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| T O
THE RIGHT REVEREND
FATHER IN GOD

THOMAS
LORD BISHOP OF ELY.

MY LORD,

S I am encouraged to print
the following dilcourfe by

the favourable notice, which you
were pleafed to take of 1it, mn your
moft excellent charge to your
clergy, before whom I delivered
it; this alone might be a fufficient

reafon for me to beg, that I may
have



DEDICATION.

have the honour orf fendmg it
abroad under your Lordfhip’s

patronage. But I had another
reafon for defirimg to addrefs my-
felf to your Lordfhip upon this
occafion : 1t would be, I thought,
the moft. public, and therefore the
belt, opportunity of teftifying my
juft {enfe of the many and fignal
mnftances of goodnefs and genero-
fity, which I have recerved from
your Lordfhip. The favours, which
you have been pleafed to confer
upon me, are great mdeed n them-
felves, and may juftly claim the
moft fincere acknowledgmentsand
the beft returns of gratitude, that
I am able to make : but the grace-

ful
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ful manner, m which they were
conterred, has doubled the value
of them. Your Lordfhip’s noble
and. truly chriftian fpirit has
this refpett, as in many others,
moft eminently diftinguithed you
from the reft of the world, by en-
caging you to feek for opportu-
nities of exercifing your bounty,
and to prevent, not only the fo-
licitations, but even the withes of
thofe, who ftand in need of your
prote¢tion and affiftance. That
they may long be blefled with fuch
a patron and friend, as they are
fure of finding 1 your Lordthip, -
and that you may long enjoy all
the happinefs, which providence

Ccall
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can beftow upon one of its beft
and moft faithful inftruments in
domg good; 15, my Lord, the
conftant and devouteft with of

Your Lordfhip’s moft obliged:

and moit dutiful fefvant

THOMAS RUTHERFORTH: -

S57. Jonns Coxs.
SEPT. XVIII,
MDCCLI.




| THE
CREDIBILITY of MIRACLES
DEFENDED.

JOHN XX. 30;f31.

MANY OTHER SIGNS TRULY DID JESUS
IN THE PRESENCE OF HIS DISCIPLES,
WHICH ARE NOT WRITTEN IN THIS
BOOK :  BUT THESE ARE WRITTEN,

. THAT YE MIGHT BELIEVE, THAT

" "JESUS CHRIST IS THE SON OF GOD,

HE facred hiftorian hath here informed us
- with what view he recorded the miracles
of Chrift: he defigned to convince his readers,
that the perfon, who could do fuch mighty works,
muft have a commiffion from God, to teach his
will to mankind. And the defenders of chriftianity
have always imagined, that the miracles, which
are related in the new teftament, and are there
faid to have been wrought by Chrift and his apo-
ftles, may be urged as an undeniable evidence in
favour of our religion; provided they can make
it appear, that the reality of them is evinced by
fuch teftimony, as would be fufficient to eftablifh
the truth of any matter of fa&, beyond all con-
eraqdiction,
A But
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But the flate of this queftion hath been lately
much altered. Inftead of being called upon to
clear up the teftimony, which fupports the mird-
cles of Chrift and his apoftles; we are now chal-
lenged to fhew, that any teftimony whatfoever
~ can be fufficient to prove the truth of thefe, or of
any other miracles,

“ = A miracle, we are told, is a violation of the
“ laws of nature: for nothing is efteemed a mi-
“ racle, if it ever happens in the common courfe
“ of things. And confequently ; fince a firm and

“ unalterable experience hath eftablithed thofe
“laws; there muft be a firm and unalterable ex-

““ perience againft every miraculous event. But in
* the judgments, which we pafs upon matters of
¢ fa&, fuch an experience as this amounts. to a full
«-and direct proof. We have therefore, from the
¢ nature of the fad, 2 foll and dire& proof againft
« the exiftence of any miracle. If then a miracle,
“ with fuch a proof againft it, can be rendered
« credible ; it muft be by an oppofite proof, which
“ is fuperiour, Therefore no proof from report
¢ can evince the exiftence of 2 miracle 5 unlefs it
“ over-balances the oppofite proof from the nature
« of the fa&: or, no teftimony can be fufficient to
“ eftablifh the belief of 2 miracle; unlefs the fal{-
“ hood of the teftimony would be more miracu-
‘ Jous, than the event, which it endeavours to

¢ eftablifh,”
The

2 Hume’s Philof, Eflays pag. 372 == 207,
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The confidence, with which this difficulty is
arged againft the belief of the gofpel, hath made
it our duty to examine into the merits of 1t, I in-
tend therefore, in the following difcourfe, to em-
ploy your thoughts upon this fubject, by laying
before you fome obfervations upon the meafures
of credibility, which will affift us in thewing, that
this argument is inconclufive, and that no fuper-
natural degree of teftimony is neceflarily required to
prove the exiftence of a miracle.

