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‘¢ I can fafely fay I have always di{charged this

‘¢ difagreeable office with regret; regarding the
“« cruel necellity of it as an additional misfor-

¢ tune 7.
¢« At prefent, Sir, I thank heaven, I am

¢ quit of this duty; and am determined, for
“ the future, to be filent. TFor the ilake,
“ therefore, of my own repofe as well as that
‘“ of the Otate in which I have the happinefs
¢« to live, 1 voluntarily engage mylelf, fo long
« as 1 poflefs the fame advantages, not to write
“ upon any {ubjet which may give offence
“ to the people of this country, or of thofe
« adjacent. I will even do more, and return
¢ with pleaflure to that f{tate of obicurity, in
““ which I ought always to have lived, and hope’
‘“ never more to excite the attention of the pu-
¢ blic, in any fhape, regarding myfelf.

“ I beartily with I could offer my new coun-
¥ try a tribute more worthy of it. The facrifice

Voi. X. 1] ¢ f

+ Mt Rouffeav received, indeed, during feveral months to-
eether, repedted and muliiplied foliciations, even from Ge-
neva itfelf, to urge him to write in his juflification. It is there-
$ore not to he wondered at, if his friendthip, his duty, his ho-
nour, at lenoth yielded to them. Iis furpriling, howcver,
that people thould be fo fond of diftovering, in the Letters fren:
s Nountaing, fentiments which ave not exprefled there, For
my part, [ fircerely avow, that the pradent, referved, and pa~
triotic * conduét of the <itizens of Geneva, (ince the public.-
on of that work, appears to tally exatly with the maxins
.1d advice which thofe Letters inculcate. Not but I can ex-
Lly difcern, that a perfon, whofe love of liberty and averfion

10 defpotifm were lefs than mine, might not approve of the
rublication of that Work, or lubour to inveft its aathor with

the title of @ Profeffor of truth and liberty.

% Notwithitanding all that has been infituated to the contrary by the
awihnr of the Dialszwes betrprim a citizen of Genevd Il 3 15r¢rn ey,
s writer making bis cigizen talk like a cbi, d, and his forcgnes very fo
reign to the purpole indeed!
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<¢ T here make it, indeed, 1s of little value, and
v a5 Jittle to be regreted: fince 1 prefer the
«¢ friendfhip of its inhabitants, and the fa-
«¢ your of its Governors, infinitely above the
-« breath of popularity and the vain applaufe of
¢¢ the world.

¢ Let me intreat you, Sir, to accept of my
¢ moft humble and refpectful acknowledgments,

I have the honour to be, &c.
Neufchatel,
April 144 1765, J. J. Rousseav.

¢« P, S. Intaking a review of my letter, I
¢ perceive, Sir, I have not ltrictly kept
¢« my promife; but have fometimes loft
« fight of my deiign, by dwelling too mi-
« nutely, perhaps heavily, on particulars.
¢« But the heart was affli¢ted, and 1t was
« impoflibleto do otherwife. Who could
< forbear expatiating on fo copious a {ub-
« je&t? Ido not flatter myfelf, however,
¢« that I have told you every thing; and
¢ am, therefore, fatisfied that I have not

«« altogether broken my promife.”

ADVERTISEMENT.

ON the publication of the forcgoing letter,
. written, as it afterwards appeared, by Mr
du Peyrou of Neufchatel, the reverend Paftor
M. de Montmollin undertook, in defence of
himfelf, a refutation of the falts and reafonings
contained in it. 'This he publifhed in the form
of Letters, to the number of ninej thefubftance

of which is contained in the following iummary.
4b-
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Sbfiraét of Profeffor de Mox'TMOLLIN’s Refu-
tation of the foregoing Libel.

¢ If I had confulted only my own peace and’
tranquillity, I {hould have been filent with re-
gard to the anonymous libel which hath lately
appeared againft me; and which, being only a
farrago of mifreprefentation, falichood, calumny,.
and abufe, can excite only the contempt of men

of underftanding and probity.
¢ A writer who is afhamed to fubfcribe his

name to aflertions or infinuations refpeCling the
moral charater and reputation of another, hath
been in all ages held in juft deteftation, as the
moft dangerous enemy to fociety. Such a wri-
ter, indeed, may be truly compared to an affuflin,
who ftabsamann thedark, or deftroyshim while
he fleeps fecurely in his bed. His word, at
leaft, ought to pafs for nothing with the public,
as I have often beard Mr Rouffeau himfelf ac-
knowledge.

‘“ For my own part, I am not afraid to fub-
fcribe my own name; nor to mention thofe of
others who may be interefted in this affair; as
I {hall write nothing but what 15 exacily true,
and fhall befides {tri¢tly abide by that modera-
tion which is fo conformable both to my mini-
fterial and perfonal charaéter.”

After this introduction, the reverend profel-
for goes on to relate the affair of Mr Roufleau’s
firft application to him, on that gentleman’sar-
rival at Motiers, in order to be admitted to the
holy communion; giving a tranfcript of his
lctter on that occafion ;. which, being before

Ll2 printe:
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printed *, 1s here omitted. In the copy of 2
iecond letter, addrefled to a brother paftor at
(eneva, on the fame cccafion, M. de Montmel-
lin proceeds, alter the cuftomary preamble, as
jollows:
¢¢ It is now about three + months fince Mr
*¢ Rouflcau arrived at Motiers, and took up his
¥ rchidence in the noufe wherein he now lives.
' My friends and relations reco:nmended him
¢ to me as a perfon of merit and probity, who
¢ {ought onlya peaceful retreat where he might
¢ end his days in tranquiility, withous writing
¢ any more T: a circumitance which was af-
v terwards confirmed to me by the verbal af-
“ furance of NMr Rouffeau, whofe health isvery
v precarious, and is daily on the decay. On
« his arrival, he wrote to my Lord Marfhall,
“ defiring permiilion to refide in this country;
““ which was readily granted him. His Excel-
¢ Jence aifoinformed the King, who was plealed
¢ to admit of Mr Rouflead’s petition ; fuppofing
¢ he wounld behave himfelf in a proper manner.
““ From that day to this, Mr Rouflean, whom
““ I have had frequent occalion to ice, hath ap-
“ peared 1n a very favourable light; comport-
““ mg

L.

Seerepe 300,

‘This letter 15 dated Sept. 25, 13612,

The paflages marked in italics throughout this l:tter are
thote which Mr Rouflean cither retrenciied, added, or ahier-
cd, in the copy fubmitted to bis perufal by M. de Mont-
mellin, when the lutter was called upon, in his own vindi-
eation, to fend it to feveral perfons of eminence, both ecclefs-
aitical and civil, who thought he had extended bis toleration
tco far with regard to My Roufleau.  Providentially, fays
th.e profeffor, I have rctained this copy with the alterations and
corre€tions written by Mr Roetlean’s own hind.  "I'be profef-
for had written, wiiicad praapan] Kool e v e any oo,

L
i
L
"
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¢ 1ng himfelf with great prudence and difcre-
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tion, and politely refuling to fatisfy the im-
pertinent curiofity of thofe who came hither
to afk him imprudent or unneceffary que-
ftions.

¢ In the mean time, he hath afliduoufly fre-
quented the church, with fuch an external
appearance of religious refpect-and devotion,
that the people haye entertained a very good
opinion of him. For my own part, I have
frequently converfed with him, and have ftart-
ed feveral objections again{t a number of pro-
pofitions contamned in his writings. On ail
which occafions he hath replied with great
moderation ;. complaining bitterly that' he:
hath been mifreprefented, not only asaninfidel
and an enemy to religion, but even asan
atheift ; whereas he protefted to me, that he-
was fincerely a Chriftian, and that of the re--
formed religion. .
‘“ On the twenty-fourth of Auguft, he wroté
me. the letter betore mentioned ;-and the next:
day waited-on me, in conf¢quence of its con-
tents; when 1 bad anopportunity of entering
intoa more patticular converfation with him, .
with-regard to the nature and tendcncy of
his writings, and principally that of Emilius.
On that head, I.obferved to him, that there
appeared to me a manifeft contradiftion be-
tween the principles eftablifhed 1n: his wri-
tngs, and that ardent defire he teftihed to be
admitted to the communion of the faithful.
t¢ He again protefted, that he was at heart a
Chniftian and a Proteftanty that he was de--
tirous of acting as fuch ; and that he looked
upon s participation at the Lord’s table as

L1373 “ on
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one of the moft confolatory events that couid
happen to him ; exprefling his hopes that my
paftoral charity would not refufe him the ad-
‘“ vantage of {uch confolation. 'To all which
he added, as a proof of his fincerity, and of
bis requeft’s arifing from motives purely con-
{cientious, that, being under the immediate
protection of the king, he might refide at
eafe in this country, without being under any
neceflity of complymg with any external
‘“ modes of religion: but that he defired from
¢ his heart to know Jefus Chrift for his Saviour;
whenever he {hould be called to appear before
“ his fovereign Judge.

¢ With regard to his Emilius, allo, in parti-
““ cular, he again affured me, that he meant to
‘¢ {ay nothing in that work agamit the reform-
‘ ed religion; having 1n view only the three
‘¢ followingobjeCts: Firft, To combat the church
“ of home, and particularly tbat dolirine which
““ affirms that there 1s no falvation out of her
¢ pale ; as there can be no doubt that a Pagan
“ of probity and virtue, Socrates, for mftance,
*‘ although he never had heard the name of
“« Chrift, might be faved.

¢¢ On this occafion he admitred, that he was
¢ led to exalt the idea of natural religion, as
‘ teing the foundation of revealed § and that
““ he might poilibly have dropped {fome expref-
 {ions that might be mifapplied, and feem ro
“« have a tendency to depreciate the Proteftant
¢ religion; but that this was never his inten-
“ tromn.

¢« In the fecond place, 1t was his defign to op-
‘““ pofe, though not directly, yet fufliciently
« plain, that infernal performance De FE/prit;

¢
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in which the author maintains the deteftable
principle, that to perceive and to judge isthe
ame thing 3 a principle which evidently tends
to eftablifb materialifm *.

