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In a state of health which admits
of no lengthened application, the Writer of
the following pages has found it a pleasing
employment to vindicate from groundless
aspersions, even in a transaction so remote
as that which is here detailed, a Body in
whose high reputation he has every reason to

feel the warmest and most grateful interest.

To taaT Bobpy, therefore, to the
Vice-CHANCELLOR, MasTERS, and ScHOLARS
of the University of Oxrorb, this little Tract
is affectionately inscribed. In their eyes its
purpose, and its motives will apologize for all
its defects :— Professione Pietatis, aut lau-

datus erit, aut excusatus.”

Drormore, Marcu 9th, 1829. ‘
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OXFORD AND LOCKE.

TaE Supplement to the Encyclopzedia Britan-
nica contains, as is well known, the first two
parts of a dissertation, which the late Professor
Stewart had undertaken to compose for that
work, on the progress of intellectual and
moral philosophy in Iurope since the re-
vival of letters. After their publication, the

inquiry. was unfortunately broken off, pre-

cisely at that point at. which its farther pro-
secution would have. been most interesting.
But these pleasing and instructive essays,
though falling so far short of their original de-
sign, have been very generally considered as
a most valuable accession to the literary his-
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fory of our country. ' Fully partaking of this
impression, a sincere admirer of Mr. Stewart
saw with regret, in the first of them, a passage
respecting the University of Oxford, in which
he conceived that gentleman to have been
widely misled, both as to the real circum-
stances of the fact to which he adverted, and
also as to the immediate cause which he ap-
peared to assign for it. | |

The following extracts contain the substance
of the statement here referred to: the whole
may be found in pp. 96 and 97 of that publi-
cation * | |

“TIt is only, (says Father Malebranche,)
since the time of Descartes, that to those
confused and indeterminate ' questions, whe-
ther fire is hot, grass green, and sugar sweet,
philosophers are in use to reply by distin-
guishing the equivocal meaning of the words
expressing sensible qualities. If by heat,
cold, and savour, you understand such and

such a disposition of parts, or some unknown

motion of sensible qualities, then fire is hot,

a See: Supplement to the Encyclopéedia Britannica, -Vol. I.
Dissertation, &c. Part I p.96.

it e
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But if by

grass green, and sugar sweet.

heat, and other qualities, you understand

what I feel by fire, what I see in grass, &c.,

fire is not hot, nor grass green ; for the heat .

I feel, and the colours I see, are only in the
soul.”———. I
¢ The important observations of Descartes

upon this subject made their way into Eng-

land very soon after his death. So slow
however is the progress of good sense, when it
has to struggle against the prejudices of THE
LEARNED, that as lately as 1713 the paradox,
so clearly explained and refuted by Descartes,

appears to have kept some footing in that Uni-

versity, from which, about thirty years before,.

My. Locke had been expelled.”

Had this been really, at that late period, the
state of philosophy in Oxford; S0 surprising
a circumstance was doubtless very fit to be
noticed in Mr. Stewart’s inquiry. Tardy
indeed was the progress of knowledge in

this country, if such ignorance as this did

actua]ly SO flon'g disgrace one of our most
distinguished seats of learning. But an

assertion so important, a fact so unexpected,
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could be established only by the strongest
proofs. And in this case, what is the evidence?
An insipid jest: an. idle story from the
Guardian, of * the logical attainments™ with
which, “after a year and a half’s residence
at that place, Jack Lizard” is supposed to as-
tound his mother and his sisters 2!

Cicero, we may remember, tells his son
that after a year’s attendance on the lectures
of Cratippus, at Athens, his mind must be
amply stored with the precepts and institutes
. of philosophy. But in our days a year and

a half’s residence, even at Oxford, is not

thought quite sufficient for qualifying her stu-
dents to rank among the learned : nor is Steele
an author whose happiest efforts give us much
~ insight into the doctrines of any school. I‘ar
better would it have been, had this unmean-
ing fiction been either wholly disregarded in so
interesting a discussion, or noticed only for the
purpose of opposing to it the correct and
graceful wisdom of Addison, and the extra-

ordinary precision (such are Mr. Stewart’s own

2 Stewart’s Dissert., Part I. ut supra.
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words) with which that captivating writer, the
friend and fellow-labourer of Steele, and his
contemporary at Oxford,' has treated of this
very branch of the Cartesian philosophy®. Is it
not from the works of such a man as this, that
we must judge of the University which pro-
duced him? These are the bright samples
which she exhibits of her abundant and well-
ripened‘,harvest; the fair fruits of her fertile
soil and climate, her diligent and successful
culture.

Mr. Stewart’s general candour we willingly
acknowledge ; but 'he, has in this case been,
from whatever bias, betrayed into a reflexion
so manifestly unfounded, that it could . have
claimed no serious attention, had he not, by
however forced an association, coupled it with
the great name of Locke. It was, we know, at
Oxford that this wise and good man received
his education. It was there that, in his ma-
turer age, ‘he pursued his studies with high
reputation and esteem during no small por-
tion of his life. And the often-repeated tale
of his final expulsion from thence, never:fails
to convey the nriost unfavourable impreséohs

@ Stewart’s Dissert., Part II. p. 236.




12

of a body, which, after that long and intimate
connexion, is suppoSed-tohave thus wan-
tonly cast away one of its brightest orna-
ments. So long as virtue and wisdom are
held in reverence amongst mankind, it must
be regarded as no light charge against that
noble seminary of learning, to have driven
from its bosom, with disgrace, a man of such
splendid talents, and unblemished charac-
ter,—a philosopher famous to all ages for the
improvement of science, and the assertion of
religious and civil freedom. But the whole
story is utterly groundless. It has arisen
solely from the complete misconception of a
very simple fact. 'This persuasion, the writer
of these pages, not having the advantage of
any personal acquaintance with Mr. Stewart,
took an early opportunity of expressing to
their - common friend, the much-lamented
Mr. Horner ; who, in return, assured him
that Mr. Stewart would receive, as kindness,
the suggestion of any error, either of fact or
opinion, into which he might -unintentionally
have fallen. 'And in that h(?)'pé,' well justified
by the result, the letter was written which
is now laid before the public, together with
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the answer which it produced, and with a few
further observations connected with the same
subject. N

It was as follows:

LORD GRENVILLE TO FRANCIS HORNER, ESQ.

¢« DropmoRrE, Dec. 14, 1815.
¢ MY DEAR SIR, :

“ I now take the liberty of troubling you
with the remarks which you have been so
good as to-undertake to communicate to Mr.
Stewart respecting his assertion, that Locke
was expelled from the University of Oxford.
I am sensible that such a fact does not, at
this distance of time, afford a very interest-
ing subject of inquiry. But it derives some
importance from the manner in which it has
of late been repeatedly adverted to, as well
as from the celebrity of the parties concerned.
And when Mr. Stewart judges it capable of
illustrating even the minutest point in his
splendid survey of the progress of human
knowledge, the interests of science, as well
as those of truth, require that it should be
correctly understood, and accurately related.
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«'The allusions, hitherto made to this trans-
action, have generally connected it with the
political principles held by the University a
few years before the revolution ; Mr. Stew-
art has now coupled it with her alleged phi-
losophical errors. It had in truth no relation
to either.A Into the diseussion of these, there-
fore, I do not propose to enter. The poli-
tical tenets of 1683, you will not suspect me
of any disposition to defend; nor would
there at the present time be much, either
of merit or of use, in combating them.
Such has been, at least in this branch of know-
ledge, the progress of the last century.

“ Asto the philosophy of that day, I cannot
presume to discuss with Mr. Stewart, whether
the learned at Oxford were more tardy than
elsewhere, in dlsca1d1ng the silly sophistry of
which he speaks. But if’ the fact were of

‘much importance, one might perhaps be al-

lowed to wish that he had thought it W01thy

~of graver proof. | , |
~“The mrcumstances of: the tlansactlon re-

' pectlng Locke Wele, shmtly, these L

.« He had long been connected with Lord
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Shaftesbury; had served under him in office;
had assisted him by his pen; and, on his re-
treat to Holland, had followed him  there.

‘All' Shaftesbury’s adherents were odious to

the Court; and when Charles the Second had
established his final triumph over the liber-
ties of - his people, Locke became a natural
object of - persecution. He possessed, pro-
bably, at that time, little else than his stu-
dentship of Christ-Church®; and as he derived
this small emolument from a royal found-
ation, the king resolved to' deprive him of
it. | o

¢« Lord Sunderland was therefore directed

to signify to the dean, (Bishop Fell,) the king’s

commands to that effect, and to require from

him information as to the method of carrying ‘

them into execution. Fell’s answer was in

‘substance, that ¢ Locke’s conduct in the col-

lege had been too guarded to -afford any
handle for proceeding against him - there,

a This was an error. I am’ ‘now- informed that Locke’s acéoutit
books shew him. to have ‘beén at that. time in what may be con-
sidered as easy mrcumstances The fact is no otherwise lmport-
ant, than as it shews his resulence at Oxford to have been then
a matter of choice, not of necessity. A
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though endeavours had been used to ensnare

him into the defence of his patron: that he
had, however, been summoned to reside, and
must consequently either put himself within
the reach of the government, if they had other
~ matter against him; or, by non-appearance,
"make himself liable to expulsion for contu-
macy. But that, if this method would not
satisfy the king, his majesty, as founder and

visitor of the college, had the power of re-

moval by his own mandate.’
“ On the receipt of this letter, the king and

his minister, without a moment’s hesitation,

adopted the course last suggested. The or-

- der was sent in regular official form; that of |

a royal sign manual, countersigned by the

secretary of state: and it was immediately’

obeyed by the dean and chapter. ,
“This statement is abstracted, I trust cor-
rectly, from the well-known documents, first
published, I believe, in the Life of Locke
prefixed to his works, and since repeatedly
reprinted. It must, T thlnk at once satisfy

- Mr. Stewart, that h1s 1mp1essmns on the sub-
ject have been e1roneous
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« Tt is manifest that the University of Ox--
ford, on whom the disgrace of this transaction
has so often been represented as attaching,
had in truth not the smallest concern or par-
ticipation in the business. It is certain that
Locke never was expelled either by or from the

~ University. No trace appears, no evidence

has ever been offered of any such proceeding:
Mzr. Stewart is much too well informed to con-
found the government of a college with that

of the _University. As well might we identify

the acts of the corporation of  London or
Edinburgh with the acts of the British Par-

liament.

