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THE

TRIAL

OF THE

WITNESSES

OF THE

RESURRECTION OF JESUS.

T E were, not long fince, {fome Gentlemen

of the Inns of Court, -together, each to
other fo well known, that no man’s prefence
was a confinement to any other from f{peaking
his mind on any fubject that happened to arife
in converfation. The meeting was without de-
fign, and the difcourfe, asin like cafes, various.
Among other things we fell upon the fubjelt of

WWoolftoir's trial and convi&ion, which had hap-
pened {ome few days before: that led to a de-

bate how the law ftands in fuch cafes, what
A 2 punifh-
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punithment it inflits; and, in general, whether
the law ought at all to interpofe in controverfies
of this kind. We were not agreed in thefe
~pownts,  One, who maintained the favourable
fide to Woolfton, difcovered a great liking and
approbation of his difcourfes -againft the mira-
cles of Chrift, and feemed to think his argu-
ments unanfwerable. To which another replied,
I wonder that one of your abilities, and bred to

the prozeffion of the law, which teaches us to
confider the nature of evidence, and its proper

weight, can be of that opinion; I am {ure you
would be unwilling to determine a property of
five {hillings upon fuch evidence, as you now
think material enough to overthrow the miracles
of Chrift. | o
It may eafily be imagined that this opened a
door 1o much difpute, and determined the con-
verfation for the rémainder of the evening to this
fubje&t. The difpute ran through almoft all the
particulars mentioned in Woolfion’s pieces; but
the thread of it was broken by feveral digreflions,
and the purfuit of things which were brought ac-
cidentally into the difcourfe. At length one of
the company faid pleafantly, Gentlemen, you
do not argue like lawyers; if I were Judge in
. this



[ 5 ]

this caufe, T would hold you better to the point,
The company took the hint, and cried they
fhould be glad to have the caufe re-heard, and
him to be the Judee. The Gentlemen who
had engaed with mettle and {piric 1n a difpute
which arofe accidentally, feemed very unwilling
to be drawn into a formal controverfy; and ei-

pecially the Gentleman who argued againft
Woolfton, thought the matter grew too ferious

for him, and excufed himfelf from undertaking
a controver(y in religion, of all others the moft
momentous: but he was told, that the argument
fhould be confined merely to the nature ot the
evidence, and that might be.confilered without
entering isto any fuch controverly as he would
avoid; and to bring the matter within bounds,
and under one view, the evidence of Chriit’s
Refurrection, and the exceptions taken to i,
fhould be the only fubject of the conference,
With much perfuafion he {uftered himf 1t to be
perfuaded, and promifed to give the company,
and their new made Judge, a meeting that day
fortnight. The Judge and the reft of the com-
pany were for bringing on the caufe a week
{ooner; but the Counfel for /Foolften took the

matter up, and faid, Confider, fir, the Gentle-
) A3 man
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man 1s not to argue out of Littelton, Plowder,
or Coke, authors to him well known; but he
muft have his authorities from Matthew, Mark,
Luke, and fobn; and a fortmght is time Irttle
cnough of all confcience to gain a famiharity
with a new acquaintance; and, turning to the
Gentleman, he faid, I will call upon you before

the fortnight is out, to fee how reverend an ap-
pearance you make behind Hammond on the
New Teftament, a Concordance on one hand,
and a folio Bible with references on the other.
You fhall be welcome, fir, replied the Gentle-
~ man, and perhaps you may find {fome company
more to your own tafte; he 1s but a poor
Counfel who ftudies on one fide-of the queftion
only, and therefore I will have your friend /#5o!-
ften, T—I, and C—s, to entertain you when
. you do me the favor of the vifit. Upon this
we parted 1 good humour, and all pleafed
with the appointment made, except the two
Gentlemen who were to provide the entertain-
ment.

THL
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THE SECOND DAY.