¢« Thirdly, To demolifh thofe of our modern
philofophers, whofe vanity and prefumption
have induced them to fap the foundations of
all religion, both natural and revealed.

¢ In anfwer to all this, I freely reprefented

¢ to Mr Rouflfeau, that, if thefe were his in-
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tentions, his readers had ind‘eed-greatly mie-
{taken them; and that they were very na-
turally led into fuch miftake, by the {cept-
cal and ludicrous manner 1in which he had
treated the moft effential doctrines of Chri-
ftianity.

¢¢ Being thus prefled, he replied, that he ad-
mitted and believed every dolrine that was
effential,- or that any minifter ought to deem
effential, in the Chrifbian religion: zhat he
was fo far from ludicroufly endeavouring to
bring religion into ridicule, he had never fpo-
ken of it but with the moft profound refpeét ;
although, in oppofing two adverfaries to cach
other, and imitating their manner, wiich he
cenfuuresy he fometimes makes one of them [peak
of it with lefs reverence *.  He ingenuouily
confefled, that he had many doubts and fcru-
ples which he could not get over; but that he
defired nothing more ardently tnan to have
thefe doubts removed, and 1n the mean time
adhered to that way of thinking which was
cenerally acknowledged the fafeft. He farthes

‘-‘ L‘?:'h_,

* This was added by Mr Rouflean,
+ Added by Mr Roudlean,
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¢ declared, that, if he was fuppofed to have ai
mdlﬂerence for all religions, 1t was a * fg/f
imputation 3 for that he looked upon. the
Chriflian religion as the only one that was
true, and capable of making us wile to fal-
vation. At theend of this conference, 1 told
him I would communicate the purport of it
as well as his letter, to the Confiitory, and
that I fhould afterwards return him my an-
fwer.

“« The Confiftory unanimoufly determined,
that Mr Roufleau might be admitted to the
communion, on the {uppolitton of his fince-
rity, and with the provifo that I fhould agam
converfe with him on that head. 1 imparted
thisdetermination accordingly to Mr Roulleau,
and in the mean time made tarther inquines
after his charadter and condudt, for my own
fatisfaltion and juftification. After all which
precautions, to prevent any fcandal arifing
from the propofed admiflion, I'waited agan:
on Mr Rouffeav, and told him that I wus
charged, on the part of the Confiftory, tore-
prefent to him, ¢ That every perfon whe
came to the holy communion made a public
profeflion of believing in Jefus Chrift, and
that confequently the members of the church
regarded him as a member of Chnft: but
that if 1n this cafe he only made an external

and verbal profeflion, I thought mylelf obl:-

ged to tell him, he would be the moft vile
and decertful of all hypocrites : that he was
accountable, however, only to God ; and that
if he acted fincerely, as I was bound 1a Chri-
ltian charity te believe, Iblefled God for the

““ happy
" Added by Mr Roufleau,
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happy circumftance, and felicitated him there-
on with all my heart.” To this 1 added,
that I doubted not, 1f be feconded the opera-
tions of grace which appeared to all in his
tavour, but he would find, by happy experi-
ence, that the doubts and feruples he had
mentioned would infen(ibly diflipate; and
that, having a ciear head and a good heart,
the work of grace would foon be compleated.
1 then fpoke to bim agamn of his Emilius, and
of the public profeflion he was going to make
of Chriftianiiy: to which he replied, that in
time the prejudices conceived againft him

would vaniil:.
¢s Mr Roufleau received the communion the

Sunday following, with an humility and de-
votion that edified the whole church; and
{eemed to carry with them all the appearance
of fincerity. A number of very {fenfible and
pious perfons in the congregation were i
particular highly rejoiced at the religious de-
portment of i Roufleau, who hatn made
himf{elf loved and efteemed in thefe Cantons
by his can.ieur, =fubilirv, moderation, and
cﬁarity. For though he is not rich, he 1s
very charitable, and that without oftentation ;
of which he gave fome exiraordinary proofs
on the day of his receiving the facrament.”

Under thele circumitances, M. de Monrmol-

lin thinks he fhould have been wanting 1n his
duty as a minifter of Chrilt, had he refufed Mr
Roufleau the privileges he was defirous of as a
member of his church; it belonging onlytohim
who fearcheth the heart and trieth the reins, to
judge whether or fiot the participant was actually
iincere. ¢ Iris to be wifhed, indeed,” continues,

the
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the reverend paftor, ¢ for the fake of my own
peace and tranquillity, that my toleration, tho’
founded both on the principles of humanity and
Chriftian charity, had been more referved and
confined. I {hould not in that cafe have been
the dupe to the goodnefs of my own heart, nor
have had {o much reafon to complain of having
been unjuftly traduced in the opigion of the
public. Where is there a paftor, who would
not have been rejoiced as I was, to fee Mr Roul-
feau, whofe celebrity was {o general and exten-
five, prefent himfelf in alight {o defirable to the
caufe ot truth and religion? I will frankly con-
fefs to you, Oir, that, independent of the fatif-
faction I fele in regard to the {alvation of Mr
Roufleau, and the edification of my fellow Chri-
ftians, my felf-love was not a little flattered by
this event, which I looked upon-as one of the
meft honourable of my life. The confequences,
however, have taught me the propriety of adopt-
ing the remark which the anonymous Libeller
hath putinto the mouth of a certain lady of his
acquaintance tefpefting Mr Roufleau’s com-
mending an Ecclefialtic m his lifc-time,  Yes,
my friend, I may well fay, in like manner,that
I have learned, to the forrow of my heart, the
danger of commending an author during his
hife-time, efpecially when he piques himielf- {o
greatly on his reputation. 'Fo promife to write
no more, yet flill to write on, and that more
than ever againft religion, 1s a conduét -{o in-
confiftent and problematical, that, 1 confefs
frankly, I am unable to account for 1t. DBut to
‘confine myfelf to facts, which I fhall leave to ex-
plain themfelves: During the time in which 1
unagined. Mr Roufleau enjoyed at leifure that

fran-
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tranquillity which he had by his abovemention-
ed conduct procured to himfelf, without think-
ing of writing any more on religious {ubjets, it
appears that he was very differently employed.;
For at the latter end of the year, behold his Let-
ters from the Mountains made their appearance;
in the perufal cf which 1 faw the author difco-
vered himfelf by his writings, and that it was
no longer the Saveyard Curate who {poke, but
Mr Roufleau himfelf. A copy of this work was

fent me by the author, with the following let-
ter *.

Motiersy Dec. 273, 14764,

«« What a pity, Sir, that a man, who is fo
¢ fond of peace, {hould be always engaged in
““ war! It was impoflible for me to refufe{tand-
“ ing up in defence of my compatriots, as they
¢ had done in mine. This 1s what I could not
‘“ do, without refenting thofe infults, which,
‘¢ with the blackeft ingratitude, the minifters of
¢¢ Geneva have had the bafenels to load me in
¢ the midft of my misfortunes; and which they
¢ have carried even fo far as to abufe me {rom
¢ their pulpits, which they are unworthy to a-
¢ fcend. But as they are {o fond of war, they

¢ {hall

* Let the reader put himfelf in my place, and judge what
I ought to think of Mr Rouflczn, when I faw to what de-
grec he had infulted fo diftinguilhed and refpeftable a body s
the clergy of Geneva. I confefs, [ was very little flattered with
the exception this writer made of me in the Amiterdam edition
of his book; as the odium he endeavoured to throw on the
miniftry in general, muft neceflarily in fome degrec ulfect me.
Rut it is no wonder, that a writer, who could fo indecently in-
{uit a refpeétable body of magiltrates, fhould abufe the mini-
ters of religion, who have no other arms to defend themfelves
than charity and patience.
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¢ fhall have it; this, however, is my firft a& of
“ hoftility, tho' I have fuffered many from them
¢ who have been the aggreflors, In this work,
¢ Thave neverthelefs defended one of their chief
‘ prerogatives ; which they have tamely fub-
 mitted to be deprived of, voluntarily ftooping
¢ under the yoke of tyranny themfelves, that
¢ they may be {fupported in their infolent au-
“ thority over others. As for the reft, the quar-
¢ rel 1s merely perlonal between them and me;
< or, if I have introduced the Proteftant reli-
¢ gion, it 1s as its defender againft thofe who
““ would fubvertit. Such are my reafons, Sir,
¢¢ for having written this performance ; and you
4 may be aflured, that themore I am laid under
¢ the neceflity of explaining myfelf, the greater
¢ honour wili redound to you for your conduét
“ towards me and the juftice you have already

“ done me.
J. J. Rousseavu.”

~ ¢« TheCompany of Paltors, being informed of
the manner in which the Letters from the Moun-
tains were teceived throughout FEurope, and
particularly by the churches of this country,
thought themfelves under an obligation to take
notice of this work, as wcll as of the new edi-
tion projected of Mr Roufleau’s other picces..
« The Libeller 1s pleafed to reprefent 1tas an
offence, that the reverend clafs were f{ilent on
this head for the fpace of two months. Dut
could a body of men difperied throughout the
country take up lefs time to examine the work
1 queftion, and to judge properly of the effelts
it might produce ¢ T'hefe, and thefe only, were

the fprings of their fubfequent zeal and altivity.
Will
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¢« Will it be faid that the clergy had no bufinefs
to take thefe objects into their confideration ¢
Surely their quality of minifters of the gofpel
neceflarily called upon them to fupport the caufe
and interefts of their Divine Mafter ! The cler-
gy of every communion would have done the
famey and I can take upon me to aver, thatboth
curs and the neighbouring churches, tho’ of a
different communion, were greatly edified by
that condut and refolution, which are {o con-
formable to the avowed principles of a company
of defenders of the truth, who ought to main-
tain the caufe of Chriit.

