’d not fubfift without its If they
cow’d prove it unpolitick. or diftructive
to Society, it wowd .be much more for
their. purpofe, for fich 2 Religicn muft
neceflarily be falfle 5 ‘nothing can be a

-

quence woi'd deftroy Nature. .
> But if any one thinks it better efta-

- blith’d on the Nature of God, I have
{hewn how we come to the Knowledge -

of it in Mr. Lock's way, by afcribing
to him whatever by its Conformity to

our Nature we percewe to be .Good 5
becaufe. we fee that we cannot admit

any Imperfection in the Supream Be-
ing, without a Contradition ( which
I {hall ihew in M. Lock’s Way, when

I come to the mext Head) and having

" by the Effec found out the Caufe, we

may then conclude the Nature of God
to be the Arch-Type of ours, becanfe
1% the moft Perfe@t

of that Will muft be fomething lefs Per-
feét than himflf, (for whatever 1s moft

Perfect is God) and therefore to will

‘any thing contrary to his own . Na-
ture; wowd be an Imperfection in him,
which to admit in the moft perfect
Being, is a Contradiction. Thus "(wherll

direct Confe-

T e S PR

w
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<13 )
1 have more fully thewn how we coma
by the Idea of Perfection in the Su-
pream Being) the Remarker may per--
* -~ ceive, that we can in Mr. Lock’s way, |
arrive to- the Origmnal Notion of in- ik
trinfick Holinefs, into which ’tis ulti- R, i
mately refolv’d, which he is fo much™ ™ F{ii
: concern’d to find, and that I hope will ll’;'
reconcile him to Mr. Lock’s Princi- 1
Plegiibon all A DU 1
“And if he will attentively examine |
his own without Prepoffeffion, if he |
will ‘trace his Idea of God, and of 1
~«~ Moral Good and Evil, to their firft
P - Source, I believe he will find he has |
no other Principle of Knowledge than ]
Mr. Lock 5 and that the Miftake lies; in
that being taught Truths after they are
d.iﬁ:‘over’i and finding them agreeable
to our Reafon, we immediately affent-
to them, without refle¢ting how - they
> were firft found out, and are apt to
conclude thofe things which we find
firft 1n our Enowledge, to be the firfk
Principles of Knowledge; tho’ they were
proceeded to by -many Steps and De-~'
grees, and were the laft eftablifh’d in-
the Difcovery. ©@ - °
But the Remarker will 6bjet’ that
Mr. Lock does not eftablith Morality
upon the Nature 'of Man, and the Na-
ture of God, but feems 1o _ground his De- , p ol
monflration wpon - Future Puwnifhments and = " 1
- Rewards, ond uwpon the Aibitrary- Wil of
- the Low-Giver 5 and be does not think thefe
i  the

o
<
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the_firft. Grounds of Good. and Evil. T4

which I anfwer, Firft, fuppofing it werg

fQ; .-th,é‘ qﬁeﬁhon is not what Mr. Lock

thinks, but what may be, prov’d from

; his Principles. But fecondly, I fay that

A

o .

L ]

Ir. Lock “does ground his. Demonfira-
tion upon .the  Natire of God and Mayn;
as will plainly appear by his exprefs
words, which are thefe. The Idea of
. Supream Being, infimite in Power, Goodnefs

and Wifdom, whole Workmanhip we_ are,

and on whom we depend 5. and the Idea of
our felves, as_under[landing Rational Crea-
tyres, being [uch as are clear in us, wowd,
L fuppofe, 2f . dily confider’d and_purfu
afford  fuch Foundations of our Duty and
Rules of Aéion, as might place. Morality
among the Sciences capable of Demonftra-
tzon., Nothing can be clearer than this
and in all thofe places which, the Re-
marker quotes out. of Mr. Lock, where
he {feems to eftablith Morality upon the
Wﬂl of God, and Rewards and Puwmfhments;
he-is {peaking of it as it has the Force

of aLaw :; and the Remarker cannot de-

" ny; whatever he thinks, the firff Grounds.

of Good and Evil; or however clearly wé
may fee the Nature of thefe things, we
may  apptove - or condemn them, but
they can ofily ‘have the_ Force of 2
Law tous, confider’d as the Will of the
Supream Being, who can, and’ certamly

will Reward the Compliance with, and
Punifh the Deviation from that Rule’

which'

}3
dy

Y
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which he has made knowable to us by | ‘
the Light of Nature. | [ gty i

-But that we can only know. thefz’ i
things to be his Will by their Confor-
mity to our Nature, and that therefore’ i
they cdnnot be Arbitrary, I have before |
{hewn ; .and that he wiﬁ Punifth or Re-
ward us according to our Obedience op
Difobedience to it, is a confequence of
his Nature ;. {o that, tho’ Mr. Lock fays
that the Will of God, Rewards and Pu- _
nithments, can only give Morality the |
Force of a Law, that' does not make
them the fiift Groinds of Good and E-
vil, fince by his Principles, to know -
what the Will of God is ( antecedently -
to Revelation) we muft know what Is
Good by the Conformity it has to ou
Natures by which we come to know the
Nature of God, which therefore may be
to him the firft Ground or Rule of Good 5
tho’ the Wikl of God, €9¢c. can only en-
force it as a Law. =~ | .

I cannot here omit to take notice of

a Queftion the Remarker asks on this .
Subject 5 How, pray you, upon thefe 2. R. pi32.
Principles, do you preferve the Diftin.
¢tion (that good old Diftinétion, which
1t may be you defpife) of Bomum Utile,
and Horeftwm 2 In your way, either the

Parts are Coincident, or Bowmm Utile, 15
fuperionr  to Bomwm Homeffum. Ty 4

fraid the Remarker will have hard
Thoughts of me, if I {liculd fay I do

not




el rl:.l ;I £ 28- i T g '
Sedl | true Tonch-flone of Moral Rectitude, cand:

e as Duties or Sins; they ave ‘hike to. pro<.

' ( 16 ) T
| not like his good old Diftinétion, and.
J that I think the Parts are Coincident 5 #
i I know not whether he will have a bet- -50,
Il ter Opinion of me, when I tell imT. | ¢
g do not mean it in the way which hem-- “
jurioufly. infinuates to be Mr. Lock’s, but .
: that mnothing can. be truly Profitable,.
that is not Honeft. ' However, mnot. to.
il cavil about Words, this I am fure of b
Er that there.is' no Ground for the Re-.
it markers, Refletion . in ‘thofe Principles *
i which he-is diffatisty’d with, viz. That:
| morally Good-and Eotl, is'the Conformity
Lbe ov.Difagreement of our Attons to the Divine:
I- 22 Lo whichMr. Ldckfays 75 the. only~

L

1 A

judge of the moft confiderable Moral Good
or. Evil of their Afons; that is, mhether

s
>

ﬂj that: by comparing themto this Law, Men:

il cure them Happine[s or Mifery from. the !
i | Hands of the Aimighty.  Upon.thefe Prin--
it | ciples” Bowwm Utile, can never be Supe-:
il | : fior to Bonum: Honeffum 5 in M. Fock’s
il | Way, till the Remarker. can fhew hiny:
‘ <20 o Jfome Moral Evil, that is not contrary.

to the Divine Law, ot a Way to ef-
cape the Hands of the Almighty, when

we difobey him. ONPad v ar N’
il | " What has been faid, will be fufficient.

' to anfiver all that the Remarker has
il | faid directly on this Point;: but.what.
e | further concerns.it, of Natural: Confci-

ace, and. the Proofs. of. .the"f]k’!oml__{ﬁtrz?
Nt ntes

, |
. |
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butes of God will be confider’d in their
order, whichleadsus to the fecond Head,
of which the Remarker. =~
 As to Reveal'd Religion, my Diffculty is 1f.Rppé6.
only this, how it can be provd from your
P anciples, that the Author of the Revela-
. tion is veracious 3 and p. 7. to effablifh the
certaintyof Reveal’d Religion, we muft know
the. Moral Attributes of the Divine Nature,
fuech as Goodnefs, Fuftice, chlz'izje/}, and
particularly Veracity.  Now thefe 1 am not
able to deduce from your Principles. Tou
have prov'd very well an Eternal _A4ll-Power-

" Jful and All-Koowing Being : but, &c. The
@/, Remarker, it {eems, does not dfind

what Mr. Lock fays, after he has very

‘well prov'd an Eternal, moft Powerful,

and moft Knowing Being 5 That from this gy g,

Idea duly confider'd, will eafily be “deduc’d ¢. 1. 5.6

all thofe other Attributes we ought to af-

cribe to this Eternal Being 5 the Remarker

18 mot able to do it, tho to help him,

Mr. Lock {ays, be may be afbam’d to have

vais'd [uch a doubt as this, Viz. whether an

Infinitely Powerful and Wife Being be vera-

cious, or no, wnlefs be coucludes Lying to be

no Mark of Weaknefs, and Folly. AsIfind o4, 2,05,

in his Words repeated by the Remarker,

which he complains of, asmz[reprefenting,

and perverting his Senfe s The Queftion is

not ({ays he) whether God be veracious, but -

whether, according to your Principles, be can

be prov'd to be fo. Anfw. But the Que-

ftion 1s, whether an Infinitely Powerful, and
: C Wile.

GOTTFRIED WILHELM LEIBNIZ BIBLIOTHEK.
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S thigis an abfurd Queftion, whether the
 Veratity of God can be prov’d from his
‘Prineiples, if Falfpood is_allow’d to. be
YaMark of '_W’éqkfz%ﬁ and Folly, for then it
“which' he-has prov’d. of Difinite Wifdom
L5l Pty § b A Kalow ho Better way
‘of proving. any thing, than.by pr

‘ny’d without aContradiétion 5 . So ‘that
Mr. Lack has not perverted. the Remar-|
“Ker's Senfe,. for he cannot avoid this Di-
“lemma, *Either he concludes  Falthood, .

SbaRh

Wit Biing, is vevacions o w0, for fich a
‘Being, M. Lock has very well prov'd,. as

 the Remarker owns, o that '-tﬁe‘Qoi\ib'tn A
" 'muft be, whether, as ficch, he muft be ve-

“racious 'y For if tfle Remarker allows V-
ocity to be a Confequence of Dufimite
Power and Wifdom, the Veracity of God:
‘is‘prov’d by Mr. Lock’s Principles’; and

canmot poffibly be admitted in 2 Being

e T

f i
‘Principles .upon ‘which it cannot be de-

Fo bR AR OF Poukibs aid SFA r
"Be' dbes ot 5 if siot, then Mr. Lock as
Tightly  reprefented” his Senfe ;. 1" “he
“dods, " then this is'an abfurd ' Queftion,
‘whether one who has' prov’d an- Infi-
nitely” Powerful and Wife Being, can

«prove he is not Falfe.' "

< But this 1s. not fufficient for tﬁé_ Ré—'.

ERER it 2 B mdess

N S O 0% TSP — = = J o - B =y = = T

‘marker, he is ot able to deduce one At-| 4

“tribute from another ;5 Let us fee then
what 1s his way to know the Moral

Attributes of God, whichhe tells is this,

‘he oftvibes Veracity to' God, beconfe'it 7s
: 3 - : a
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a Perfetion. But from what Grounds.
does he conclude, that whatever 1s a
Perfetion muft; be in God? Will he fay,
that it 1s a Principle imprinted on. the
Mind, without any RefleCtion ; that s,
we clearly fee that God muft be Perfect,
we don’t know why ; or will he not.
rather fay, That the want of any Per-.
tection, wow'd imply either that he does
not know what is Beft, or cannot at-
tain it, and therefore 1s inconfiftent with
Infinite Wifdom, and Power? Or that to,
fuppofe there may be a Being of Greater
Perfection than the  Supream Source of
Ydw~ all Being, is a grofs Contradiétion ? I o

7 believe, it he reflects attentively on the @
vip Progrefs of the Mind: in the Knowledge
dde of God, he will find Perfection is not
firft m our Notion of him, (as an in- g,
genious Author has fhewn) but that ha- i fin and
ving difcover'd a firft Being, the Source weiiion
ood~ of all others, and what attributes, we
o5 muftneceflarly aferibe to him as fud
bhe we perceive that to admit any Imper-
fection in him, would be a. Contradi-
Hon -Ction to our firft neceflary Conceptions

nf  of him; which Mr. Lock has eftablifh’d -
‘¢ o his Way, . and tells us' that from
B8 e, all b other Attibutes will aflly
A But this will not fatisfie the Remar-
e ker; unlefs Mr, Lock tells us what, is to 1f-Rop. 8-
ol be, underffood by Perfeltion in his -Ways
s bow it 1s devivd. from the Senfesgrand how

v 0l

é ; N T
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it includes Veractty. The Remarker ig
very apt to forget, that Mr. Lock
has” another Principle of Knowledge,
which he calls Refletion, or he thinks
it infignificant ; perhaps it may be {o as
to his purpofe, but happening to be
ferviceable in the prefent Enquiry, I

- ey ey

L 2N

take leave to remind him of it, that | |

we may confider how far it will help |

us to the Idea of PerfeCtion.