« Ttis no less evident that Locke never was
expelled from Christ Church, if that term is |

meant to express any act or ploceedmg of the
college, any exertion of their authority, or any
exercise of their discretion. He was removed

from his studentship on that foundation: but

his deprivation was solely the act of the crown,

in which the college had no other share than

as the passive instruments of a superior, whom
~they had, or concelved themselves to’ have,'
ne1the1 the power nor . the right to 1e81st It
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s true that Fell's second letter speaks of

Locke’s empulszon ‘He may have used - the

word 1nadvertently, or he may “have chosen it
as most. acceptables to the court. But it 1s

clearly inaccurate. The entry on their own
books proves demswe]y that the Chapter did
no more ‘than register, and put in execution
the kan‘ s mandate of deprlvatlon.

¢ This they had in the first place, no power
to resist. . The klng had made hlmself abso-

lute in England and it cannot well be re-

proached to the governors of a college, that
they did not withstand an usurpation in which
the whole country had SO dlsgracefully ac-
qulesced

“ But in this case they certainly thought

they had no right of' resistance. . They con-
ceived the warrant to be legal and the - man-

date imperative on themselves.

<« Christ-Church is a royal foundation ; and
ds, in law, the klng never dies, it has been
always supposed that the crown still possessesv
there the authouty both of' founder' and of

‘ VlSltOl‘a

2 A cathedral and ooilegiite church might seem at first view
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-« Whether our present courts of law would

admit even these powers to extend to.the is-

suing a mandate for the ‘arbitrary removal of
a student without tany cause alleged, or for
his removel on an allegation of sedition, with-
out hearing, and without proof, is not for me to
determine. In these days it is not likely that
the experiment would be tried, and, if it were,
we should not, I think, be fearful of the issue.

“ But those times were widely different.
There can be no doubt that the deprivation
of Locke by royal mandate, was then consi-
dered as a legal, though probably it was even
then thought an odious exercise of an unques-
tionable authority® = Fell refers to the king’s
power as admitting no dispute. And he well

to be an ecclesiastical body, sub_]ect, as such, to the visitation

‘of the ordinary. But the claim of the crown to visit there as

founder, has, I believe, never been disputed. It is enough for
my argument, that such a claim was at that time believed to be
valid ; and this is abundantly proved by all the papers in the
case. A

2 From Burnet we learn, that nearly at the same period he
suffered under a like 1nJust1ce ~On no better ground of proof '
and with no Juster pretence of right, the king commanded,
through his secretary of state, that' Burnet should be dismissed
from the Chapel of the Rolls;-and the order was obeyed.

B2




20

knew the constitution of his collége; which
his father and himself had governed for so

many years. Lord Sundeﬂand, in like man-
ner, con91de1b the pomt as beyond all doubt.
His first letter notifies the king’s peremptory
command for Locke’s depriVation, and . in-
quires only into the method of doing it. His
second letter transmits the king’s warrant for

‘that purpose, as matter of course. And as -

such it is received, registered, and obeyed by

the chapter. Add to all this, that after the

accession of King William, Locke, we are
told, wished to be restored to his stu-
dentship, but found it was impraéticable. If
the great lawyers of the Revolution, with
whom he naturally advised, had even then
con51deled hlS deprivation as illegal, the case,
it should seem, could admit of no dlﬂiculty
He would have re-entered as of ught into a
place, of which he had never been lawfully
dlspossessed

¢ This, then, 1 beheve to be the just view

of the tra,nsactlon as it concems the college.

| The meanness of Fell’s letter no honest man

could wish to-palliate: much less his con-

i
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duct, if he had indeed (as he seems to in-
timate) been hlmself concemed in laying
snares for the destluctlon of one who was a
member of his own colleO‘e, and to whom he
stood therefore in the relation of a father.
But these are the crimes of an individual ;
not imputable to a college, much less to an

University®.  And it must be said, that had

= Least of all, I might have added, can they justify any in-

sinuations against the present character of those venerable bodies.

. The time which has since elapsed is little less than a century

‘and a half; but there is a much wider interval between the

feelings which dictated Fell’s letter to Lord Sunderland, and
the spirit which now floats in the very atmosphere of an EnO'hsh
Umversfcy

1 cannot think that I have judged that letter too harshly,
stamped as it is with an indelible brand of serv111ty and trea-
chery, Yet Le Clerc, writing doubtless under 1mpressmns
derived from the native candour of Locke’s mind, paints Fell in
favourable colours ; and even ascribes his conduct in this instance
to good, and kindly motives. By Burnet also, who had no politi-
cal partiality for Fell, he is highly extolled. But the letter un-
fortunately sPeaks for itself; it shews what are the moral feelings
acceptable to despotism and natural to slavery.

In what is said of Hough in the next sentence, a due refer-
ence to his associates ought not to have been omitted. Those
who shared in the contest, must not be forgotten in the tnumph
The courage which it called forth was not that of one man only,
however justly: revelenced and rewarded its honour attaches on
one of the largest colleges of that Umver51ty which has been thc
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Fell been endowed with the courage and in-

tegrity of Hough himself, yet it was impos-
sible for him to have done in this case, what

was soon afterwards so nobly done at another

college in the same University. The injustice

of James the Second at Magdalen College,
was not only a flagrant violation of private
right, but a_blow openly directed against the
religion of his people ; that of Charles the
Second, at Christ Church, was an instance
only of individual persecution, in a time when
such instances were familiar. It was a per-
version of admitted principles, an abuse of an
acknowledged authority. | |

s On the whole, the inference which this
transaction should suggest to the philosopher
or the historian, is surely not that of reproach

on those public bodies whose rights it in-

fringed, and whose security it violated ; on

theme of the ill-grounded imputation . here refuted. ~Besides
_the President, who was ousted of his freehold, not less than nine
“and thirty members of that college were persecuted for their
"noble stand in defence of its rights. Twenty-six of the fellows
‘were incapacitated from ‘holding any ecclesiastical ‘prefermé.ht,
or, (if not already in ordefs‘,) from being ‘thenceforth admitted

into that profession : and thirteen of the demies (scholars) were
struck out of the college books. B
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bodies who, in every just view. of @he c._'c.l,s(e,
were the victims, not the authors, of the op-
presSion. With academical prejudices or er-
rors, real or supposed, it has obviously no
connection. But it affords a political_ les}.son
of the highest value, and Which na,tura,lly hgs
not been overlooked by Mr. Fox. It reminds
us that the benefits of equal laws, andyt]__ae,;se_-
cilrities of free government are alike important
to every class of society. When the.ba.rrie‘r
of parliamentary protection was once »remox.fed,
the guarded innocence Of Locke, his studlous
retirement, and his humble station, were as
much vs‘rithin‘ the range of a vindictive tyfanny,
as the high birth, and ample wealth, the com-.
manding influence, and the active patriotism
of Russel or of Sydney " |

« Believe me ever, my dear Sir, L
« With the truest regard, most faithfully. yours,
(Signed) « GRENVILLE.”

« Francis HorNeR, Es.”

a Need I sﬁ.y that these sentences were written»with an imme-
diate reference to that  great. topic. of ~debate, (the. Catholic
’ Qtiest’ioh; as it is most imptfoperly-.tex"med,) \vhjcl},fqhe‘r_ll‘d‘i}rided,
and has unfortunately until. the preserit moment co;ltip}led_ to
divide. the opinions and - couneils, of our, country?. A- whole

people, labouring under civil disabilities and exclusions solely l_)y
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The documents which support the fore-
going statement will be found in the Appen-
dix to these pages. The‘entry on the books
of the chapter of Christ Church, which is
one of them, was communicated by the late
dean, Dr. Hall. The others -are transcribed
from copies Wh_ich‘.have'a,lready been often
printed, in the common accounts of the life
of Locke. And to these Lord King’s kind-
ness now enables me to add, from Locke’s
papers, the draft of a petition to King Wil-
liam, praying him to redress the injustice of

his predecessor.  Why that petition was not

reason of their religious faith, was then confidently affirmed by
some, and 1mphc1tly believed by many, to be quite insensible of
the evils of that condition equally careless of the privations which

it imposes, and of the reproach which it implies. How ground-

less was that confidence, the state of Ireland at this day has but
too plainly shewn.

But we have at last left far behind us these dark and danger-
ous ways. The day-star of conciliation has arisen to guide
us in the straight and smooth paths of wisdom and of justice.
Already is its happy influence displayed in a measure of gene-

rous and confiding kindness. The light of equal - freedom, -

the warmth -of brotherly affection, are its vital prlnmples,
and lonO‘ may they be cherished, long reverenced with pious

zeal, by every part of a community happy because it is free, and
»powerful because it is unlted' S

i
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presented, or, if presented, not acted upon, I
know not. Le Clerc’s account of that matter
seems unsatisfactory.

Mr. Stewart’s reply was such as Mr. Horner
had anticipated. After expressions of personal
good opinion, much too flattering to be here
transcribed, but looked back to certainly, in
the present moment, with feelings of peculiar
satisfaction, Mr. Stewart proceeds as follows :

—Tf it be not disagreeable to his Lordship,
and if you consent to relinquish in my favour
your claim to your property, I should wish
extremely that the original should remain in
my possessibn. It not only contains some
important details, of which, with Lord Gren-
ville’s permission, I shall be glad to avail
myself on some future occasion ; but is to me
doubly precious, as a testimony (for so my
vanity leads me to interpret it) of his general
satisfaction with the train of thought runmng
through my discourse.”

