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11. An Extralt 0f two Letters fram Dr. _Iohrl
Wallis , ( Profeffor of Geometry iz Oxford. )
The One 1o bis Grace the Lord Arch-Bifbop of
Canterbury. The Other to the Lord Bz]hop af
Worcefter. '

Concerning the Alteration ({uggefted) of the Fulian
account for the Gregorian,

FOR

The moft Reverend Father in God , Thomas
Lowrd Arch-Bifbop of Canterbury, b
Grace at Lambeth.

Oxford June 13. 1699.
May it pleafe your Grace,

S to what your Grace mentions (inthe clofe of
~ your Letter which I had the honour to receive )

about altering the Annual Stile. I'amat alofs

what tofay. That thereis,  in our Ecclefiaftical Com-
putation of the Pafchal Tables, fomewhat of Diforder,
is ‘not tobe deny’d. - But I am verydoubtful, that, if
we go toalter that, it will be attended with greater
Mifchief, than the prefent Inconvenience, Itis dan-
gerous removing the Old Land-marks.  Kaxtv o0 xeigueror
s moqriov. A thing (of moment) when once fettled
Fff (though
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. though with fome Inconvenience) fhould not be
vafhly alter’d. Such changes may have a further profpeét
than Men at firlt fight are aware of , and may be at-
tended with thofe Evils which are not prefently ap-
prehended.

[n the bufinefls of Geography 5 upon removing the Firft-
Meridian ( upon lome plaufible pretence) trom where
prolomy had plac’d it (though a thing at fisk purely
arbitrary ) 1t i1s now come to pafs, that we have (in
a manner) no Firfl- Meridian, at ally that is, none
Fixed s but every New Muap-maker placeth his Firft-
Meridian where he pleafeth s which hath brought a
great Confufion in Geography,

And, as tothe point in queftion, the Diforder in the
Pafchal Tables was a thing noted, and complained of
for three or four hundred years, before Pope Gregory
did (ushappily) attempt the Corretion of the Ca-
lendar. But it was, allthat time, thought advifeable,
rather to {uffer that Incomvenience, than, by correGting
it, to runthe hazard of a greater Mifchief.

And it had been much better, if it had fo continued
to this Day, rather chan Pope Gregory (upon his own
fingle Authority) fhould take uponhim to impofe a Law
on all the Churches , Kingdoms and States of Chriften-
dom , to alter both their Ecclefiaftical and civil year,
for aworle form , than what before we had.

Or if merely upon account of the Pafchel Tables
{ for he made no other pretence) it were thoughe ne-
ceflary to make a Change; he might have corre@ed
the Pafchal Tables (or given us New Pafchal Tables
inftead of thofe of Dismyfius,) withont altering the
€ivil year. Which hath introduced the confufion
{ which we now complain of ) of the Old and New
Stile. And which now can never be remedied ; unlefs
all Nations fhould, at once, agree upon one 5 which
3s not to be {uppofed. I
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1{ay , atonce s for if fome fooner and fome later do
alter their Stile, the Confufion (in Hiftory) will yet
be greater than now it is, |

*Tis true, that upon pretence of the Popes (ufur-
ped ) Supremacy in Spirituals ( and in Temporals alfo in
order to Spirituals ) moft Popith Countries (but I think,
not ail) have fubmitted their Civil year (as well as
their Ecclefiaftical ) to the fingle Authority of the Pope’s
Bull,

But your Grace knows very well, that the Church
of Englandhad (long before this pretended Corre&ion )
Renounced the Pope’s Supremacy 5 and ( that being fup-
pofed) there is no pretence for the Pope of Rome’s
impofing a Law on the Church and Kingdom of Ex-
gland, to change our Ecclefiaftical and Civil year ; more
than, in Us, for that in Rome,

And, upon this account, the Church and Kingdom
of England , did at firft not admit of that change, and
have hitherto retzined our Old Conftitution of the 7#-
lian year ; notwithftanding the Pope’s (pretended )
Supremacy 5 and I {eenot why we thould now admic it,
after having fo long renounced it.

And really , though it may not yet appear and be
owned above board ; and, thofe who now prefs
for an alteration , be not aware of it, and be far }El)'om
any Popifh defign, I cannot but think there is, at
bottom, 2 latent Popifh intereft, which { under other
fpecious pretences ) fets it on foot; in order to obtain
(in pradtife) a kind of racit [ubmiffion to the Pope’s
Supremacy , or owning his Authority, And though
they be fo wile as ro {ay nothing of it at prefent (for the
Bait is defigned to Hide the hook till the Fifh be caughe, )
they will pleafe themfelves to have gain’d de faits,
what 1n words we difclaim.  Fcr there is nothing but
the Pop’s Bull , which (hould inducethe Change ofthe
(civil)y Fulian year ( whfich is much better) for the

2 New
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New Gregorian. For the Equinox going backward, (for
10 or 11 Minutes each year,) is very inconfiderable,
and which in Celeftial Computations, 1s eafily rectified
as arc many other inequalities of much greater con-
ceroment.