Where we have no knowledge or certainty of
e fact, by having been eye-witneffes of it; the
meafures of credibility, made ufe of to form a
judgment upon the truth or falthood of it, are the
conformity or confiftency of it with our expe-
cience ; the conformity or confiftency of it with
our knowledge in general; and the teftimony of
other men, who vouch the evidence of their
fenfes. *

- Matters of fact have three different degrees of
credibility, in the nature of the thing, arifing from
their- conformity or- confiftency with our expe-
Tience,

. Firft; there are fome events, which we have
always-found to be brought about fteadily and
conftantly, at ftated times, and in certain places,
without the leaft irregularity or exception, The
exiftence of thefe events is taken for granted; we
affure ourfelves upon the evidence of fuch an uni-

form experience, that they will happen at the ufual
A2 time
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time and place, without requiring any teftimony
to prove it. We never think of difputing whether
the fun will rife to morrow morning, or of difbe-
lieving, that the tide came in yefterday. The exa&t
likenets between thefe fats and others, which we
nave feen and known to be true, induces us to ad-
mit them without any hefitation : we take them
for truth, becaufe they have, in all refpes, a full
and perfect refemblance of i,

Secondly ; {fome events have a lefs exac and lefs
firiking likenefs of the truth ;. we find them con-
formable to our experience in moft refpeéts, but

not in all, It 1s moft agreeable to what hath com-
monly been obferved to happen, that, in England,

there thould be froft in fome particular week of
december, and thunder in fome particular week
of june. The general refemblance of the truth,which
we find in events of this fort, makes us think them
likely to be true, and inclines us to believe them.
Bat becaufe they have been fometimes known to
fail, and are therefore in fome pointsunlike the truth;
the credibility, which they have, in the nature of
the thing, does not amount to'a full proof of
their exiftence. When we have had no opportu-
nity of obferving them ourfelves, and cannot afcer-
tain their exiftence by the evidence of our own
fenfes; we are ready to believe, upon the evidence
of our former experience, that they have happened:
but our belief is never fo fixed as to be raifed to

any
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any degtee of affurance or confidence without the
help of teftimony.

Thirdly ; in refpe@ of fome events we have
equal experience both ways; and in refpeét of fome

others we have no experience either way, ®That
it fhould thunder ona man’s right hand, is not

more conformable to our experience than that it
fhould thunder-on his left, That there lived in
Rome fuch a man as Julius Ciofar ; that he:was a
general, and won a battle againft another called
Pompey; are faéts, about which we bave no ex-

perience at all, Such events as thefe are looked
upon to be credible in themfelves, ‘only becaufe

they furnifh no caufe of doubt from the nature of
the thing. They might perhaps with more pro-
pricty be called indifferent in themfelves: becaufe,
as, from the nature of the thing, they furnith no
caufe of doubt, fo neither do they furnith any
caufe of belief, But whether we call them credible
or indifferent ; they are confeffedly capable of be-
ing proved by a fair teftimony.

Thefe are the degrees of credibility, which arife
from the conformity or confiftency of an event
with our experience: and we fhall find upon en-
quiry, that the fame degrees of credibility arife from
its conformity or confiftency with our knowledge,
For the credibility of events i1s indeed nothing
more than their hikenefs to the truth, Whenever

therefore we find them flamped with this image,
1

» Lock’s Eflay. B. 1v, C.xv1. § 3.
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it gives them a currency: whether the truth,
whofe image they bear, 1s the objet of expe-
rience or the obje&t of knowledge; whether we
came into poflefiion of it by the immediate per-

ception of our {enfes, or by induction and conclue~
fions of reafon,

Firft; fome fa&s have in all refpetts an exalt
conformity with our knowledge: fuch as thefe
are admitted for true, upon the credit of their full
and perfe& refemblance of the truth, without any