—« My impressions, with respect to the
conduct of Oxford towards Mr. Locke, were
entirely derived from Mr. Fox; in following

whom as a historical guide, in a matter so
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nearly affecting the credit of that seat of learn-
ing where he was himself  educated, I con-
ceived myself to beon very safe ground. The
documents. quoted. by Lord Grenville con-

vince me, that the college‘to which Mr. Locke’

belonged, had no alternative left but to obey
the royal mandate ; and, consequently, that
M. Fox has expressed himself with an undue
severity, when he says, that ¢ it was from the
base principles of servility Mr. Locke:was cast

away by the Uniyersity.’ I should .be truly

happy, for the honour of learning, if it, could
be shewn, that the decree vpa.ssed‘ on the day
of Russel’s execution, was the consequence of
an equally imperative interference on the part
of government. At all events, the injustice

 which Mr. Locke was supposed to have re-
ceived from Oxford in his lifetime, has, in my -

opinion, been more than compensated to his
memory, by the filial anxiety of Lord Gren-
ville to vindicate, at the distance of more than
one hundred and thirty. year‘s, that _le@mg)d

‘body from what he. considers as .a calymny
injurious to their reputation.., , ., 4y, -
« The conclusion of the sentence in, page 97

1

ofmy Dissertation, to which Lord Grenville

“has alluded, and which appears to myself, now

when' I read it coolly, to combine unfairly
two - circumstances  altogether unconnected

‘with each other, shall be altered, if my work

shall ever come to a second impression. As

‘to the hasty assertion. involved. in that. sen-

tence, ‘that. Mr. Locke was expelled from

‘the University,’ I am confident his Lordshi'p

will ‘allow it to.be a venial inaccuracy in a

" Scotchman, considering the loose terms.in
‘which Mr. Fox, Lord Sunderland, and Bishop
-Fell have all expressed themselves on.the
- sﬁbject i

. ¢ I ever am, my dear Sir,

o« Yours, most aﬂ'ectlonately,
' (Signed)  <“DUGALD STEWART.”

After the receipt of such a 1étter, it would

" hawe ill become Lord Grenville to anticipate,

by any publication of his, Mr. Stewart’s in-

‘tended correction of the error which he so in-
- genuously acknowledged.  Abundant oppor-
tunities for such ‘an explanation were likely

to present themselves. ' Not only was it to be
expected that many succeedlng editions
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would be called for of that interesting essay,
but if its author had, fortunately for his read-

ers, been able to resume his original design,

 its farther progress must. again have led him

repeatedly to speak of the life of Locke,. of
his opinions, both political and philosophical,
of the various reception which they expe-

~ rienced, and of their powerful and beneficial

influence on the most important interests

~of mankind. Mr. Stewart’s plan, however,

was .unhappily too large for the period of
life at which he undertook it. He brought
it down in its first part, in one comprehen-
sive view, to about the close of th'e_ seven-

teenth century. From that date he had pro-

posed to distribute the inquiry under the

three distinct, but closely connected divisions
of metaphysics, ethics, and politics. For the
eighteenth‘ century he has executed only so

“much of his purpose as fell under the first of

these : the best ground-work doubtless for the
other two, but in his own judgment confessed-

ly, of far the least general interest® What a

"2 See the Advertisement prefixed to the Second Part of his
- Dissertation. S : :
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labour would it have been, how overwhelming
to himself, but to the great mass of his readers
how gratifying, - 1f, with' ‘the same minute
and accurate research, the same depth of
thought, and ‘perspicuity of language, he
could have proceeded to trace the various,
but still advancing course of the ethical and
political philosophy of the last and the pre-
sent age, not only in our own country, but
throughout every part of Europe!

All must lament,—but who can wonder?—
that under the infirmities of advancing age,
such a task was not brought to its destined
termination. Nor is it a small consolation

‘to us, under such a loss, to know that it was

the abandonment of that too sanguine un-
dertaking which enabled Mr. Stewart, ‘before
his useful life had ceased, to complete the
last, the ablest, the most eloquent, and most
important of all his works, his Philosophy
of the active and moral Powers of Man.  On
that interesting and beautiful account of our

" moral as distinguished from . our ‘intellectual

nature, some of his latest days, we are told,
were still occupied. "And what fitter em-
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‘ployment - could ‘he - have ‘found "for such a
season? - What noblér legacy' could he have

bequeathed in' his"dying ‘moments, to “his
country and to mankind? *~ >+ - 7

‘But with this brilliant’ service his - career,
" And the increased
reverence with - which this admirablework

alas! 1is now closed.

‘must henceforth clothe his "nam'e,* affords a

fresh -motive for clearing up even the mi-

nutest - particular in any page of his wri-

tings, “"which he himself; contrary to his
avowed purpose, has left incorrect, or unex-
plained. S

" He had been entirely deceived, not only as
to the ‘real -circumstances of the transaction

adverted to in the foregoing letters, but also

as to the causes from which he supposed it
to have arisen. ' That Locke was mnot, as- is
the common report, expelled-from Oxford,
has been proved beyond all possibility of ques-
tion. And it may very easﬂy be shewn, with

,equal certainty, that had the fact-been so,
- still - its” motives could not have been those

which - are commonly. assigned. for it. Tt is

absolutely impossible that this excellent man

3
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should, at the time ;ref'erred to, ‘have been
exposed to.censure or ‘punishment for those
works which, appearing only at a much later
period, have finally assured to him the grati-
Yet that

he was, on that ground,  cast away” by the

tude of the most remote posterity.

University, i 1s, at this hour, if I mistake not,
the .general belief. Such was evidently the
impression both of Mr. Stewart, and of Mr.
Fox; and such, Ithink,is the effect naturally

produced on every mind by the well-known
~ lines, some of which Mr. Stewart, in the se-

cond part of his dissertation, has quoted from
Pope, and which first, perhaps, gave currency
to this idle tale, -

« Prompt at the call, around the goddess roll
Broad hats, and hoods, and caps, a sable sheal :
Thlck and more t}nck the black blockade extends,
. A hundred head of Aristotle’s friends.
- Nor wert thou, Isis! wanting to the day:
N Though Christ Church long kept prudishly away,
" Each staunch polemlc, stubborn as a rock,
* Each fierce logician still expellmg Locke, =

" Came whip and spur, and dashed through thin and thlck,

On German Crousaz, and Dutch Burgersdyc

oy

»¥ 0 Dundiad, B. IV. x} 189.°
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" The satirist however is unfortunate -in
all his facts. = All the rest of Oxford, (and
in the preceding lines, all Cambridge with
her,) he vilifies, without reserve; for Christ
Church alone he makes some exception,
such as it is. Yet in the only proceeding
which he speciﬁes as a ground for his abuse,
the University had no concern whatever,
while the college was - exclusively, though
qui’ée blamelessly, its passive = instrument.
He speaks of the ¢ fierce logicians still ex-
pelling Locke,” who in truth, never was
expelled at all; and, with these adverse
logicians, the supposed persecutors of Locke,
he associates the names of Burgersdyck, who

wrote before Locke was born, and of Crousaz,

Locke’s dlsc1ple and panegyrlst'

« Of the Essag/ on the Human Understand— .

ing,” says Stewart, Crousaz speaks in the

following terms :—* Clarissimi, et merito ce-
lebratissimi Locku de 1ntellectu humano exi-
mlum opus, et auctore suo. dlgmbsnnum, lo-
gzccs utzlzsszmzs semper annumelabltul O If
Pope had ever looked mto this t1eat1se, he
could not have committed 50 gross a mistake
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as to introduce the author into the Dunciad,
among Locke’s Aristotelian opponents; a
distinction for which Crousaz was probably
indebted to his acute strictures on those pas-
sages in the Essay on Man ‘which seem fa-
yourable to fatalism.”? | ,

Pope chose, for whatever reason, to speak
thus contemptuously of two scholars, of

- whose writings probably he was alike ignor-

ant; for we may well believe that he knew

'no more of Burgersdyck than of Crousaz.
- Their learning, their abilities, or their opi-

nions, the poet could not criticize. ~But he
had another resource. To the narrow-minded
of évery country, the name of foreighe?r is a
term of abuse. He thinks it enough to tell us
that the one was a German, the other a
Dutchman ! The countrymen of Luther and
Leibnitz, of Erasmus and Grotius, what could
they be but punces ? ')
Yet even here also it happens that the fact
fails him. Crousaz was not a German, but a
SWISS, a native of Lausanne, and a distin-
guished professor of its un1vers1ty The error
* Stewart’s D;SSert., Part IL., p. 12.‘ b Bmgraphle‘Umverselle.
c
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is mdeed in itself of small 1mp01tance but it
completes - the -picture ‘-of that- knowledge
which, undertook to heap insult. and 1nvect1ve
on the ignorance of others !

" After these specimens can we wonder
that the general impression conveyed by this
passage should be found quite as erroneous as
the most erroneous of its details ? It vanishes
_under the slightest examination of dates and
~circumstances.

. Locke’s arbitrary ‘yemoval from his. stu-
dentshlp at Christ Church under the royal
mandate, is manifestly the only fact which
can ever have been confounded with his sup-
posed expulsion from the University. But this
_transaction, though it has fixed eternal dls—
honour on its real authors, is yet clear of | the

peculiar disgrace v with which it has commonly
been stigmatized. The undeserving victim
of that tyranny was a peaceful student,  an

estimable and accomplished scholar, a man

* whose talents and virtues were held in general -

respect ;. but at that time he had not yet made
himself known' either to his persecutors or to
the world as an illustrious philosopher, and

life hadr}beéhwéasf.'
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distinguished benefactm of ‘mankind.. None
of those works, which - have established for
him a lasting' claim to these high tltles, had
“then been published. '~ -+

The earliest of them, was his unanswerable
‘defence of toleration. -His first letter on that
subject was printed in Holland, and in the
Latin language, in 1689. - Its translation, and
the succeeding letters followed at later pe-
riods. From no bigotry, therefore, however
blind, from no zeal, however infuriated,
against  those - principles of eternal - justice
which he has there so nobly upheld, can ahy
part of what he suffered in 1684 have by any
possibility originated:

The same may be said of his metaphyswal
and’ the: same of his political speculatlons.
Neither his Essay on the Human Understand-
ing, nor his Treatise on Government were
givenv‘to the world till' after the Revolution.