But firft, I obferve that we have no
adequate Idea of Perfetion; but per-
ceiving in our {felves fome Powers and
Facultzes, as of Knowing, Willing, Mo-
ving, &c. and of particular Actions, and
General Abftra¢t Ideas, that {fome are
congruous;, and others repugnant to each

other, and to our Reafon; we know that |

fome thingsarebetterthan others ; and from
every thing about us,and within us, we
may learn that the vaftly greater part of

them efcape the extent of our Power, |-

Knowledge and Goodnefs, from whence
we conclude thefe things may be far
more extenfive, ev’n to all that can ex-

~ift. And the higheft poffible Degree of

thefe things, which we find it better to
have, than to be without, that we call

Perfeciion; which to have an adequate |
Idea of, we muft comprehend the Exi- |

ftence of an Infinite Spirit. But we can-
not add any thing to make up this Idea,
which we do not find in our felves, on-
1y the Degrees, which we perceive muft

Signatur: ZEN Leibn. Marg. 3:Leibn. Marg. 3, [32] - 20 @ EEE
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be afcribed far beyond our Meafires. to
that Being from which we receiv’d al’
our Powers and Faculties, and~bez whofe
Wifdom, Power and Goodnefs, all things

. exift 5 for Perfection is only the higheft

Degree, or the beft Manner of poffible
Exftence, and that the Eternal Source
of all Being, muft exift in the moft Per-
fect Manner pofiible, cannot be doubted,
for there cannot be a greater Abfurdity,
than to fuppofe there may be a more
Perfeét Bemg, than the Eternal Source
of all Being, Thus we {ee how the Idea
of Perfettion, fiich as we have; may -be

" deriv’d from Senfavion and Refledion, and

any one who confiders  it, - will find,
that he has no pofitive Idea of it}
and that there is nothing in'that Tdea
which he has, but- what the Objeéts
without him, , or the Faculties he per«
cetves 1n himfelf, have furnifh’d him

qqqqq

with ; and that therefore it is needlefs -

o feek for any other Original of it. =

~ Having now got the Idea of Perfe-

‘étion, in" Mr. Lock’s Way, and fonnd

that 1t muft neceflarily be aferib’d to' the
Eternal Source of all Being, we muft
next confider the other part of the Re-
marker’s Queftion, How it includes Ve-

“racity, which™ he is the mmore concerned

to know, becaufe he fays, not only the

Truth of the Revelation, but alfo of " our
Faculties in other things, depends upon the
Veracity of their Author. And here he

muft

1.R.p8.




muft give me leave to ask him, upon-

what grounds Veracity is to himaPer

fection. He will not {ay becaufe God

is veracious, (tho’ the Nature of God,

is to him the Rule of Good) for he af-

cribes Veracity to God, becaufe it is a-

Perfection, and he does not approve of

arguing in a Circle. . Heanuft then know |

that Veracity 1s a Perfection from fome

other Rule, and here I am afraid he will

be involv’d in a a great Difficulty, for

the Truth of ouwr Faculties, he fays, de-

gtmds | gpon the Veracity of thewr Author,

ut before he can know the Veracity

of their Author, he muft be fure that '
Veracity is a Perfection, fince ’tis only = /

as fuch he does, or it can be afcrib’d

to him; now by whatfoever means : he |

perceives it to be {0, how can he be cer- | «

cain that the Faculty by which he re- |

ceives that Information, does not deceive

him? For unlefs he is certain, that Ve-

racity 1s a Perfetion, he cannot be cer-

tain that God is veracious, nor therefore

of the Truth of his Faculties ;, He muft

then remain in doubt, whether God is

wveracious, unlefs he can know it with-

out the help of his Faculties, that is,

‘without the Power or Capacity of know- | °

1ng it or he muft fuppofe the Truth of

his Faculties without any Proof. If |

. that 1s not a firft Principle not to be

© . doubted of, I fee no defence againft an
“ancurable Septicifm, we cannot argue
: . ’ Or.

-

| i} .
! i |
} i
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“culties depends ‘upon 'the Veracity of
- their Anthor, fince he muft take it upon
“the Credit of thofe Faculties." "Let him
-doubt the Truth of his Faculties as much
“as he will, if he affirms any one thing,
.in that one he muft believe them' upon
“their own Evidence ; and {ince he could

“not truft them in other things, till he was
_certain of their Veracity of"the Author
“whatever Principle- he eftablithes ‘that
“Certainty upon, he muft rely upon the
Evidence of ‘his Faculties for the Truth
of that Principle,which hé tells usis this,

2

Tbét’ Veracity is o’ Perfedtion,” and' confe-

guently ‘myt belong ‘to ihe Native. of God.
‘For which Propofitions we m:;tiy there-
fore conclude, he was contented to fup-

pofe the Truth of his Faculties 5 and he

cannot deny Mr. Lock the fame Priviledge,
“til1 he can'fhow him fome way to Know-

“ledge without their help.

' In the mean time there can be but two
“waysof knowing that Veracity'is'a Per-
‘fechion, either it is an innate Principle,
‘originally Imprinted onthe I/ind s (which
I thall not endeavour to confute, Mr.Lock
‘having done it fufliciently. nor 1s"it need-
‘ful tomy Purpofe.) ‘Let that be the Re-
‘marker’s Way of Knowledge if he' plea-
{es,) fince he muft no lefs rely upon the
Truth of his'Faculties, in that'way than
L .- any

ainft any thing, and the Re- .
narker ‘cannot know that ' his Pofition.
is true, viz. That the Truth of otir Fa-

ift. R. p.7.
2d Roprl 80
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any other, (it being impoflible for God
himfelf to make any Impreffion on us,
-without giving us a Faculty whereby to
receive it.) - But let us fee whether it is
difcoverable in the other way, whi ch muft
be Mr. Lock’s of Senfation and Reflection.

1 fuppofe the Remarker does not doubt, .
hat in thisway we can diftinguith Truth

from Falthood, 7. e. know that things are
as they are, appear, as they appear, and

that doing a thing, differs from not do-
ingit, that an Apple, for Example 1s not

a Horfe, that Pain, is not Pleafure, and

that performing our Promife, is not break-
ing it ; or that reprefenting things asthey

are, or as they appear to us, and per-

forming our Promife, z.e. Veracity, s

more agreeable to our Nature, and Bene-
ficial to -Mankind, than the contrary
which how far to us the Rule of Good
and Evil, I have before {hewn, and thall

only add here, that if in Mr. LocK's
‘Way we can know,, that what is Benefl- -

cial to Mankind, is better than what 1s
deftructive to it 5 that Happinefs is bet-
ter than Mifery, that Power and Know-
ledge 1s better than Impotence and Igno-
rance 3 if we may truft our Faculties in
difcerning Truths, as {enfible to usas our

own Exiftences it cannot be doubted, that

in his Way we can be afflir'd that Vera-

city isa Perfection, till fome other Rea-

fon of Falthood can be imagmn'd, than

Ignorance, Impotence, or willing Evil for

ite
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its own fake, which canriot be conceiv’d poffibe | l
to chufe or prefer Evil, as Evil, being no lefs 3 e
Contradiction than 10 judge that to be beft,
which we know to be Worft.. - ' i
. And the Remarker could not have been at a i
lofs how to deduce this, and all the other Mo- 8
ral Attributes of God, from Mr. Lock’s Princi- il
ples, if he had carefully cenfiderea his Dif- i
coutfe of our Idea of God, where he {hews that | -
1t 1s made up of the fimple Ideas we buve veceived N

from Senfation and Rcfﬁ?é?z'on, by putting together B. 2 .23, n !
all the Qualities and Powers which WE CXPETITICNE [ 53 24 Ui
inowr [elves, and find it better to bave, than to be [ .,
without, and enlarging every one of them with our i1k
ldea of Infinity 5 to which place I refer the Re- |
. marker, and if he can by Reflection, find Vera- |
- city, Juftice, and Goodnefs, among the things
" that it 4 better to have than to be without, 1 hope
(with what I have faid) it will help him to de-
duce thofe Attributes of God from Mr. Lock’s
! “Principles ; which will fatisfy - him that they
give us a {ure Foundation for Natural and Re-
vealed Religion ; by which we have a full affu-
... Tance of a future State. - The Remarkers Third

| Fead of Enquities, which we are next to Con-
| Tiders Vi A

—
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. That the Immortality of the Soul is on-
ly highly probable by the ligh: of Nature,
none can deny who believes that Apoftle
by whom we are told, that Life and
- Immerality is brought to  Nght by Jefus
i +Chrift through the Gofpel, Why then 1is it
' obje&ed againft Mr. Lock’s Principles, that they
© giveus no certainty of the Immorrality of the

. Soul without Reveélation 2.By what other way
can we be certain of any thing thac is only
highly probable by the Lightof Nature ? Which
1s all that can be prov’d by any Principles, and
o far Mr+ Locks’ will go,as I doubt not to make
appear, Bur farther % fhall thew, that there ig

D nothing
?—.m—- I e e e =
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nothing in his Principles, which at all weakens i
the main Proofs of a Future State, fo that if
they are thou ht to amount o Demonftration, ﬁ
they have no lels Force .nd Evidence uponhis - |
Principles, which will leave no pretence on this 1‘.’
sccount againit them 3 as will plainly appear in f:
examining the Remarker 's Objeétions. ;
You [uppofe (tays he) that the Sonl may be [ome-
simes abfolulely withont Thoughts, of one bindor | * &
other 5 and alfo, thar God may, if be pleafes (for I’;'
any thing we know by the Light of Nuture) give or hl
bave giv'n,to [omeS)ftems 0 Matter aPower t0con- j
ceive and think. Dponthefe two Suppofirions, I conld | ¢
not make ont any certaninProof of the Immortality | ”"i
- of the Soul, and am apt to think it cannot bedone. | ¢
As to the firft of thele Obieétions, 1 confels | | )
I do not fee of what Conlequence ic is at ¢ 4
all to the Proofs of the Immortality of the | t}:,
Soul 5 do they depend upon the contrary F .
supofition, that the Soul always thinks? If they _“;
do, proofs upon a Suppofition have a very un- ? |
fute foundation 3 but let it be granted, that 1t v
is ever fo clearly prov’d that thinking is necef- fZ’?
fary to the Souls Exiftence, that can no more ’hf"
prove that it fhall alwaysExift, than it proves i
thatit hasalways Exifted ; it beingas PO ible 84
for that Omnipotence which from nothing tha
2ve the Soula Being, to deprive it of that Be-|
¢ng in the midft of its moft vigorousR efletions, | wh
25 in an utter Sufpenfion ofal! Thought. If then lels
this Propofition, Zhat_the Soul always think:,l the
does not prove that it is Immortal,the contrary, the
Supofition takes not away any proof of ir, for 4
it is no lefs eafy to conceive that a Being which g
has thePower of Thinking with fome intervals L
of Ceffation from Thought, that has Exifted
here for fome time in a Capacity of Happinefi 4
or Mifery, may be continued in, or reftoredte.
the fame State, in a future Life, than that )
Being which always thinks, may be continued E

g
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in the fame State, but to do the Remarker all
the Juftice, and give him all the Sacist: &0 1
can, I fhall exaniine the Subftance of whar. he
“has Objeéted againft Mr. Lock’s Affertion, with-
out entring farther into the Dupute than may
ferve ro fhew whether it is of any Confequence
for, or againit the Immortality of the Soul,
" Mr. Lok ays, Men do not ¢ i1k §n lonndSlecp
* and hisR eafon 1s,becaufe they are notConferousof.
it, and ’tisa Cortradiétion to fay a Man thiuks;
but is not Confeions of 1t; thinking confifting in
that very thing of our beingConfcious of it, Lip=
on which Suppofition,the R emarke: canuor make
ont any eertain Pﬂff of the Immortality of the Sosls
I {uppofe Mr. ock did not defign it a Proof
of the Immortality of the Soul, but let us fee
whether it weakens any Proof of it; which
. the Remarker thould have fhewn, but inftead
of that propofes Difficulties, which that Suppo- ¥
1tion involves him in, and begins with this No~ i
table one, I wonder hew Yyou can obferve that youy
Soxl fometimes does nor think ., for when you do ob. i
ferve it you think, If a Man conld think, and nos |
" think, at the fame time, be wmight be able to make e W
Wg*rbix Obfervation. This revers'd, may be an Ar- -
gument of {ome Force indeed,but to conclude
. that my Soul does not alw ays think, ’tis {uffici-
, ©€nt'to know that there has fome time paft in
. whichI was not Confcious thar I thought ; un- ;
. lefs we will allow that theSox/ may think,when r

B BES =R
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o the Man does not, which is plainly to make 3 it
°% them two Perfons, as Mr. Lock has thewn * P, Fﬁz‘;f - i
6 44 and 45.in which the Remarker {ays phe; Aumantr. i
i does *not nuderftand what thar difconrfe abont the i
\  Hdenity, or non Ldenity of the fame Man, [leeping * lﬂ‘f R. |
and waking, and abont Cafkor and Polux, aimes af, 0~ 14 |
andtends to. A Difcourls about the non-Ide
%ty of the (ame Man, would, I confels, be ve-
ty hard to underftand ; but I find no fuch in
that place, or any other of Mr. Lock’s Eflay ;
1€ does not trifle ac that rate, as to talk of the

Jame

e
s
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s e Mar’s not being the fame Man., He fay

ji%ldeed,' that 7f the Soul car whilft the Body*!

ceping, have its Thinking and enjoyments apart,
ﬁbﬁb‘%he Man # ot at all Confcions of, bis Soul
swben be [leeps, and the Man confifting of Body

* and Soul, when he waking, are two Ferfons.

