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Birm. Feb 8. 1791

Dear friend

I have received thru D" Kippis' the invitation you -2- led me to expect to preach
the Annual Sermon for the New College, but I have declined it, thinking it would be
wrong to invite me before Mr Wakefield,” as //hither to// the tutors only have -2—2-
preached on that occasion and that it would be impossible to say any thing new, and to
the purpose, after what had been already done by others, hinting also that, being //still//
very obnoxious to many, my preaching at all might do the cause no good. -2—2—2- |
wish also not to appear forward, as I am thought to be, to catch at every opportunity of
exhibiting myself, and throwing out bold and insolent things before the Public; and some
such things I should be tempted to say, if I did preach this sermon in -2 present
circumstances.

If, however, it be your opinion that such things might be said -2- with propriety
and effect, as necessary to be laid stress upon, considering the opposite maxims now
taught in our Universities, and the sermons of Church men, alluding to the sanction given
to Mr Burke’s’ principles in the letter of thanks from Oxford, and the Bp of Chester’s
Sermon” &c. &c. shewing the state of things when the Universities were founded how
they suited those times, but not these, and the improbability of any change being made in
old systems, from which so many derived emolument &c. &c., I should have no great
objection to the business. You should see my discourse in good time, and you know I
always listen to your admonitions.

In this case I leave it to you to inform D" Kippis of my consent. But I think that
when my reasons are considered, you will allow the force of them. To deliver common
place matter on education would not do. It would disappoint every body on such an
occasion. I leave the whole business to you. Dispose of me as you think proper.

Tell Mr Johnson® he should send me the Answers to Mr Burke that have come out
since mine, as well as those before it, and the Reply to us all. How does the third edition
sell?

I do not expect much from Mr Hollis.® But you might hint to him, that, if he
would do a specific thing, that might do him credit in the eye of the world, he might (as
he has no children of his own) give a liberal education to my youngest son, to enable him
to succeed me in the course that he approves, that there may [[be]] a friend to public
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liberty of the same name after I am dead. I once thought that Mr Lee’ might have done
such a thing as this. But nothing is to be expected from him — My expectations of any
thing considerable from either of the Mr Wilkinson’s® are now closed. But I am not
discouraged, and think much less of the subject than I did. Joseph is a virtuous and
industrious young man, and I trust the same good providence that has attended me, will
not forsake him.

Yours & M” Lindsey’s

J Priestley

I should think that Dr Kippis’s Lectures may be given by Mr Belsham’ & Mr
Wakefield jointly. When I was at Warrington I taught the languages and gave'® all Dr
Kippis’s lectures besides.
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