" Both breathe a love of truth, a zeal' for the -

happiness of mankind, and a masculine spirit

of free: inquiry, ill-suited:to those inauspi-

cious-times on which thefirst part of Locke’s

- Both were reserved for
c 2
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the dawn of a brighter day. To the go-
vernment of Charles the Second, they cannot
possibly have afforded any motive for the
persecution of this excellent man. = The true
cause of that disgraceful step is distinctly,
and quite differently stated to us by Le Clerc.
Locke was suspected to be the author of some
pamphlets, afterwards found to have been
written by anothér. But the suspicion was
enough. Among the conflicting enormities of
that unhappy reign, its judicial crimes are the
-most detestable. Weak, indeed, before the
tribunals of those days, was the safeguard
" of innocence. Locke therefore took re-
fuge in Holland. From James the Second, the
{friends of this illustrious exile pro.cured for
him an offer of pardon, which he declined with
conscious integrity. In Monmouth’s rash and
ill-conducted expedition he took no share:
neither the leader nor the cause was such as
. could engage his confidence. But on that oc-
casion he was again suspected without reason,
| and was thereupon demanded bythe king from
the Dutch government, unde‘__f whose conniv-

“ance he remained conceale(i till after the Revo-
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lution. Then only did he stand forth as the

government and law ; proclaiming -and vin-

dicating those pi'inciples, SO ilhp()rtant to the
happiness of all civil society, which he had
before been Compelled by an OVer-ruIing ne-
cessity to cloak under the deep reserve so
characteristically described by Fell. Then
‘only did he i'ecognize in his own days a»prd-
per season, and in his own éountry a :co/rige-

nial spot for rearing to maturity the fruits of

“his long-laboured meditations. From that

date, not less auspicious to science than to
liberty, commenced the bright zera of a new
philosophy, Whi,ch, whatever were still its im-
perfections, had for its basis clear and deter-
minate conceptions, free inquiry and unbiassed
reason for its instruments, and for its end
TrUTH ;—truth, unsophisticated and undis-
guised, shedding its pure light over every
proper object of the humian understanding,
but confining itself with reverential awe within
those bounds which an all-wise Creator has set
to our inquiries.
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VV HAT ;_h,as hitherto been here ‘sa,idl,yljelages

‘wholly to the groundless story of this gi'eat
.man’s expulsmn from Oxford, and to the
_causes with Whlch that supposed insult has
,been connected in popular belief. To both
‘these errors a new stamp ; and sanction seemed
to have been glven by the high authouty of
Mr.  Stewart’s dissertation. Their 1efuta~
_tion; it is hoped, has been ‘complete. But,
before these pages are closed, it may not
be superﬂuous to add to them a few. brief

‘observations on some things said of Locke in

the second part of the same essay, pubhshed
at aVl‘atel_peuod. These may appear of less
‘moment ; but some interest belongs to every
circumstance in which the history of Oxford
and of Locke is concerned, ,andiparticul_aﬂy
tto ‘those facts which prove a much closer
connection.than has been generally described
between those so Justly venerated names.

I. OF LOCKE'S MEDICAL STUDIES. -

In the printed Life of Locke, commonly
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prefixed to his works, we are told that he
applied himself at the Un1vers1ty 'with great
diligence to the study of medlcme, “not with
any design of practising as a physician, but
principally for the benefit of his own con-
stitution, which was but weak.”* The self-

~ taught scholar, says the Italian proverb, has
~an ignorant master®; and the patient who

prescribes for himself, has not often, I'believe,
a very wise physieién. No such purpose is
ascribed to Locke by Le Clerc, from whom
our knowledge of his private history is prin-
cipally derlved Nor can we believe that
such a man chose for himself in youth that
laige and difficult study, with no view to the
good of others, but meaning it to begin and
end only with the care of his own health.
Surely the spirit in which he resolved

L ,To."scorn delights, and live laborious days,” -
was directed to far other ends than his own
' Locke, Vol. L., p. xx. 8vo. 1794, to which edition all the

other references in these pages are also made.

b Chi s’ insegna, ha uin pazzo per maestro.. ,
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personal ease and comfort, or even' than the
fame which he has so justly earned. “ Every
one,” he says, applying the rule to his own
case at a much later period of his life, and in
a far more infirm ck(,)_nditi.ony of his health,
“every one, according to what way Providence
has placed him in, is bound to labour for the
public good as far as he is able.” * - Le Cler¢
asserts only that Locke never practised physic
for profit, though he was highly esteemed by

the ablest physicians of his time®: and Mr.

‘Stewart, who has transcribed this statement,

is not to be blamed for its inaccuracy. But it
is unquestionably erroneous. We are po-
sitively told- by Wood, that Locke did for
a time, (we know not how long,) practise
physic at Oxford. Le Clerc wrote, as he
himself tells us, principally from hearsay,
and not till some time after his great friend’s

death : Wood was living on' the SP(?t-‘,at the
time of which he speaks, and could not be

ighoranyt of the fact; nor had he any appa-
rent motive to misrepresent it. When he

~a Locke, _Vol. VIII. p- 332.
b See Bibliothéque Choisie, Vol. VI,
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~ virtues were by all who knew him.
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speaks - slightingly of Locke’s reputation in
that line, we recognize and disregard the
antiquary’s prejudices. Sydenham’s words,
quoted by Mr. Stewart from Le Clerc, afford
a brilliant proof of the estimation in which
Locke’s ‘medical skill was held by the first
authorities in that science, as his talents and
< NOSti
preeterea quam huic mese methodo suffra-

gantem habeam, qui eam intimids per om-

‘nia perspexerat, utrique nostrum conjunc-

tissimum, Dominum Joannem Locke; quo

quidem viro, sive ingenio judicioque acri et

subacto, sive etiam antiquis, hoc est, optimis
moribus, vix superiorem quemquam, inter eos
qui nunc sunt homines, repertum iri confido,
But even this
testimony confirms Wood’s assertion as to the
Would Sydenham

paucissimos certe pares.” *

main fact in question,

have thus boasted of the approbation given

to a system of medical treatment, or medical
study, by a person, however able, who was
not himself a physician? A like inference

s Bibliothéque Choisie, Vol. VL. p. 350.
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must be dlawn from ‘Tiocke’s ﬁlSt connec-

mfestly that bf médical attendance ,——-ﬁom
his patron’s desire “not to suffer him 'then&é-
forth  to practise mediciné ‘out of his’ (Lord
Shaftesbury’s) house, except among "some of

‘his particular friends;”*—from several pas-
“sages’ in his ‘private ‘letters, ‘in ‘which he

- offers with unhesitating confidence, medical

advice - to hlS correspondents .—_and “also,

-slight as the circumstance may ‘seem, from
~his own statement to Le Clerc, that hée Had

passed unde1 the name of Doctor Locke,
though he néver took that degree.” Le Clerc
adds, that he contented himself Wlth that
of Master of Arts.  But this is again’ a mis-
take. © We know from Wood’s Fasti, that

Locke was created Bachelor in Physic at Ox-

ford, in 1674. It appears, indeed, from a let-
ter punted in his works, that four years before
that tlme, his  friends had endeavoured ‘to
plocme for him, at the 1ecept10n of 'the
Prlnce of Omnge, a doctor ] degree, probably

K \Locke’,s Life, ut §uprg‘x. v

tion with’ Lord" Shaftesbury, which'as Ma-

“an honorary one®, But this request was with-

‘drawn at Locke’s own desire, having been
objected to, I suppose, from the reluctance of
‘the University to confer on professional men

-degrees of that description.

Mer. Stewart has remarked on the favom able

-effect likely to be produced by ILocke’s

medical studies in preparing such a mind, so

‘trained, and so cultivated as it had been, for

the prosecution of ‘th‘_ose_ speculations which
‘were afterwards to irnmortalize his name.
‘The observation is just, and consonant to
all experlence Nor can we limit it, with
Mr. Stewart, to any one field of knowledge

From the very first dawn of 1ev1v1ng letters

to ,;‘phe present moment, there never has been
a period in .thi’s country, when the great 1nae-
ters of medicine among us have not made
manifest the happy influence of that pur-
suit, on the cultlvatlon of all the other
branches of phllosophy And accordmgly we
find, that while Locke was still proceeding, as

it is termed 1n the academical course of that
knoble science, he was already occupied ' in

2 Locke,’ Vol. IX. p.‘321.
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ticed Locke’s ¢ homely”
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‘laying the foundations of the Essay on the
Human’ Undelstamdlng, which, as we learn

from Le Glerc, was commenced in 1670.