And he farther illuftrates the fame thing in his
Difcoutfe of - Caftor and Polux, which if it be
thought abfurd to affert, 'tis not hard to
find what that Difcourfe aims at, ¢.&- to
{hew that {uchan abfurdity will follow from
this fuppofition, That the Soul thinks when

'the Man 1s not Confcious of it. But

whatever that Difcourfe aims at, of what
Confequence can it be to the Immortality of
theSoul, fuppofing it does 7o always think2That
the Remarker {ays nothing of, But it will not
be improper here to rake notice of an Inference
he draws from it in his (econd Remarks; That
Mr. Lock does not think the Soul a Permanent
Subjfance diftin& from the Body. Z%is (fays he)

(eems to be the Suppofition you go #po, when yos |

queftion whether a Man waking nd [leeping With-
Sut Thoughts be. the fzme Man. If tiere be JHill

the [ame Sonl, the [ame permanent Subftance, Ifee |

#0 room for shat Kueftion, or Doubt, which yon
wabe. Here the Queftion is again turn’d, not
only from the fame Perfon to the {ame Man,
but to {leeping withont Thoughts, from {leep-
ing with Thoughts, that he is not confcions of,
which are very different Cafes as to this Que-
{tion, tho’ much the fame indeed, as to the
thing ic felf, but that the Remarker won’t al-
low. But perhaps he takes the Sox/, Man and
Perfon, to fignifie the fame thing, and fo they
may tohim ; every Manhas the Liberty to make
his own Words ftand for what Idea he pleafes;
but when he argues azainft the Opinion of an-
other, he muft confider ‘in what Senfe thofe

Terms are usd by that other, and inthat Senfe |
¥ ; 03 G E . b1 Oppdéi
Pkl
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oppofe him, otherwife he fights with his own
Notions, ‘and not his whom he feems to difpute

with. - And ’tis imfoﬂible to read Mr. Locks

Effay with the leaft Atcention, and not know
that he does not ufe thofe three T
and the fame Signification 5 which if the Re-
marker had confider’d, he cou’d not have {o
much miftaken Mr.: Zock, ‘or found fuch Diff-

. culties in his Difcourfe. 1f Mr. Lock had under-

ftood by the So/, Man and 'Perfon the fame
thing, he wou’d never have made fuch a Que-
ftion, whether the Soa/ thinking apart, what
the Az is not at all confcoius of] were ot a
diffinct Perfon, {rom the Mun; which wou'd be

juft the fame thing as to ask, whether the Soul

thinking apart, what the Soul is not confcious

of, ‘be not a diftin& Soul from  the Soul - Bug
underftanding by Perfor as he does Self. Con(ci-

onfnefs, and by Min the Soul and Body urnited,
he may quettion whether the fime Sonl, the

Jare permanent Subftance, thirking apart from.

the Body; in found Sleep, what the waking Man

is not confcious of, whether that sncommunica

ble Confeionfne(s does not make the Souland the

Man confilting of Body and Soul, two diftin&’
Perfons; = Perfonal Identity, confifting in the

fame Confcionfnefs and not in the fame Subftance,
for whatever Subftance there is, without Con-
fesonlnefs there isno Perfons Confeionfnefs there-
fore and'not. Subffance, making a Perfon, the
fame Confcioufnefs muft make the fame P

ces ; -and no farther than the fame Confciouf-
nefls extends, can there be the {ame Perfon,
but whereever there is two  diftint incommun-
cable Confcionfneffes, there is two diffin& Per-
fons, tho” inn the fame Subftance. “Shgr 1
~ But farther, not only’ Mr. Zock’s Queflion,
may‘be made, fuppofing the Soul a Zifins? per-
manent.Suftance, but he cou'd nor make it upon

i ey : any

erms in one -

_ Per-
{fon,whether in the fame,or in differentSubffan-’

e i

I——
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any other Suppofition. with the leaft Senfe, to
his purpofe, which is to confute this Opinion,
that  he Sez/ thinks, in found Sleep, when the
Mn is not confcious of it; now what manner
of Argument T pray wou'd this make2

If the'Soul thinks when the Man is not confci-
ous of it,the Sox! and the Min are two Perfonsk

‘But the Soul not being 'a permanent Sub-
ftance, may make two Perlons, Ergo, The Soul
cannot think. when the Man does not, becaunfe
thatmakes them two Perfons, the Sum of which
is, the Soul cannot think apart, becaufe it can.

But if this Aflercion, that the Soul and the
Man are two Perfons, implies, that it is‘not a
permanent Subftance, let thofe look to it who

fay, that the So#l thinks when the Adan is not.

confcious of i, fiice ’tis only a Confeguenc of
that Suppofition, but can no way congcern: Mr.

_ -
Lock, who denies that Suppofition,  Bub the

Remarker is to be excus'd for making an mfe-!
rence fo inconfiftent with the defign of that

Difcourfe, fince he confefles he does netun=,

derftand what it tends to, and perhapsonly
ventur'd at a fhrew’d guefs to provoke a clear-
er Account. And indeed, the beft Conftruéti-
on I can make of the Remarker’s writing againtt
Mr. Lock’s Effay, is, that he underftands very

little of it, {o groundlefs are the Difficulties he

makes, and his Confequences fo wrong. This
I am {ure, no Man that means well, if’ he un-
derftands any rhing of what Mr. Locx fays up-
on this Subjeét, that Men think not always, can
from thence infer, that he does not think the
Sou! a permanent Subftance, for it is plain, all
the Difficulties he finds in fuppofing the Soul
does always think, arife only from its being in
a {leeping, and waking Man, the fame perma-
nent Subftance. Why elfe does he find 1t /o ve-
ry bard to be conceiv’d, that the Soul in a ﬂ;eping,
Man, [bow d this moment be bufic a thinking, azd

; tne
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the wext moment in @ waking Man, not remeniber)
nor be able vo recollect one jot of all thofe Thoughts 3
Why, does he think it ftrange, if the Sonl bas
Ldeas of its own, that it dersv'd not from Senf-
tion or re{kﬂion, that it fhow'd never in its pri-
vate thinking, retain any of them, the very moment
5t wakes out of them, and thenmake the May glad
with new Difcoveries > Qr why does he call it an
Abfurdity, to make the Son/ and the Man two
Peifons? There is nothing ftrange or abfurd in
all this, if the Soul in a (leeping and wakizg Man
be not the fame permanent Subftance.

I hope what has been faid, is fufficient to -

help the Remarker’s underftanding in that Dj-
{courfe of Mr. Lock's which fo much puzled
him ; and then I am certain he cannot appre-
hend it of any confequence to the Immortality
of the Soul, {uppofing it does nor think , when
the Man is not Conftions of it. 1 now proceed
to his fecond Difficuity :

1 do not underftand (fays he) how the Sou! if 1f.Rpo.
[boe be at any time utterly withont Th houghts, what
3 15 that produces the firft Thought again, ar the
end of that unthinking Interval ~ And what then 3
Muft we therefore conclude it cannot be done 2
If that be a good Argument, we muft deny
- the moft common and vifible Operations in
Nature. Do you underftand bow your Soul
thinksat all 2 How it paffes from one Thought
to another2 How it preferves its Treafure of
Ideas, to produce them ar pleafure on Qccafi-

ons2 And recollects thofe it had notin a long
time Refletted on? How it moves your Body,
or is affected by it 2 Thefe are Operations which
{uppofe you are not fo Sceptical as to
doubt of, nor yet pretend to underftand how
they are done : And fince we are certain thar
the Soul is affeéted with all the confiderable
Changes of the Body, that it is Sick, and in
Pain, and unable to perform its Funétions, ac-
| cording

P. 47.

P. 4.
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cording as the dey'._is-di['"order’d, fince we {0
{enfibly perceive it to become Drow{y when
the Body is fo 3 fo many degrees abated of its
Aéion; &ven to very near not thinking at all,
from that intenfenefs and  vigour of Thought
it had, and récovers when che Body is refreth-
ed with Sleep ; whatever is the Caufe of thefe
E ffects, whether fome immediateConnexion be-
rween them, or.an Arbitrary Law of their'U-
nion, whete is the difficulcy to conceive that
the fame Caufe which lulls it almoit, fhoud
lay it quite to reftand awaken it again with

the Body 2

2. R. p-17.  Bucapon this S;yxppoﬁtéon (fayéltl‘ae Remarker)
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that all onr Thoughes perilb in [ound Sleep, we [eers
t0 have a new Sonl every Morning. That's a
pretry Conceit indeed, but how does this {feem?
Thus, as he explains himfelf ; f 2 Body ceafe
tomeve, and come to Perfe& Ref?, the motion ¢t
bad cannot be reftored, bur a new Motion 714y be
produc’d. If all Cogiration be extintt, all onr I-
deas are extintt, [o far as they are Cogitarions,
and [zated in the Sonl: Sowe ruft have them new
impreft, we are, as it werc, new Born, and begin
the World again. The force of which Argu-
ment lies thus, Cogitation in the Soul anfwei-
ing to Motion in Body, as the fame Moti-
on cannot be reftor’d, bat a new dorion may
be produced 5 {o the fame Cogitations cannotbe
veftord, but new Cogitarions muft be producd.
Ergo, we feem to have a new Soul every Morn-
ing. Thismay bea good Confequence, when
the Remarker has proved that every #ew - Mo-
tion makes, or feems to make a new Body: In
the mean time, all I can infer from this Par-
allel, is, That my Thoughts to Day, are not
the {ame numerical Thoughts 1 had Yefterday,

~

e e T N C et et e
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which, I believe, no body fuppofes they are, |

o' they did not fufpeét they had a mew Som
with every néw Thought, g )
But
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" Butif the Remarker thiaks, that if all
our thoughts ceafe in {found Sleep, all our
Ideas are extiné, and muft be pew im=-
preft ; I defire him to confider, when a
Sleeping or Waking Maa thinks, what be-
comes of all thofe ldeas which he does
" not afually perceive in his own mind,
for the mind is capapable of taking notice
butioi verytew at oace: Mt not all the
reft by this Argument be extiné ? And {0’
we muift have them new impreit; aud are,
.ds it were, New Born when ever we have
any Tdeas which we have not always
actually perceivid, i.e. every time we pafs
from one thought to another. This is a
fure Confcquence, if when all our
thoughts ceafe, all our Ideas muit be new
impreft, unlefs a Man cow’d actually per-
ceive all the Ideas he ever had at once; for
his having only one thought in his mind,
can no more keep any other there, or ex-
cite any other that it has no connexion
with, than if ‘he had no thoughtat all: |
I am thinking for Exaimnple, in my Sleep,
% of a Horfe; his Beauty, Strength, and
i Ufefulnefs : Does this thought preferve
in my mind, the Idea of a Chuych, of
1 Happinefs or Mifery ¢ Or can it help me -
» . toany of them, when 1 have occafion for
B them? If not, then thefe Ideas mult be
new impreft when [ awakes but if they
. remain in the Sonl when 1 was oaly thigk-
" dngof a:Horfe, wherecver they are be-
fow’d, it may be prefum’d, thereis 1oom
for that one idea more without thrufting
S RE F out
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out anotherto give it place ; ‘and when

that one is among them, [ {ee no moreres. = @

fon why they muft be all new impreft, =

than that the others muft have been new

impreft when 1 only thought of that one;

unlefs it be fuppos’d, that the Soul has al.

ways, juft one idea mor than there is place

forin the repolitory of its Ideas; and if

that happen to crow’d in, before another

has got out, they will all be ftifled to-

gether, or fly away for Air.

¥hid, But here the Remarker interpofes, If | ju

you Jay the Ideas remain in the Soul, and | i

need only a new Excitation y why then, [ay I,

may not Infants have Innate Ideas (which you

fo much oppofe ) that want only Objects and

Occafions to excite and affuate them, with a

fit. Difpofition of the Brain? By what hath

been faid, it will appear, That this Argu-

ment gains noforce from Mr. ZLock’s Opi-

nion, That the Soul doesnot always think s

fince if the Soul does always think, it can

perceive but very few Ideas at once ; fo

(i that the fame Confequence will follow

il froma Man’s having only one thought, as

| from his having no thought at ail; whe-

.- ther all his other Ideas muft be new im-
|
|
|

- preft, or remain in the Soul, and need only
a new Excitation : This Objection there-
tore wou'd have been as much to the pur-

pofe in any other place, The Remarker

' -might have. ask’d, If when a Man thinks

1 only upon one Object, there remain Ideas -

\ H in the Soul, which he does not perceive to |

it be there ; Why may not Infants have Jz-
nate

)
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ate Ideas, that want only Occafions to Ex-

" cite them ? This then, having no parti-

cular Relation to the Queftion in difpute,
requires no Anfiver heres but that the
Remarker may not think he has entangled

' Mr. Leock with his own - Principles ; I de-

{ire him to confider if thefe are Parallel
Cafes - How comes it, That when Obje&ts
or Occafions, Excite thefe Ideas n Chil-
dren, they do not perceive that they were
in their minds before; but confider them
as things New, and till then abfolutely un-
known to them ? But when Ideas are Ex-

“cited in a Man, which he has before re-

ceiv’d by Senfation or Reflection, he con-
fiders them!as things he is acquainted

- with, 'and clearly perceives they have

been in his ‘mind before. Why does not
every thing appear equally New toa
Man, which he has, or hasnot known be-
fore, as every Idea does, the firft time 1t
is Excited in him ? But fince, it 1s certain,
That the mind does perceive when any
Ideas are Excited in it, that were there
before ; and that every ldea appears new
to it the firft timeit is Excited ; this can

“be no Argument, that becaufe the Soul is

capable of retaining the Ideas it has re-
geiv’d by Senfation or Reflection 5 that
it can Record them for its Ufe, and Re=
collet them at Pleafure; therefore, it
may have Innate Ideas, tho’ it never-per-

~ceives that it had them, notcven when
they are Excited in it; for this. makes

the Cafes fo far from being the fame, that
P2l i% it
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itisone of the greateft Arguments againft |
Innate Ideas, that the mind does always |
perceive, when the Ideas which are Ex- |
cited in' it, were there befores Befides; |
‘how can it be conceiv’dy that Jurate  Fdeds
fhou’d need any Objedts toiExcite them;

- dnd that the mind fhould never Excite an
of theminit felf withour thofe Objedts 3

‘as it often does Excite in it {elf, the Ideas
it receiv’d by Senfation, ot Reflection, |
without the prefence of ‘thofe /Objects 'by |
which it ‘frft receiv’d them ;- Why then
are are fuch Objects neceffary to Excite
Innate Idea:y fince the mind hasa Power of |
Exciting Ideas in it fz1f, without the pre-
fence of ‘any ©bje€t ? W hen the Remarker
has fhewm the reafon of 'this confiderable
difference 5 and prov’d that it does:not
‘hinder them from being parallel cafes; |
then we may conclude agaihft. Mr. Lack, |
That fince' the Soulcan retain the Ideasit | |
has receiv’d; and excite themat pleafure, | |
tho’ ‘it donot always, perceive ‘them , |
therefore it nay have ldeas which 1t never
did perceive, nor can ‘Excite din itfelf, |