“'The anonymous lioeller was not well inform-
ed, when he intimated that the clergy took no
notice of Emilius at the firft appearance of that
work 3 the venerable clafs having made remon-
ftrances on this head to the Government in the
year 1762, in order to prevent ifs being circu-
lated in this countrys; a proof of which fack
the writer may find by recurring to the regifters
of the Council of State. It 1s farther obfervable,
that in this remonftrance the clafs did not men-
tion the author’s namey an inftance of that mo-
deration {or which they have been ever diftin-
ruithed, notwith{tanding the libeller’s malicious
ifinuations to the contrary.

¢ Themiftake of the erier, who proclaimed the
nrohibition of Mr Rouwtleau’s performance, was
not lefs ridiculous than the anonymous writer’s
remark on it. But to proceed to tails of greats
er importance.

¢« The Aflambly of the Clergy appointed the
rathand 13th of March *,1n order to deliberate

Vor. X. M m Oik

* AL de Menunollin was not prefent 8¢ the former mects
.y

-‘b
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on the means of removing the fcandal which the
publication of IMr Roufleau’s laft work had occa-
floned. And here, with all the deference due
to'the anonymous writer, I muft take the liber-
ty to obferve, that, according to the ecclefiaftical
conflitutions of this country, the clergy have a
right and authority to take notice of matters of
faith, as well as morality, when any {candal a-
rifes from them. 'This 1sthe very letter and the
{pirit of our diicipline; of which I might cite nu-
merous examples. The anonymous writer com-
pares the proceedings of our clergy, with thofe
of an inquifition. Abfurd and ridiculous! The
objelts of inquifitorial profecution are concealed
falts, that of our Aflembly was notorious and
open. B

¢ Not having feen Mr Rouflean during my ill-
nefs, I thought my paftoral duty required of me
to pay hum a vifit before the meeting of the ap-
pointed Ailembly. Iaccordingly waited on him,
though hardly recovered, on Friday the 8th of
March, in the afternoon; in order to prevail on
him, 1f polhble, to take {fuch meafures as might
beft agree with my fentiments refpecting hin,
and the difcharge of my own duty. I fignified
to him the apprehenfions I was under on his a¢-
count, and the confequences which I forefaw
would be the refult of the Aflembly. I opened
my heart freely to him on this occafion, as a ci-
tizen, a Chriftian, a paftor, and a friend ; in do-
ing which perhaps I did too much, but it was a
proceeding which my teart dictated. I own Sir,

I

ing of the clergy, being, as he fays, confined by ficknefs, and
having no knowledge, ¢either dueétly or indirectly, of what
was done there; much lefs that Mr Rowfleaw’s bouks were the
objclts of thetr deliberations |
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I was defirous of pmenting Mr Rouflcaw’s fuf-
fering any chagrin this account, becaule I then
firenly believed him to be fincere in his error. I
propofed to him therefore {everal expedients
which {uggelted themlelves; and among others,
that he would promife me not to receive the
commumon at Kafter, as well for his own {ake
as for that of general edification; hoping that,
in a thort uterval, rhe femwntmon which had
been raifed in the minds of the puople on his ac-
count might pollibly fublide. Was this, Sir,
the condult of a perfecutor? Mr Roufleau befi,
tated fome time; and at length gave me for an-
{fwer, that it I would affure him he fhould parti-
cipate on the emuing feftivals, he might be in-
duced to acquiefce 1n my propofal. I reprefented
to him, that this did not depend on me; that I
was only a fingle member of a numercus body,
and could anfwer only for my own vote. kle per-
ii{ted, however, in telling me, that his fortune
was 11 my hands, and that he was determined
to have all or nothing 5 while I continued to af-
{ure him, that 1 would do him all the {etvice 1
my power, confliftent with my duty. ©r Rouf-
{cau then faid, that he would enter into an en-
gagement with me, not to write any thing more
upon the fubjet of religion in confequence of
which he hoped he thould not be farther difturh-
ed: to which he added haftily and abruptly,
¢« Well, 5ir, my fortune depends upon you: if
¢ you return with good news, I {hall be heartily
¢ glad to fee you; if not, we have nothing to
¢ {ay to each other.” 'L'o this I replied, being
much ceoncerned at his prepofleflion, ¢ As you
¢¢ pleafe, Stir,” and returned to my own houfe
heartily afflicted.  As I was not to fet out till

Mm3 Mon-
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NMonday, I conceived Mr Rowfleau might in the
interim be better advifed, and that I thould hear
from him: but I heard nothing of him ull Sun-
day evening; when Mr Guyenet, Licutenant of
Val-de- lmvers, who has the honour to be in the
oood graces of Mir Rouflean, came to inform me,
that Mr Rouffean had {ent for him to complain
againit ine for the coldnefs with which I had re-
ceived his declaration ; and to tell him, that if I
had required 1t m writing, he would certainly
have given it me.  He hath nothing more to do
then, faid I, then to fend it to me; I am ready
to reeeive ity and will prefent it to the Affumbly:
but I conjure you, aaded 1, by that intereft which
vou take in Mr Rouflean’s atfairs, as well as that
which you are fenfible I take myfelf, to let bis
declaration be clear and pofitive.  Mr Guyenet
would have had me rcturn to Mr Roufleau: but
the weather was too fevere to permit me to nik
my healrh; and as I had nothing new to fay to
to him, Mr Guyenet went him{elf, and brought
sne foon after a written paper from Mr Rouﬂt: \u,
which I told him I thought infuihicient, giving
tum my reafons for thinking it unfatisfactory.
To thete he told me he would bring an anfwer,
and accor (Img]y brought me a fecond paper * on
Monday merning: to w‘nch I objected, 1n like
manner, that inflead of making our Clergy eafy,
it would rather 1mtate them the more agamit
him +: defiiing that he would alter the words
“ 7

* The anonymonus writer fays, this declaration was no
known il within a ihort time before his writing 3 whereas it
was notorioufly known in the very beginning of the aflalr, not
only in the countrv, but even 1n Gereva. My L:uyt,net told

mie he fad orders to w ‘!\L it public, as I alfo did to every one
wio had a mind to fee

+ "Ihe werms of hi: i'ua'n:er declaration were (il more excep-

tion-
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¢ I will continue to thew by my fentiments and
¢ conduct the value I {et upon the happinefs of
“ being united to the church,” into, ¢ 7 wil/
“ endeavour to fthew, &¢.”’; the expreflion /
will continue, after fo flagrant an inftance of his
late defeCtion, being more than {fuflicient to give
offence. The Lieutenant was loath to return
with this meflage; but feeing I was going to
proceed on my journey, he went out hattily, de-
firing 1 would wait his return. 1 did {oj when
he informed me, that he could not prevail on:
Mr Roufleau to alter a {ingle letter of his decla-
ration. oo much the worfe faid I'y T am really
forry for his obftinacy: but pleafe to tell him,
that he is himfelf the caufe of thofe troubles in
which he will pollibly be mvolved; bur it is his
own affair, as he is determined not to liften to
the advice of his friends.—

% Being arrived at Neufchatel, [ found there the
fame fermentation as in my own and the neigh-
bouring parithes. 'I'he Letters from the Moun-
tains, the projeted edition of Mr Roufleau’s.
writings, the remonftrances of our company,
and the profcription of his works by the civil
magiftrate, all together did did not a little agi-
tate the minds of the people. Every body had
their eye on the conduét of the Clergyin this cir-
cumftance. What will our minifiersdo? faidthey
publicly. Will they deiend the gofpel, which hath
been {o openly attacked ; or will they {ufterittobe
torn in picces by its enemies ? And what will you
do, Sir? faid they to me. Will not this laft per-

Mm 3 form -

tionable; for he there made the offer of being filent, on cond:-
tion of their not molefting him : but it is not for culpable u:-
dividuals, as I then told Mr Guvy e N e'r, thus to make copul-
tions, and give law to their legal fupcriors.
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formance of Mr Rouffeau’s put an end to your
toleration ? He is your parifhioner. Wil you
do nothing for the fake cf religion, for the edi-
fication of the faithful, and for your own cha-
rater? Had a native of the country, added they,
dared to fpeak or to write any thing like what
hath been advanced by Mr Roufleau, the clergy
would have been readily inflamed -againft him.
What! is Mr Roufleau, a citizen of yefterday,
invefted with greater privileges than a natural
born fubject? Is he not fubjeted, like every o-
sher citizen, to the laws of the ftate, and thofe
cuftoms which have prevailed from times imme-
morial,

‘¢ Atthe meeting of the Aflembly, the Chriti-
anity of Mr Rouffeau was brought on the tapis
for examination; when I prefented the declara-
tion given me by Lieutenant Guyenet on the pre-
ceding Sunday. This, being taken inte confi-
deration, was deemed infuflicient to repair the
mifchiefs which had been already effected by the
publication of the Letters from the Mountaiis ;
«nd that fomething more was required of Mr
Roufleau, in regard to the injured honour of re-
ligion. So that, {o far were the Affembly from
thinking that his declaration fhould be tranfcri-
bed in leiters of gold in their rogifters, that they
-conceived it included its own condemnation: for
f the book in queftion had not infulted rehigion,
Wr Roufleau had no need to enter mto engage-
ments to write no more againffit. _

¢« Agreeable to the cuftom of the Aflembly, I
was then called upon to give in my informa-
tion which, Iappeal to all prefent, was done in
th= {pirit of toleration and charity, which 1 have
ever difplayed toward Mr Roufleau. After thisl

went
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went out of the Affembly, conformably alfo to
the fame cuftoms ¥,

“ 1 know not wherel the anonymous libeller
learned, that the reverend Affembly fulminated
a {entence of excommunication againft My Rouf-
feau, in defiance of the laws and conftitution of
the country. They were by no means ignorant
of the limits of their {piritual juriidition; but
at the fame time they knew them{tlves authori-
{ed to give direCtions to the members of their
own body, refpecting their behaviour in their re-
fpeCtive confiltories, without pretending to lay
any reftraint on the {uffrage of the elders, It 1s
ralle, 1t 15 ablolutely falfe, that the Affembly de-
liberated on the anonymous letter which the li-
beller has inferted, and which was addreiied only
to fome few members, of which I was one. On
the contrary, it was not even publicly read, be-
caule 1t was anonymous.