Mr. Stewart thinks it matter of praise to
Locke, that in that work “not a single pas-
sage,” he says, occurs, savouring of - the
anatomy school, or the laboratory. This -as-
sertion is not to be too literally taken. - Cer-

tainly no trace of professional pedantry is’

to be found in that simple and forcible
He had looked abroad into all the
knoWledge of his time, and -in his unceasing
endeavours to make his propositions, . and
his proofs, intelligible and perspicuous to
all, he delighted to appeal to every topic of
most familiar observation. Among these some
reference to medical science could scarcely
have been avoided. Nor has it been entirely
so. Mr. Stewart himself has elsewhere no-
illustration of the
nature of secondary qualities, by the opera-

tion of manna on the human body®. ~ A more

pleasing example of medical allusion is to be

found in one of the many passages where

2 Locke, Vol. L. p. 1,1,5.s~St§}vatt Dissert., Part IL. p. 239.

‘of the nerves;”

allusions.
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Locke points out to us how often men whose
opinions substantially agree, are heard wrang-
ling about the names and watch-words of par-
ties and sects, to which they respectlvely
attach quite different significations. He tells
us of a meeting of physicians, at which he
himself was present. These ingenious. and
learned men debated long, he says, “whe-
ther any liquor passed through the filaments .
until it appeared, on mutual
explanation, that they all admitted the passage
of some fluid and subtle matter through those
channels, and had been disputing only whe-
ther or not it should be called a - Ziquor;

“ Whlch when considered, they thought not

- worth contending about a

 In his letters on Toleration, and in his essay
on the Conduct of the Understanding, his
two most valuable, because most practical
works, he indulges much more freely in such
It is frequently by their aid that, in
the first of those admirable productions, he
ridicules his unequal adversary’s project of en-
forcing universal conformity by moderate and

» Locke, Vol. IL p. 16+
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lenient persecution. ~In one place he com-
pares him to a sur geon, using his knife oh'the
sick and sound alikée, on‘bad subJects and on
good, without theit consent, but, as he ‘assures
them, ‘always solely for their own advantage ;

—and in another place to an empiric, pre-

scribing, says Locke, his « hiera picra,” (mis

HOLY BITTERS,) to be taken in such doses only

as shall be sufficient for the cure, _Without once

inquiring in what quantities of that poisonous
drug such sufﬁcrency is at all likely tobe found.
Agaln, we ﬁnd him 1llust1at1ng in a snrnllar

way the proper conduct to be pulsued by a
_mlnd devotlng 1tself in any case to a ge-

nuine sealch for truth A dlhgent and sin-

cere, a close and unblassed examlnatlon,

he powerfully 1ns1sts upon as "‘ the surest

/and safest” method for that purpose Would

not th1s, he asks, be the conduct of a student

in medicine Wlshmg to acqune Just notlons

of that scrence, “or of the doctrmes of Hlp—

pocrates, or any other book 1n Whlch he con-~
ceived the Whole art of physw to be. in-
falhbly coutamed ?” : - These and ma,ny other

a Loc_ke, Vol. IL p. 383, _

A
passages of a like description, are beauties,
surely, .not blemishes,, in Locke’s powerful
composition; and cer.tarnlyg,lni no degree less
valuable, for bearing some tineture of the culé

rent in which that great man’s thoughts and
studles had been so long carried forward.

IL . OF LOCKE’S RESIDENCEAT OXFORD.

The partlcula1s Whlch have been stated 1n
the precedmg sectlon, are connected Wlth a
quest1on of still hlghel 1nte1est 1n the hfe of
Locke M. Stewalt mlsled probably by some
amblguous exp1ess1ons of Le Cle1 c, asserts,
that “in 1666,” the thuty-ﬁfth year of Locke s

_ age, g complete change took place both"

1n the dlrectlon of h1s studles, and in hls ha-
b1ts of life: that his attentron appeals to have
been then turned for the ﬁlst time to pohtlcal
subJects, and his place of reszdence tmnsferred
from  the Un1ve1s1ty to the metropohs »a
This statement is in some pomts unquestlon-

PRETE

ably inaccurate ; and it conveys, T think, 1n

LB stsertatlon, Part»II. P 4.
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its general impoit, a very fiiistaken impres-
sion of the facts to which it relates. Of this
part of Locke’s history we are, 1 it is true, in

some degree, 1mperfectly informed.  But

where is the authority. for this total change
in Locke’s tesidence, studies; and habits
of life? Certainly no such revolution took
place in 1666. In that year, and, in the
spring of 1667, he was pursuing at Oxford
a course of observations on the atmosphere.
His diary of these has- been published by
Boyle, and we find that durlng the last four
months of the above-named period, he conti-
nued it there uninterruptedly from daytoday.

From the 28th of March 1661, to near the
end of December 1669 this diary is sus-

| pended and glves us no 1nformat10n of the

places where be then resided. Le Clelc tells

“us that in 1668 he attended the Earl and

Countess of N01thumbe1land to the continent,
and the Earl dying in his Jjourney to Rome,
Locke, who had been left with the Countess

in’ France, 1eturned with her from thence

to England ‘sooner than was first de31gned
From December 1669 to the middle of 1675

there is a 31m11a1 journal of the atmosphere
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kept by him in London, but at Very irregular
and distant intervals, giving on the whole an
average of no more than about fourteen en-

tries in each year, and affording therefore

' little presumption of a fixed residence in that -

or any other place.

In June 1675, this London jonrnal was,

after only twelve entries in that half year,

‘wholly discontinued. It had for the preced-

ing year contained only six entries.

Its interruption was now occasioned by a
Joulney into . France for his own health.
There he remained till 167 9, in Wthh year,
we are told, Lord Shaftesbmy, at that time

again 'in office; sent for him to London.

- But after Shaftesbury’s dismission, Locke

returned to Oxford in January 1681, as is
proved by his diary, and, in the month of
March of that year, he resumed his journal
of the atmosphere thele, and continued it
till his retreat to the continent in June 1683.

During the Whole period Wthh ‘elapsed

’ﬁom 1667 to 1683, thele seem to have been

not more than three, or at the most four years

in which Locke was officially employed under
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Lord Shﬁftesbury;..viz. from 1672 to 1674,
‘both inclusive, and for a.part of 1679 and
1680. In these years l_le may reasonably be
presumed to have lived principally in Lon-
don; though even with reference to them,
and to the times which immediately preceded
them, Le Clerc tells us more than once of
Locke’s repeated residences at Oxford.

His connexion, and continued intercourse
with that place never ceased till he was
driven  into Holland in 1683. He was
attached to it by early and strong ties.
Removed there in 1652 from Westminster,
he took, in 1658, his degree of Master of
Arts. - In 1661 he Was/appointéd Greek Lec-
turer at Christ Church; in 1662, Reader in
Rhetoric, and in 1663, Censor of Moral Phi-
losophy. . The rhetoric there taught must, no
doubt, always have included, as it still in-
cludes, an elementary course of logic. So it
should naturally be. The first step towards
the art of speaking persuasively is' that of
reasoning accurately. ~And the logic of
Locke was then no doubt that of the estab-
lished studies of the place. The Censor at
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Christ Church is the person immediately su-

_perintending the conduct of its junior mem-

bers. During those three years therefore this

great man was actively employed in the educa-~

tion and discipline carried on in that distin-

guished society. And who can’ contemplate

without delight the powers of such a mind
applied to that honourable service ?. How ani-

mating to every inmate of that venerable placé,

to the zeal of those who teach, to the diligence

of those who learn there the lessons of wis-

dom and virtue, must be the remembrance

that, within the same walls, Locke  also
laboured in the same cause! The same

voice which has since spoken in imperishable

accents to Europe, and to posterity, was there

first heard to incite the youthful mind to the

sedulous pursuit, and proper application of
that knowledge which, to use this excellent

philosopher’s own words, the Creator of man-

kind ¢ has- givén us for the conveniences of
life, and information of virtue ; putting within:
the reach of our discovery the comfortable

provision for this life, and the way that leads

to a better.” ® LT ‘ .

a Locke, Vol. I. p. 3. -~ .
D2
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The duties of the censorship must have
detained him at Christ Church till Christmas
1664. It was not therefore till = imme-
diately after that time, or in the first months
of 1665, (then considered according to the
prevailing mode of computation, as a part of
1664,) that he attended Sir Walter Vane* into
Germany as is mentioned by Le Clerc. = But
he returned to Oxford within the year, and in
1666 was found by Lord Shaftesbury a prac-
tising physician there. -And that statesman’s
rapid appreciation of his merits is a striking
instance of an intuitive discrimination  of
character, one of the most valuable of all
qualities in the conduct of political affairs.

After Locke’s vreturn, in 1669, from his
attendance on the Earl and Countess of
Northumberland, he very soon became, at

least for some time, again resident at Oxford.

This we collect ﬁ'om his own account of the

origin of his great metaphysical work, of
which the first foundation was then laid.

The whole of that large enquiry arose,
he. tells - us, from ‘a ‘co'n'Ver'sati'on with five
or six of his friends meeting at his. chamber,

a2 Le Clerc calls him by mistake Sir W. Swan.
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and discoursing on a subject very remote

from such discussions. Le Clerc repeats

the same anecdote from Locke’s own mouth,
but specifies Mr. Tyrrell and Mr. Thomas, as
two of those friends. The time of that meet-

ing he has fixed with precision, and the

addition of these names goes very far to
ascertain its place. It happened, he says, in
1670, and the same subject, it appears, was
followed up with the same persons in subse-
quent conversations. - But it was at Oxford
that Locke enjoyed the - society, both of
Tyrrell, and of Thomas. The former was
the author of that name who published a his-
tory of England, and several political dis-
courses. He had retired to a studious life at
a house which he had at Oakley, near Brill,
within a few miles of Oxford. There are still
extant among Locke’s papers several letters
between them, proving their intimacy ; and

in Locke’s diary there are entries of visits to

‘Oakley of about a fortnight each, in the two

successive years, 1682 and 1683. Thomas is

" described by Le Clercas a physmlan of Oxford.