!

nor when they are Excitedy ‘perceive that | |

it ever had them betores; .andthen/he can |
I - have nothing.'to fay for himfelf, butunufy |
| | let vs enjoy our unpercevable Mdeas;andbe |
I - asmuchiithe ‘better,and wifer for them,as |
iy | we camtoiedy s aitalg ot 3¥aios '

- But Ll the Soul may be fometimes
without ‘any thought.,, and yet ( for any:
thing we have heard) not endanger ity
Immortality. ' Let us confider the Re-
markers next difficulty. ... Befides

A
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Befides ( fays he) I am utterly at a bofs TR, poodil
how toframe any ldea of a Dead Soul, o 24-R.p.16
of a Spirit without Life or Thonghts, How a
Dead Soul comes in here, I don’t know,
Can there be no Life, where there is- no
Thought ? 1 confefs that I have hitherto
thought that Infects and Plants have Life,
tho’ I did not fuppofe that they do always
think. He goes on: Whar 45 the Sonl whern

[he does not think? She muft be aitually fomex

thing if [he exift : She muft then have fome
- Properties, whereby  [he is diftinguifhed from

nothinz, and fiom matter. And. again, in

the Second Remark, You faythe Soul bas 7o p, 14,

Extenfion, nor at certain [fits any Cogitation:

What can the Soul be then bur a certain

Power atting in the Body, when ithe Body s

prepar’d for the exercife of it 5 and cealingto

att when the Body is indifpos’d ?  To which I -
anfwer, That itis true, we have no Idea
of the Soul but by her Operations ; but
that is no more a Reafon to conclude that
fhe is nothing when fhe does not operate,
than when fhe does, fince we are equally
ignorant what the Soul is, when we do
think, as when we do not.” 1ask what is

the Soul when fhe does think ? Is fhe 3

real permanent fibftance? What then

are her peculiar properties, whereby fhe

15 diftinguifh’d from other fubftances ? If

it be faid the power of thinking, I ask

whether fhe has any other Properties to
diftinguifh her from Nothin; , and from
- Matter? Ifnot, Then Nothing,or Matter,
may have the Power of thinkipg. This is.
o RS o plain,

| &
1 ¥
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plain, If the Soul” his no Effential Proper-
ties diftiné from Matter, whereby fhee » |
alone is capable of the Power ofithinking, — « ¢
there can be no reafon  why Matter may
not have that Power.  If it be faid fhe has
other Effential Propertics, without which
fhe con’d pot ‘have the power of thinking, - ¢ |
when the Remarker hast fonnd out what
thofe Properties are, - he will then know
what theSoulis, when fhe does not think;

' forwhatever that: Subftance is; that has A
i, the power of thinking, there is no reafon
i to doubt that it remains the fame, when |
E it ceafds from that action; any more than 8,
there.is o ‘doubt that a Body 'i2 motion, -,
and at reft; is the fame Subitances forwe T’

have no- clearer Idea of the Subftance of
Body, than we have of the Subftance of
i léﬁ'ay B. 2. §nirit, as Mr. Zock has fhewin 3 which Ex-
I €23 Cellent ifvourfe 2lone one wowd have
thonght fufficient te prevent the leaftiin= |
finuation tiiat he does not “think the Soul '“‘T“
a real permanent Subftance. ¢ i ot |
- There ismuch more reafon to conclude,
that thofe ‘do not think ‘the Soulia real
permanent . Subftance, who ‘make 'this -
Queftion, If the Soul has no Extenfion, \
nor at certain fits any Cogitation, what I |
can the Soul be then, buta certain Power y
a&ing in the Body, when the Bodyis pre< = =
- par’d, ¢re. For from what other Reafon |
can they ‘makeit? If theSoul be really i
fomething elfe than a certain Power aéting’ | ) !
in the Body, what can hinder it from be- i
ing the fame thing when: it does nat agc s SR
43 (34 . ug i
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 but.f it muft be notliing when it isnot -
,E / 1 a&ion, What then can the Soul be, but a
o cectain Power aiting in the Body, when the
i Body &5 prepar’d for the exercife of it, and
i ceafins to Be when the Body is indifpes’d ?
N . But (to retort the Remarker’s words )
: Whether that Le 4 Superiour Divine Power di-
o Jrinkt from Matrery asa vis movens, or 4
‘ - Dower. fafined T know not bow to the Body,

;o Hpon fuch and fuch Syfems of Matters,
whether 1 fay of thefe two Suppofitions bestey
agrees with this Dottrine, 1 canpot certainly
vells but either of ithem deftroys the Immor=
< tality of the Soul, upon the Diffolution of the
o Body. 1 leave the Reader to judge which
¥ is moft concern’d in this <onfequence,
Mr. Lock,who- fays that it is not neceflary
to the Exiftence of the Soul that it fhou’d
be always in action ; which wou'd be ab-
furd.to {ay, if it be not a diftintt permanent
o Subftance s or the Remarker, who thinks
1 the Soul cannot Exift, whenitis not in
action 5 which thereis no ground to think,
i if it be a real permanent Subffance.
The Vanity of Men feems to be the
great Reafon why they have fo readily .
l {uppos’d, without any proof, that the Soul | i
: does always think; for having no Idea of \ q
~ « 1t, but by its operations, we areunwilling N\
B o perceive our own ignorance, and loath
f to part with the only Idea we have of
that dear thing which we call felf 5 on
this Aceount the Remarker feems offended
‘ With Mr. Zock. Why (fays he) do you af- :
g firm or imtroduce 4 pew and unintelligivle * R.p. 16,
fase ' - State

1] i 4.}
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Stite of the Sonl, whereof neither you, nor'o=
2hiers, can have any conception ? And why
is this complain’d of, but that Men are
willing to believe they know more than
they do? Or how elfe cow’d they think a
State of thinking, withour being confeions of
it, more intelligible than a State of not
thinking at afl? Or how con’d they con-
clude thinking, which is the action of the
Soul, neceffary to the Exifteiice of the Soul’
it felf, if they did not meke our Know-
lege the meafiire of things, and our not
having an Idea of a thing, fufficient to
exclude it from Being ? I proceed now to
theRemarker’s laft difficulty. %
Then after all (fays he) what fecarity can
we bave upon this Suppofitior that we fhall not
fall into this Sleep ar Deatp, and [o continne
withous Life or Thought 2 sWhat 1 have faid
in the beginning of my Difcovrie upon
this H1ead, might ferve lor an Anfwer to
this Cbjection 5 ‘but the Remarker by re-
peating- it, "Page 12, {eeming to lay a
great-weight on it, 1 fhall confider it more
particularly. ‘
~And Firft' (as Tobferv’d before) If our
Security of ‘a Future State depends upon
this, #wat the Sonl always thinks, it has a
very unfure Foundetiou, for there is no
pretence of a proof rhas the Soul does al-
‘ways think ; and there are great probabi- {
lities that'it does not think in found Sieep, \
(as Mr: Lock has fhewn.) But if the proofs '
of a Future!State, donot depend upoun the |
* Souls always thinking, the contrary Sup- |
A ' polition ]
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- pofition cannot leflen our fecurity of it;
and that they do not depend upon it, I
think needs not be prov’d, no body that I
know of did ever offer this Propofition,
That the Soul does ahpays think, as a proof
of its Immortality; and the Reafons we
have to expet a Future State, are of fuch
a Nature, that they can reccive no force
from it, nor lofc any by the contrary
Suppofition : The Remarker on another
Occafion, tells Mr. Lock, the grounds of
our expectation of Future Punifhments and
Rewards ave, that there is a prefage of them
from Natural Confcience 5 and that rhey are
deducible from the Nature of God, if we allow
v, bim Moral Artvibures. Now it is evident
E that neither of thefe two grounds can lofe
rl any of their force vpon this Suppoiition,
4

—_—v2 gy | e =
&
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3

3R.p. 13
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‘That the Soul does not think in found
Sleep, and will not theyfecure us that we
fhall not continue in thisSleepafter Death?

rfL' If not, why does the Remarker mention
E them as Proofs of a Future State? But if

f

f

they do prove it, why does he fay he ,
| Cow’d make ont no certain Proof of the In- \
A mortality of the Souly upen this Suppofition,
r that it ts fometimes without thoughts ¢ Since
thofe Proofs he mentions remain in their
2 fullforce,notwithftanding this Suppofitiofi.
o+ Thus having {hewn,thatall the Confequen-
N ces the Remarker drawsfrom Mr. Lock’s
Sl Suppofition are without grounds, I may
| with affurance conclude, that'it is of no
§ -confequence to the Immortality ' of the
‘Soul, nor does at all weaken any proof
ofit, G I can-

.
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‘T cannot here forbear taking notice,
how little Service they do to Religion,
who eftablith the main Principles of it
upon fuch an uncertain foundation, as the
Nature of a thing, of which we are fo

very ignorant, as we certainly are, of |

What the Soul is. Her Operations we have
clear Ideas of, and therefore from our ca-
pacity of difcerning and chufing Good or
Evil ; and from the Power, Wifdom, and
' Goodnefs of God, which we may certainly
know to belong to his Nature ; we have
very good Arguments, and great proba-

bilities of a Future State of Punifhments,

and Rewards; fuch as no confidering Man
«can deny, and within every ones Under-
{tanding. But when the Soul’s Immorta-
lity is faid to depend upon fuch Suppoii-
tions as this, That the Soul always thinks, or
that it is Immaterial, what can the con:
fequence be, but to make Men think they
bave very little affurance of a Future Life,
when they find themfelves fo much in the
dark as to thofe Principles upon which it
is eftablifh’d, that the greateft Proofs of
them are drawn from our ignorance ? As
that we cannot conecive how Matter fhould
be capable of fuch and fuch Powers as we
perccive in the Soul; or (as the Remarker
‘objetts) whar the Soul is, when fhe is
without thoughts. |

But cou’d the Immateriality of the Soul

be prov’d to be as certain, asit is highly
_ probable, it cannever be of good :confe-
quence, and may be dangerouns, -_to‘msﬁke

» that
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that the main proof of its Immortality;
for thisis an Argument of no ufe to the
Generality of Mankind, who want either
leifure, or capacity, for fuch nice Spe-
culations; and if they are coavind’d on
other grounds that the Soul is Immortal,
it isno great matter whether they think
it Immaterial, or no: But if they are per-
fwaded that it cannot be Immortal, 1f it
is not Immaterial, ’tis eafic to fee of how
ill confequence that muft be, if the Proofs
of the Souls Immateriality fhou’d not hap-
pen to convince them; asit often fails
out by the different caft of Mens Heads,
that the fame Arguments that are Very
ftrong and perfivafive to one Man, have
no force at all with another, efpecially m
Abftra& Refletions.. “Thafe therefore
who are Zealous for Truth, fhon’d endea-
vour to eftablifh it upon the plaineft, and
cleareft Principles, and fuchas ave moft
adapted to common apprehenfions.  This
is not the only inftance in which I have
obferv’d, that Truth does not fafier lefs
from thofe who would maintain 1t upon
falfe or uncertain grounds, than from
thofe who 6penly oppofe it. Ihave known
et {everal who have been carefully enoughln-
g ftruéed in their Duty, who yet for want
~ of being taught at firft, or applying them-
felves to confider the true grounds of it,
have been eafily argu’d out of their good
Notions, tho” fome of them Perfons of no
mean Capacity ; for if the Foundation
fail, " the beft Supeftructure will fall,” tho’
ey G2 {trong
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dtrong and rmmoveable, when eftablifh’d
-upon its proper grounds : . And this does
not only happen when the Foundation is ' ©
in it felf weak or uncertain, but when |
Truths are taught upon Princi ples, which
tho’ true, and folid in themfelves, arenot g .
the ground or reafon of thofe Truths; ¢
which fome have done outof a good De-
fign of rendring the Truths they teach the-
more Sacred ; but every thing ftands firm-
~ eft onits own  Founda tion; and I believe,
if it were rightly conhder’d it wou’d ap-
pear, that the reafons of all Moral Truths,
are plain aud clear, and within the reach
of the loweft appre henfions. Thefe things
which L have only hinted at, are of great
confequence to be throughly confider ’d by
all who have the Inftru@ion of others
under their Care, that they may not think
they fufficiently acquit them{elves of their
Duty by inculcating good Maxims, when
then‘ Negligence, or Mflaken Zeal in
tcacnmg the Grounds of tnem, may at |
leaft give too great advantagc to thofe |
who make i it their bufinefs to cerrupt the
| Przfczrlf’.f, as well as the 2r atlice of their
Com panions, which are but too many in 1
this Libertine Age.

This. being a-Matter of fo. Univerfal
Conccrn,, L hope I thall be excus’d if Thave I
led the Reader a little out of the way for | 4
it. We now return to the Remarker,
who after he has repeated his laft le’ﬁcul-
Y, d.e.. If the Seul be [omctimes withour
tbaaghts, why may Jhe notbe fo, thoughtlefs,.

xm!
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wnd fenfelefs, : after Death? He adds, *Tis
[fome comfart indeed that we fhall ar length
retwrn to Life at the Refurreltion: Bur I
know not how you explain that 5 nor how far
you allew us 3o gc the [ame Men, and the [ame
Perfonsthen thar we are now. This jis a
greatcomfort indeed,and I fuppofe the Re-
marker here defign'd to make Mr. Lock 2=
mends for all the faults he has imputed to
his Principles, by owning that thev af-
ford us this comfort; but I cannot guefs
what That is which he knows not hbow
Mr. Zock explains : Mr. Lock never at-
tempted that I know of; to explain How
we fhall return to Life, which 7har fcems
to refer to, nor how far we fhall then be
the fame Aen; and he needed not have
told him that he knowsnot how he ex-
plainsa thing, which he has not explain’d
atall: But Mr. Lack has very clearly ex-
plain’d how far he allows us to be the fame
Perfons, Confcioufnefs. according to him,
as far as it is extended, makes the [ame

E_ﬂ: B. 20

Perfon, in which he {ays is founded all the C. 2.