HE company met at the time appomnted :

but it happened in this, as in ke cafes it
often does, that fome friends to fome of the
company, who ‘were not of the party the firft
day, had got notice of the meeting; and the

Gentlemen who were to debate the queftion,
found they had a more numerous audience than
they expedted or defired. He efpecially who
was to maintain the evidence of the Refurreétion,
began to excufe the neceffity he was under of
difappointing their expectation, alledging, that
he was not prepared; and he had perfifted in
exculing himfelf, but that the ftrangers, who
perceived what the cafe was, oftered to with-
draw, which the Gentleman would by no means
confent to: they mfifting to go, he faid, he
would much rather fubmit himfelf to their can-
dor unprepared as he was, than be guilty of
{o much rudenefs, as to force them to leave
the company. Upon which one of the com-
pany, fmiling, fad, 1t happens luckily that our
number 1s increaled; when we were laft to-

A 4 gether,
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gether, we appointed a Judge, but we quite
forocot 2 Jury, and now, I think, we are good
men and true, {ufficient to make one. This
thought was purfued 1n feveral allufions to legal
proceedings, which created fome mirth, and
had this good effect, that it difperfed the folemn

arr which the mutval compliments upon the
difficulty betore-mentioned had introduced, and

reftored theeale and good-humour natural to
the converfation of gentlemen.

The Judge perceiving the difpofition of the
company, thought 1t a proper time to begin, and
called out, Gentlemen of the Jury, take your
places; and immediately feated himfelf at the
upper end of the table: the company fat round
him, and the Judge called upon the Counfel for
W olfton to begin.

Mr. A, Counfel for W oolfton, addrefling him-
{elf to the Judge, faid,

May it pleafe your Lordthip ; I conceive the
Gentleman on the other {ide ought to begin, and
Jay+his evidence, which he intends to maintain,
before the Court: till that 1s done, 1t 1s to no
purpofe for me to object. I may perhaps object
to fomething which he will not admit to be any
part of his evidence, and therefore, I apprehend,

the
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the evidence ought in the firft place to be dif-
tinctly ftated. | |
Fudge. Mr. B. What {ay you to that ?
Mr. B. Counfel on the other fide :

- My Lord, it the evidence T am to maintain,
were to {upport any new claim, if I were to
gain any thing which I am not already poffefled
of, the Gentleman would be in the right; but
the evidence 1s old, and 1s matter of record, and
I have been long in pofteflion of all that I claim
under it,  If the Gentleman has any thing to fay
to difpoflefs me, let him produce 1t; otherwile
I have no reafon to bring my own title 1nto
queftion, And this I take to be the known
method of proceeding in fuch cafes; no man is
obliged to produce his title to his pofleflion; it
15 {uffictent if he maintains 1t when 1t is called
in queftion.

Mr. 4. Surely, my Lord, the Gentleman
miftakes the cafe: I can never admit myfelf to

be out of poffeflion of my underftanding and
reafon ; and {ince he would put me out of this

pofleffion, and compel me to admit things 1in-
credible, 1n virtue of the evidence he mamntains,
he ought to {et forth his claim, or leave the
world to be direted by common fenfe,

A S Jude
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Fudge. Sir, you fay right; upon fuppofition
that the truth of the Chriftian religion were the
point in judgment. In that cafe it would be ne-
ceffary to produce the evidenee for the Chriftian
religion; but the matter now before the Court

15, Whether the objeétions produced by Mr.
#V00lffon, are of weight to overthrow the evidence

of Chrift’s Refurre@ion. You fee then the evi-
dence of the Refurreétion is fuppofed to be what
it 1s on both fides, and the thing immediately in
judgment, is the value of the objeClions, and:
therefore they muft be fet forth. The Court
will be bound to take notice of the evidence,
which i1s admitted as a fact on both parts.. Go
on Mr. 4.