During some part thelefme of .1670, it

'seems beyond all questlon that Locke must
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have been resident in that University. In
1671, although the account-books of the Col-
lege for that year have been preserved, there
are no traces in them of his residence.
The books of the other years, from 1668
to 1675, inclusive, have not been found.
Under the date of 1672, there was, we are
told, among Locke’s papers, a college or uni-
versity-exercise of his on a theological ques-
tion closely connected with some of his later
works in that science. In 1674 he took, at
Oxford, the degree of Bachelor in Medicine,
long after the period when his standing in
the University would have entitled him to it.
The immediate motives for this step are
nowhere explained ; it had reference proba-
bly to the next circumstance of which I am
about to speak. . It affords no proof certainly
of a fixed residence in that.place, but it is
on the other hand, totally at variance with
Mzr. Stewart’s notion, that Locke had eight

years before changed, not only the scene of |

his residence, ’but the whole direction of his
studies and habits of life. -

This was so far from being .the case, that

i in January 1675 he was appointed by the
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Dean and Chapter of Christ Church to what
Fell, in his letter to Sunderland, calls a phy-
sician’s place, or in the language of the college,
to a faculty studentship in medicine. The sole
object of that appointment was to enable him
to retain his studentship without taking orders;
which, by the college statutes, he could not
otherwise have done. The suspension of or-
dination in the Church of England under the
long persecution which she endured, had pro-
duced a necessity of providing specially after
the Restoration for the case of those who by a
non-comphance with that condition, would, if

‘the law were strictly enforced, have forfeited

' their studentships at Christ. Church. On this

ground special dispensations had from time to .
time been granted to Locke and others byroyal ,
warrant. But his solicitation® and acceptance,
first of these occasional indulgencies, and after-
wards of a situation which gave him alegal and
permanent right to the same éxémption, fully
prove the error of Mr. Stewart’s supposition.
Locke’s connexion with his college, far from
having been broken off'by himself, would have
* Sec Locke, Vol. IX. p- 322. Liord Ashley s Letter to Fdl
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ceased as of course, had he not taken these
repeated and active steps for its continuance.
It was, as we have seen, at last dissolved only
by a tyranny which he could not resist.
When that event took place he had again
recently manifested his unshaken attachment
to Oxford. ~ His third return from the conti-
nent was occasioned by his being once more
summoned to London to serve in office under
Shaftesbury ; but even in that situation he
still continued, says Le Clerc, his occasional
visits to his college. And on Shaftesbury’s
dismission, it was to Oxford that Locke
again returned, and there that he thence-
forth resided until the period of his invo-
luntary exile. To that favoured spot he
looked, after all his wanderings, and all his
avocations, as to his fixed, and final home.
Accident or duty might for a time engage
him elsewhere :—¢ tamen istic,” he seems to

say,

ce istic mens animusque

b Fert, et amat spatiis obstantla rumpere claustra.”

»At no time ,-before‘t_he Revolution, except

L4
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when he - was -actually employed in public

- office, does his residence seem ever to have

been ﬁxed in London, where Mr. Stewart
bupposes it to have been finally transferred
‘more than twenty years before that gleat
epoch. Till then we must regard him as hav-
ing been, though with intervals more or less

considerable, yet principally ~an inmate of

Oxford, and of Christ Church, from his nine-
teenth to beyond his fiftieth year. With what
feehnO"s he was there regarded we know from
the testimony of Tyrrell and'of Sydenham,
himself also” an- Oxford man ;—from the im-
portant college offices which he discharged;—
from the faculty studentship conferred upon
him by Fell, for the sole purpose of retaining
him as a member of that foundation ;—from a
letter still extant, in which the same person
expresses much kindness towards him on the
occasion of his last journey into France;—

and in some degree perhaps, from the terms

in which, in his beautiful character of Pococke,

he speaks of his own 'intei‘éourse with that

“amiable’man.

After the Revolutlon Locke S pohtlcal opl-
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nions and engagements may not improbably,
under the party violence of that day, have
estranged from him some of the persons of
highest influence in a place where the prin-
ciples most opposite to his had then un-
fortunately so decided a prevalence. But

though he ceased to reside there, he still

viewed with unabated fondness those early
scenes of his peaceful life, that happy re-
treat in which, to use his own characteristic
words, “ he had lived inoffensively so
many years.” ®* He bequeathed at his death,
to the library of the University, a copy

of his works; the best of all tokens which |

such a man could give of his persever-
ing affection for the nursing mother of his
youth; for the seat of his first education, and
long continued studies; for that body from
which he is so erroneously represented to have
been driven with unmerited indignity. And
his statue, which adorns the library of his col-
lege, though raised by private munificence,
stands there an illustrious and highly valued
monument of genius cultivated, and learning

2 See the Appendlx, No. VIII
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turned to its noblest use, within the bosom o f
a society which justly ranks him among the
most distinguished of her many distinguished

S01S.

1II. OF THE DOUBTFUL RECEPTION OF LOCKE’
METAPHYSICAL SPECULATIONS AT OXFORD.

« That the Essay on the Human Under-
standing”’, says Mr. Stewart, « should have

excited some alalm in the Umversfcy of Ox-

ford, was no more than the author had reason |

to expect from his boldness as a philosophical
reformer, from his avowed zeal in the cause
of liberty, both civil and religious, from the
suspected orthodoxy of his theologlcal creed;

and it is but candid to add, from the apparent
commdence of his ethlcal doctrmes with those
of Hobbes. It is more dlfﬁcult to account
for the long continuance in that illustrious

seat of learning, of the prejudice against the

| logic of TLocke,. (by far the most valuable part

of his work,) and for that partiality for the
logic of Aristotle, of which Locke has so fully

exposed the futlhty In the University of
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Cambridge on the other hand, the Issay on

the -‘Human Understanding was for many
years regarded with a reverence approaching
to idolatry ; and to the authority of some. dis-
tinguished persons connected with that learn-

ed body may be traced,...... the origin of the

greater part of the extravagancies which to-
watds the close of the ~last century were graft-
ed on LOCke’b elrors

To the first part of the foregoing passage,_

its author has subJ01ned a note by Des
Malseaux on a letter of Locke to Collins.

“ It was proposed,” he says, * at a meet-
1ng of the heads of houses of the University
of Oxford, to censure and discourage the
readlng of Mr. Locke’s Essay concerning the
Human Understandmg ; and, after various
debates among themselves, it was concluded
that each head of a house should endeavour
to prevent its belng read in his college, Wlth-
out coming to any public censure.’

- What Mr. Stewart has here said is candid
in its fl,dmISSIOHS, and in its form apologet_lcal.

~» Dissertation, Part II.° p- 9.
- * Locke, Vol. IX, p. 277.
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But he plainly implies, both in his text, and in

the note annexed to it, some farther censure

on the Unlversrcy of Oxford, as too tardy and

reluctant in adopting the philosophy,. or at
least what he terms the loglc, of Locke.

This reproach, like that which we have be-
fore examined, will best be tried by the test
of facts. We shall then judge whether the
prudent and pious caution of Oxford in this
case, can be disadvantageously contr rasted with
the idolatrous reverence which elsewhere, like
every other idolatry, taught its votaries ¢ to
graft extravagance upon error.”’ '

But let me not be misunderstood. If I re-
peat these strong expressions,. it is in the
maintenance only of a just defence, and with
no particle of HlYllellS or disrespectful feeling
towards the distinguished body to which M.
Stewart has applied them. Noman of a liberal
mind - stoops to view such subjects - through
the narrow loopholes of -local or corporate
jealousy. The true votary of science, loves
her for herself, and for the countless blessings

which she confers upon mankind. - ¢ For his

brethren and companions’ sake,” he wishes
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her prosperity wherever she is established.
Her fruits, in whatever soil produced, he seeks
to multiply and improve ; to scatter widely
the seeds of their increase, and to extend
as far as possible the knowledge of their
most profitable culture.. But in the dis-
charge of this duty a question of difficult
decision not unfrequently presents itself to
those who superintend the studies of a great
University. Science is not stationary. On
every side continual attempts are made to en-
large her boundaries : attempts, on the whole
productive of measureless good, but in par-
ticular instances very frequently neither judi-
cious nor successful. These in his private
studies each man judges for himself, sepa-

rating for his own use, as cofrectly as he can,

the metal from the dross. But what shall be

the conduct of the public teacher? At what
period, and on what grounds of knowledge
or opinion, shall the governors of national
institutions of such wide-spread influence de-
termine to engraft new tenets and new prin-
ciples, new modes and systems of philosophy

on those sciences, in which it is their office
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and engagement to instruct the rising genera-
tions of their country ?
‘It is obvious, that they must in the first
place be themselves well satisfied of the ad-
vantage of the proposed improvement ; of
its greater accuracy, if it concerns any prin-
ciple or doctrine of science, or of its greater
convenience, if it relates only to modes of study
or instruction. Nor is it less manifest that in
‘every step of their progress to such conclu-
sions, they are bound to tread with deliberate,
and even fearful caation. Certainly no pro-
ject for the advance of science is ever to be
discountenanced merely for its novelty. All
the knowledge of man was once new to him.
Nor is the paramount interest of truth to be
sacrificed to the reverence for any name, or
the authority of any institutions. But on the

" other hand it must be remembered, that free

inquiry, ample and adverse discussion, pa-
tient and unbiassed investigation, can alone
lead in cases of real moment, to such reason-
able and Well-grounded conv1ct10n, as is fit
to be acted upon where error may be so mis-
chievous. An established course of public




=1

64
instruction:is not.to be varied with the casual
fluctuations of private judgment. . .And rarely
therefore will it-be found either ;exped‘i_ent.; or
Jjust, materially. to. —V,aryz any.such- institutions,
until the: principle of the proposed alteration
shall first have been sanctioned by the general
assent of those most COmpetexit -to judge .of
It is-thus,
for example, that the true principles-of: poli-

the particular point in question.

tical.economy have by the wise judgment of

the University, concurring with the muni-
ﬁcence of .an individual, beenrecently and
happily- domesticated at Oxford. The doc-
trine, now taught there by its well chosen pro-
fessor, rests on the sure basis of a discussion
of more than fifty years; and is in theory at
least, if not even yet in practice,. very ge-
nerally. recognized. by all persons - of liberal
and enllghtened minds. ' :

~But,. with every. caution that can be ap-
plied to such questions,- their prospective de-

cision is. always hazardous. There is falA less

risk of error-in our. subsequent Judgments of R

them after their effect shall have been.tried

by long experience. And-tg this test we here
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appea] It is on this ground that Oxford may
confidently claim’ to have acted in this case

- with unexceptionable propriety. Great, and

transcendent as is the merit of Locke’s es-
say, considered as a step, a giant’s step, in the

advance of science, yet how could it have been

received with unqualified assent in any place of
education? Pure and upright as its author’s
intentions were, some parts of it were from the
beginning apprehended to be very question-
able in their religious and moral tendency.