‘' The following 1s a copy of the direCtions gi-
ven me by the Aflembly to regulate my particu-
lar condudt towards Mr Rouilcau.

Neufchatel, March 13, 1765,

¢“ The Aflembly being this day mer to deli-

“ berate on the meafures it ought to take with
¢¢ regard to. Mr Rouflezu, whofe antichnftian
¢ {entiments, difplayed 1n his writings, and par-
“ ucularly 1n his Letters from the Mountains
¢ lately publifhed, have given the greatellt {can-
¢ dal to the whole Chriftian church, and par-
¢ ticularly to that of our own country; 1t was
¢ judged proper to begin with the examinatim}
4 0

. . L -~ 1. -
* 1t is the cuftom in this affembly, for the paftor of any pa-
rifh to withdraw, when any matior tsunder delibesation 1efpee-
ting any one or more of his own pariliioners,
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whofe parifhioner Mr Roufleau at prefent is.
The information of the faid paftor,being heard,
the Affembly were given to underftand, that
Mr Roufleau, having been previoufly advifed
of the objelt of the prefent deliberations, had
{ent him a paper, figned with his own hand,
to be delivered to the Affembly *: Which
paper being read, and maturely confidered,
the Aflembly 1s of opinion that it is infuffici-

ent to atone for the fcandal which the publi-

cation of his mifchievous and impious wri-
tings have raifed.

¢ They think them{elves, therefore, indifpen-
fably obliged to declare to M. de Montmollin,
that, after the publication of the Letters from
thz Mountains, he ought to not to look upon
Mr Rouffeau as a Chniflian or member of the

: church. At his requifition alfo the Aflembly

judge it expedien: to give him direGions for
his future condult towards Mr Rouflean,
whom he oughttocite toappear before the Con-
fftory, in order to be properly admonifhed,
and to be made acquainted with their refolu-
tion concerning his being adjudged unworthy
of communion with the faithiul, until he thall
have manifefted, in every refpedt, the fenti-
ments of a true Chriftian, firft, By folemniy
declaring in the Confiftory, that he believes in
Fefus Chrifty who died for our tranfgreffions,
and rofe again for our juftification; fecondly,
By acknowledging his regret for having writ-
ten any thing gontrary to that belief, and a.
sainft revelation; and, laftly, By confenting

that fuch declaration and acknowledgment
¢ fhould
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“ fhould be made public for the: edification of
““ the church, and the reparation of the {candal
¢ he hath occalioned.
Signed, A. vr Luzk,
Paftor of the church ai Cornaux, and
Secretary of the venerable Aflembly.

‘ On the next day I quitted Neufchatel, in or-
der to return home to my particulas affairs. How
then can the author of the libel rafhly advance,
that fecret practices had been ufed in the church
of Motiers? No fecret pra&tices were made ufe
of, either on my part, or on that of the friends
to religion and tranquillity. I call on all my
parifhioners to witnefls this, as alfo on the very
elders themfelves who voted againft me in the
affair of Roufleau.

¢ ‘The public were curious and impatient to
know the refolution taken by that Affembly;
that firi& filence, however, was oblerved, to
which the oath taken by the menmibers necefiari-
ly obliged them; a filence which, neverthelefs,
the anonymous Jetter-writer affeéts, 1 know not
why, to make fo very myfterious. For my own
part, I am fhll ignorant whether the minifters
prefent made a fecret of the above refolution to
thefe who were abfent: but I know very well
that I made no myftery of it to any of my abfent
brethren, when I had an opportunity of {eeing
them. And why thould I? when itis well known
that the Letters from the Mountains were cens
{ured by the paftors in general, who were juftly
apprehenfive of their dangerous effects on tneir
relpective flocks.

‘“ On Sunday, the twenty-fourth'of March, tha

Conliftory met, according to the pradtice of all
thie
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the churches of.this coutury, to proceed on the
fuibjert ot ucculetions * 5 at which tira: two new
eid s were preented  nd choieny who, of they
had not been prevenied by various circumitan-
ces, would have been cholen {ome tine before,
By Eafterwasappreaching;and the elders infifted
on the eleCticn of coti-agues, bzcaufe they were
berenme too few 1a nu.cwoer to (nftain the burden
of rhe church, Y=t w:th what malignity :h
the anonymous libelicr ta'= upon him to charge
me ‘¢ w;th having fixed on th., opportunity to
« compiere the Conliftory, in order that I .:ight
¢« have more of its members at ni+ devotion ?”
But did not the officer of the Prince alfo vote at
this election?

“ On this very day, the Confiftory came to iny
houfe, according to cultom, before the morning
fervice, with the two new-ele¢ted eldersy at
which time, and not before, I informed them of
the affair of Mr Rouffean, which was to be pro-
pofed in the Affembly of the Confiftory after th
fermon. ‘

¢ In this Affembly I reprefented to them, that
1t was not without great concern and reluctance
that I laid before them the affair of Mr Roufleau,
with whotn I had had perfonal conneétions; but
that the honour of religion and the edification of
the churches n generaly and that of Motiers n
particular, induced me to lay afide all private
confiderations ; and that the more efpecially, as

all

* Thefe accufations confilt in the inquiry made by the pa-
ftor, of the clders, whether any fcandul hath come to their
knowledge, and what he ought to do for their better edifica-
tion ! The paftor alfo relates what he knows of fuch things,
and they all enter into fuch meafares as they think molt efficas.
cigus to remove them.
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all the world had eye, fince the publication of the
Letters from the Mountains, on the condudt we
fhould adopt with regard to Mr Roufleau, and
more particularly the Affembly of the Clergy,
and the neighbouring churches. I thought it
would be proper, therefore, for the dilcharge ot
our duty, that Mr Roufleau fhould be cited to
appear in the Conlfiftory, and that, if they jud-
ged 1t expedient, I would confine myfelf to the
merely alking him two general queilions, viz.
““ Whether he belicved the Scriptures to be the
“ revealed will of God? And whether he allo
“ believed that Jefus Chrift died for our tranf-
¢ greflions, and rofe again for our juftification?”
Two queftions very fimple; the afirmative an-
{wer to which is eflential to the faith of a Chri-
ftian *, |

“ In {upport of my opinion I made uf: of the
direction which the reverend clafs had given me,
and which the elders delired me toread, This I
did; at the fame time exprefsly declaring that I
did not pretend to lay any reftraint on their fuf-
frage ; and appealing to them, in the prefence of
the oflicer, whether I had ever {o done. On
which they all unanimouily replied, that I al-
ways left them at perfelt liberty in this refpect,
aud that they were happy in having a paftor who
behaved {o well to them.

“ On giving their votes, the majority were for
Citing Mr lloufleau to appear before the Conii-
{tory, to be held at the minifter’s houfe on the
29th, after fermon, according to cultom. Mr

Roul-

¥ Sandify the Lord God in your bearss, and oc ready always fo
give an anfwer lo every man that offeih you a reafan for the lope

? " L] . ]
foad 45 i youy 3 Pet, i, 1y,



424 Anecdotes relative to the

Roufleau was, in confequence, properly cited,
and returned the anfwer above inferted .

¢« I pals over in filence what the anonymous
writer has fallely imputed to me, in regard to my
afirming in the Confiftory that Mr Rouffeau
was the antichriff. Never did I fay or think of
fuch an abfurdity. I know not what it 1s to
abufe any one, though I can ftand up boldly in
the defence of truth when my duty calls upon
me., Now my duty called upon me to reprefent
to the Confiftory what I thought we were bound
to <o in f{uch a cale, for the edification of the
whole Chniftian church.”

Mr Montmollin proceeds to refute lome other
paflages contained in the anonymous letter ; but
as cvery thing is already extralted that 1s of mo-
ment to his juftification, 1t is here judged expe-
dient to clofe this abftract of the proleflor’s let-

{Crs.

A Letter from 2y RovssEavu, relative to the
prece ﬁﬂgi

Mstiers-Travers, Aug. 8, 1765.
¢ No, Siry let them fay what rthey will
¢ {hall never repent the praife | have bcPtr)de
¢« on 2. de Montmoliin: I thought him w“nhy
““ my grearzit ackno wluirrmems, and prailed 1
€¢ him what 1 hid ex 'wm,nc:f:d his truly paftoral
¢ condudt witn r’tnnd to me, I have vot ex-

¢ tolled his ch :ll"ldi.l', with which I am unac-

€ guainted.
< T praifed neither his truth nor probity. £

 will even confefls that T recetved at {it no
““ very agreeable impreflions from his outwara

144 HP_:
i’ Pdg{’, 2896
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appearance ; which 1s not calculated to pre-

¢ judice one much in his favour. His tone of
‘¢ yoice, his deportment, and unplealing afpelt,
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gave me an involuntary difguft; I was amazed
to find fuch aftability, humanity, and {weet-
nefs of temper, fuch virtues concealed under
{o gloomy a phyfiognomy. But 1 foon {mo-
thered that unjuft prepofleflion; for ought we
to form an opinion of a man on {uch delufive
figns, which are {o plainly contraditted by
his conduét?! Muft one pry, with malignant
curiofity, into the {fecret principle of a per-
miflion fo little expected? Ihave the ftrongeft
averfion for that bafe artifice of viewing the
good altions of others only on the dark fide,
and never had futhcient fagacity to find out
bad motives for doing good. The more I per-
ceived an indifference for M. de Montmollin
ariiing in my mind, the more 1 firove to fub-
due it, by reﬂe&ing on the gratitude I owed
him: Let us {uppofe the fame cale poflible
to happen again, and I theuld jult alt in the
manner 1 did.