teftimony to vouch for them., When by the help

of obfervations, and by reafoning upon fuch gene-
ral conclufions as are deducible from them, we

have demonftrated, that the moon is retained in its
orbit by the force of gravity; the refemblance,
which we find, in all points, between. the motion
of the moon round the earth, and the motions of
the fatellites round jupiter, determines us to believe,
with an aflurance little inferiour to certainty, that
thefe bodies are likewife retained in their refpec~
tive orbits by the fame force of gravity.
Secondly ; when a fatt 1s conformable to our
knowledge in moft refpects; but not, in all; its
likenefs to the truth makes it.credible, and inclines
ws to believe 1t, The want of a more exalt and
minute likenefs may, if we confider only the na-
ture of the fact, leave fome room to doubt of its
exiftence : but the report of credible witnefles never
fails to over-rule this doubt and to eftablifh the
belief of it, Whatever probability we may have

from
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from expericnee, that there will be froft, in England,
in fome particalar week of december, and thun-
der in fome particular week of june; we have the
fanie probability from our knowledge of the globe,
that, in thie oppofite fouthern latitude, there will be
froft in fome particular week of june, and thunder
in' fome' particular week of december. Oné of
thefe facts'is miade credible by its conformity with
our experiénce, and the other by its conformity
with our’ knowledge ; both of them are fo far
credible in' themfelves, that they may- eafily be
eftablithed by teﬂlmony s and neither of them'can

be effeCtually eftablifhed without it.
Thirdly’; fome events may happen either way,

and’ yet be equally conformable to' our know-
ledge; others are {o far confiftent with it,: that they
may be tiue, without contradiCting any other truth,
that we are certain of, Such events asthef€, being
indifferent or crediblé in themfelves, on account of
their conformity: or confiftency with our know-
ledge, furnith no caufe of doubt from the nature
of the thing, and are therefore capable of being
proved by a fair teftimony, When a man plays,
with an equal chance againft him; his winning
or his lofing are equally: conformable with our
knowledge in the doltrine of chances. The planet
miars may have a fatellite confiftently with all our
knowledge of the caufes, which govern the fyftem
of the world. Neither of thefe fa@s have fuch a
credibility in themiclves as can determine us rather

{0
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to believe, than to doubt of them: but both of

them are fo far credible in the nature of the thing,
from their conformity or confiftency with our
knowledge, that a fair teftimony would prove in
one inftance, that the player hath loft, and in the
other, that mars hath a fatellite,

Perhaps it may be faid, that we cannot come at
any certainty or knowledge of the real exiftence of
falts, but from the evidence of our fenfes ; that know-
ledge or experience of facts muft therefore be only
different names for the fame thing; and confequently
that conformity with knowledge is not a diftinét

meafure of credibility from conformity with expe-
rience.. It muft indeed be allowed, that all our

reafonings, about the laws and order of nature, will

be precarious and fantaftical, unlefs they proceed
upon.experiments and obfervation. But when we
have thus gained fome footing, or ground, as i
were, to {tand upon; our reafon can furvey from
thence many parts of nature, which our fenfes
were unable to difcover. Suppofe we have deter-
mined, by obfervations, the proportion between the
refpeCtive diftances of the planets from the fun,
and the periodical times, in which they defcribe
their orbits: our experience of fatts ftops here;
but our knowledge of them reaches farther, Our
reafon, proceeding upon thefe informations of fenfe,
demonftrates the law of that force, which conti-
nually urges the planets towards the fun, Thus

we arrive at a certain knowledge of this latter fact,
though
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though the former only hath been, or indeed can be,
the objet of experience. But, when I diftinguith
between experience and knowledge, I would not
be underftood to mean, that they differ any other-
wife, than as the part differs from the whole.
Every certain perception of the truth, whether we
obtain it by our reafon or our fenfes, is knowledge.
All our experience therefore muit be allowed to
be knowledge. But then I would contend, that
all our knowledge is not experience. For as fome
truths, relating to real exiftence, are perceived 1m-
mediately by our fenfes; fo there are others, which
we difcover by induttion and conclufions of rea-
fon, And fince the refemblance of truth 1s the in-
ducement of probability, upon which we admit
facts to be true; conformity with experience 1s
planely too fcanty a meafure of credibility ; be-
caufe experience is not the only way of difcover-
1ng truth,

I defigned, by the foregoing obfervanons to
eftablifh thefe two conclufions ; — Fir{t ; that events
are made as credible, in the nature of the thing,
by their conformity or confiftency with our know-
ledge, as they are by their conformity or confi-
ftency with our experience;— And fecondly ; that,
when events, which are conformable to our know-
ledge or confiftent with it, are fupported by a fair
teftimony, our affent to them is well-grounded.

