}vxlhn )
peal, hecould not but profefs himfelf to
he againft. lhe prefen:BAH’s procccdmg any'

. — Delzate: in'the- Brztz/}) Parlza

which had hetter be rcpenlcd and 'was as
4s any ‘'man to-agree to their re-

{nthcr. L

The' Bnﬂ\op “of Bangor (Dr. Wn'ren)'
confidered the Bill as having two oh_]“étsv

-ynnncnpally in view,

[The firtt, to rz.hc ve the m..mbc's of hc
chirch oF ‘nulmd from the penalties to

which. hey were Huble: by certain’ laws?

now in“force,
The {econd, to extend freedom in mat.-

ters of xchsxun to all p:rlona eicept Pa-

“in the firft pn.ng'\yh to repeal thie At ol
the 3d of James 1. wwhichimpofed a penal-

_ ment.

pitts.
T With rcfpc& to the firlt cbjeét of the
Lill, the Lifnop obferved, thatit propofed,

ty on all perfons \who-abfented themfelves

from the public {crvxcc of thechurch; a-xd;_ _ment, an pcrmmcd thp{e who were not *

in ordcr to render the qucmon more phnn,
the Bifhop took a fhort vicw of the feve-

ral A&s of Parliament frum the " nth of -

Elizabeth, which impofed any penalty on
perfons ‘fer not attending divine fenlce,
and fhewed that thefe AQs were “princi-

Fally levélled at’the Papifts, and accor-’
. dingly very few reftritions were to be-

found-againft any members of the church
of England,
the A& of Toleration pafled, the fame care
twas taken tq oblige all perfons tosttend,
on a’penalty, pablic worfhip, either at
Church or fome Proteftant Meumg, and

¢ontended from’thence; that even at that'

period when lxbcrxy of copfcience was al:

lowed in its fyll latityde, @nd the right of
private )ndgmcnt univerfally acknow lcdg-'

ed, this rcﬂramt was not confidered asin-
conﬁllcnr wnth the rights of pnvaLeJudg-
He lhcn cbft:rved that it was left
to théfe ddys of lxbcrt), or rather hcenn-
oufnefs, to call in’ queftion the propriety

“and wifdom of thefé Jaws, which® dbliged -

pufons, on pains ‘and penalties, fo fre-

quent the public fervice of the Church, or
fome Meeting” houfe.
. proceeded to.defend the law which obli-

The' Bithop lhen

- ges perfons to frequent fome Pplace of pub-

' -ndnfpcnfblc ‘dpty of every man to worfhip.

lic \vur(hl?

on Sundays; and on'this oc-
cafion his

Lordfhip faid, thnt it was the

God in .public. e mentidned feveral
heads of arguments by which it ‘could be
proved ;
were more fit for the” ﬁ.hools than for a

debate in a Houfe of- Parliamént, his

“Lord(ip imagined that he might tike it

for granted, that to worfhip God in pub-

¢ ‘lic_was -the indifpenfiMe duty of cvery’
man.-—Hc next obferved, that. this being ©
. . allowed, it followed that men had 3 right

- to.meet: togethe: for the prpofe of cairy:

. provided alwq

1 and fccumy of
- pretty cépioufly’ on’

He then obferved, that when

& of the Bl“ vig

but as fuch top|c~ he thought, .

' lng on pub 11-’ yOr

any hmdxam:
Sov»rugn. or'a

' no' doclrmel n

‘bnﬁﬂemi With' the. l'afeiy
'he St . He thendwei
i ' ages anﬁn_g :
i_x_om p,u'hhc worﬂi)p—-(ucn as;hatlreh,,‘nén &
 con’d o fupﬁur{zd h

. ountry wxzhou. AL
thl only's l‘)eans by whu,h he igno 7 ‘
Unlnmed reccived. mﬂrué‘uon in chglcus' E
and moral, (rushs—\low, “When' unibcrs
.were thus' aﬁcmb'*d toeexher, sthé*ekamo
pl:s of(ome uft h.wc a good infiience -

! q:hcra, l-:oth in. point of faith;and
pr ice;. and thcn contluded withpbferv. -

" ing, 'hat for thcfc réafens evary well regu.’
lated goverpipent p*mxdcd places of wor. _

fhip for. tho‘[c_}_{ho were of the eftablih-
of the el‘.abhﬂ;mcn to prov:de houfes for
‘hemfclves, ang whc;g ;he 'Vlng:ﬂrate had.
gone thas far, ‘if was patural to go one,
ftep further, and provldc, that public wor-
fhip thould not only be’ duly pcrformed,
but duly attended alfo, by’ ohhgmg all on, :
paias and penalties to attend jt.

"The 'Bifiop 'then obferved, that he
fhould be told that this mode of compulfi-.
on was inconfiftent thh that freedom: of

'Judgment which every man hasa rtht te
exerci’e in matters of rehglon :'And. to
this ob;efhon hereplied, that in the pre-
fent calt thére' was no force on the privarg
Judzmmt of "any man, as no man in. thxs

- country’ cpuld be obliged to attend any
puklic won‘hlp, bu, what he.can confcis
cntlouﬂ) 1om 'in ;*as he that cannot.com-
munigate’ with thé eftablithed  Church
may refor: 1{ qny of the congrcgatmns ‘of
the Prote(‘tant Diffénters ; and _he that
cannot commuricate with enhcr, may be .
fuppofed to hold doQrinés which are con-
trary to the interefts of the.Civil Sum:, and
as fuch not'fit to be ‘tolerated. ,

"The Biftiop thénce made a fcw o'bfcrva- ‘
tions on fome other parts-of the Bill,“and
then proceeded to confider thg fecond ob-

.the | cxtendmg free-

dom in matters of rchglon LT :

On this the Bllhop obfervcd “that thq

Bill gavg. fugh a lamudc in fpeakmb, )

pradifing, writing, qnd pubhfhmg on al} -

religious fotjedls, that it virtually repeaicd
all the laws how ip {orce for. thc fu,mrcf_'
fion of ;nﬂdchry. p;'ofancnef and-* ‘blaf -

phemy, and in pamcular the fatute - 05

Ring William for the fuppredion of . Blaf--

phemy, &c.-—l-l@thcn remar.ud lh.\t thn_

‘fatute of ngw Air_n vqas almol\ the on-