And I think it was never pretended that the civi/
year muft needs agree (exactly to a minute) with the
celeffial. -~ And, if never (o much affected , is impoffi-
ble to be had: For the solar year, and the Sidereal
year, differ more from each other, than the f#/iaz from
either, which is a midlde betwixt them.

And the Seat of Esffer (which only concerns the
Ecclefiaftical not the Civil year) may ealily be reified,
if need be, without affe@ting the Civil year at all.

Or, if not re&ified; the Celebration of Eafter a
Week or Month fooner or later, doth not influence
at all our folemn Commemoration of Chrift’s Refur-
rection.

And ’tis agreedby moft (if not all) Chronologers, that
asto the Year of our Lord, the Anmus Pulgaris is not
the Annus verns (though it be not agreed how much
itdiffers:) Butit would be a horrible Confufion in Hi-
ftory, if we fhould now goaboutto alter the Vulgar
Account.

All the pretence that T can underftand for altering our
Stile, is only, that in fo doing we fhould agree with fome
of our Neighbours with whom we now differ: But it
will then be as true, that we fhall differ from others with
whom we do now agree. We thould agree with Frauce,
but differ from Scotland (which, as tous, is more con-
fiderable) and with all others who yet follow theold
Stile,

If it be faid, that thicy, in time, may come fo todo
by our Example. This would but make the Confufion
yet the greater. TFor then we muft be obliged, not

only
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only to know what places do ufe the new Stile, bur,
from what time they began fo todo, if we would un-
derftand their Dates.

And, if we fhould, by anew Law alter our Stile in
England ; this would not comprife Scotland: And we
cannot promife our {elves that they would prefemly
comply alfo. For (according to the prefent Conftitu-
tion of that Church) they are not fc pliable tocom-
ply with the aodes of Rome as fome in England are.

And the bufinefs of E4izer (which hasthefole pre-
tence of the firft alteration) would, to them, fignifie
nothing : Who (according to their Conftitution) ob-
ferve no Eaffer at -all, but do rather declare againft it.

And whenall is done, there will fill be a neceffi-
ty of keeping up the diftinction of old Stile and new
Stile (which Pope Gregory’s pretended Corretion hath
made neceffary 3) and with that diftin&ion things may
be now as well adjufted, as if we fhould now change
our Stile.

1 forbear todifcourfe at large (that I be not toote-
dious) how much a better Conftitution the Fulian
Year is, and more advifable, than the new Gregorian.
Which isa thing fo notorious, that no Aftroncmer,
(who underftands the Methods of® Aftronomical calcu-
lations) though a Papift, can be ignorant of ; howe-
ver they may pleafe to diffembleit. Infomuch that (in
their Aftronomical Calculations) they are fainfirk to
adjuft their Calculations to the Fulian Year, and thence
transfer them to their New Gregorian.

And confequently how unreafonable it is for us to
exchange our better Fulian Year for one that is fo
much worfe.

It would be much more reafonable (fave that they
will never be induced to part with ought, which may
favour their Ufurpation, how abfurd foever,) thatthe

Papifts
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Papifts fhould quit their new Gregorian, and returnto
their old Fwlian Year.

But I forbear to enlarge on this, (and many other
things which might be alledg’ds) and humbly beg
your Graces Pardon for having already given you the
trouble of toolong a Letter. Andam,

My Lord,

Your Graces very hwmble
and obedient Servams

John Wallis,

A POSTSCRIPT

To be added to a former Letter to the Lord Archbifbap
of Canterbury.

Poft feript, Aug. 31.1699.

F what Mr. Lock hath done.in this matter, I know
nothing but from your Graces Letter of Aug. 27.
1699.1t feems he adviles, that, for Eleven Leap-years,we
thould omit the Iatercalation of Febr. 29. and thence-
forth go onwith the Gregorian Account: The latt of
which 11 Leap.years (hould be 1744. But, if we be-
ginin the Change (asitis {uggefied] at the Year 1700,
the laft of thofe Eleven Leap-years muft be 1740. not
1744. This
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This Expedient is the fame that was (during out
Civil-wars) fuggeftedly thofe then at Oxford in the
Year 1645. viz. That,from thenceforward, we fhould
omit ten fuch Intercalations. _

Apainft which there {cems to me this great Obje-
&ion.