Right, and Fuftice, of Reward, and Punifh-,
menty [Happinefs, and Miferys and thus he.
fays, we may without any difficulty conceive at,

the Refurreition, the fame Perion, tho’ in 4 1bid.S. 13

Bady not . exallly in, makeor Parts the [ame.
he bad here, the [ame Confcionfnels going:
along with the Soul thar inbabits ity whicl ;
may be {ufficient to faiisfie the Remarker
how St. Peter at the Refurvection will }betbc‘

ﬁ#m: 3..and how Mr, hLaqkTrc’:onccivesf'l_‘-‘-i;-he"vid, 2 R,
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Refurre@tion, as far as is reveald of
it, and to all its ends and purpofes, which
is ovr Happinefs, or Mifery 5 further than
this he does not pretend, nor are we con-
cern’d to know ; and I think in a Matter
which “can only be known by Revelatioun,
no Man ought to determine, or enguire
farthet than the Holy Spirit has thought
fit to reveal. Mr. Lock knows too well
the Vanity and Prefumption of fuch an
bR_f?*’J‘ fo Attempt, to offer atit. T4 emongh (fays
| :f" ;:m_ he) that every ome [hall appear before the
1| cefer, Tudgment Seat Z_’ Chrift, to receive acoord-
W\ p.isa.  ing towhat be bad done in bis former Life
but in what [ort of Body ‘he fhall appear, or
of whar Particles wmade ‘np, the Seviprure ha-

ving [aid nothing, but that it (hall be a Spi-

ritnial Body rai’d in incorruption, it s not
 forme to determine.’ 'The Remarker muft

2 R.p. 15 D€ contented o walk in the dark as to” thefe
things, tho’ he ‘fays he does not love it,

fince there is no way tohave farther Light

“in them  than theScripture ‘has: giveny
and if he thinks Mri Loc®s Doétrine of the

Soul obfcure, ‘becanfe hedoes not pretend

to be certain by his Natnral Faculties, of
_things which they cannot certainly dif-
“cover, (a way to Knowledge which fome

. are very fond of;)" I'believe Mr. Lock will

be content not to be underftood by him,

rather than write. what he does not un-

- derftand himfelf,’ to appear intelligible to

. &tl}tl“gi TN TR 1 RREAPI S e 05 o 1 T Y

Ul 7 %P T3 oebiid Suppofition, - which he  thinks
| fE | - weakens

TTFRIED WILHELM LEIBNIZ BIBLIOTHEK
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weakens the Proofs of the Immortality of
the Sonl, viz. That God may give, or bave
given, for any thing we know, to fome Syftems
of Matter, & Power to perceive, and think,
and hereone wow’d expe& he fthou’d have
thewn how this Suppofition weakens the
Proofs of the Soul’s Immortality 5 but all
his Objections are againft the probability
of the Suppofition, and to fhew the diffi-
culties of conceiving how Matter fhou'd
have fuch a Power; which he enlarges
upon in his 34 Remark, and has feveral
Pages to that purpofe, for what reafon
know not, fince Mr. Lock allows it to be
highly probable that the Soul is Immate-
rial, but where he is {peaking of Demon-
ftration, only fays that ’tis not impoffible,
for any thing we know, that God may-give,
or have given, to fome Syftems of Matter,
difpos’d as he fees fit, a Power to perceive |
and think. But my Defign being only to \
vindicate Mr. Lock’s Priuciples from the S
dangerous Confequences imputed to them [
by the Remarker, I fhall not enter into | i-"f \
that Difpute; and [ think Mr. Zock has ) -
faid enough in his laft Additions, to fi-
lence the Trinmph of fuchiortof Argu- |
ments, drawn from the wnconceiveablenefs ;:.
of fomething in one Fyporbefis, which cannot |
be a proof of the contrary Opinion, in |
which there are things altogether as inex- |
i plicable, and as far remote from our com- k-
i prehenfion. - All the Demonftration we |
can' have from fuch difficuliies, is of the ‘;
\ weaknefs and fcantinefs of onr Kuowleggeg . /” ?_
R s whic I
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which fhould not make us forward in de.
termining pofitively on either fide, much
Jefs to eltablith the Immortality of the

Soul on fo uacertain a foundation, which

is a Confideration [ have before infifted
on, and I cannot but think Mr. Lock has
done much more Service to Religion in
that Difcourfe, B. 3. C.4. where after he
had faid that he fees 7o contradittion in ity
that Qmwmipotency [hould give to certain Sy~

frems of Matter, a Power to perceive and

think, the it be moft highly probable that the
Soul is Immaterial; headds, that if onr Fa-
culties cannot arrive to Demonflrative cer=
tainty about it, we need wot thipkit flrange,
allthe orear Ends of Morality ‘and Keligion
are well enough fecur’dy withont Philofophical
Proofs of the Souls Immateriality s fince it 1
evident that be who made ns at firft begin to
fubfif here, [enfible, intelligent Beings, and
for [everal years contini'd s in [uch a State,
can and will refbore us to the like State in a-

\id. The #other World, and make us capable there to
Fowth E- receive the Retvibution be bas defign’d to Men,

dition.

according to their doings in this Lifes and
therefore *tis not of [uch mighty neceffiry to
determine one way or tother, as [ome over-

zealows for or againft the Immateriality of

the Soul, bave been forward ro make the world

believe. Thele are Mr. Lock's words, and

I.appeal to all unbiaf’d Men, whether he
does not better fecure the belief of a Fus
ture State, by eftablifhing it on fich
grounds as give an equal affurance of it
whether the ‘Soul is lmmaterial, or nl?- }
il s than

—
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than tﬁbféiﬁ'ljo take pains to perfwade

i Men tha__tf?-:fa"Fﬂture State isl lefs certain, if
the Soul is not Immaterial. ‘

S | But befides the uncertainty and danger
2 | of this Argument which T have before ta-
e /¥ kennotice of, The ufelefsnefs of itto the

| generality of Mankind, fufficiently fhews,
| that it cannot be the foundation of the

;" belief of a Future State; That itis not {o

| to the Eaftern Pagans 4t this day, we have

| the Evidence of a * Judicicus Author,* Loubere

. | both from the information of the Miffic- j“fggf::?“’
» Siams

. ¢ maries who have been longeft among them,
¢ and hisown Converfation with them, who"
| tells us that they believe the Jmmortality
| of the Soul, but have no notion of its
| Tmmateriality; and that they only {uppofe
| it of a Marrer fubtil enough to citape
| being feen or handled. And that imany
~«= of the Old Philofophers who expeticd a
| Future State, had no-thoughts of the
| Souls being lmmaterial, any one muft ob-

n ferve; who has read them with atteation.
" | And I believe, if well examin’d, it will
. uppear that thofe among. them who had a,
o Notion of the Soul’s being [minaterial,

. did not believe its Immortality upoa that
*| . Foundation, but only fought an cxpli-
- cation how the Soul by its own Mawire
~ might be capable of that Immortality,
which they found great Reafon to hope
for, on other Grounds much more firm
and perfivafive. '

! L H | But
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- But what 1s yet/ more confiderable,
~ere this proof of the Souls Immortality, {
as certain and as univerfally receiv’d as 1
any {elf-evident Propofition, it wou'd not l
at all ferve to the chief end of our’afla- 1
rance of the Souls Immortality, wiz. The ¢ it

expectation of Rewards and Punifhments )
in a Future State according to our doings ﬁl
in this Life; withoutwhich ’tis no matter
whether we think the Soul immortal or W

1105 and this we cow’d never have by the
moft attentive confideration, and the
cleareft knowledge of what kind of fub-
ftance the Sovl is; It muft be eftablith’d
-on far different Grounds, fuch as the con-
fideration of our felves as Rational and
Free creatures, of which we have an In- |
tuitive, Infallible perception; and of an
Omnipotent Being, from whom we are, J s
and on whom we depend, of which we . af
have a Demonftrative knowledge within T
every ones underftanding towhom it is o
- propos’d 5 and if the Confequences drawn 1
from them are not fufficient to affure Men  #rH
of a futureState of Rewards and Punith-
ments, as the cleareft proofs of the Souls i
Immortality can fignifie nothing without o
them, fo neither can they add any force | ol
to them, and therefore are of no ufe to .
the Great Ends of Morality and Religion: i
For fuppofe to convince an intelligent Hea-
then, who thought the Soul Material, and
doubted of a Future Stateof Rewards and
Punifaments, Arguments were usd to.  J
prove the Soul in its own Nature undiﬂ?il— X
; - vable

| I. . \ " "
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vable, and that therefore it muft remain
after Death; he might then reafonably
lity, * enquire in what State it remains, how he
da may be fure that it is in a State of Re-
'not.  wards and Punifhments, and that it does
- not return to the Univerfal Soul of which
The r it may be an Effiuence ; or inform the next

ents| parcel of Matter it finds fitted forit, as
lngs fome Philofophers have thonght. This it
tter  isplain muft be {till in doubt to him, not-
or| withftanding thofe Proofs of the Soul’s
the lmmorta:lity-, and Arguments of another
the nature muft be us’d to fatisfie him in this
ub- # Point, whatever may be molt proper to
wd work on his Linder{tanding. Suppoﬁ, thofe
on- | 1 have before hinted at; T hat “tis reafon-
and | able to think that the lfV.-ﬁ and Fuft Au-
In- thor of our Being having made us capa-
an | ble of Happinefs and A ﬁ»;_y, aud given W
are; us Faculties of difcerning and chuiing Good
YLW Evil, defign’d we fhould be accountable

hin for our A&ions, and Huappy, or Miferable,| S
tis according as they are conformable, or not, |
u;g}i to that Law which he has eftablifh’d in
ez our very Natures, that his Will might be
h certainly known tous; and fince it is vi-
yls  fibly not fo, iathe ordinary courfe of his
ot Providence, but all thiugs happen alike
e . to thOR‘lghEGOHS, and the Wicked, in this
g World, ’tis moft confonant to "Reafon
to think this is only a State of Probation,
and that the dlfpenfanon of Rewards and
Punithments, is referv’d for a Future Life;
there being no other way to reconcile the
parual diftribution of things here, to that
H 2 orvder

L= I B
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[ kL
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order which we know is agreeable tothe
Divine Will, by the conformity it has to
our Reafon, which is a Ray of his own’'
‘Wifdom. We will fuppofe the Heathen
convincd by thefe Arguments,or others
to the fame purpofe, that he owans itis =
highly reafonable to conclude there muft oy

~ be a Future State of Rewards and Punifh- 7
‘ments; but he does not fo well digeft the
Soul’s being fmmaterial, he has no no- ]f
tion of a Subftance without any Exten-
fion. Suppofe then the Remarker fhould |
tell him, as he does Mr. Lock, If the Soul
is not frumaterial, there can be no certain #i
proof that it is [mmortal. And I defire
him to take this Dilemma for the Hea- |
then’s Anfiver: “Either the Arguments by |
which T have beea convinc’d that there
will be Punithménts and Rewards in a
Future Stateare Proofs of it, or they are
not 3 if not, then tho’ the Soul fhould be 4
Immortal, I have no affurance that it will
be in a ftate of Rewards or Punifhments;
and if they ave Proofs of a Future State,
then a Future State is equally certain, |
tho’ the Soul be not Immaterial, fince =
that does not make it lefs confonant to =
the Jultice and Wifdom of God, nor lefs
within his Power. 1 believe the Remarker
will find he has no way to folve this Di- =~

lerma, but muft either give up the cer.
tainty of Rewards and Punifhments, ‘or
the neceflity of thinking the Soul is Imma-
terial, to prove a FutureStatey.and Ide.
fie him to eftablifh the Belief _Qf..ReY'\{ardé
] gl N

it i e e -
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‘and Punifhments in a Future State, on any N B
"Arguments that will not be equally con- . .
clufive, whether the Soul is Immaterial or B
_ This then is evident, that Mr. Lock’s
Suppolition that God may have given (for
any thing we know) to fome Syftems of o
Matter, a Power to perceive, and think ; | 2
does not at all weaken any proof of the ,
Soul’s Immortality, that can be of ufe |
to the Great Eads of Religion, for which
alone we are concern’d to know that the ,
Soul is Immortal. And perhaps the in- i
fignificancy, as to thofe Ends, of our B
kunowing what kind of fubftance the Soul i
is, may be the reafon we are left {0 much 8
inthe dark about it. Our Wife Maker B
has proportion’d our Faculties only to our p
Neceflities, and has made his W ill known
tous by a Light of Nature clear enongh |
to render any one inexcufable who does
not follow it 3 tho’ the full affurance of an

. Eternal Retribution, is only given us by
Fefus Chrift, who has brought Life, and Im-
martality, to . Light, through the Gofpel, i
which I have already fhewn that Mr Lock’s
Principles give us afure foundation for,
both of Natural, and Reveal’d Religion :

" So that I think no more remains to clear
the Remarker’s difficulties, his doubts of
Natural Lonfcience, (which is the chief
Subjeét of his 34 Remark) being eafily re-
folv’d from what has been already faid.
But the Kemark:r being a little unlucky at
drawing Inferences from Mr. Leck's Prin-
- - . ciples,

e

. g
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ciples, I will give him fome help in his
enquiry what Natwral Confience is, ac-
cording to them.