. Allow- us'the truth of thefe two conclufions,

Wthh we have proved already ; and allow us be-
B fides



10 THE CREDIBILITY OF

fides,what we can prove, if ycu deny it, that we have
2 demonftrative knowledwe of the exiftence, the
nower, the wifdom, and the goodnefsof God; and by
the help of thefe principles, we (hall be able to un-
ravel all the fallacy of your argument, and to thew
you, that miracles do not require any fupernatural
cegree of teftimony to eftablith our belief of them.

A firm and 1nvariable experience amounts, you
fay, to a full and direct proof. —— But no event,
for fo your argument proceeds, can be called a
miracle, unlefs there is a firm and invariable expe-
rience again{t it. — From hence you conclude, that
we muft have, in the nature of the fa@, a fulk
and direct proof againft the exiftence of every
miracle. —— The whole ftrefs of your argument
refts upon thefe two fundamental principles, and:
upon this conclufion, which you deduce from.
them. Let us therefore enquire into the truth of
your principles, and confider how well they will

eftablith your conclufion.
A firm and Invariable experience amounts to a

full proof ;= You would have done well to in-
form us what it 35, which fuch an experience
proves in fo decifive 2 manner, You may have
obferved the ordinary courfe of nature, with dili-
gence and exaCnefs, and may have difcovered what-
fort of events are produced, fteadily and conftantly,
in the ufual train of caufes and effects. From
hence you may determine, with the higheft proba-

bility, that no events, which are repugnant to
thefe,
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thefe, can be produced by the fame caufes operat-
ing in the fame manner, or by the ordinary powers.
of nature, which are the objects of your expe-
rience, But your proof from experience can go no
farther, When you have obferved what events are,
conftantly and uniformly, brought about by the
opération of thofe laws, which the author of na-
ture originally eftablifhed ; by the qualities, which
he imprefled upon matter ; or by the powers, which
he beftowed upon his creatures; you have then
acquired 4 firm and invariable experience:. But fuch
an - experience will never prove, that no events,
which are repugnant to thefe, can be brought
about by the immediate interpofition of him, who
eftablified thefe laws, and can over-rule thém
who ifhprefled thefe qualities, and can fufpend their
opérdtions; who beftowed thefe powers; and can
eittier control of augment them. For the force of
an dtgament, deduced from experience, can extend
ne farther; than the experiéncé extends, from
whencé you deduce it. Your experience of the
ordinary powers of nature may be a decifive proof,
in- tefpéct of thofe powers, which are the imime-
diate objeéts of it: but it can be no picdof at all,
irt féfped of a power fuperiour to nature, which
is not the immediate objéct of experience, but of
demionftrative knowledge.

Yout other furidamental principle is,—That no
éveént éan be looked upon as a miracle, unlefsthere is
a firtn and unalterable experi¢nee againtt it, ——

B 2 The
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The expreffion here i1s vague and indeterminate;
znd we may p....rhapa mifta ke your meaning, ufl-
lefs we afcertain it, by looking back to the firk
principles, from w hence this poﬁtion 15 1nferred.
You define a miracle to be a violation of the laws
of nature; and, becaufe a firm and unalterable ex-
perience hath eftzblithed thofe laws, you infer, that
there muft be fuch an experience againft every
miraculous event. You have here thewn evident-
ly, that the experience, upon which we eftablith
our notions of the laws of nature; is repugnant to
every miraculous event; or, that every miracle is

mnconfiftent with our eXpsrience of the common
and vifible train of caufes and effects. But we muft