¢« M. de Montmollin nniow unmafks, and fhews
what he 1s in reality.  His prefent conduék is
an explanation of his former behaviour. It Is
eafily feen that his pretended moderation,
which he lofesat the very time it is moft proper,
is dertved from the fame fource as that perfe-
cuting zeal with which he is {o fuddenly in-
{fpired. 'What was his original view? What
are his prefent defigns? 1 really know not ;
but I am {ure his intention was never good.
He not only admitted me to the communion,
with an obliging warmth of {riendthip: bust

fought me earneftly and induced me to kear
Vor. X, N n i
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him, whenever I feemed to be cheerful, on the
{ubjelt of Chriftianity: and when I proved
that I did not attack it, or denied I had any
{fuch intention, he would in his tura rally me
feverely on my confidence in religion, on my
perfon, and belief 5 he would have me excom-
municated, bantfhed ; he raifed the whole pa-
rith againft me. He purfued me with a re-
morfelefs violence, bordering on madnefs.

<« Are thefe extraordinary diverfities confift-
ent with his duty! Nos charity is unchange-
able, virtue never contradiéts itfelf, and con-
{cience knows no equivocation.

« After thewing humnielf fo little moderate at
the beginning, he refolved to be more fo when
it was too late. That affeftation did not ferve
him ; and as every one faw thro’ the aifguife,
he did well to return to his natural difpofi-
tiecn. By defltroying his own work, in doing
me more harm than good, he has acquitted me
of all obligations. I owe him nothing but an
acknowledgment of the truth: 1t 1s what I owe
to myfelf; and fince he obliges me ta confefs
it, I thall do {o.

¢« You defire to know what paflcd between
us relative to that affair.—DM. de Montmol-
lin gave his accountto the public as a church-
man 3 and dipping his pen in that poiloned
honey which proves mortal, took all the ad-
vantages his fitnation aflorded. ¥or my part,
Sir, I {hall unfold my narrative in that plamn
unaffected flyle which pecfons of probity al-
ways ufe to each other. [ {hall wafte no time
in proteltation of my fincerity. I leave it to
your good underftanding and love of truth to

{ertle that affuir berween him and me,
£ ﬁ
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¢ | am not, thank heaven, one. of thoﬁ::
whom the church makes bigots, and after-
wards defpifes. I have the honour to be one
who is efteemed, and at the fame time perfe-
cuted. When I took refuge in this country,
I brought letters of recommendation to ne
perfon whatever, not even to my Lord Mar-
(hal. I bad but one letter, which I carried
every where, and which with my Lord Mar-
{hal would have been alone {uilicient. Two
hours after my arrival, as 1 was wrting to
his Excellency to inform him of it, and to beg
his piotetion, a ftranger, whom 1 had never
{een, entered, and called himielf the minifter
of the place, paying his compliments with
great familiarity 5 and feeing 1 wrote to my
Lord Marthal, made me an offer of cdding a
few lines,” by way of recommendation, with
his own hand. I did not accept his offer, but
fent away my letter ; and metr with fuch a
reception as opprefled 1nnocence might hope
to find wherever virtue s held n efteem.
‘“ Having no expectation of fo much civility
from a paﬂ:or, who was an entire {tranger to
me, 1 told every body the circumftance the
fame day ; and among others to colone] ho-
quin, who teftified the moft affetionate re-
gard for me, and would have very willingly
accompanicd me hither.
“ M. de Montmollin continued his aflidui-
tics ; I thought this might be of fome advan=
tage to me, and as the September communion
was approaching, I wrote him a letter, to
know if, notwithftanding the public report,
I might prefent myfelf there. I chofe rather
to write than to pay him a vilit, which might
Nn a2 “ be.
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s¢ be productive of tedious explanations, and
‘¢ thofe I endeavoured to avoad. For if I {hould
* make adeclaration neither to difavow nor de-
*¢ fend my book, that would in effect be con-
“ ftrued asi? 1 declined entering on any dif-
¢¢ cufhon of that point; and indeedy, whenever
** I was obliged to vindicate my honour and my
% perfon with refpedt to that book, 1 always
t¢ condemned what errors 1t might contain, {a-
¢ tistied with fhewing that the author meant
' not to attack Chriftiamity, and that it was
** wrong to profecute him as a criminal on that
t¢oaccount.

¢ N, de Montmollin anfwered, that I might
¢ come the next morning and know his refo-
¢ lution. I fhould have done {o, if he had not
¢ prevented me by coming himfelf. 1 may
 forget thefe trifles 5 but I think he came, and
¢¢ T certainly remember with what demonitra-
¢ tion of joy he teftified the pleafure he recei-
“ ceived from my requelt. He told me very
¢ politely, that he and his congregation thould
‘¢ be much honoured, and that a ftep fo unex-
“ pefled would greatly-edity all the faithful.
¢ That moment I confefs was the happicft 1 had
‘¢ ever known. A man muft be {enfible of mii-
¢ fortunes like mine, and experience the diftrefs
¢ of a tender heart torn fram every objett of
¢ its affection, 1n order to judge what confola-
¢ tion I received 1n belonging to a fociety of
¢ brethren, who might indemnify me for the
¢« lofles I had {uftained, and for thofe whofe
¢ ¢lteem I could no longer cultivate. 1 ima-
¢ gined, that by hemnlyjmmng with this final}
““ congregation, in an affeCting and rational wor-

* {hip, Iihould more ealily forget all my ene-
¢ mies..
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*“ mies, The firft time I went to the chuich,
‘¢ I was affeted, even to the thedding of tears.
‘“ Having never livedamong Proteftants, Iform-
‘- ed notions that they and their Clergy were
‘¢ angels. Their worfhip, {o pure and void of
‘ oftentation, was exattly what fuited my
“ mind; 1t feemed nftituted on purpofe to in-
¢¢ {pire the miferable with hope and refolution,
¢ All thofe that partook of it appeared {o ma-
““ ny true Chriftians united 1 bands of. the
¢« moft perfect charity., How have they unde-
““ ceived me, n depriving me of the pleafure
““-of enjoying an error {o agreeable ! My eyes
¢ were at laft opened, and 1t was but trom the
¢« effet of imagination that Ijudged of the value
¢ of being admitted amongit them. |

« Percetving-that M. de. Montmollin never.
¢« mentioned a word with refpect to my fenti-
¢ ments in matters of faith during his thort vi-
L ft, I believed he had referved that converfa-
" ¢ qion for another opportunity; and krowing
“ how fond thefe gentlemen are of affuming
¢¢ right which doth not belong to them, of jud-
¢ oing of the faith of Chrniftians, I declared to
¢ him that I'did not underftand fubmitting to
< any interrogation or ecclairciflement whatever,
¢« He anfwered, that he thould never require
« 1t ; and has {o well kept his promife, that I
¢ have always found him very circumfpect in
¢ ayoiding any difcullion on the {ubjet of doc-
‘¢ trine, and till the laft affair he never hinted
 any thing of 1t, though I bappened to {peak
¢ to him {fometimes on that head.

¢¢"In this manner things went on, both before
¢ and after the communion ; {1} the fame af-
i fc& :onate concern on the part of M. de Mont-

Nn 3 ¢ mo'li,
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mollin, and the fame filence with refpet to
theological fubjects. He even carried the
{pirit of toleration fo far, and fhewed it fo
openly in his {ermons, that I was often in
pain for him. As I bad a real regard for
him, I concealed not the fears 1 began to
have on his account; and I remember, that
preaching one day very ftrenuouily againft the
want of toleration amongft the Proteftants, 1
was very much ftartled to hear him maintain,
with earneftnefs, that the reformed church
had ftil need of a farther reformation, both
in manners and doctrine, I then little 1ma-
gined he would afterwards have fhewn in
himfelf fo convincing a proof of the neceility
of that reformation.
¢ This do&rine of toleration, and the uni-
verfal efteem it met with, excited the jealouly
of many of his brethren, particularly at Ge-
neva. [hey loaded him with continual re-
proaches, and fpread thofe nets which have
at laft caught him; I am forry for it, but
this was not my fault. If M. de Montmoliin
had fupported his paftoral charatter by ho-
nourable means; if he had been fatished to
have only employed in his defence, with bold-
nefs and freedom, the weapons of Chriftiani-
ty and the truth ; what an example would he
have given to the church and to all Lurope,
and what a glorious triumph would he have
gained to himfelf ! He made ufe of the arms
of his profeffion; and finding them {often 1n
defending himfelf, contrary to the truth, he
then wanted to render them offenfive by at-
tacking me, DBut he was miftaken; thele
rufty weapons, ftrong indeed againft thoie
- ¢ Whiy
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who fear them, but weak and ufelels when
courageoufly refifted, are now broken: He
took a wrong method to fucceed.
¢«¢ Some months after my admiflion into this
congregation, M. de Montmollin entered my
apartment one evening, with amair of per-
turbation. He fat down, and continued a
long time filent 5 he at lalt {poke, beginnmg
with one of thofe tedious prefaces which cu-
ftom had rendered ealy. He came then to
the point, telling me, that his admitting me
to the communion had very much chagrined
his brethren, whofe cenfure he had attrated
on that account; that he had been reduced
to the neceflity of juftifying himfelf n fuch
a manner as muft undoubtedly ftop their
mouths ; and if his good opinion of my prin-
ciples had fupprefled the demand of thofe
explanations which any other perfon m his
fituation would have exacted, he could not,
however, fuffer it to be believed, without
hurting his credit, that I had never yet given
him any account of my {fentiments with regard
to religion. Thus faying, he drew a paper
from his pocket, and began to read, 1n 2
rough draft of a letter to a minifter at Gene-
va, fome parts of a converfation between us
that never pafled, but wherein he inferted, -
very artfully, fome words here and there,
{poken at random, and on quite a different
{fubjet. Judge, Sir, what was my furprife:
it was fuch, that1 recovered not my attention
till he had read the whole letter. In thofe
places where fiction was moit prevalent, he
interrupted himfelf, faying, If you perceive
the neceffity—my fituation—my profefion—ine
“ g
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deal of addrefs; and, except in a few particu-
lars, great carc was taken to make me fay
what I might very naturally have fard. When
he had done, he afked me if I approved of
that letter, and if he {hould fend it juft as it
was !