In the time of Fulius and Augnftns Cefar, there was a
Year which was called Awz#s confufionss : Upon the [er-
tling, unfettling, and refettling the Falian Year. (Of
which Kepler givesan Account, with the MifChiefs of
it, in his Tabule Redolphine, with the Title Typus An-
ui confufionis.) And the like in the Year 1582. when
Pope Gregory did at once ftrike out Ten Days of that
Year,

Bat, if this Advice thould take place 5y we fhould now,
inftead of one Anaus confufionis, have a Confufion for
Four and Forty Years together, wherein we fhould agree
neither with the 0/ nor with the new Account. But
be fometimes 10Days, fometimes 9 Days, fometimes
8 Days, (and (o forth) later than the One, and fooner
than the other account. And a Forreigner would not
be able to judge of an Englith Date, without knowing
in which of thefe Years, we vary 10, 9, or 8 Days (and
fo forth) from either of thefe Accounts, And this,
for 44 Years together. Which feems to me a much
greater Confufion, then if (as in 1582) we fhould
(once for all) caftout 11 Days. But Icannot think it

advifable todo either.

FOX
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FOR

The Right Reverend Father in God William
Lord Bifbop of Worcefter ar Whitehall.

Oxford June 30. 1699.

May it pleafe yowr Lordfbip,
N a late Letter which T had the honour to receive
from my Lotd Archbithop’s Grace of Canterbury,
His Grace was pleafed to intimate, as a thing now under
Confideration, about changing the Stile of our Civil
Year,

It may perhaps be prefumption in me to interpofe
my thoughts with your Lordfhip in a Bufine(s of that
Nature. But I muft needs think it a :ender point to
touch upon: and which, if weattempt it, inay be at-
tended with greater Milchiefs, than we may at firft be
aware of. I adventured to fay fomewhat to that pur-
pofe in a Letter to his Grace : But more may be faid.

“That the difference of Stiles doth create fome Confu-
fion in Hiftory is notto be denyed. (And’tis very un-
happy that Pope Gregory XIIL. did in the laft Century
attempt it-) Butit is now unavoidable and cannot be
remedied. ‘

For ’tis not Exgland only, that ufeththe Fulian Year,
But all the Three Kingdoms of England, Scotland, and
Ireland sy and allour Foreign Plantations, which are not
a few ; and the two Kingdoms of Denmark and Swe-
dens the Proteflant Cantons of switzerland; and Four
of the Seven united Provinces ; and how many more of
the Proteftants in Germany I cannot prefently fay.
And if we thould now change our Stile in compliance

with fome of our Popifh Neighbours from whom we
diﬁ'er;
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differ 5 we fhould then vary from the Proteftants with
whom we now agree.

And particularly from Seotland, (with whom we
are more concerned to agree than with Prance.) For
we are not to prefume thatthey will prefently change
at the fame time with us. °Tis happy that they did
comply withus in the late Revolution ; (to be under
the fame Kimg with us:) We cannot prefume they
will be fo fond of Compliance in all the Aodes of
Rome : T Asis very evident in their not admitting Eps-
feopacy, nor the Obfervation of Eaffer 5 (which latter
was the only pretence of firflt introducing the Gregorian
Year.

So)that there will flill be as great neceflity of SV.
and SN. (Old Stile and New Stile) as now there is,
( witheus whieh we fhall be at a lofs, in Hiftory to judge
diftinctly of Dates; and , with it, we arenow as ealy
as if we change.)

If it be faid, that other Proteftants may, in time,
be induced to follow our Example : Perhaps fome may
( notall:) But this would but make the confufion yet
greater : For thenceforth, we. muft be obliged (ifwe
would be ata certainty in Hiftory) not only to know
whas Countries do ule this or that Stile 5 but, trom mhau
time they began {o to do. ‘

It would be much more advifable (if the Papifts would
be as comyliant as they would have us to be ) for the Pa-
pifts to retarn to their 0/d Twlian Year, than for us to em-
brace their New Gregorian. And, it might much eafier
be effeCted ;5 For, ifthe Pope could be perfuaded to
grant a Bull to that purpofe 5 all the Papifts would, at
once , beas much obliged fo to do, as by Pope Gre-
gory’s Bullto vary fromit.  If it be faid; there is no
hopes of that 5 Then the Argument @&ands @ If the Pope
will not leave his pretended Supremacy, then we
muft admit it.