caution you, when you apply this inference, not
to confound experience with knowledge, or the-
common courfe and Jaws of nature with the power:.
of him, who 1s the father of nature, and eftablifh-
ed its laws, You may certainly infer, from your
definition of a miracle, that no event can be called
by this name, unlefs it is inconfiftent with our
experience of the common courfe of nature. But.
the fame definition will not juftify the only infe-
rence, which can ferve your purpofe; you cannot
fer from it, that every miracle is inconfiftent
with our knowledge of the power of God.. |
We have now examined your fundamental prin-
ciples {eparately, and have feen how far they are
true: let us next confider them together, and try
what conclufion will come out from them. Sup-.
pofe
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pofe then your argument to be thus fated. —
A firm and unalterable experience of the common
courfe of nature is a full and dire& proof, that no
event, which is inconfiftent with it, can be brought
about by any power, which is the objett of our
knowledge, or which we know of — But we have
a conftant and unalterable experience of the com-
mon cour{e of nature to oppofe to every miraculous
event, — Your “regular conclufion from hence
would be, that we have a full and dire& proof,
againt the likelihood or poflibility of bringing about
a miraculous event by any power, which is the ob-
1e& of our knowledge. — But fuch a conclufion,
though it is regunlarly deduced from the prirxciples
laid down, is not true : becaufe one of the principles,
from whence you deduce it, is falfe. A firm and
unalterable experience of the common courfe of na-
ture is indeed a direct proof, that no event, which
is inconfiftent with the ufual train of caufes and
effelts, can be brought about. by any. of the ordi-
nary powers of nature, which are the obje&ts of this
experience. But we have already fhewn you, that
the fame experience is no proof at all, again{} the
likelihood or poflibility of bringing about fuch an
event by a power, which 1s fuperiour to the com-
mon courfe of nature,.a power, which we can de-
monftrate to exift, and which is confequently the
objet of our knowledge.
Let us try whether your conclufion will {uc-
ceed better, if the principles, from which you de--
duce.
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duce it, are ftated in another manner, — A firm
and invariable experience of the common courfe
of nature is a full and direct proof, that no event,
which is inconfiftent with it, can be produced by
the ordinary powers of nature, which are the ob-
jeéts of this experience, ~- But every miraculous
event is inconfiftent with our knowledge of all the
powers, that exift.—The logicians would tell you,
that no regular conclufion can be drawn from
thefe premifes; becaufe your fyllogifm will have
four terms in it. And common {enfe will tell you,

that no true conclufion can be drawn from them;
becaufe one of them is falfe, We allow 1ndeed, that

every miracle muft, from the notion of it, be in-
confiftent with our experience of the common
courfe of nature: but you have not proved, and
we think you cannot prove, that it muft likewife,
from the notion of it, be inconfiftent with our de-

monftrative knowledge of the power of God.
There is ftill this third fhape, in which your
argument may be ftated.— A firm and unalter-
able experience of the common courfe of natare is
a full and dire& proof, that no event, which is in.
confiftent with it, can be produced by the ordinary
powers of nature, which are the objefts of this
cxperience, — But every miraculous event muft,
from the notion of it, be inconfiftent with our ex-
perience of the common courfe of nature, ——
We grant, that your premifes are true, when
they are thus ftated. But if yon would conclude,
~— that
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-~ that we have a full and dire& proof, againft the
production of a miracle by any powers, which are
the objects of our knowledge ; — fuch a conclufion
muft be falfe ; becaufe it contains more than is
contained in the premifes. Your premifes relate on-
ly to the ordinary powers of nature, which are the
objelts of experience ; but your conclufion extends
itfelf to a power, which is fuperiour to the com-
mon courfe of nature, and i1s the obje& of our
knowledge. The only regular conclufion, which
can be deduced from thefe premifes, is, ~— that we
have a full and direc proof, againft the production

of a miracle by any of the ordinary powers of
naturc, which are the objelts of aur fenfes,, or of

common experience. — You muft content your-
felf with this conclufion: for when the principles,
ftom whence you argue, are fo explaned as to bc
true, they will juftify no other. And this is fuch
a conclufion, as the defenders of chriftianity have
no reafon to be afraid of. |

In anfwering this argument, I have laid open
the grounds of our affent to the exiftence of a
miracle, Such an event is inconfiftent with ounr
experience. of the common courfe of things, and
would therefore be, in itfelf, incredible, and inca-
pable of being proved by any teftimony; if we
knew nothing of any power exifting in the uni-
verfe, befides thofe, which are employed-in carry-
ing on the vifible train of caufes-and effefts, But

knowledge reaches farther than experience : reafon
| feads
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leads us on from thofe powers, which are the
objeCis of fenfe, to another, which is fuperiour to
them, to the power of .him, who, as he at firft
eftablithed the laws, and fettled the courfe of what
we commonly mean by the word nature, can
therefore, when he pleafes, fufpend or over-rule
them. The exiftence of a miracle hath a general
conformity or confifiency with our knowledge of
{fuch a power : and this conformity or confiftency
with our knowledge gives it credibility enough, in
the nature of the thing, to render it capable of be-
1ng proved by a fair teftimony,