¢« I anfwered, I was forry he was obliged to
have recourfe to {fuch methodsy but that as to
myfelf, I could fay no fuch thing: But that
fince he had taken upon him to fay it, 1t was
his own affair and not mine; and that I
faw nothing there to which I fhould be ob-
iged to give the lie.  As this can prejudice
nobody, replied he, and may be of ufe to
you, I ealily pafs over a fmall {feruple, which
can aniwer no end, but to prevent a good act.
« Put tell me if, on the whole, vou are fati-
fied with this letter, or if you fce any thing
in it that might be altered for the better. 1

told him, I thought it very proper for the
end it was intended. Ie wrged me {o muckh,
that, to humour him, I pointed out fome tri-
fling correflions, of no confequence. Now I
mutt tell you, that in the fituation we {at, the
flandith was oppofite to M. de Montmolln ;
but whilflt we were talking, be pufhed 1t, as
by chance, to me ; and as 1 bheld his letter,
to read it again, hc reached me the pen to
make the neceflary amendments; which 1
did, with all the franknefs natural to me.
T'hat done, he put up his letter, and retired.
Excufe my being fo particular, it 1s ablolutely
neceflary.

v« But 1fhall not be fe explicit with refpect

10
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¢¢ to my laft interview with M. de Montmollin,
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which 15 much eaficr conceived.  You com-
prehend what might be faid to a perfon who
coldly tells you, ¢ &ir, 1 am ordered to break
your head; bur if you would have your leg
broke, perhaps that may fatisty them.” M. de
Montmollin muft undoubtedly have been
concerned in difficult afizirs {fometimes, and
yet I never faw a man more confuled during
that whole tranfaltion. In {uch a cale, no-
thing can be more embarrafhng than to be
at odds with a man of a free and open difpo-
fition, who, inftead of ufing {fubtle and equi-
vocating arguments, anfwers abruptly, and
affronts you, contrary to realen and good
manners. M. de Montmollin athrms, that 1
teid him at parting, that if be returned with
agreeabie news, I fhould embrace him; if
not, that we fhould turn our backs on each
other. I might have {aid fomething of that
kind, but m politer terms; but as to thele
laft exprefhons, I am certain I never made ufe
of them. M. de Montmollin may recolleét,
that he did not make me turn my back fo eah-

Jy as he imagined.

““ Asto the devout pathetic he employs to

prove the neceflity of ufing rigour, it may be
perceived for what kind of perfons it was in-
tended ; perfons, with whom neither you nor

I have any concern. But {ctting afide the

¢ jargon cf this inquilitory I fhall examine his

(44
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realons, as they relate to myfelf; without en-
tering into thofe that may have a reference to

others. |
¢ Quite difgulted with the miferable profef-

fion of an author, to which I was fo little ad
¢ apted,
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apted, T had leng fince refolved te renounce
it,  When Emilius was publifired, I had de-
clared to my friends «t Puaris, Geneva, and
clfewhere, that 1t (hould be my laft worz; and
that 1n completing it, I had laid down the pen,
never to refume it. 1 received many letters to
ditfuade me from thav defign. At my arrival
here, 1 rold the fame to every body ; even to
to you and M. de Moutmollin. He: 35 .he
only peirfon who thoughs of changing that
propolal into a premife and to pretend that
I had enguged myiel! to b m to write no more,
becaufe I thewed fuch an intention. Suppofe
I told him I fhould go to-morrow to Neuf-
chatel, muft that be izken as an engagement
from my words 3 and if I {hould im] in going,
muft I be profecuted ¢ T'his 1s exactly the cale;
and I no more thought of making a promife
to M. de Montmollin than I did to you, only
from a bare intention, of which 1 equally 1n-
formed both.

¢« Dare M. de Montmollin affirm, that he e-
ver under{tood the matter in any other light?
Dare he be pofitive, as he has had the bold-
nefs to report, that it was on that condition
he admitted me to the communion! As a
proof of the contrary, when 1 publifhed my
Letter to the Archbithop of Pans, M. de
Montmellin, far from accufing me with
breach of promife, was very well pleafed with
that piece, which he extolled to me and eve-
ry body, without faying a word of that fabu-
lous promife which he now accufes me of
having made him. Take notice, however,
that my Letter to the Archbifhop is much

ftronger on the fubject of myfleries, and even
£6 . 1.
mi-
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“ miracles, than that about which he makes {o
¢ areat a noife. Befides, oblerve, that I there
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{peak in my own name, and no longer in the
charaler of the Vicar. Could they find mat-
ters of excommunication in the one, which
have not even been {ubjects of complaint in
the other ¢

¢« If I had aually made fuch a promile to
M. de Montmollin, which 1 really never
thought of doing, would he infer, that 1t was
of fo abfolute a nature as to admit of no ex-
ception ; not even to publifh a memorial of
defence, in cafe I {thouldgbe attacked by a pro-
cefs at law ¢ And what exception would be
more permiflible than that, where, in juftify-
ing myfelf, I allo juftified him, by thewing
the falfehood of his adinitting a profaner of
religion into his church? What promife could
acquit me of what 1 owed to mylfelf and to o-
thers ! How could 1 avoid writing in defence
of my honour, the honour of my ancient
countrymen, which fo many extraordinary
motives rendered neceflary, and in difcharge
of fuch facred duties ¢ Who will believe that
[ promifed M. de Montmollin {ilently to en-
dure reproach and ignominy ¢ LEven now that
I have entered into a folemn engagement with
a refpedtable fociety, who can accufe me of
breaking my covenant, if, forced by the out-
rageous violences of M. de Montmollin, I
have repulfed bim as publicly as he daied ta
offer them ¢ Whatever promife an honeft
man may give, 1t will never be required,
much lefs prefumed, that it fhould extend {o
far as to be the witnefs ot his difhonour,

“ In publifhing the Letters witten from the

¢ Noun-
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Mountains, I difcharged my duty to myfelf,
and at the fame time did not negle&t what I
owed to M. de Montmollin. He judged {o
himfelf ; for when the work was printed, of
which I fent him a copy, he continued to a&
in the fame manner as before. He read it
with pleafure; fpoke of me with praife ; not
a word that {avoured of objetion. He faw
me often fince, he always teftified the greateft
friend{hip ; no complaint of my book. There
was then a report of an intended ediiion of
all my works. He not only approved that
defign, but even defired he might be con-
cerned. He was {o anxious, that 1 did not
think proper to give any encouragement,
knowing the prefent company was already too
numerous, and wanted no more aflociates.
He was difpleafed at my coldnefs, which he
refented more than 1t deferved s and fome time
after covered his difappointment by cafting
a reflection, 'That the dignity of his ftation
forbad his engaging in any fuch defign. It
was then the Bynod began to oppofe him,
and made remonfirances to the Court. In
fine, our good underftanding was thll fo en-
tire, and my lalt work fo little affected 1,
that, for a long time after that publication,
M. de Montwollin, among other converfa-
tion, told me, he had a mind to {olicit the
Court for an augmentation of his fiipend, and
requelted I would iufert a few lines in a letter
he intended to write to my Lord Marfhal for
that purpofe. 'I'hat method of recommend-
ing himlelf, and making his intereft, feeming
too familiar, I atked fifteen days, in order to

draw up an addrefs to my Lord Marfhal be-
¢ fore-
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forechand. He gave me no anfwer, and ne-
ver mentioned the affair afterwards. From
that time he began to look on the Letters
from the Mountains with another eye, tho’
he never in the leaft hinted his difapprobation
in my prelence. He only {aid once, For my
part, I believe in miracles, 1 might have an-
{wered, I believe in them as much as you.

¢ Since I am on the fubjet of my treatment
from M. de Montmollin, 1 fhould acquaint
you, that I have more matters of complaint
to mention. Touched with a {enfe of grati-
tude, I have fought all occafions of teftifying
it, both in public and private ; but I never
proftituted fo noble a principle to the bafe
purpofes of intereft ; 1 was never governed by
example, and know not how to traflick in
holy things., M. de Montmollin wanted to
meddle in all my affairs, to be acquainted
with all my correfpondents, to diret and
be the depofitary of my lait will, and fuper-
intend my little houfehold.  This 15 what ¥
would never permit. M. de Montmollin
liked fitting long at.table ; for my part, itis
a pain to me. He feldom eat at my houfe,
and I never at his. In effect, I repulfed all
the familiar antimacy he wanted to eftablifh
between us, inas gentle and polite a manner
as poflible; which always becomes improper,
when 1t s not equally convenieut on both
fides. 'Thele are the wrongs I complain of ;
I confefls them, without repenting the hand-
fome things I have faid. DMy injuries are
great, but they are the caly ones I received g
and I call to witnels cvery perfon who knows
this country, 1f I have noz often made myivt

