il (6)
’ 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-' |
i taining any one’s Right, without know-

j ing what Right is, which will be a very

fl infignificant Knowledge: But if the Re-
il marker means that as {oon as he knows .
I what it isto have a Right to a Thing, he

\! perceives, that to detain from a Man what

{ he has fuch a Right to, is Evil, without

i any farther Reflection, I underftand him,

|

I'

but fee not how it canbe 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
o only by the way. !
Let us now Confider that for which
this fudden preception without Ratio-
cination is brought as a Proof, uiz. >y
That the Grounds of the Diftinction of
Moral Good and Fvil, is in the Nature
of the Things themfelves, abftra& from the
good of Society ; which is that he can-
not make out from Mr. Lock’s Pringiples.
By which Diftinétion in the Nature of
-+ Things, if he means that without refpect
g to Men, or to Society, tho’ Mankind
~ had never been, or never been defign’d,
; Juftice, Gratitude, Fidelity, €7c. had
been Good, and their contraries Evil s
I Confefs my felf incapable of having
2 Notion of thefe Vertues abfira& from
1| gny Subject, to conceive. For Example,
| LB that
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