R.p- 5. Butfirft, I muft take notice of a Cavil

he begins with at Mr. Lock’s defining
Confcience to be nothing elfe but our

prefling what fort of Actions are the Sub.-
je&sof it, Now any one who reads that
part of his Effzy, will find that Difcour-

i. 1.C.3. fing of Jnnate Praitical Priﬁc-iple:, he all

along meations only fuch Aéions as are
to be refer'd to Moral Rules, and that he
had no reafon to apprehend being mifun-
derftood, or that itcould be 'fuppos’d he

included any other fort of A&ions, no
other being at all to the purpofe in that
Qteftion. IR ¢ 0 R
~_Before I proceed to fpeak of what I
think the true Notion of Natural Con-
{cience, of what Authority, and of what
tfe it is 5 it will be fic to confider what

which he next proceeds to tell us, but de-
fines it more particularly in another place
thus : 4 Narural Sagacity to diftinguifh
Moral Goody, and Evily or a different per-
ception and fenfe of them, with a different
affection of the Miud arifing from 1
and tois [0 immediate as to prevent and an-
ticipare all External Laws, and all Ratioci-
nation. ‘This he fays he takes to be rhe
Foundation of Natural Religion, without
which he does not know how it can [ubfift ;
tho’ he approves of Mr. Lock’s Account of

e Natural

own Opinion of onr own Aions, without ex- -

the Remarker fays he underftands by it,
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Natural Religion fo far as it goes. 7wn
place Natural Religion (fays he) I think in
the belief of the Being of a God, and of O-
bedience due to bim. This 15 osod fo far as
st goes, and iswell fupported. But the Que-
fhon is, whar Laws thofe are that we ought to
obey, or how we can know them withour Re-
velation, unle[s you rake in Natural Confci-
ence for a diffinition of Good and Ewil, or
another Idea of God than what you have
gwen ws, Having already anticipated this
Doubt, by fhewing how the Moral At-
tributes of God are deducible from
Mr. Loc&’s Principles, and how we know
what his Will is, by the conformity or
repugnancy of things to our Reafon, and
with refpeét to Humane Nature, of which
he is the Author, 1 need not givea par-
ticular Anfwer to this Queftion: Butlince
the Remarker lays fo great a ftrefs upon
his Principle of Natural Confcience in that
Senfe and Notion which he has given of
it, that he takes it to be the Foundation o
Natural Religion, and thinks the diftintion

of Goody and Evil, is manifefted, and Jup= -

ported by it 5 let us farther confider it.

It would be too tedious to repeat all
that the Kemarker fays on this Subject,from
the beginning of his Third Letter to the
16th Page; 1need only hint at fome Ob-
bfervations, by which it will appear, that
he has not fetled in his own Mind a de-

terminate Idea of his Principle of Natural-

Confuience, but argues for it fometimes in
one Senfe, and fometimes in another ; that
Mr. Lock

f b, 4 &*;J P
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Mr. Zéck is not at all concern’d - in' the
greateflt part of his Argument; and by
which the weaknefs of the whole will be
obvious to every Reader.. _
After his Definition, he gives us a no-
table iMluftration of his Principle in the
Soul of diftinguithing morally Geod an
Ewil, without Ratiocination, by the Power
we have of diftinguithing fenfible qualities
without Refle&ion, or Ratiocination. He
might every whit as well have told us,
that fince we havea Power of diftinguifh-
ing Moral Relations, without making ufe
of our Eye-light, we may diftinguifh Red,
and Yellow, without Eyes; they being
no more’ the proper and only inlets of
our Ideas of Colours, than reflection is of
morzal diftin&ions 3 which the Remarker
fays we Mmay have ‘withoat Reflection,
fince we can diftinguifth Colours, and o- -
~ ther fenfible qualities without Refletion:
But ‘if this were fo,f Mr'. Lock may very

. awell fay what the Remarker believes he B!
will not, That then Children would be b
able to diftinzuith Moral Good and Evil,
for they very clearly diftinguifh all the f

Objects! 'of Senfation that come in their
way 5 and’ this Principle cov’d never be
smproved, O corrxrted, as no one can be
perfwaded ' that any Seifation ‘he hds 15
more or lefs agreeable, or thata difa-
.greeable Senfution is ‘an agreeable one;
which if we cou’d, itis evident that our
Senfes wou'd not be fufficient. to their | |
End, to giveus notice of what is conve- )
e nient,

.
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nient, or inconvenient to the Body. Andit
is reafonable to think if therewere fuchan
inward fenfation defign'd, as the Remarker
{ays,to dired us as to what is good or hurt-
ful to theSoul,it wow'd operate as conftant-

L_, Iy as thofe others do ; no Man cow’d prefer

" Viceto Vertue, any more than he can Pain

to Pleafure; otherwife it wou’d not

anfwer theend it was defign’d for.

~ Another thing to be obferv’d is, that.

moft of the Remarkers Arguments were

anticipated by Mr. Lock, tho’ he takes

. nonotice of the Anfwer to them, as to

¢ the fame purpofe we were now upon, Mr." '

f Lock having own’d that there are natiral

Tendances imprinted on the minds of Men,

and that from the firft inftances of fenfe, and

Perception, there are fome things grateful,

wnd others ;mgmt?'ui to therry the Remarker p. g,

. takes occafion from thence, to defire he

"r’ will grant [ich a-like impreffion on the Soul, _
with refercace tomoral Good and Euily as & e

Rule or direftion to our atltions 3 tho’ N

Mr. Lock there fiy<, that thofe impreflions .5 .. 1.

he fpeaks of, are fo far from confirming . 5.s.3. 1|

the like, with relation to moral Good i

and Evil, that this is an argunent againft

AR
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them, fince if their were any fuch impref=
flions, we couldnot but perceive rhim ga’;fff*;z‘;»?‘f: il
lyoperatein usy and influence our knowledge, il

I

Zswe do thofe others on the will and appetite, i
the defire of Happine/s, and averfion for Mi-
feryy continuing (as Innate Prattical princi- l\’
.gl‘qfdughr) tosnfluence all onr aétions withomt i
edfings and aré in All Perfonsy and all Ages, I

! 4494 I ﬂ €A d.y | ,l
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fteady and Univerfal. Butthis the Remarker
34R. p.11. takes no notice of.  In another place he

Natural Confcience, are no proof that
Eff. B. 1. ¢, thereis no fuch Prlnc:lple which Mr. LZeck
3. grants, nor does he contend againft a Na-
rural Rule. But the generally allow’d
breach of a Rule anywhere, he fays, is a
proof thatitis not INNATE which he
had given inftances of in feveral Nations.
This obje@ion not being eafily anfwered,
~the Remarker chufes rather to. oppofe an
Argument which Mr. Lsck does not ufe,but
on the contray owns that it is none, But
any one who confiders what Mr. Lock ob-
jects, will eafily fec to how little purpofe
the Remarker takes {o much pains to thew
that the fame Arguments which he brings
againft Inzate Principles, may be us'd to
prove that the Law of Chriftianity, is
not known among Chriftians ; for beiides
the great differenice of an Junare Law,
which Men muft always carry about with
them, from any other that they may avoid
- refleéting on, or mifunderftand ; the cafe
of Chrlfhans acting againft a known Law,
cannot be the fame with that which
Mx. Lock reprefents, unlefs the Remarker
can fhew any Chriftians,who conffantly, with.
out the leaft remorfe, or [hame, offend againft
rhat Law which they believe 5 and that all the
by-flanders, euen Law-makem, and Govern-

24R p.x4.

af thofe Nations whlch Mr. Losk mentl-!
ons,

argues that exorbitant practices againft

ers, filently connive at ity nay affirm that it
35 their Duty todo fo: For this is the Cafe

o
i
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ons. But the Runarker has a threw’d ob- p. 10,

je¢tion againft tiis Argumient; They are
Barbarons Pocple, he ys, and he excepts
agaiull them for wituefles, as Perfone In-
fames. Ifind, it Mr. Lack wow'd convince
him that there are no Inmare Principles, he
muft few him fome polite Nation where
tie People have diligently, and rightly
imploy’d their Facnlties, and yet are ig-
norant of the Law of Nature; this might
be requir’d, if Mr. Lock deny’d a Law of
Nature, Kiowable by ¢ur Natural Facul-
ties; but to prove what he affirms,that this
Law is not knowable to Men, but by their
making a right ufe of their Faculties, ’tis
fufficient to (hew that there are Men, who
are abfoluily ignorant of the cleareft Prin-
ciples of that Law. No, fays the Remar-
ker, they are Barbarous ignorant People ;
and therefore, are no good Witnefes, that

es |.there are no Innate Principles. But are

wy

they not Men I pray? What isit then that

makes them more Barbarous, or Ignorant

than others, but their not having made a
right ufe of their Natural Faculties? this
Is Mr. Lock’s argument, that their are no

lnnate Principles, fince fome Nations, for

wantof making a right ufe of their Facul-
ties, are o Barbarous, or Irnorant, as to
have no Notjon of the cleareft of thofe
Principles which are efteem'd Innate.
To which the Remarker’s objection, That
they are a Barbarous People, not fit to be
admitted for witnefles, is indeed very ex-
traordinary, If he pleafes to confider

S 12 ~ what

i
|
: {
| |
.. ; \ . x . - 2
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their Duty, whichthey can o
rant of by their own fault. ' But what |
sndigniry this can be thought zpez Mankind, .
or what piece of Ingratitnde vo our Maker, T
believeno body but the Remarker can ap-

; :

{69 R
what he means by Berbarous, and what 15
the caufe that thefe People are fo5 I'bes

lieve he will better fee ~the force of .

Mr. Lock’s Argument, and allow them to
‘be very good Witnefes in this cafe, tho’
‘perhaps he might with reafon except a-
gainft them at the Bar: All heis defird
to take npon their Credit is, that Men do
not know their Duty without making a

that therefore there are no Iunate Prinei-

- ples, or neone to any purpofe, fince they da

not operate till Men by Reflection difcover

“that Law which is to be the Rule of their.

adtions, To prove this Mr. Leck menti-
ons fome vitious practifes approv’d in fe-

~veral Nations 5 which the Remarker calls
raking wp their durt and filth, to throrgh in

the Face of Humane Natire. It fhews Men,
indeed that they fhou’d not idly, or rafhly,
take up with the firft Notions they meet

with, but employ their Facnltics ‘in the"
Beft manner they can, which God has
givin them to attain the knowledge of

f

prehend. ol b o5y
“He next proceeds to mention fome Ver-

tuous Adions of Heathen States, contra-
ry to their intereft, and yet done with ge-

neral applavfe, as a proof of Natural
Confcience. They are indeed proofs of a

nly be igno-

—— —

3

right ufe of their Natural Faculties; and |

g ' % & .
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- Lam of Nﬂtwﬂf I\g Lock is no lefs an

il
| I”f’?f‘:o' tho’ he does not deny them to be . i

C61) §

advacate for thai o’ he denys Juzare i .
Principles, which-leads me to a very ma- - &
terial obfervation, which is, that through- o
out this whole Difcourfe, the Remarker .
ufes indifferently, as Terms of the fame l
fignification, Lawof Nature, Natural Con-""
Jeience, Innate Principles, Innate Powers, and
‘NaturalPrincples,which all fignifie very dif-
ferent things;and of whichMr.Lock has on-
ly denied Innate Principlesswhich confider’d
it will appear that he is very little con-
ceri’d in the greateft part of this difpute.
But I (hall only inftance two or three places
particularly, as where he argues, that
U}\&;’eral can/_ém 15 not mce_{fa.-_ to dg‘,‘_‘grp
4 Principle  ro be Natural; zr the [enfe
of Mufick, of Beauty, of Ordery and Pro-
portion, are Natural ro Mankind, tho fome
Men are not at all affected with them. - Ev'n
the Power of Reafon,. (Jays be) feverel Paffi=
o5y SiC. appear fooner it @me than others; and )
i you .nlgm- thefe Principles ¢o, be Natural, N
apd Born with iy I know not why you (howd:
make Juch ado abovt the word Innate, - Jf you! it -
allow nope at ally not;ihefe laft mention’d, tor #
fo_much as willing, or. nilling this, or thaty' '

the controverfie will hechang’d; and I defive |
to know what Idea you can form of a Sonkwith: . !

out any Powers, or any Adtion, . Now here
it is plain, that by Natural Principlesis.on- . i
Iy meant Powers ot Facuitics of thé: Soul, I
which is a very different fenfe from thatin -
which Mr. Lock denies any Principles torbe .

-

- WNatural 5
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Natural 5 But in this fenfe of ‘them he will
mdke no a-do about the word Innate s if the
Queftion be whether there are Innate
- Powers or Faculties in’ the Soul, the con-
. troverfie will not be chazg’d, for there
will be no controverfie atall; Mr, Lock
only contendsagainft thofe who fay there

are Principles of Metaphifical or Moral

Truths Originally imprinted on the mind ;
by which, if they oaly mean that there is
an Innate Power or Capacity in the Soul of
knowing thofe Truths, they mean notiiiy g
different from Mr. Zock, who denies Friare
Principles 5 for he does not deny that
there is-a Power in- the Sonl of percei-
ving;-and aflenting to thofe Truths; or of
diftinguifhing Good and Evil; tho he'is
- notfo ready at it as the Remarker,without

employing his Faculties about it, or with-
out Ratiocination :  So there is no occafion
for him to form an Ideaof the Soul withons
- #nyPowers, nor for that fuppofition which
with'a feeming charitable wifh, the Re--
marker wow’d fo groundlefly faften on"

Mr. Lock.