From hence 1t appears, that when we reject any
miraculous event as {purious, which comes to us

well attefted ; our reafon for this conduét either is
not, or ought not to be, any pretended proof againft
it, from the general nature of all miracles, For
a miracle, confidered merely as a f{upernatural
change in the common courfe of things, is con-
fiftent with our knowledge of God’s power: and
no events,which are confiftent with our knowledge,
furnifh any caufe of doubt or {ufpicion about their
exiftence, and much lefs any prefumption or proof
againdt it, from the nature of the thing, And yet
we reject the miraclesand prodigies, which we find
related in pagan hiftories; and popith legends; not-
withftanding fome of them are fupported by fucha
teftimony, as might, if we were to give ourfelves the
trouble of examining it, be found unexceptionable in
itlelf, or fufficient, at leaft, to eftablifh the truth of
any
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any common matter of fact. Upon what grounds
then, it may be afked, can we juftify our re-
jecting thefe miracles; if there is no prefumption
againft them, from the nature of miracles in gene-
ral, and we either do not examine the teftimony,
which {upports them, or find no exceptions againft
it, when we do? They, who make this enquiry,
might, if they attended to the matter, find a thicd
reafon for rejecting many particular miracles, be-
fides the two, which are here fuggefted. Though
we have no objections, from the nature of the
thing, that can be urged with any force againft
miracles in general; yet there are frequently fuch
circamitances appear in the relation of particalar
miracles, as will afford unanfwerable objections to
the truth of them. If the circumftances of any
particular miracle do either directly, or by neceffary
confequence, exclude the power of every being, who
can change the common courfe of things; fuch a
miracle, not from the general nature of all mira-
cles, but from its own particular circumftances,
becomes inconfiftent with our knowledge, and
incapable of being proved by any teftimony what-

ever, -
« < Dionyfius of Halicarnafius reports, that in
‘¢ the war between the Romans and the Latins, the
« Gods Caftor and Pollux appeared vifibly on
« white horfes, and fought on the fide of the
‘ Romans; who by their affiftance gained a com-
. C plete

¢ Muddleton’s free Enquiry pag, 218.
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“ plete viGory.” It is not any defect in the tefti-
mony, when applyed to the miracle, which deter-
mines us to reject 1t; whilft, upon the authority
of the fame teftimony, we admit the batile and
the victory : for we reject the miracle, either with-
oat enquiring at all into the teftimony, by which
it 13 fupported ; or, if upon enquiry, we fhould
find few or no objections againft the teftimony,
yet we fhould {hil reje@ it. Neither can we reafon-
ably be determined in this cafe by any general
prefumption or proof, from the nature of the thing,

agamnft the exifience of all miracles: for miracles
have been fhewn to be, in themfelves, as confiftent

with our knowledge, and confequently as credible,
as many other matters of fa&. But the particular
miracle in queftion is attended with a circum-
ftance, which dire&ly excludes the power of God
from being concerned in the production of it.
Caftor and Pollux have not, that we know of; any
power of changing the fettled courfe of things:
and for want of fuch a power in the principal
agents, the fa&t, as it is related, is inconfiftent with
our knowledge, and incapable of being proved by
any degree of human teftimony,

The like exception runs through almof} all the
pagan miracles, And if in any inftances we believe
what 15 reported of their oracles; we muft firft.
have rendered thefe facts confiftent with.onr know-.
ledge, by finding out fuch reafons, as may perfuade-
us, that the great deceiver of mankingd, though he

18
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is fubjet to the power of God, who can at any
time fay to him; — Hitherto fhalt thou go and no
farther,—~hath yet a power, when he is permitted to
ufe it, of changing the commeon courfe of things,
and of producing fuch events, as could not have
been produced by any of the vifible powers of na-
ture, which are the objets of our experience.
Many of the popith miracles are rendered in-
credible, in the fame manner, by having fome
circumftance conne€ted with them, which direct-
Iy excludes the power of God., When the miraclés,
pretended to be wrought at the tomb of Abbé
Paris, are found to have been effeGually fupprefi-

ed, only by walling up that part of the church,
where the tomb of the faint, who was fuppbfed to

work them, was placed?; this circumftance can-
not de reconciled with our knowledge of God's
power : for his purpofes, we are fure, could not
have been defeated by building a wall,