Mr. Stewart himself has noticed the appa-

rent coincidence of ‘its ethical doctrines with -

those of Hobbes. And after the fullest exa-
mination of near a century and a half, that
great work is now I believe very generally
acknowledged to combine with much undis-
puted excellence, some matter in no slight
degree exceptionable; and to have given rise
in fact, though partly through the prevailing

mlsconceptlon of its doctrine, to some great

and "dangelousy errors in philosophy.  Such

certamly is the hght in which M. Stewart

has viewed it, not only in the ~passage which I
have quoted in the outset of this section, but
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univelsally tln‘oi’lghout'all' his_ writin@‘s' : \And

the full: vmdlcatioﬁ of the’ conducts of O .xfmd
i thigfeasé? - - lasboborn b s e sy

- But in:a question so:closely connectéd with
the object of thesé pages, it willnot be supet-
fluous ' to: consider more pa1tlculally ~what

H

really was: that-conduct. ~ + -t S hee

- ‘Warburton has said that ¢ when Locke first
published ‘his Essay on the Human “Undet-
standing;' he ‘had neither followers imor/ ad~
mirers, and- hardly a single approver.t .. Fhis
account ‘though questionied by ‘Mr. Stewart,
is-iconfirmed” by :Locke himself. His. work
first appeared in 1689. = Seven years' after-
wardsy he' thus writes to Molyneux: ¢-I+was
told some. time since that my: Essay-began. to

~gétisome credit-in Camb_rldge, where;: I think

for'some 'years after it was 'published-, it was

scarce so much as looked into.”®- o it

¢ Hno @Xfmd indeed, he tells the same corie-
spondent, ‘an: abr idgement of it was madeiin
1695, for the usecof scholars and in the place
of ‘an ordmary sz]stem of logzc, by a very in-

@ Locke, Vol. VIIL p., 385

genious “many 4 JMasteri_roﬂﬁ;Ants;' v_e{ry consi-
detable for. hisdJearning;and, virtues; who; has
a.great many, pupils.?*1. This,, however, was
the act only of an individual ; a Mr. Wynne,
then ! Fellow - of Jesus,- College, afterwards
Blsho,p of St.: Asaph. . And: if, as  JT.ocke
elsewhere says, his Essay ‘?ﬁl;ShClep,,t into. the
world without any opposition,. :and . passed
amongst. some for useful, and the least:favour-

able for innocent,”’ that calm was noti-desﬁined

to: be..of long :continuance.. A . storm.:soon
mose against him, his first rematk ;.on which
isswotthy. of his character. Whatevel |
wrlte, says ! this upright man, “as:soon:as:1
shall discover it not to be truth, my. hand shall

. be: the forwardest to throw it into the fire:

+ Theattack did not, however, as Mz, Stewart
seems’ to have imagined, prbcéed exclusively,
or-even principally from Oxford..  In.1696-7,
Locke writes that Dean Sherlock then Master
of the Temple, had charged him,: from. that
pulpit,. with little iless than-atheisi. in the

same-yeary I belleve, commefced his, rwell- \

known controversy awlthuStllhngﬂeet «And

a Tiooke, Vol. VIIL pp. 355..360.
2
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not loncr afterwards, a clero'yman of the name:
of Lee published against ‘him an' entire:

volume, under the offensive and unjust titlé of
« Antl-sceptlcmm All these were Cambrldge

men, and the two former of them PGISOIIS of
much eminence in’ ou1 Church. No orns, 'who

wrote agalnst him about the same tlme, and

of whom Mr. Stewart speaks hlghly, had béen -

educated at ‘O*{ford of ‘Lowde’,':his othér
chief antaO‘omst at that peuod I have met
with no account. R
It was not till some tlme after these alarins
had “been sounded that the cncumstance
took place at Oxford, Whlch is mentloned by
Des Maiseaux. We are: nowhere told, T 'be-
lieve, what was his authority for that state-
“ment. Locke himself remained, at least for
‘some time, in much ignorance on’ thesubJect
of those proceedings; of which he ‘made reé-
peated endeavours to procure from one of Kis
friends “a particular account,”* - Whidthér

he succeeded in this, we know not. - But i‘”r:t’"‘;Jl .

letter, written about a fortnight afterwards,

he: appeals to have thought, that" his disap-

2 Locke, Vol. IX. p. 277, &e.
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probation of the logic then taught at.Oxford,
had been the main ground of the objection
there taken to hlS work *. ,

If that lmplessmn was conect we mwht, I

_thmk very easily collect from it what was the

vlmmedlate occasmn and ‘object of the resolu=.

t1on attrlbuted to the Heads of Houses A
tuto1 of O*{fmd had pubhshed thele, as we

,have seen,an ana]y51s of Locke’s Essay,

avowedly as a subst1tute to be used by the

Young g scholars in the place of an ordinary sys-
tem of logic®. - Could such a change be 1e-\
galded W1th 1nd1ﬁ"e1ence by the Govemms
of the Umvelslty'? TIts advantage Was, at the
,best, very questlonable Down even to our
own days the propriety of substltutmg in our
academlcal institutions the logic of Bacon, or
of Locke, fo1 that of Austotle, has been the
~sub']ect of long—contmued contlovel sy My
vleadels w111 ne1the1' expect nor desire. to find
in thls place a 1epet1t10n of the arguments by
:Whlch the advocates of Oxf01d on this sub-

| Ject have so powelfully malntalned her cause.

. aLocke, Vol. IX. p. 280.
b Ibid, Vol. VIIL. p. 355.
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The art of reasoning, no dorlbt, is 1t<elf a
portlon of the general phllosophy of* mind.
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continued improvement, than the successive

subdivision, and separate.culturel-of : its,diff‘er—_ '

ent allotments ?

The Heads of Houses at O‘cfmd had there-
fme,_ev_en if they acted on.this ground alone,
abundant reason to discourage 50 great an in-
novation in the academical institutions of .the
societies over which they presided. They
wisely and temperately forbore to censure a
work whose tendency was stlll doubtful : but
they might well decline to suffer it to be read
in their colleges ; to be made a text-book, (for
so I understand the phrase,) for public edu-
cation in those places. Without condemnipg,‘
what was in that hour much too imperfecﬁly
understood to be definitively judged, i:tblwlas

their manifest duty to resist the project of ad-.

mitting it into the elementary studies of their
pupils, in a manner and for a purpose to which
it was undeniably inapplicable. .~ . ..
But with all my veneration for the. O'rea,t
name of Locke, I have not disguised the:fact
that there were other and much stronger
grounds of objection, which, even if not as yet

distinctly understood, but only generally and
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“doubtfully app1ehended by those who were to
judge of this matter at Oxford inust have led
them to the same conclusmn T speak hele
both' oi ‘the now acknowledged errors of
Locke’s Essay, and of the evil tendency of
thiose doctrines which have, as Mr. Stewart
te‘llsa‘lis;’ been “Vei'y fgeﬁerally;*though quite ‘in-
ac“'c‘ifrately, ‘aseribed to that admirable work.
-« Fewbooks™, he 'say's‘, «can be named from
which it is pOSSible to ‘extract more excep-
tionable passages . When Locké* :combats
the Cartesian doctrme of 'innate’ ideas;" he
pushes this: alguments so much too-far; as te

appear to question the 1mmutab1hty of moral

' truth ‘and’ the eternal distinctions of right' and

Wrong. - His notion,—derived- indeed ‘from
hiis predécessors, but more fully developed and
insisted on by himself,~his  notion’ that ‘the
1fnmed1ate objects of our mind in thinking are
only the ideas, images, or resemblances of the
thlngs weé think of; throws doubt on' our con-
viétion ‘of the real existence of those i'things,
Wwhetlier mhtefial or immaterial: ~And his 'ac-
cdunt Sf the origin and natutre of such zdeas is