“The next place I mall' mention, where

Tunate Principles; and 'Narural Principles,

.

areus'd in the fame fenfe, and both only
for Pawers or. Faculties of the ‘Soul, is Page
the Fifteenth, where he pretends to anfwer .
a Dillemma which Mr. Lock propofes ‘con- |
concerning |{Zunate Privciples.  But any
one who takes the pains to confider what
he there fays; will find that he ufes thofe
Terms ina quite different fenfe from that

‘which

.5;4
= f§ e
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Which Mr. Zock underftands by Tnnate
Principless and that “therefore Mr. Lock is
Iot at all concern’d in that Argument;
Neitheris it any. thing to the Remarkers
purpofe of eftablithing Netural Confcience
An his own fenfe and notion of it, if we
may take it from his Definition, Page 7,
but, indeed, his uncertain ufe of thefe, and
thofe other Terms I have mention’d, makes
it very difficult to know what he means
by his Principle of Natural Confcience 5 for
thofe Principles which he here affirms to be
Innate, are Powers of the Soul, the Ex-
ercife of which, hefays, is Conditional, and

depends  upon the difpofition of the Body,

Culture, and other Circumftances; which
as they are very different from thoie Prin-
ciples which Mr. Lock denies to be lunate s
{o are they alfo from the Remarkers Prin-
ciple of diftingusfhing in Moral Cafes withous

Ratiocination, [fuficient for a geweral di- p,
rection of our Lives, and the fonndation of

Natural Religion. For how can it be fuf-
fictent for thofe Euds, if it depend upon
contingent Circumftances 2 Or how can the
Exercife of a Power of diftinguifhing things
withont Ratiocination , de pead upen any

b1 3:91,'

Cidture, or be hindred by contra Princi= p, 16,

ples, as, he fays, this Power may ¢ For by
Cilture here mnit -be meant a Right Ine
fruétion, or Right Refletion ; and by con-
trary Principles, falfe Maxims, or Opinions,
(tho’in the fame place he ufes that Term
ina quite different fenfe, for Powers of the
Soul ) which are all acts of Rasiocination d;
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atid therefore to fay that the Exercife of
this Power dependsupon them, is the fame
ﬁﬁix;é'ds’ to fay, that the Power of diftin-
guithing things withoui Ratiocination, de-
pends upon Rariocinations  Which, if the
Reémarker underftands, I believe he will
ha}‘dlyjz make it intelligible to any body
e, =3 --

From all thefe Obfervations compar’d,
and" rightly apply’d, it will plainly ap-

+ - pear that Mr. Lockis very little concern’d
in this Difcourfe , which, the Remarker °

fays, is in defence of Naturdl Confcience,
‘é%éig& whom [ know not, the molt part
of it being Arguments for things which
Mr. Lock no lefs affirms than he, tho’ he
appear to oppofe him, by ufing Mr. Lock’s
Words in a different fenfe from' that
which he underftands them in; and thofe
Arguments by which the Remarker really
. - daes oppofe him, being anticipated, and
fully Anfwer’d in Mr. Lock’s Effay.

- And from the inconfiftency of his Des
finition of Nutural Confcience, with his il
luftrations of it in feveral places, and his

loofe and undetermii’d ufe of thofe Terms

which'are of greatéft confequence in this
* Difcourfe, I muit take leave to conclude,
that he has not fix’d in his own Mind a
clear Idea of that Principle which he
contends for ; tho’ he thinks he has given

Rules, and Marks, by which it may fuf-

ficiently appear to'others what he medns:

By it; and therefore by thofe Aarks I

will ‘endeavour a littl¢ to'clear his own
Notion

B

, _."-;‘ E
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Notion to him 3 and for his fatisfa@ion to
eftablifh what I"think N atural Conftience
Is, according to Mr. Lock’s Principles,
and in the true Notion of it
Is withont reafon brought i
pute, asis evident from the Remarker’s
ownwords 5 I do nor remember (fays he)

that in this [enfe you have once nam’d N 3 R. g

tural Confeience iy Your Book : Why thep [
pray are fo many Arguments us’d, as if he
had writ 2 whole Book againft it? By
what Rule is a Man concluded to deny
every thing that he has not affirm’d? Byt
the Remarker is not the firlt who hag
thought this good Logick, and fair deg].
ing againft Mr. Lock; whatever he writes
hext, if it fhou’d be of Gravitation, or the
Motions of the Planets, 1 think he won’d do
well to put the Articles of his Religion at
the end of it, for fear he thou’d be agcus’d
of having none, if his Book fhowd not
happen to name any. |
But as to Naruial Confeience, 1 defire
the Remarker to examige whether that
Principle he fpeaks of, or (as] had rather
exprefs it here, as lefs Equivocal) that
Power of ditinguithing in Maral things
without Ratiocination, be not g coafequent

of a previons Ratiocination, or Initry.

lon; by which, baving got fome clear or

Confus’d Ideas' of Good and Evil, a dif

trent affetion of the Mind conftantly a-

tfes from them, and this (o Immediate, s

that it may be truly faid to he withour

Ratiocination; from which, the miftake
| R i3

may

| d
il ikt gy 4 : ¥
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may Ccome, that it prevents, Of is before
‘any Raticionation, tho’ it is really an effett
of it, only opcrating,without taking no-
tice of its caufe; as In other Cafes, the li-
kings or averfions of the Mind, to things,
or Perfons, may be obferv’d to do, which
having, been at firft produc’d by {ome out-
ward Caufe, fome Good, or Evil, we have
found, or heard, or apprehended of thofe
Things, OF Perfons, the fame affection
conftantly exertsit (eIf at their prefence,
without any reflection on the Caufe, of
perhaps the leaft fenfc thatitever had a
known Caufe. a1 e

And this fadden afe@ion in Moral Ca-
fes, is indeed of oxcellent ufe, when it is
once [et on work by 4n enlightned Judgmenty
to keep up the diffinétion of Good and
fvil, to incite, or to be a check upon
Mens Adions, in the heat of a Tempta-
tion, ' when they have neither time nor
power to reafon the Cafe, or to refledt

upon the Inftru&ions have been given «

them; and thus may be truly call’d he:
. Support of Natural Religion ; Or @S the A<

- poftle fays, 4 witnefs accufing or exonfing |yt

thofe who have 10 other Law but that of
Natwire ; bit muft not therefore be taken
for the Law it felf, oras the Remarker

work
ori

inea |
ICE |
.l |I

o

it i
s
f

T4
MmN
{h e
LICTH

callsit, .the Foundation of Natural Religion,

but rather Natural Religion for the Fonnda- . g

tion of it 5 and then it may with fafety be
rely’d on. Thercfore Philofophers, and

inal |
plai I

Divines, having moftly writfor fiuch as b
have had in fome meafure a knowledge of i |

their
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their Duty, do with good reafon give
great Authority to this Wiinefs, and fre-
quently fend Men to confult their Con-
Iciences, as if it were the Original Rule,
and an Infallible Dire&tor; for it is not
caiilly perverted, or filenc’d, when once
rightly fer on work 5 and has a great in-
fluence on Mens Ations, nothing being
more infupportable, than to frand con-
demn’d in our ¢iin Judzments 3 or more
delighttul, than. the approbation of our
own Minds ; and therefore this Monitor
may prevail, whei our Paffions have mifs
led or filenc’d Reafons or the hopes of
efcaping Fature Punithments made us for
a while fecure.

But Powerful and Faithful as this
Witnefs is, fince it may by falfe Opini-
ons, or vicious Habits, take a wrong
Biafs, (which the greateft Aflertors of its
Authority confefs)) and is always fet on
work by the firft Perfwalions which hap-
pen to take pofleflion of Mens thoughts,
fince it does not dire@ their Opinions,
but is influenc’d by them; this not only
thews that it is not defign’d for the Ori-

' and firt Direor of our A-
ORS, Or the Foundation of Natural Reli-
oy but that it is of dangerous Confe-
uence'to lay the whole weight of Mo-
rality upon Conftience alone, independent
of the occafions from which jt has taken
the firft bent, For no doubt there are

2

100 many who by an unhappy early Edu-

Cation, perfue with the fame bent of
11 i K 2' b

Con-

-
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fcience, or without _Jthf; leaft 1'1;11_19_1‘&3 1
what others (who have bﬁéq better tau ht '
abhor. Now in this Cafe, to bid thefe
Men appeal to their Confciences, as an
Innate Guide, that will infallibly direct
them in their Duty, can only ferve to
confirm them in their prejudices, and to
make them go on fecurely in their Vici-
ous Habits, without farther Examina-
tion, when they find them elves acquitted
by that inward fenfe, which they are
taught to Revere as the impreflion of
God himfelf. That this may be the Cale
' of many is not deny’d by the Remarker ;
We do not conceive (fays he) Natural Con-
 feience [uch a Light a may not be dimn'd,
and in another place appeal with fincerity
to your Confcience 5 of that be obfcur’d, per-
verted, or [ear'd, we cannot help it Thefe
"¢ Principles of Conjcience are Seeds that may |
" Die, or may Thrive, &c. they may be weak
in fome, and ineffectual in others, by con-
trary Principles, or ather Impediments. This
being granted, it is evident that thofe -
People in whom thefe Principles. happen
to. be extinguilh’d, or perverted, will in
vain appeal with fincerity to their Con-
fciences ; there is no way to fet them
right but by retifying their Judgments ;

P. 16.

] . b i

of their Errors, and their obligations, on.
Rational Grounds. e Fe

£ CR 2

1 appedl

| |
4 | 1 ke,
\ :,“ -
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1 appeal to the Remarker, whether this
is not the only way of éea]j_ng with a Man
who has been Educated from his Infancy
i falfe Principles, confirm'd by vicions
Habits, and the approbation of all his
Companions, whether fuch a Man may
notby Reflection and Reafon be corrected,
and convinc'd of the Natural Obligations
which the Creator has laid on him, as 3
Rational, Sociable, and Dependent Crea-
ture ¢ This I doubt not the Remarker waﬂ
allow, his Zeal for an funate Light will
not tranfport him fo far as to put out the.
Light of Reafon, that it may fhine alone,
and leave Men irrecoverably in the dark,
in whom this Light of ConfCience happens
to be Extinguif’d: Tho’ he fays he does.
not [ee by what Ratiocination we can col-
let what the Will of God is, unlefs we take.
. Natural Confcience for a diftinttion. of
Good and Evil. 1 hope on farther confi~
deration, and what [ have before faid on.
that Subject, he will not deny the confi-.
ftency of our Duty to Reafon, and the
Evidence of it to all who diligently fee.
themfelves to know it ; That won’d indeed

be 4x indignity to Mankindy and a great.
ingratitude to onr Maker.: Bit all who' per-.

ceive the reafonablenefs of what is requi-

red of us, the neceflity of it for the pre-

fervation or perfetion of our Nature; all

who read. the will of God in his #ifdoms,

muft acknowledge that he has. not been,

thus wanting unto Men, but that all the

Ifrqceptﬁ of' Natural Religion may. be

Gl N clearly
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clearly known by the Light of Reafon,te
any one who fets himfelf to fearch. This |l
being what I believe the Remarker will
not thiuk fit to deny,, I take for granted,
and defire him to confider, whether a
Man, in whom the DiGtates of Confcience |
(fuppofing them Innate) have been early |
obfcur’d, or perverted, being brought to
a knowledge of his Duty by Reafon, or
Reflection, whether I fay thisMan has not
d fure foundation for Watural Religion,
without taking in his Principle of Con- g
{tience for a diftinéion of Good and Evil? ¢
This he muft grant, unlefs he will fay that
Gencral, cbfcnre and indiflintt notices (for 1o
5. he defcribes his Innate Principles) are a
better foundation for Natural Religion,
than clear and diftin® Knowledge ; which |
if it be tooabfurd to affert, the Remarker I
muft own, uotwithftanding his Zeal for — *{
Innate Principles, that thofe who deny ]
them may havea fure foundation for Na-
tiiral Religion, as long as the Precepts of
it are confiftent wich, or Evident to the

Light of Reafon.

. And farther T fuppofe the Remarker
will ‘very readily allow, that when a Man |4
is.thus brought by Reafon toa true Senfe ¥
of his' Duty, his Confcience, tho’ before \ 4

HEPR D O SS NOY O e O e

perverted, will ‘then be fet right, and | N
thenceforward Condemn. or Acquit him, | %
according 'as he obeys or mnot that Law. E

\?_hféhi'?his Underftanding has aflented to,
and this withour Ratiocination, by an im-.
mediate " affection of the Mind : ButEet

him .

-
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“him confider whether this be the eﬂ'eé;c_- of

an Origiaal impreffion on the Mind, anti-
cipating all Refiection, or Ratiocination ;
or whether it does not plainly prove,
that Confcience is nothing elfe but a
Judgment which we make of our Aétions,
with reference to fome Law, which we

are perfwaded ought to be the Rule of -

‘them. This I believe will, upon an up-
prejudic’d Examination,be found to be the

true Notion of Natural Conftience, and

the Beft with regard to Religion (as
Truth always is a furer fupport for it
“than the moft Pious miftaken Notions )

for thisaccount cautions Men not to truft

to aPeacecof Confcience which may pro-
ceed from falfe Opinionss; and leaves all
itsAuthority in thofe who have had occafi-
ons of being rightly inform’d of theirDuty.