Mr. 4. My Lora, I ﬁlbmﬂ: to the direcion
of the Court. I cannot but obferve that the
Gentleman on the other fide, unwilling as he

feems to be to ftate his evidence, did not forget
to lay in his claim to prefcription, which is,
perhaps, i truth, though he has too much fkilk
to own it, the very ftrength of his caufe. I.do
allow that the Gentleman maintains nothing but
what his father and grandfather, and his ancef-

tors, beyond time of mana’s memory, maintained
before him: I allow too, that prefcription in
6 - ~ many
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many cafes makes a good title; but it muft
always be with this condition, that the thing is
capable of being prefcribed. for: and I infift,
that prefeription cannot run againft reafon and
common fenfe.  Cuftoms may be pleaded by
prefcription ; but if, upon fhewing the cuftom,
any thing unreafonable appears in it, the pre-
{cription fails ; for length of time works nothing:
towards the eftablifhing any thing that could never
have a legal commencement. And if this ob-
je¢tion will overthrow all prefcriptions for cuf-
toms, the mifchief of which extends perhaps to
one poor village only, and affets them. in no
greater a concern than their right of common
upon a ragged mountain, fhall it not much
more prevall, when the interet of mankind is
concerned, and in no lefs a point than his hap-
pinefs. in this life, and 1n all his hopes for futu-
rity ¢ Befides, if prefcription mutt be allowed
1n. this cafe, how will you deal with i1t in others?
What will you fay to the ancient Perfians, and
their fire-altars ¢ Nay, what to the Turks, who
have been long enough in pofleflion of their faith
to plead

Mrs. B. I beg pardon for interrupting the

Gentleman, But it 1s to fave him trouble,, He.
A6 TS




1 12 ]
is going into his favourite common-place, and

has brought us from Perfia to Turkey already ;

and if he goes on, I know we muft follow him
round the globe. To fave us from this long
journey, I will wave all advantage from the an-

tiquity of the Refurref.ion, and the general re-
ception the behef of 1t has found in the world ;
and am content to confider 1t as a faét which
happened but laft year, and was never heard of
either by the Gentleman’s grandfather, or by
mine.

i A. 1 fhould not have taken quite {o long
a journey as the Gentleman imagines, nor, in-
ceed, need any man go far from home to find
inftances to the purpofe I was upon. But fince
this advantage 1s quitted, I am as willing to
{pare my pains, as the Gentleman 1s defirous
that I fhould. And yet I fufpeét fome art even
in this conceffion, fair and candid as it feems to
be. For Iam perfuaded, that one reafon, per-
haps the main reafon, why men believe this
hiftory of Jefus, is, that they cannot conceive
that any one fhould attempt, much lefs fucceed
in {uch an attempt as this, upon the foundation
of mere human curning and policy; and it is
worth the while to go round the globe, as the

Gentleman
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Gentleman exprefied himfelf, to fee various in-
ftances of the hke kind, 1n order to remove
this prejudice  But I ftand corrected, and will
oo direCtly to the point now in judgment.
Mr. B. My Lord, the Gentleman 1 juftifi-

cation of his firlt argcument, has entered upon
another of a very different kind. I think he 1s

fenfible of it, and feeming to yield up one of
his popular topics, 1s indeed artfully getting rid
of another; which has made a very good hgure
in many late writngs, but will not bear in any
place, where lie who maintains 1t may be afked
queftions.  The mere antiquity of the Refur-
rection I gave up; for 1f the evidence was not
cood at firft, it cannot be good now. The
Gentleman is willing, he fays, to fpare us his
hiftory of ancient errors, and 1atimates, that
upon this account he pafles over many inftances
of fraud, that were like in circumftances to the
cafe before us. By no means, my Lord, let
them be pafled over. I would not have the
main {trength of his caufe betrayed in complai-
fance to me. Nothing can-be more material,
than to thew a fraud of this Kind, that prevailed
univerfally in the world, Chnft Jefus declared
himfclf a prophet, and put the proof of his

mitfion
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miffion on this,—that he thould die openly and

publicly, and rife again the third day. This
furely was the hardeft plot in the world to be

managed : and if there be one inftance of this
kind, or in any degree like 1t, by all means let
it be produced.