Ggg Thax
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That the Fulian Yearis, init {elf, a better form,
and more advifable , than the New Gregorian, is un-
deniable 5 and, all Aftronomers, even Papifts them-
{elves (if not otherwife Bigoted in favour of the Pope’s
Supremacy , and the Infallibility of the Roman Church)
cannot but know it: Infomuch, that in many cales
they are fain (or find it advifable ) firft to Adjuft their
Calculations to the F#lian Year, and thence transfer
them to the Gregorian,

And there is no Inducement for our changing our
Better Year, for a Worle, but enly in compliance
with the Pope’s pretended s#premacy, not only over all
Churches and Kingdoms, but even the Celeftial
Motions, ( as Pope Gregory, in his Bull, doth wifely
pretend. )

Now ’tis well known, that, long before Pope Gre-
2ory’s Bull, Emglandhad renounced the Pope’s supremacy
{ and are therefore unconcerned in that Bull; ) and 1
{ee no reafon why ( after fo long a Difclaimer) we.
fhould be now fond to readmit it. But what greater
Evidence (of owning that Authority ) can (in practice)
be expected, than obeying their Commands, in things
(otherwile) unadvifable? Hoc fthacus velit , & magno
mercentur Atride. And no doubt but the kand of Foab
is in the matter , though perhaps we do notfee it.

As to our felves s this cannot be done, without
altering the 4¢# of Uniformity, and altering the Common-
Prayer Book ; (For, at leaft, all the Calendar muft be
new fram’d: ) Andyour Lordfhip knows how warm
fome were a while fince , againft touching that in the
jeaft, (or {0 much as confidering (on the King’s
Commiflion for that purpofe, ) whether ought in it
might be changed for the better.

If yet your Lordihip think it neceffary, that the sear
of Eaffer thould be re@ify’d 5 that may eafily be done,
without altering the Civi/ Year : Forif, inzhe Rule for

Eafler,
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Eafler, inftead of faying next after the One and Twentieth
of March, youlay, nexs after the vernal Equinox 5 the
work is done. ( And we might be excufed the trouble
of Pafchal Tables 5 and the intricate Perplexities of the
Gregerian Epacts.) For then every Almanack will tell
you, when it is Eq#irox , and when it is Full Moo,
for the prefent year, (without difturbing the Civil
Account.) And this Pope Gregory might as well have
done, without troubling the Account of Chriftendom.

But, if he would needs difturb the: civi/ rear; He
thould have recifiedit (nog to the time of the Nicene
Conncil, but) to the time of our Seviowr’s Birth. For
our Epocha is not from the Nicene Council, but from the
Birth-of Chriff. We do notfay, Aune Niceni Concilii 4
but A#mo Domini. And moft certainit is, that, at our
Saviowr’s Birth, the Vernal Equinox, was not on the
One and Twentieth of March, (asthis New Accownt
would fuppole, ) but searer to the Five and Twentieth.

It is alledged as an Argument, why ~ow to change,
becaufe the difference, which this Year is but Ten Days,
will next Year be Eleven Days.

But, My Lord, we muft be very weak Difputants, to
be caught by fuch a Fallacy, (whichis barely begging
the Queftion.) The Point in Queftion, is not why Now 5
but whyat all, 1t is not We that have departed from-
them; but They from Us. The F#lian Year was their
Year, as well as Ours, till the year 1582. when a
Fancy took Pope Gregory to Exchange a Better year
for a Worfe, and difturb the Chriftian World. And
then the Argument (if it fignifie any thing ) ftands
thus :  The farther they be gone afbrayy the more
reafon there isthat we [hould follow them. 1fhould rather
argue , The more Reafon there is why They fbould return
(to that from whence they went aftray.) we are as

we were, (and as They were till thattime.) And the
. Cgg 2 reafon
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reafon why we did not thes change , remains ftill good
why we fhould not make #ba# change, & 4/,

If this Point had been ftarted in our late King Fames’s

time ; I defire your Lordfhip to confider, with what
Face it would have looked. And, ifthe Mask be raken
off, the Face is ftill the fame.
1 find, it was ftarted in the time of our Civil Wars
( about the year 1644) by thofe abour the King , when
Oxfird was theKing's Head-Quarters 5 but the proje&
did not then fucceed , by reafon that the King’s Party
(inthat contelt ) were not revalent. And your Lord-
thipknows very well 5 how much it was to the preju-
dice of the King’s Caule , that thofe on the other fide
would fuppofe him to be too much influenced by Popifh
Councils; of which this was a great Inftance.

And no doubt they will be as ready to pufhi it forward,
( upon amy the leaft pretence ) whenever they find us.
foft cnough to receive the impreffion. Not perhaps
under the names of Fuliam and Gregorian, ( for the word
Gregorian {peaks too plain, ) but (under the fofter
terms) of O/ and New stile, |

Otherwife, fo mush weight would not be laid tipon
fo flighe a pretence.. For the Addition of 0/d stile ox
New stile will: cettainly detexmine the difference of
Eléves Days in the next Cencury, as of Ten in this, if
nothing elfe were in the wind..  We have been toooften
caught in fuch Snares. ‘

I forbear to fay more ( though more might be faid )
that 1 may not too much- prelume on your Lordfhip’s-
Leifure, But am,.

My Lord.,
Yosr Lordfhip’s wvery bumble
SErvaniy,
JOhn Wa“ﬁo
The