Thus I have done with each particular

- Head of the Remarkers Enquiries, and I

hope have faid enough to conviace him,
that Mr. Lock’s Principle: of Humane un-
derftanding, give a fufficient fecurity a-

gainft fuch a Syflem as he apprehends, #, p P
3. R-P- 16_9

Manichedn G ody a Mortal S ouly, an Arbitra-
ry Law of Good and E~i/, and any danger-
ous Inferences from IMr. Lock’s Notion of

Cogitans Matter o, Viz. That God may, for

any thing we know, give the Power of Cogi-

o

tation to fome Sy[fenzs of Matter. . For I have
fhewn that the Proofs of a future State of

Rewards and Punifhments,are equally con-

clufive without a Demonftrative certainty
of the Souls Zmmat eriality. And as to that
other
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 of God and his Immaseriality, upon this

other Difficulty with which the firft Re-
arks conclide , concerning the Nature

G S

-~

cotceflion, That Matter may be capable of
Perception and Thought, Mr. Lock has fo
well confuted the AMaterialiffs on that

e

cannot be the Power of Matter, or that _
the Supreme Cogitant Being cannot be
Material, that I cannot immagine to what
end the Remarker brings in thofe Argu-
fments againft the Immateriality of God,
if he means as well toReligion, and Mr.
Lock, ashe wowd be thought to do.
 But whatever he there meant, it
feems he has repented upon farther
thonghts, or better feen the force of
- Mr. Lock’s proofs that God is Immaterial ;
which he there fears will rife no higher
than Probability, tho’ he heartily wifhes
they may ; but in his Third Letter, his |
judgment is brought over to his hearty W
wifh, and he confefles that Mr. Lock very \
well refutes the Materialift, who wowd have
bur one [ingle [ubftance in the World, namely
Mazser. And to fhew hLis fincerity and
good will the more, he owns this where
one wou'd lealt expe& it, when he is gi-
ving the worlt infinuations he can of Mr.
Lock’s Principles; But the manner of his
doing it is aiw extraordinary mark of the
kind intentions, and refpeét to Mr. Lock,
which he profefles, and which no body
<an doubt of, who obferves how ingeni-
- oufly he endeavours to faften the Principles

of

Y Nmemm——

s

I

B —
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of Deifm on Mr. Lock, by fhewing that

{fome of his Notions are not inconfifteut
with them ; and that fome of the Quefti-

ons which he difcufles may be raisd upon

their Principles, tho’ none of them do ne- .
ceffarily depend upon thofe Principles ;
and a great part of his Effay is directly
contrary to that which the Remarker fays
he cannot but think is the Miftery aim’d
at all along, but conceal’d from us, viz.
That the Soul of Man 15 not a diftinét, perma-

‘ment fUbftance. Let the impartial, judge
whether this be to mrgue fairly 5 Or W he- vide 2 2

ther it does no look like a defire to make p. 12,
#fe. of Names to no very fair purpofe. But
that 1 may not be fufpected to have mif-
reprefented the Remarkers way of impu-
ting the Deifts Principles to Mr. Lock, 1
will, as briefly as poflible, run over the
particulars which he compares to them.

N
i
" The grand Principle of Deifm ( fays he) 3R p. 23}

i thisy, There’s one Infinite, Univer[al Spirit
that aftuates Matter always, without the Ope-
ration of particular Spirits And if the Soul
of Man be nothing but an influx from ano-
ther Principle, not a diftinét permanent Sub-
france, whofoever goes upun this Principles 1
do not wender if he cannot allow Innate Ideas,
or Prattical Principles in the Soul 5 for there
is no permanent Soul to imprint them upon.
( Anfw.) But may not one who does think
the Soul a permanent Subftance, donbt
that ithas any Ideas bnt what it received
from Senfation and Reflection; becaufg he
is not confcious of any but what he can
. it dackod trace

,/

g ¥ ——— N — =
"
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¥
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trace to thofe ‘Originals ? And the Power
or Faculties of ‘receiving Ideas, ho lefs re-
- quire’ a permanent Subftanceto Exift 'in,
than Ideas themfelves. Movesver ' fa
the Remarker) wpon thar Eypit befis'the Soul
cannot-be [aid ro'be Famortal, " Andwhat is

that , I pray , to Mr. Lick? ‘Has he any

where told us that!the Soul cannot be' fuid

| Eflay, B4. to' be Immortal? Does he ot frequently

profefs a ftedfaft belief that the Soul is

- "

§ || Repty o0 the Immortal ? Has he not zealoufly ‘con-

|| B4hop of  tefted -that our ignorance of what kind of

! }:@grc_cﬂ? Subftance the Soul is, does'hot" ‘at'all
- ’ UL etrer, *

|

|

|

|

Whythen is this, That “the Soukcannot be
Jaid'to be Ipsmortalbrought in asan opinion
of Mt. Locks, but at any rate'to make
that Pofition, That the Soul is not a diftintt
gg!y?fknée > be fuppos’d a Principle 'of

is.2:94% Br N o ity ereldairig
- Furthermore + ( fays the Remarker ) 77
confequence of this* Principle of ‘Deifm, and
the Mortality of ‘the Souly great difficulties
muft needs arife to them about the R efurreiti-
0y How it can be the [ame Man, or- rhe
fame Perfon, that rifes again, when both the
Body and the Soul are new and this won'd
bring on nice difputes about the Notions of
Identity, and Diverfity, which \accordingly
we find difcuffed ar large in the Effayy for their
Jatisfaction,] [ippofe.thas g0 ipon -fﬁ; e -Prinei-
ples. It may be fo, But the'Remarker
mult give me deave ‘to fippofe ‘t60, that

thofe Notions are not difcufs’d for: their

fatisfaction wlone; who go upon ‘thofe Prin-
oonil b i - ciples;

% :

e . Bt e Mt -
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ciples 3 and the reafon why T take the li-
berty to fuppofe fo, is, becaufe Mr. Lock
determines the Ideas of Identiry and Diverfi-
ty, upon feveral very different Principles;
and becaufe thofe who do think the Soul a
diftin® permanent Subftance , may have
fome difficulties about the Refurreition, and
about the Notions of Identity and Diverfity s
for Identity of Sbftance will not determine

-

it in all cales, as Perfonal Identity, and

Himin Tdentity, to thofe who take the
Body into their Idea of Afan ; and for
their fatisfadtion who place Humane Iden-
tity in' the fame Immaterial Spirit, united
to fuch andfuch Particles of Matter, in
fach a Shape and Form, Mr. Lock fhews

how we may eafily conceive! the fame Perfon

at the Refurvection, thy in a Body not exattly
in make or parts the [ame be bad here. But
fuppofing with the Remarker, that Dif-
courfe was defign’d for the fatisfadtiqn of
thofe ‘who go ‘upon the Principles of Deifm,
that does not fure Intitle Mr. Lock to theit

Principles ; and indeed thefe arc a forvof

Deifts very well worth fatistying, what-
ever they think of the Soul, fince they
allow the Refurretion: ‘1 fuppofe they

areof that Party which the Remarker telis Pefijoriph

us will own both Natural and Reveald

Religion. And to {atisfie fuch Men how .« ¢

confiftently with their own'Notions, ‘they
may conceive the {amePerfons at the Re-
furrefion, accountable for their A&ions
in' this Life, is worthy of 'a good Man's
pains, thol-he' differs from ‘them in their
tha | ~ opinions
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pute which

opinions of the Soul 3 and much more fer-

viceable to Religion, than thofe can he
( what ever zeal they pretend for it) who
will not allow that the Refurrection; or a
Future State, can' be eftablifh’d upon any
Hypothefis but their own ; for no doubt,
if Men are convincd of a Future State,
‘tisof no confequence upon what grounds
they are fo, theit miftakes about the Sub-
ftance of the Soul, will not endanger their
Morals, or their Salvation ; And if Mr.
Lock’s Difcourfe of Jdentity and Diverfuy,
wasdefign’d to refolve the difficulties that
may arife about the Refurreétion, that can
anly fhew his cosicern to fecure that Effen-
tial point upon every Man’s Principles,
furce he determives the Ideas of Identity
and Diverfity upon feveral contrary {up-
politions; and therefore there can be no
reafon to conclude any oneof them to be
‘his opinion, move than another; unlefs he
has declar'd in favour of one, which he
has donetwo or three times iy that Chap.
ter for this; That the Soul 5 one Individual,
Imimatersal Subffance, the dired contrary
to that which the Remarker wou'd have
thought to be his opinion, .~ - : |
We comenow to the next and faft dif-
the Remarker mentions ag
erifirg from that Principle, That the Sout
1550t & Sullf-ance diffinét from God and Mat-
rer. Trom this Fofirson (he fays) a Gueftion
fprings np cencerning ‘the Powers of Matter,
e whether Matter be not capable of Cogita-

‘#ion? 1 fhould rather think this Queftion
Gl i pre-
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preceded that Pofition ; it feems more Ra-
tional , and Natural , in the ignorance
Men are of what the Soul 45, firlt to enquire
whether that Power of Cogitation which
they perceive in themfelves may not be
communicated to Matter ; and if they find
no contradidtion in it, (and upon that
think fit to determine of the nature of a
thing, which they cannot certainly know )
thence to conclude, that the Soul'is not a

Subitance diftinét from Matter. But howe

foever that be, it cannot be concluded,
that thofe who make this Queftion go up-
on a SuppofitionThat theSoi is not a diftinét
permanant Subftance , which is the Principle
the Remarker wou'd have fuppos’d to be
Mr. Lock’s 5 The Queftion, as Mr. Lock
makes it, is not whether our Cogitations are
the operations of God, or of Marrer; but
whether God has given the Power of Co-
gitation to ‘'a Marerial, or an Jmmaterizl

~ Subftance, and which way foever this Que-

ftion is refolved, the Soul muft equally be
fuppos’d « diftinét permanent Subftance 5 for

a Material Subffance is not lefs a Subffance

than an fmmaterial.
But the fallacy by which that fuppofi-
tion, That the Soulis not a diftintt permanent

Subftance, is imputed to Mr. iLdck, upon

his doubting whether the Soul may not be

Material, lies in this, that fuppofing the
Soul not to be a Subftance diftin& from

Matter, is taken for the fame thing, as

{uppofing it not to. be diftin& from the

Budy , which ate very different. fappofi-
B tions,
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 gioms'yand upon this! fallacy it! is conelt-
dedsthat thofe ‘who think the'Soul may
beMarerialcannot fippofe it to'exift’ after
the'difohition of 'the Body. 'But thatone  ti
whoothinks Godoimay! have given Pereep- | bl
tion and Thought, to ' fome Syftems of Mat- g
ver:dispos’d as he-fees fit, may fuppofe this ¢
Syfbem ditinel frind the Body ; and tocon. | i
‘tinue in ‘the ‘fame State of Cogiration when I
the Bady is diffolved, we have for -an In- - wh
ftante (inot’ to’ mention many others) a  eF
fi0hlefsteminent Philofopher than Cicero, | {0l
~whooinall his’ eriguiries about/!the Bub-  kn
‘ftance ‘of the Soul, ‘went not beyond that | op
‘Matter” of whichi the Heavens are made, !
Ariftotle’s  Quinta’ I femtiny, tho' he’finds
‘peafons ‘to think it 'may be Jmmorral and =~ Mi
furvivethe Body; and-plainly diftingvifhes | the
‘it from:Body, ‘taken. for the fenfible; or- | Lo
ganicalparts of 'a' Man, tho’ therelisno- 1 f
‘thing of Immateriality in all his confidera- I;
tions:about the fubftance of the Soul. = /i"
<« This/then is evident, thatnone of thefe |
Difcourfes in the Effay whick the Remark- — "ihe

er mentions, ‘as ugrecing with the notion of
one Univerfal . Mind operating according to
diffrént Siftems' of Mestery withont any par-
ticular thinking Beings diftintt from the.Uri-
werfal 5 None of themn, 1 fay, do necefla- |
rily depend upon, or terminate in that
Suppofition 5 and fome of them .do necef-
farily ‘foppofe the contrary: For if' ‘the
Soul'is not:fuppos'd a particvlar Subftance,
diftiné from the Udiverfal Spirit, to what
- purpofe areanyQueftions Made orRafoév’&
13 ' about
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take account, or'be actountable for aéi- |
ons done here, if ‘they care all the operas 1

o tions ‘of one  Univerfak:Spirit? Andiwha '

eep- but the'Remarker cowddfind any con Gftens {

fat- | cyinithat,Suppofition, with a Difcourfe

8 £ toifatisfie Men how thejmay.conceive the

Ok | fame Perfons at theRefirredtion; and jufts '

hen ly fubje& to Rewdnds and. ‘Bunifhosénts,

In- | whatever fubftance the Sonl is; 5)1‘;0{ whats

)a ’ ever Particles the Body; isima eipi?: No

o, ; fort of Deilts 01‘-;:56&;:":0&1“.{:11* .;uth\at.,-;s];

ib- ~ know of, did ever reconcile thefe two

13t | opinions. IR

l, ¥  Thofe Sefs which the Remarker fays 13.P. 22

@ | were noted for holding only one Univerfal

nd Mind, confiftently with themfelves denied

€s the Refurre@ion; and to fuch Men Mr.

t- Lock’s Dilcourfe about Zdentity and Diver

- | firy, cow’d give no fatisfaction in that

- <} Foint, nor cowd it be made upon their

g Principles.” But I leave the Reader to

fe | judge what ground there is from any of

k| the Particulars mention’d, for the Re-

o | marker toimpute that opinion toMr. Lock,

w | and to think that the Lifiery aim'd ar all  pig

= | almginan EMzy,where upen every occafion

i he {peaks of the Soul as a real diftin® fiib-

- W ftance, in too many places to be inffanced ok

it ‘and of Man as a free Agent, {iibje® to an

- Eternal Retribution, according to his do-

€ Ings ia this Life; and that {o'frequently,

18 and fo exprefly, that ’tis impoflible to de-

I clare his fentiments upon that grand Point

1 (for

t
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groundfor fuch'an éxpedtation, iviho can

about " 'the’ Refurrection:?: ‘Fherel: is:dio,




(for ' the Remarkers Eafe as he defires )
more plainly than he has done; which, in-
deed, ‘is fo effectual a way of concealing a
Myjery o oppolite to thofe Notions, that
r*lﬁ:li .ve no body will fufpet it to be Mr.
Locks aim, but n%h‘f Remarker : And he, 1
hope , upon further reflettion, will ﬁnd
an eafier Key to decipher this Philofophy, and
be as forward im own é’hm muﬂ:akg,f gfei\é[g
Lock's Principles, and wrong 1nierence:

from them, as he was 'to publifh Remarks
fo injurious to him, upon wncertain Concli=
Jionsy and oundlefs Suppofitioks. 3
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