Mr. 4. My Lord, there has hardly been an
inftance of a falfe religion in the world, but it
has alfo afforded a like inftance to this before
us. Have they not all pretended to infpiration ?
Upon what foot did Pythagoras, Numa, and
others fet up? Did they not all .converfe with
the gods, and pretend to dehiver oracles ?

Mr. B. This only fhews that revelation 13
by the common confent oi mankind, the very
beft foundation of religion, and therefore every
‘iﬁlpoﬁor pretends to it. But 1s 2 man’s hiding
himfelf in a cave for fome years, and then com-
lng out into the world, te be compared to a
man’s dying and rifing to lfe again? So far
from it, that you and I and every man may do

the one, but no man can do the other.
‘Mr. 4. Sir, I{uppofe it will be allowed to

be as great a thing to go to heaven and converfe
thh angels, and wnh God, and to come down

ta the earth again, as it is to die and rife again.
Now
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Now this very thing Mabomet pretended to do,

and all his difciples believe it.  Can you deny
this fact ¢

Mr. B.- Deny it, Sir? No. But tell us
wha went with Muabomet 2 who were his wit-

neffes? I expet before we have done, to hear
of the guards fet over the fepulchre of Chnit,
and the feal of the ftone: what guard watched
Mahbomet in his going or returning? What
{feals and credentials had he? He himfelf pre-
tends to none. His followers pretend to nothing

but his own word. We are now to confider
the evidence of Chrift’s Refurrection, and you
think to parallel 1t by producing a cafe, for
which no one ever pretended there was any evi-
dence. You have Mabomet’s word, and ne
man ever told a lie but you had Azs word for the
truth of what he faid; and therefore you need
not go round the globe to find fuch inftances as
thefe. But this ftory, 1t 1s faid, has gained great
credit, and 1s recerved by many nations: very
well: and how was 1t received? Was not every
man converted to this faith with the fword at his
throat ? In our cafe, every witnefs to the Re-
furrection, and every believer of it was hourly
cxpofed to death: in the other cafe, whoeves

refufed
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refufed to believe, died, or what was as bad,
lived a wretched, conquered flave: and will you
pretend thefe cafes to be altke? One cafe in-
deed there was-within our own memory, which
in {fome circumitances came near to the cafe
now before us, The Fiench prophets put the
credit of their miffion upon the refurreticn of
Dr. Emmes, and gave public notice of it. If
the Gentleman pleafes to make ufe of this in-
ftance, it 1s at his fervice.

Mr. 4. The inftance of Dr. Emmes 15 [o far to

the purpofe, that it fhews to what lengths en-
thufiafm will carry men.  And why might not
the fame thing happen at Fer#/alems, which hap-
pened but a few years ago in our own country ?
Matthew and Fobn, and the reft of them, ma-
naged that affair with more dexterity than the
French prophets; fo that the refurreftion of
Jefus gained credit in the world, and the French

prophets {unk under their ridiculous pretenﬁons.

That’s all the difference.
Mr. B. Isit{o? And a very wide dnﬂ%rence,

I promife you, In one eafe, every thing hap-
pened that was proper to convince the world of
the truth of the Relurre@ion ; 1n the other, the

event mapifefted the cheat; and upon the view

' of
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of thefe circumftances, youthink it fufficient to
fay, with great coolnefs, that 1s all the difference,
Why, what difference do you expect between .
truth and falfhcod?  What diftinction

Judge. Gentlemen, you forget that .ou are
in a Court, and are falling into dialogue. Courts
do not allow of chit-chat, Leck ye, the evi-
dence of the Refurreétion of Jefus is betore the
Court, recorded by Matthew, Mark, and others.
You muft rake 1tasitis: you can neither make

it better nor worfe. Thefe witneffes are ac-
cufed of giving falfe evidence. Come to the

point ; and let us hear what you have to offer,
to prove the accuflation,

Mr, B. Is it your meaning, fir, that the
objections fhould be ftated and argued all to-
gether, and that the anfwer thould be to the whole
at once? Or would you have the objeltions
argued fingly, and an{wered feparately by them-
{elves?

fudge. 1 think this Court may difpenfe with
the firict forms of legal proceedings, and there-
fore I leave this to the choice of the Jury.