Many miore of thefe legeiidary imiracles are at-
tended with fuch circumftances, as cxclude the

power of God, by neceffary confequence, from
the production of them. When a fet of "men

have nothing ¢lfe to recommend them, befides
their having devoted themfelves to fuch a way of

life, as planely defeats the end, for which they and
all mankind were fent into the world, by making

them always ufelefs, and commonly burdenfom
to fociety : if they fhould pretend, that God in-
C 2 terpofes

* Obfervations on St. Paul’s Converfion; pag, 64, 65.
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[EFD0iss i Her: {avour, and WOIKS miracics to
cti D"{L credit ; a better teftimony, than the
nonks can, for the mof‘“ part, produce in fuppc;*:t
oi their iegends, would not dﬂtel mine 2 wife man
o believe them. Such an 1'1te=p011t10n would be
repugnant 0 our knowledge of the wifdom and
voodneis Of ch who contrives all his works w1th
a view to the general happinefs, and {uffers ne part
of the world to be idle ; but requires, as far as rea-
fon can teach us his will, that men and brutes, and
creatures of what condition foever, thould each, 'in
their proper flation, concer with him in labounng

to promote the fame important end. But where
the wifdom and goodnefs of God are thus Planely

cxcluded no teftimony can convince s, that his

power was concerned. .
The truth is; if we ftudy to avoid, as much as
may be, the trouble of examlmng_,the feveral po-
pifh miracles diftinctly, and indolently pleafe our-
{elves with any thing, which promifes to confute
them all at once; we fhall be eafily led to take
part with thofe, who under the fpecious pretence
of defending the proteftant religion, would un-
fettle the foundations of chriftianity itfelf, and to
maintain, as they do, that there 1s {fuch a proof or
prefumption, from. the nature of the thing, againft
all miracles in general as will make We know not
what degree of teftimony neceffary to eﬁabh{h
them, Whereas, if we would contend, as with
reafon we may, that the popifh miracles, which
. arc
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are beft attefted, are each of them conneded with
fome fuch :circumitances, as render it either di-
rectly,. or:. by neceflary canfequence mconﬁ[’cent
-with, our knowledge of God’s power; we ﬂmuld
-then be 'able both to defend ourfelves as proteﬂants

.and to.give an anfwer to every. one, who {hall afk
‘us a reafoniof our faith in the miracles of (Chrift
and his apoftles. For enough hath I- hopei been
{aid to make it appeai that, whatcver bcqomes of
_theﬁe legendary fables, when they are confuted by
arguments deduced from. the paLtlculaL gircum-
ftances of each of them; yets ‘miracles, conﬁdered

merely as changes in the common courfe of na-
ture, are {o far confiftent with our knowledge of

God’s power, as to furnith no caufe of doubt from
the nature of the thing: and that confequently,
when they are attended with none of thofe cir-
cumftances, which either directly, or by neceffary
confequence exclude his power ; more efpecially
if the end, propofed by them, is conformable to
our notions of his wildom and goodnefs; a fair
teftimony, though it is not a fupernatural one,
will be {ufficient, not only to fix our affent, but

to raife it likewife into affurance and confidence.
It is not my bufinefs at prefent to enquire what
precife degree of teftimony is requifite for this
purpofe, All that I propofed was, to bring the
queftion concerning miracles back to the old flatc
of it, by fhewing, that there is no proof or pre-
{umption, from the geperal nature of {uch events,
agaimit
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acainft the exiftence of them. And if this hath
been fhewn effectually, the enquiry, in which we

are principally concerned, is, whether the miracles
of Chrift and his apoftles are {upported by fuch a

teftimony, as would be {ufficient to eftablith the
truth of any matter of {act, beyond all contradic-
tion, But this queftion hath been fo well examined,
and fo judicioufly fettled already, by much more
able hands than mine; that, if cither my fubject
would lead me, or your patience would allow me,

vet their labours have rendered it needlefs, to
fpend any time in enlarging upon it.
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