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ear  ‘This Lam fure of, that the Diffin&icny fip-
al, pofe of Gratityde and. Ingratitnde, Fidelity
rin? “and, Dufidelity, Juftice and Dijuflice, and fuih
vay  others, isad judden without any Ratiocination,
ont and as [eafible and peircing, as the Differsce
Re: T feel from the Scent of a Rofe and Afla-feeti-
ity * da. Onewould think herc, he were doubt-
tich  ing whether upon Mr. Lock’s princples we
and  can diftinguifh Gratitude £:om Ingratitude,
igi  Fidelity from Infidelity, &c. that 1s; know
that breaking aTruft, is not kesping a
e Truft, ©c which (as all other. Moral,
ad  Virtues, as Mr. Lock has thewn) are a 'rJ Hi9 1
& Collection of fimple Ideas, received from”* '
o Senfation and Refletion ; But {isce he
Ziow  allow’d above, that we can From Obfer-
nds,  uation and Reafon, infer fuch @ Diftiniticn
o to be wfeful to Scciety, and by conftquence,
i that we can by them perceive fuch
fih  aDiftinction, we will onefs his meaping
"I*  here, to be, that the perception of the
hal  Morality and Tmmorality of theft thingsas
bott . as fudden,c. asthe difforasce be feels fromr
Sa  the Joent of @ Rofe, and Affa-foetida s tho’
im I donot know what it is, to percerve.
&  the Morality and Dumcrality of thele things
ppl - without any Ratiocination s Fuftice and D=,
bi}ﬁ juffice, 1 think, depend upon the ‘Rights
g+ of Men, whether Natural, or efteblip’d
i) by particular Societics, and therefore to
i) Tnow what they are, 'US neceflary to.
utah know what Right s, which fure recuires
%l’. {ome Refleion; but toknow that Brjrflices”
= Evil, without any RefleGtion, feemns to me,
fnow that the term Dyju-
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fi  nomore than to
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