After the Fury bad confulted together, the Fore-
man rofe up,

The
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The Foreman of the Fury. We defire to hear
the objeCtions argued and anfwered feparately.
We fhall be better able to form a judgment by
hearing the anfwer, while the objection is frefh
In our minds.

Fudge. Gentlemen, you hear the opinion of
the Jury. Go on.

Mr. 4. 1am now to difclofe to you a fcene,
of all others the moft furprifing. * ¢ The
“ Refurrection has been long talked of, and to

““ the amazement of every one who can think
“ freely, has been believed through all ages of
“the Church.” This general and conftant be-

lief creates in moft minds a prefumption that it
was founded on good evidence. In other cafes

the evidence fupports the credit of the hiftory;
but here the evidence itfelf 1s prefumed only

upon the credit which the ftory has gained t.
I with the books difperfed againft Jefus by the
ancient Jews had not been loft; for they would
have given us a. clear nfight into this con-
trivance. But it is happy for us, that the very
account given by the pretended witneffes of this
fact 1s fufficient to deftroy the credit of it.

* Sixth Diftousfe, p. 17, + Ibid, p. 4.
The
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The Refurrection was not a thing contrived for
its own fake. No! It was undertaken to fup-
port great views, and for the fake of great con-
fequences that were to attend it. It will be ne-
ceflary therefore to lay before you thofe views,
that you may the better judge of this part of the
contrivance, when you have the whole {cene
before you. |

The Fews were a weak, {uperftitious people,
and, as 15 common among luch people, gave
areat credit to fome traditionary prophecies about
their own country. They had befides fome old
books among them, which they efteemed to be
writings of certain prophets, who had formerly
lived among them, and whofe memory they had
in great veneration. I'rom {uch old books
and traditions they formed many extravagant
expetations; and, among the reft, one was,
that fome time or other a great victorious Prince
fhould nfe among them, and fubdue all their
enemies, and make them lords of the world *,
In Auguftus’s time they were in a low ftate, re-
duced under the Roman yoke; and as they ne-
ver wanted a deliverer more, {0 the eagernefs

* See Scheme of Literal Prophecy, p. 26,
of
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of this hope, as it happens to weak minds,
turned into a firm expectation that he would
foon come, This prove. a tempration t fome

bold, and to fome cunning men, to perfonate
the Prince fo much expelted; and * ¢ nothing

15 more natural and common to prom. te re-
“ bellions, than to ground them on new pro-
““ phecies, or new interpretations of old ones:
§¢ prophecies being fuited to the vulgar fuper-
« ftition, and operating with the force of reli-
« oion.” Accordingly many fuch impofiors
rofe, pretending to be the victorious Prince ex-
pected;; and they and the people who followed
them perifhed in the folly of their attempt.

But Jefus, knowing that viftories and triumphs
are not things to be counterfeited ; that the peo-
ple were not to be delivered from the Roman
yoke by flight of hand ; and having no hope of
being able to cope with the Emperot of Rome in
good' earneft, took another and more {uc-
cefsful method to carry on his defign. He

took upon him to be the Prince foretold in the
ancient Prophets ; but then he infifted that the

true fenfe of the prophecies had been miftaken;

% Scheme of Literal Prophecy, p. 27.

that
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that they related not to the kingdoms of this
world, but to the kingdom of heaven; that
the Meflias was not to be a conquering Prince,
but a {uffering one; that he was not to come
with horfes of war, and chariots of war, but
was to be meek and lowly, and riding on an afs,
By this means he got the common and, ne-

ceflary foundation for a new revelation, which
is to be built and founded on a precedent reve-
lation, *

To carry on this defign, he made choice of
“twelve men of no fortunes or education, and of
fuch underftandings as gave no jealoufy that they
would difcover the plot. And what is moft
wonderful, and fhews their ability, whilft the
Malfter was preaching the kingdom of heaven,
‘thefe poor men, not weaned from the’ prejudices

of their country, expected every day that he
would declare himfelf a king, and were quarrel-

ling who thould be his firlt minifter. This ex-

pectation had a good effect on the fervice, for it
kept them conftant to their mafter.

