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L An Explanation of the Rule for the finding of

Eafter. In a Letter from theReverend My J. Jack-
man to Dr Hans Sloane, S.R. S.

Aving met witn feveral Explanations of the Rule for

Eafter in our Common.Prager-Book, and two publith'd

among the Tranfaions of the Royal Sociesy, but none right

and fufficient 5 and having undoubtedly colle&ted the -true

fenfe of the fame, by comparing the faid Rule and the Ta=

ble for Eafler in the Common. Preyer-Book together, 1 have

been perfwaded to communicate it to you, in order to be

inferted (if you think fit) in the next Philofophical Tranf-
ulfions, as here follows,

The Rule is thus worded, viz.

Eafter-day # always the fivfk Sunday afber the firf} full
Moon, which bzz‘jzpcm next after dhe ome and twenticth
day of Marchs  Aud if the full Moon bappens upor «
Sunday, Eaftet-day i the Sunday after.

For the right underftanding of which it is
fufficient to obferve,

t. That the full Moon meant is the 14th day of the
Moon, according to the Kalendar in the Common-
Prayer-Book ( which may be call'd the Church-Kalen-
dar) counting thatday of the Month for the fit(t of the
Moon, which hath the Golden Number of the Year
collateral to it in the firft column of the faid Kalendar.
And

2. That thefe words [ next after Mar. 21. 7] are meant
inclufively, as if it had been faid [next after the com-
mencement of Mar, 21. ] fo that if the full Moon
happens onn Mar, a1. the fame muol &ethe Palchal

full Moon. Now
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Now, inorder to prove thefe Obfervations are both
right, and fuflicient for the underfranding cf the Rale, ¥
thall only fuppofe (what all Men of Senic aud Candour will,
and all Maintainers of Rule muft, allow ) ‘T'hat if they are
neceflary and fufficient to reconcile the Rule with the au-
thentick Table to find Eaffer (from which Praftice never
varies ) then are they right and fuflicient.  Which being
premifed,

1. I prove that the firlt Obfervation is neceflary to that
end : Becaufe, if the Pafcal full Moon be any day before
or after the r4th of the Moon by the Church-Kalendar, then
the Rule and the Table will clath. For 1. It it be any day
Lefore, then as often as the Taid 14th of the Pafchal Moon
is a Sunday, that very day, at lateft, muft be Eaffer-day by
the Rule, as being a Suwday after the full Moon therein
meant : Whereas by the Table and Praltice. it is not till
the Sunday after that, Thus Sunday, Apr. 1. this year
( 1705. ) was the 14th day of the Moon by the Church-Ka-
iendar, and therefore muft have been Eafler-day (or atter) by
the Rule, if the full Moon therein meant had been any day
before thefaid 14th of the Moon, whercas Eafler-day was
April 8. by the Fable, and accordingly obfervid. And this
obliges us not to underftand the true full Moon by the full
Moon in the Rule, becaufe that happens about four days be-
fore the 14th of the Moonby the Church-Kalendar, 3. If
the full Moon meant in the Rule be any day after the ‘i4th
of the Paf{chal Moon by the Church-Kalendar, then as of.
ten as the faid y4th happens to be Saturday, and confequent.
Iy the full Moon meant in the Rule to bethe Swzday fol-
lowing at fooneft ( that being the very next day ) that
Sunday cannot be Eafler-day by the Rule 3 whereas by the
Tableand Practice it is. Thus Sutwrday, April 4. 1702, was
the 14th day of the Moou by the Churcb-haieniars and
therefore if the full Moon meant in the Rui: wers ary day
after that, it mult have been on Sizday Jlprii 5. ui funnef,
confequently #Pril 12 at foonelt mutt have becn Etﬁer-c»;;lj
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by the Rule 5 whereas 4pril 5. was Ed{ef‘-ddj by the Table
and Pratick : And this evinces the miftake of thofe, who
make the 15th day of the Moon to be the Full in the {enfe
of the Rule 5 as Dr Wallis, Philof. Tranf. 240. Mr Wright,
in his Pofifcrips to his Short View of Mr Whilton's Chronology,
&c. and the Lutroduitio ad Chronologiame (Reprinted at Ox
ford, A.D. 1704 P 37-