’
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difagreeable to honeft people, by commend-

ing what I thought praile-worthy in M. de

“ Montmollin.
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“ Notwithitanding any fecret amimofity he
might have had againft me, he would ne-
ver have blazed 1t abroad at {o improper a
time, 1f other motives had not prefied him to
refume the opportunity he bhad fuflered to e-
{cape. He perceived too well that his con-
duét began to be difgufling and contraditory
to me. What confli¢ts muft he have had
with himfelf, before he prefumed to charge
me with {o apparent a falfehood ! For let us
condemn the Letters from the Mountains as
much as we pleafe, will they fay more againft
me i effect than Emilius 5 after the pubh-
cation of which I was not refufed, but readi-
ly admitted to the holy communion? Do they
condemn me more than my letter to M. de
Becaumont Archbithop of Paris, which never
feemed to give any offence ! Suppofe thefe
works were a compiication of errors, as thly
would mfinuate, of what confequence is that?
Why then let me not be juftified by them,
and let the aurthor of Emilius remain inex-
cufable. But I can never admit, that the aun-
thor of the Letters {rom the Mountains de-
{erves the fame cenfure on this account.  Is
it ufualy after pardoning a criminal, to punifh
him for having made a bad defence on his
trial 7 Yet this 15 the cafe with M. de Mont-
mollin : and I defy either him, or-his bre-
thres, to produce any of thofe fentiments in
my laft wiitings, they {o firongly cenfure,
which I cannot prove to be more firmly cfta-

blifhed in thofe that precede them.
T e
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¢ But being inftigated underhand by others,
he feized the pretext they offered ; certain,,
that by exclaiming, right or wrong, againft
an infidel, the people would be immediately
excited to fury; he rings the alarm-bell of
Motiers, when all was over, becaufe a poor
man durlt defend himfelf aganft the Gene-
vans 3 and finding that nothing but {uccefs
could fave him from contempt, he {pared no
pains to make his point fure. I faw it plainly
at Motiers, and f{hall forbear troubling you
with a repetition of what paflcd there, as you
are better acquainted than 1 with the whole
procedure ; every one at Neuichatel knows
it 3 ftrangers that came to the town faw ir,.
and fighed 3 for my part, I was filent. M. de
Montmollin exculed him{elf on account of the
orders he had received from the Synod. But
{fuppofe thefe orders had been legally execu-
ted ; if they had been juit, why did he not
know of them fooner ? Why did he not pre-
vent them, whofe particular province it was?
Why, after reading over and over the Let-
ters from the Mountains, could he find no-

thing in them worthy of cenfure ? or why was

he filent on that head to me, that was his pa-
rithioner, as often as he came to vifit me?
What became of all his paftoral zeal ? Would
he pals for a blockhead, who caniee nothing
in a book relative to his own profeflion, but
what 1s pointed out to him by others? But,
on the contrary, if thele orders were unjuft 5
why did he fubmit to them ? Ought a mi-
nifter of the Gofpel, a paftor of the church,
to perfecute a man, whofe innocence he 1s
aflured of, in obedience to any power what-

O o2 ¢ gyer
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ever ! Did he not know, that to appear in

« judgement before the Confiftory, is an indig-
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nity, an affront, too cruel for a man of my
time of hfe, efpecnally 1n a country-town,
where they are ignorant of all confiftorial
matters but admonitions againft pravity of

manners 7 Ten years ago my appearance In
the Confiftory at Geneva was excufed on a

much more -lawful occafion, (and for which
I almoft blame myfel,} contrary to the ex-
prefs words of the law. But it 15 not the
lcaft {urprifing that they fhould know thefe
forms of decency and regularity at Geneva,
of which they are ignorant at Motiers.

¢ | cannot tell whence M. de Montmollin
took his inftruéions, when he faid there was
nothing of the Inquifition in this affair. He
might have faid as juftly that there was no
Confiftory, for it is the fame thing on that
occalion. He gives out, nay, he infifts, that
no matter of temporal cognifance ought to
be within its jurifdiCtion. The contrary rs
known to every one in the affair of the pro-

je&; and who is ignorant, that impoling on

the credulity of the Council of State, with

regard to matters of religion, they engaged

them in meafures which had wcll nigh de-
prived me of the King’s protetion ¢ The
proper {tep to be taken was, firft an excom-
munication s after which, frefh remonftrances
to the Council of State would have done the
bufinefs 3 they attually tried thofe methods,
nd their prefent uneafinefs proceeds from
their difappointment in failing of f{&ccels,
For otherwife, what is it to M. de Montmol-

lin ¢ Is ke afraid I thould not come to receive
¢ the
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the communion from his hands ¢ Let him be
{atished ; I am not {o very anxious about
communions as many perfons are. I admire
the voracious holinefs with which they de-
vour the confecrated bread : for my part, my

iomach 1s not fo {trong,
¢“ He fays he had but one plam queftion to

alk me on the part of the Confiftory. Why

did he not let me know 1t, when I was ferved.
with the citation ¢ What a piece of artitfice:
was 1t, firlt to (urprife 2 man, and then oblige:
him to an{wer that moment, without giving
the leaft time for refletion.  I'his was the
queltion mentioned by M. de Montmolhn,
which he referved in petto, as the principal,
armong others he has npot told us, and tfor
which he was unwilling I {liould be prepared,
It is well known, that his defign was to catch
me tripping, and puzzle me with {o nany
11t1g10ua interrogatories as muil o tae end
anl{wer his purpofe.  He very weil knew my
weakners and bad ttate of henlth. I do not
think he intended to exbavlt my ftrength ;
but at the time I was cited 1 wus extiemely
il, and not in &t condition 1o 20 'lijro;ui, ha-
ving kept-my reoia for Hx nioatlis @1t was the

winter {eafon, anld very cold weather 5 a
{trange remedy for a poor Infirm creature, to
ra,aliun many houwrs {tanding, and to be inter-
cosated before clders concerning matters of
divinity, of which the mott learned amon
them declared they underitoed nothing I No
matter : they never inquued sven i L was
able to leave my bcd, i bad Hrength on vagh
to walk wichout tupporry they gave themiclves
no trouble on that account. Patioral charity,

O o 3 ¢ cntire-
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¢ entirely taken up with matters of faith, never
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{toops to the mean and fordid concerns of ter-

reftrial affairs.

““ You are no ftranger to what pafled in the
Confiftory, during my abfence ; of the read-
ing of my letter there, and the methods that
were propofed to hinder its effe¢t. Your in-
formation 1n that affair was well grounded.
Can you imagine, that, after this, M. de
Montmollin all at once changed his condition
and title, and, transforming himfelf into an
ecclehaftical folicitor to manage the caufe,
reflumed his former charalter in order to
become its judge. 7 affed (fays he) as Paflor,
as Prefident of the Confiftory, and not as re-
prefentative of the venerable Synod, 1t was
too late to change his part, when he had vl
then played one fo mdifferent. 'We ought,
Sir,to dread thofe who can voluntarily ad two
parts in the fame piece. It would be ftrange
if one good charalter could be made out of both.
“ He refts the neceffity of being rigorous, on
the {candal rafed by my book. Here are new
{cruples, which he had not at the publication
of Emilius, the {candal of which was at leaft
as great, and the Clergy and news-writers
made no leis noife. They burnt my book,
railed at and infulted me all over Europe.
M. de Montmollin finds now thofe reafons io
excominunicate me, 1n the fame arguments
that were then no impediment then to my ad-
miflion to the communion. His zeal, accord-
ing to the precept, acks in all forms, agreeable
to time and place. But pray, who raifed the
{candal m bis panth on account of my lalt

book of which he now complains? Who was
(¢ it
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it affeCted to make a frightful uproar, both by
himfelf and by his friends ¢ Who, among all
that people fo full of fan&lified rage; who
could have known that I had committed fo e-
normous a crime, as to prove that the Council
of Geneva had wrongfully condemned me, if
pains had not been taken to paint fo extra-
ordinary an act in colours that ftruck every
eye! Who, amongft thefe people, was capa-
ble of reading my book, and judging of the
matters it contained? If you pleafe, the zea-
lous follower of M. de Montmollin, that learn-
ed blackfmith, whom he {o often cites as an
evidence; that profound Icholar, who is at
once {o good a judge of horfe-fhoes and books
of theology. 1 am willing to believe he can

“ juft read, and go through a whole line with-
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out {pelling; and who elie of the conipiring
rabble can do fo much? If they thould glance
at the words gofpel and miracles 1n the pages.

of the book, they would imagine they were
reading a book of devotion; and knowing I
was a good man, they might have faid, God
blefs him! he edifies us greatly. Dbut they had
been well aflured that I was an impious abo-
minable wretch, who fatd there wasno God,
and that women had no fouls ; fo that, with-
out refle€ting on what they might read to the
contrary, they repeated in therr turn, hke
parrots, He is a wicked many a villain ; he is
Antichrift; he fhould be excommunicated, and
burnt. 'They were charitably anfwered, no
doubt : Go you on with your clamsurs ; leave

the bufinefs to usy, and all will be well.

 The ufual method of the church-gentry

[eems to me extremely well calculated to an-
¢ {n
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{wer their purpofe.  After eftablifhing their
competency of jurifdiCtion over all matters of
{candal, they raife a {candal out of every{ub-
je€t they pleafe; and then, on account of
that fcandal, take cognifance of the caufe in
order to judge 1t. Here 15 a fure'way to ren-
der themfelves maiters of all the people, of all
the laws, of all the kings, and of the whole
world, without the contradiCtion of any per-
{on whatever. You remember tihe itory of
the furgeon, whole 1hop was at the corner of
two itreets, and who going out at one door,
wounded the pafiengers, and fuddenly retreat-
mg, came out at the other 1n order to Jdreds
them. "This ftory wiil {uit all the clergy in
the untvele, except n this particular, thatthe

furgeon at {eaft cured thole he wounded,
whermsthcfe gentlemen defiroy all they maclf
¢ Let us not enter into the hillory of their
ﬁ;cret intrigues, which wil not bear the
light, Buotif & de Menmmeliin did nothing'

but 1n obedience to the fynod, or mm difcharge
of his COHﬁ,lLI’*CE’, why has ht thewn fo much
acrimony i1 this affair? Why was all the mob
of the country raifed ¢ Why his violent fer-
mots, flaming with remosiciels zeal and uns
relentine b**mnr"%g Why thete private perty
Council. ‘fﬁ’:’:j; b manv rlie re pmtai 0,
Lo LL’*Ilf)f me wiin tl‘*r- rones ot the hopu-
ace ¢ Is nor all this public . '-"11'":..1;-11,mp
Bl de M untmohm Jeaes it oy fhoald he
tor, wio aented his prtunrl 1y £ Ve WO
vorces 1 tne Contittory s Yo 1odine 2iee
volgus, 100 or 'm,,at.t.} maftakes o of
hie deucon, who was tugre only as ios res
srefentative 3 then his own voice, winich
¢ mads
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“ made the odd one ; and, laftly, that which
““ he claimed in order to divide the fuffra-
¢ ges. Three voices in himfelf had been a
‘¢ great advantage, even to ablolve or acquit a
‘“ delinquent. But he would make ufe of them
“ 1n order to condemn, and could not obtain
“ them. Where wasthe harm? M. de Mont-
‘ mollin was too happy, that his Confiftory,
““ wifer than himfelf, had drawn him out of a
“ {crape with the fynod, with his brethren, with
‘“ his correfpondents, and with himfelf. 7 bave
““ done my duty, might he have faid, 7 have vi-
¢ poroufly purfued the caufe ; the Lonfifiory have
““ not judged the affair accerding to my fenti-
““ ments. Roufleau has becn abfolved, contrary
““ tomy opinion. That is no fault of mine; I have
“ done : I can carry matters no farther, with-
“ ont flying in the face of the laws, without dif-
 obeying the prince, and diflurbing the public
“ peace. 1am too good a Chrifitan, too honefl a