. ¥

b Stewalts Dlssertatlon, Part II. p 15. .
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unfortunataely soiexpressed, that-veryanany: of

his. followers bothyatihdmer arids abroad,have

always understm&dnhl:mg11;&&)@&1;1.11@!1&119@; that
most unphilosophical opirionsi whichnmalkes

our: senses thesoles source,cand: exclusivesve-

hicle-of all human. knowledge.: . ¢-A maxim,
says Mr. Stewart; which, ¢ frorne the scepticisim
to: which it leads :‘--by_-ij inevitable eone_lu,gien;
would,:if true;-at once cut up bythe ro@tSy,?'l;.l,\Qi}

o‘nly-"all metaphysics; but all ethics,.and.allreli- -

gion,;both.natural and revealed: . a:theory,
| which; as has still more recentl_y-;been said by

a;writér of great ability, and singularipractical

usefulness, £if admitted without limitation;un,
doubtedly- tends-to obscure our apprehension
of the divine: attributes, and to overthrow, the
internal, evidences of religion, “as dédﬁeibl,e
1 from: its accordance ,V‘With-,'What we v,ceneei-:v.:e
probable respecting the will of a perfectly good
Supreme Being,””.: To these statements, what
_canbe added 2. Who would advise that a,work
which-has,fron: whateyer cause s actpally, given
nise to so dniich and ;sueh Wlde-spread;;euor,

r P
X DA

- aDlsserisal.'cfon, Part p 110”“ i b o }\{'(Li;
b Shuttleworth,,Parqphrase of the;Eplstles, p 7. '
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ungbalifiedy arid unrefletting wetuiescence,-or

pibs withs ‘il‘r‘i‘hés’itzaﬁing\‘xédnﬁ&eheef as a texts
bobksinto ithie handsiof youth? - i, e
< Bt it would be: *highly unjust to- ground

ont:steh: passages lany 1mpress1on ‘unfavour-

sbleto the general tenor of Locke’s real phi-
loSephy, or in' ‘the slightest: degree dlsadvan-
ﬁaé‘eous“ to ‘his moral character. - | Against
$07 great an- error Mr.* 'Stewartimost " studi=
ously ‘guards his readers: = “1If an author, he
feelingly ‘exclaims," -%is to be held »charge-
able with all the consequences logically de-
dueiblé: from ‘his’ opinions,” .or, -as.‘he’ !mlght
havenadded, which are -even erronecusly
thought to be ‘so deducible, “.who canﬁhope
t%) ‘gscape cénsure P22 There 48, ameng the
wotst arts of controversy, no fallacy more‘le-
prehens1ble than thls,though unhappﬂ ysscarce-
1y'any is more frequent In some minds the
ﬁémptatlon to this unworthy’ sophlstry seems
to /inorease -alwayy in proportion' to- theim-
p‘ertance‘éoﬁ the subject ton which it is em-
ployed and to the, extent of pubhc, or of

¥ 1l Didsertation, ut supra SRR
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private evil whrch the - mlsrepresentatlon is
hkely to produce. It hag in every, case adirect
tendency to discourage all fl eedom of fch,ought
and sincerity of speech. | |

Py
AT AN \‘; n, gt

Reason and Justice and charlty ahke pre-

'scrlbe a conduct dlrectly opposﬂ:e to thls : and

most Wldely dlﬁ’erent from it was the dlS—-
pos1t10n of Mr. btevvart Wherever the in-
terests of truth and science have led him

to dispute the tenets or the arguments of

‘Locke, or to combat the prevailing misap-

prehensmn of his doctrines, he has laboured
Wlth great earnestness, to. vindicate from all
suspicion the sincere religious zeal, the pure
and unblemished  moral principles which
really - distinguished that ‘great philosopher.
He speaks of him every where with well-

merited reverence, and on his Essay he

finally bestows thi_sAvhighest ~of all praise:

« The most characteristic feature”, he says,
« of that work, and that to which 1t is chiefly
indebted for its immense influence on the

- philosophy of the eighteenth century, is ,its/
general effect in preparing his readers for

the unshackled use of their own reason.

(i

And “such is the liberal tone of the author ;
such’'thie ‘manllinéss with'which he constantly
appeals 6 reason, “and suéll the smcerlty and
31mp11c1ty with which on"all's occas10ns he : ap-
peals to 1nqu1re Jaftér truth that ‘the general
Tf@ct of the whole' Work may be regarded as
the beést of all antldotes agalnst the errors in-
Volved in some of its partlcular conclusmns.

5,2‘5 Fysl

.. * Dissertation, Part, II. p- 15.
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APPENDIX.

No. 1.

LETTER FROM THE EARL OF SUNDERLAND
TO BISHOP FELL. '

« WHXTEHALL, Nov. 6, 1684.
“ MY LORD, ’

« Tue King having been given to understand that
one Locke, who belonged to the late Earl of Shaftes-
bury, and has, upon several occasions, behaved him-

self very factiously against the Government, is a stu-

dent of Christ Church: His Majesty commands me
to s1gn1fy to your Lor dshlp, that he would have him
removed from being a student, and that, in order
thereunto, your Lordship would let him know the
method of doing it, &c.” '
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No. II.-

FROM BISHOP FFLL TO THE EARL OF .
‘ : SUNDERLAND s

« Nov. 8, 1684.

“ RIGHT HONOURABLE, N
« T mAVE received the honour of your LOI‘dShlpS
letter, wherein you are pleased to inquire concerning
Mr. Locke’s being a student of this house, of which
I have this account to render : that he being, as your
Lordship is truly informed, a person who was much
trusted by the late Earl of Shaftesbury, and who is
suspected to be ill affected to the | government, I heivé
for divers years had an eye upon him : but so close

has hls guald been on himself, that after several strict .

mquules, I may conﬁdently affirm, there is not any
man in the college, however familiar with him, who
has heard him speak a word either against or so much
as concerning the government; and although very
frequently, both in public and private, discourses have
been _purposely introduced to the dlsparagement of
his master, the Earl of Shaftesbury, his party and
designs ; he could never be provoked to take any
notice, or discover in word or look the least concern.
So that T believe there is not a man in the world so
much master of taciturnity and passion. He has
here a physician’s place, which frees him from the
exercise of the college, .and -the obligation which
others have to residence in it, and he is now abroad
for want of health ; but notwithstanding this, I have
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summoned him to return home; which is done with

liable to expulsion for contumacy ;. and if he does,
he will be answerable to the law: for that which he
shall be found to have done amiss. It being pro-
bable that though he may have been thus cautious
here, where he knew himself suspected, he has laid
himself more open in London, where a general liberty
of speakmg was used, and where the execrable de-
signs against’ his Majesty and his government were
managed and pulsued If he don’t return by the
first of January, which is the time limited to him, I
shall be able of course to- proceed against him to ex-
puls1on. But if this method seems not effectual or
speedy enough, and his Majesty, our founder and
visitor, shall please to command his immediate’ re-
move, upon the receipt ther eof, duected to the dean
and chapter, it shall accor dmgly be executed by your
Lordshlp s, &e.”

No. III.
THE EARL OF SUNDERLAND TO BISHOP FELL.

“ MY LORD,

“ HavinNe commumcated ‘your Lmdshlps of the
8th to his Majesty, he has thought fit to direct me
to send you the ihcloSec_l concerning his commands
for the immediate expulsion of Mr. Locke” h

T2

this prospect, that if he comes not back, he will be




~ No. IV.

THE KING’S WARRANT"ZL\’]SI‘)RESSED TO THE

4

DEAN AND CHAPTER OF CHRIST CHURCHa

_ « Nov. 12, 1684
T« WHEREAS We have recelved 1nformat10n of the

’factlous and dlsloyal behawour of Locke, one of the
students of that our college, we have thought fit

heleby to. SIgmfy ou1 “Wwill and pleasure to you: that
you forthw1th temove him from his student’s place,
and depuve him' of “all rlghts and advantages there-
unto belongmg, for which this shall be your warrant.
And so we bid you healtlly farewell. Given at our
Court of Whltehall the ‘11th day of November,
1684 By hls Ma,]estys command,

« SUN DERLAND.”

No. V.

- BISHOP FELL TO THE EARL OF SUNDERLAND.

¢« Nov. 16.
«“ RIGI{T HONOURABLE,

« I woLD myself bound to s1gmfy to your Lordsh1p,

that his Majesty’s command for the: expulsion of M.

Locke from this College is fullyg executed.”

* The original warrant has the ng s sign manual preﬁxed to

- it, although this is omitted in the prmted coples from which

these are transcrlbed
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No. VI

ENTRY ON THE BOOKS OF THE CHAPTER OF
CHRIST-CHURCH INCLOSED IN THE FORE-
GOING LETTER

. « 15 November, 1684.
« By the Dean and Chapter of the Cathedral
Church of Christ in Oxon.
¢« The day and year above wutten, ‘s MaJestles
mandat for the removal of M. Locke from his Stu-
dent’s Place and deprivation of him from all the rights

~and advantages thereto ‘belonging was read in Chap-

ter and ordered to be put in executlon, thele bemg

present,

« JO. OXON, Dean.
¢ DR. EDWARD POCOCK.
< DR. HENRY SMYTH.
« DR. JO. HAMMOND.
< DR. HENRY ALDRICH.”

”

«

"

-No. VIL

THE EARL OF SUNDERLAND_ TO BISHOP FELL.

« | mave your Lordships of the 16th, and have
acquainted his Majesty therewith, who is well satis-
fied with the college’s ready obedience to his com-
mands for the expulsion of Mr. Locke.”
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: NO@- VHL ..

TO THE KING’S MO.ST EXCELLENT MAJESTIE

THE HUMBLE PETITION OF JOHN LOCKE

“ SHEWETH,

-« THAT your Petltloner, bemg Student of Christ
Church Colledg in Oxford, was in the year 1684, by
a letter sent by the Earle of Sunderland, then prin-
c1pal Secretary of State, to the Dean and Chapter of
the said Colledg ordered to be turnd out. D! Fell,
then B2 of Oxford and Dean of the said Colledg,
finding it against the rules of common justice as well
as the ordinary methods of the Colledg, to turn out
any one without hearing, or soe much as being ac-
cused of any fact we might forfeit his place, espe-
cially one who had ‘lived' inoffensively in the Colledg
soe many years, did by a ‘Moneo’ affixed to the
Screen in the colledg hall accoi‘ding to the ordinary
way of proceeding in the said Colledg summon
y* petitioner, who was then in Holland, to appear at

- Christmas following w?' was about two months after,

to answer any thing should be alleadged ag® him.
But this regular proceeding not suiting the designes
upon the universitie an other letter was sent the week
following with positive orders to turne ykr petitioner
out immediately w? was accordingly don

“Y* Petitioner therefor humbly prays that y* Mat*
being Visitor of the said Colledg & having power by
y* immediate command to rectific what you finde
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amisse there would out of y* great justice and good-
nesse be graciously pleased to direct the Dean and
Chapter of the said Colledg to restore y* Petitioner
to his’ Student’s’ place together with" all thmgs be-
longing unto. it w he formerly enjoyd in the said
Colledg.

-« And y* petitioner shall ever pray &c.”

’T. Woodfall, Vincent Square, Westminster,

s




B

e NI

" i