2. I prove the {econd Obfervation - neceflary to the fame
end 5 becaufe a full Moon in the fenfe of the Rule, (viz.
the 14th day of a Moon by the Church-Kalendar ) often
happeris on March 21. and in‘that cafe the Swmday following’
is always Eaffer day by the Tableand Practice 5 whereas ic
maft be a month after-by the  Rule, unlefs we underftand
thefe words, [next -after- Mareh 21.7] as I explain them.
And this will be the cale-next year (1706.) nor doth the
proof of this point need the fuppofition of the foregoing,
(tho’ that may now be fairly fuppofed, as being already
prov'd:) for,count you the full Moon kow you willy March
22. can never be Eqfler-day by the Rule; unlels March 21.
may be the Pafchal full Moon by the fame; and yet March
22, is Eafler-day by the Table and Prattice, zs often as the
Golden Number is 16, and the Dominical Letter D.

I am aware that- this2d Obfervation may feem to many
forc'd and unnatural ; and-that, perhaps, raight induce fome
tocount the 15th day of the Moon for the Full in the Rule,
and Mr Thorntorn, Philof. Tranf. 297, to {ubftitute March 2c.
in- Leap-years for March 21. neither of which Hypothefer,
however, do any fervice, all ‘things confider'd. The for~
mer indeed would vacate my fecond Obfervation,(March ar.
never being the 15th day of the Moon by the Church-Ka-
lendar ) but then it would make the Rule - notorioufly irre-
concilable with the Table and Praltice, as hath been already
feen. And, as to Mr Thormer's Hypothefis, 1. The only
colour for it (viz. That at the time-of the Council of Nice
the Vernal Equinox was March20. in Leap-years, and not
March 21. as in Common years) is, for any thing that I
know, more likely to be falfe than true, and doth by no:
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means follow from the Intercalation. . 2. If | this, Colour
were trite, it Were too great.a nicety to have bren probably.
regarded. by the Church.. . 3. This. Hyporhefis. puts morc
force upon the words of the Rule than mine. And, laitly,
If it were admitted,it would folve thedifficulty only m Leag- -
vears, .and my fecond Obfervation would ftill remain ne-
ceflary, becavie the cafe happens as well in - Common as in
Lcap-years; whereof we bave an Example in the next year
(17¢6.) Nor will my fecond Obfervation be much bog-
gled at by thofe that know and confider the inclufive way
of reckoning ufed by the Rosrans, and'from them deriv’d to
all the Latin Churches, - and particularly that ot England 4
tor. 'tis-as proper to fay [next after. March 21.7] with the
meaning I contend for, as to fay, Tertio (amte) Calendas,
Nonas vel Idus in the fenfe of the Roman Kalendar, or, as
to fay (as our Church doth a littleatter this Rule for Esffer)
that 4fcenfion-day is forty days after Eaffer, intending Faffer-
aay iticlt to be one of thofe forty.  And ’tis obfervable in
thus very Rule, that, after it had been faid, that Eafler dayis
always the fir{t Sunday after the full Moon, &. ‘tis added,
that if the full Moon happeus on a Sunday, Eafler-day is the
Sunddy aitery which had beena grofs Tautology, it by the
fielt Sunday after the full Moon might not be underftood the
day of the full Moon itfelf,when happening to bedwnday.And
it the Sumday of the full Moon may be fignified by the firft
Sunday after the full Moon, then the full Moon of March
1. may-be fignificd by the full Moon next aitcr Mareh 21.
3+ I prove that my two. Obfervations are fufficient to recon-
cile the Rule and the Tatle 5 becaufe I my {elf have drawn
up a Table to find Eaffer for ever by the Rule underftood
according to thofe Obfervations, and in the plain and ob-
vious fence in all other refpects, and, upon comparing, have
found. it toagree in every particular with the Table for the
fame purpofe i the Common Prayer Book 5 and any body
clfe may make the fame tryal : which method,  if others
had taken to examine their Explications of the Rule by,they
muft have difcovered their miftakes. . '

Stonel eigh-houfe, Off. ¥3. 1705, ML Pars