“ citizen, too devout a paflor, to attempt any
 fuch thing. Though he had been foiled, he

“ might {hll, with a little addrefs, have prefers
“ ved bhis dignity,and recovered his reputation.
‘“ Butvanity, once irritated by difappointment,
““ 15 not fo provident. We¢ find it more diflicult
““ to forgive thofe we have attempted to injure,
‘“ than thole to whom we have done the injury
‘“ 1n fact. Enragad to {ee that credit on which
‘“ he 1o much piqued himfelf baffled in the face
¢ of all Europe, he could not prevail on hims-
¢ {elf to give up the caufe : he faid in the Con-
€ ﬁllory, that he was not without hopes of re-
“ newving it: he tries it at another Confiftory ;
“ but, 11 order to fereen himlelf, he propofes it

“ by his black{mith, that fazthful inftrument of
¢ h'ls
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s enterprizes, whom he calls to bear tefti-

‘¢ mony that it was not done thro’ his ‘means.
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Was not that a finc {troke ! It 1s not that M. de
Montmollin wants artifice ; but 2 man; who
15 blinded by pzafhion, 1s always committing
blunders when he gives himfelf up to it.

¢ T'hat expedient failed him again, and you
might imagine that his malignity ended there.
Far from 1t : in the next meeting of the fynod,
he propoied another method, founded on the
nnpoflibility of efcaping the diligence of the
prince’s officer in bis parifh ; that was, to
wait till 1 went into another parifh, and then
begin the profecution anew, at frefh cofts. In
confcquence of this fine expedient, the violent
fermons recommenced, the people were again
put into diforder, and 1t was expected thefe
animofities would have forced me to quit the
parifh.  This, indeed, was too much for a
man of M. de Montmollin’s tolerating {pi-
rit, who did nothing but by the orders of his
{uperiors. My letter grows very Jong: but
it 15 neceflary it {hould be {o 5 why fbould 1
curtail 1t 7 Would it fhorten 1t to muluply
ceremonies ¢ Let us give M. de Montmollin
the pleafure of faying ten times {ucceflively,
Sifter Dinarzade, are you afleep ?

“ { have not entered upou the point of right :
I have refolved to meddle no more with that
affair. I confined mylelf, in the {fecond part
of this letter, to prove that M. de Montmol-
lin, notwithftanding his affected tone of de-
votion, was not brought into this aftair thro’
zeal for the faith, nor by a {enfe of his duty;
but, according to cuftom, has made the caule

of God fubfervient to his paflions. Now
 judge
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judge if tor fuch purpofes they ulually employ
the moft honelt means; and excafe my en-
tering into a difcuflion of matters that would
draw a figh from vircue herfclf.

¢ In the former part of my letter I mention-
ed falts, in oppofition to thofe advanced by
M. de Montmollin. Hehadtheartifice to make
ufe of circumitances to which I conld anfwer
nothing, but by atrue recital of all that pafs-
ed. From the different alfertions on both fides,
you muit conclude one of us to be aliar, and
I allow the propriety of that conciufion.

«“ When I would finifh my letter and dif-
patch it in hafte, I am {hll tuining over tiew
leaves. Reflections innumerable offer them-
{elves, and one mulft not always begin a-new.
Yet I cannot pafs over what I have this me-
ment before me. What fhall our minifters do?
(it is {aidy) fball they defend the Gofpel, at-
tacked fo openly by its enemies ? It 1s 1, theve-
fore, who am this enemy to the Gofpel, be-
caufe I refent the manner in which they dif-
hgure and degrade 1it.  'Why do nct the pre-
tended defenders 1mitate the method T weuld
eltablith? Why do not they make ufe of fuch
parts as conduce to thewr edification, mn y-n-
dening them good and juft, and lay ahdcetrch
as are of fervice to nobody, and which they
underftand no better than mylelt ?

““ Jf a native of this country had dared 10 ad-
vance, i werds or writing, any thing rear
to what has been done by Mr. Roufleau,would
not the muniffers bave aflcd witn the fame ri-
gour ? No, certainly; I dare bele e io ‘crthe
honour of the {tate.  Wha w. uid then be-
come of your privilzges, youthavare the people

§4 {Jf
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¢¢ of Neufchatel, if, for fome fmall matter that
¢ might give your minifters a handle for being
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litigious, they could perfecute, among your-
felves, the author of a tranfaction, printed
in another part of Europe, only for his de-
fence in a ftrange country ¢ M. de Montmol-
lin has picked me out as a proper {ubject by
which he may lay the yoke on you ; but how
unworthy muft I be of your protection, if I
could fuffer, by my example, a fervitude to
bé eftablifhed which I found not amongft you!
“ Has Mr. Rouffeau, our new citizen, any
more privileges than all our ancient citizens?
I do not claim any of their privileges ; I only
demand thofe I am entitled to as a.man and
a ftranger. 'Thecorrefpondent quoted by M.
Montmollin, that wonderful perfon whom he
has not named, and who praifes him {fo much,
s a very extraordinary reafoner. According
to him, I would claim more privileges than
all the citizens, becaufe 1 oppofed their mea-
{ures in which every citizen would have ac-
quiefced. So that to take from me the right
of defending my purfe againit a thief that
would rob me, he might as well fay, Youare
certainly a wvery flrange man, who will nst
fuffer me to take your money ! [ could eaftly rob
any of the natives, if they came in my way.
Obferve here, that the Profeflor Montmollin
is the only {overeign judge who condemns

“ me; and that law, the Confiftory, the Magi-
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{tracy, the Government, the Governor, and
the King himfelf who proteéts me, are all {o
many rebels again{t the fupreme authority of

M. de Montmolhn.

“ The anonymous correfpondent afks, if I
“ am
<3
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am not obedient to the laws and cuftoms of
the ftate! And from anfwering in the afhir-
mative, he concludes, that I muft {fubmit to
a law that never exifted, and to a cuftom that
never was known. M. de Montmollin re-
plies, that there isfuch a law at Geneva, and
that I myfelf complained of its being violated
to my prejudice. Oo that at (Geneva they
have violated a law which exifts there, and
doth not exift at Motiers, on purpofe to con-
demn me; and they made ufe of 1t at Motiers
to excommunicate me.  You muft own thatl
am in a pretty fituation ! It was certainly in
one of his gay humours that Dl de DNMont-
mollin reafoned 1n that manner.

“ He diverts him{elf in the fame way in are-
mark on the offer I made to the {fynod, provided
they dropped their profecution. He fays, 1
did it in jeft, and that we cyght not thus to
pretend to give law to our fuperiors.

‘“ Firlt, he certainly is not feriouns, in faying,
that an humble and fatisfactory ofter made to
perfons who complain againit us, tho’in the
wrong, 1s dictating to them, and prefcribing
them rules.

““ But the beft of all 15, his calling the gen-
tlemen of the Synod my {uperiors, as though
[ was one of their brethren. Ior every one
knows that the Synod has no jurifdiétion but
over the clergy; and befides, having no power
over any other perfon, its members are fupe-
rior to nobody, as being {uch. So that to
treat me as a churchman, 1s, in my opinion,
a very ill-judged pleafantry. DN de Mont-
mollin knows very well I am no churchman ;
VoL, X, P - ¢ and
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“ and that 1 have, thank God, no very great calj
¢ that way.

“ Indulge me a few words concerning the
¢ letter I wrote to the Conhitory, and 1 have
¢“ done. Dl de Montmollin does not promife
¢ many remarks on that letter; I believe he is
¢ in the right, and that he would haveftill done
¢ better never to have meddled with 1t : give me
“ leave to run over {uch as relate to myfelf; I
¢ {hail not detain vou long.

“ How can a perfon (fays he) anfwer to
“ what he knows nsthing of ¢ as I have done,
¢ by proving before-hand that they had no
““ night to afk me. Such a faith as we are
“ only to account for to Gody is not profeffed
 in any part of Europe. And why 1s there
¢ any other faith, but {fuchas makes usaccount-
¢¢ able only to God, publifthed in -any part ot
¢« Europe? Ohllerve that flrange pretence of
¢ hindering a man from {peaking his own opi-
¢ nion, by imputing to him other {fentiments.

¢« He that errs as a Chrifliany is ready to re-
 nounce his errors. A pleafant fophilm ! He
< that errs as a Chriftian, knows not that he
¢ errs. If he thould reform his errors without
“¢ knowing them, he would err neverthefs, and
« would befides be a liar. Then he could not
“ err as a Chrifhan.

« s the rendering miracles doubtfuly, a re-
““ Jiance on the authority of the Gofpel? Yes,
¢ when it is by the authority of the fame Go-
¢ {pel they are rendered doubtful. .Znd to ri-
“ Jicule them.—Why not! when, relying on
“ the authority of the Gofpel, it can be proved,
¢ that the ridicule is no where but inthe inter-
« pretations of divines. 1 am certam that M.

“ode