I muft obferve farther, that the Yews were
under ftrange apprehenfions of fupernatural

¥ Sec Difigutfe of ihe Graunds, &c. ch, ive

9 powers s
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powers ; and as their own religion was founded
- on the belief of certain miracles, faid to be

wrought by their lawgiver Mfes, fo were they
ever running after wonders and miracles, and
ready to take up with any ftories of this kind.

Now as fomething extraordinary was neceflary
to fupport the pretenfions of Jefus, he dextroufly
faid hold on this weaknefs of the people; and
fet up to be a wonder-worker. His difciples
were well qualified to receive this impreffion;
they faw, or thought they faw, many [trange
things, and were able to fpread the fame and
report of them abroad.
- This conduct had the defired fuccefs. The
whole country was alarmed, and full of the news
of a great prophet’s being come among them,
They were too full of their own imagination, to
attend to the notion of a kingdom of heaven -
here was one mighty in deed and in word ; and
they concluded, he was the wery Prince their
nation expected. Accordingly they once at.
tempted to fet him up for a King; and at ano-
ther time attended him in triumph to Ferufalem.
This natural confequence opens the natural de-
fien of the attempt. If things had gone on fuc-
cefsfully to thie end, it is probable the kingdom
of
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heaven would have been changed into a king-
dom of this world. The defign indeed failed,
by the impatience and over-haftinefs of the
multitude, which alarmed not only the chief of

the Fews, but the Roman governor alfo.
The cafe being come to this point, and Jefus
feeing that he could not efcape being put to
death, he declared, that the ancient prophets
had foretold that the Mefias thould die upon a
crofs, and that he fhould rife again on the third
ddy. Here was the foundation laid for the con-
tinuing this plot; which otherwife had died with
its author.  This was his legacy to his followers ;
which having been well managed by them and
their fucceflors, has at laft produced a kingdom
indeed; a kingdom of priefts, who have go-
verned the world for many ages, and have been
ftrong enough to {et Kings and Emperors at
. defiance. But fo it happens, the ancient pro-
phets appealed to are ftill extant; and there be-
g no fuch prophecies of the Death and Refur-
rection of the Meflias, they are a ftanding evi-
dence againft this {tory. As he expelted, {o it
happened, that he died on 2 crofs, And the
~profecuting of this contrivance was left to the

manages
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management of his difciples and followers.
Their part 1s next to be confidered

Mr. B. My Lord, fince it is your opinion
that the objections {hould be confidered fingly,
and the Gentleman has carried this {cheme down
to the death of Chrift, I think he is come to a
proper reft; and that it is agreeable to your in-
tention, that'I fhould be admitted to anfwer.

Fudge. You fay right, fir. Let us hear what

you anfwer to this charge.
Mr. B. My Lord, I was unwilling to difturb

~ the Gentleman by breaking in upon his fcheme;;
otherwife I'fhould have reminded him, that this
Court fits to examine evidence, and not to be
entertained with fine 1maginations. You have
had a fcheme laid before you, but not one bit of
~ evidence to fupport any part of it; no, not {o
much as a pretence to any evidence. The Gen-
tleman, I remember, was very {orry that the old
books of the Fews were loft, which would, as
he fuppofes, have {et forth all this matter; and I
agree with him, that he has much realon to be
forry, confidering his great {carcity of proof. And
fince I have mentioned this, that I may not be
to return to it again, I would afk the Gentle-

mar
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man now, how he knows there ever were fiich
books? And fince if ever there were any, they
are loft, how he knows what they contained ?
I doubt I fhall have frequent occafion to afk
fuch queftions. It would indeed be a {ufficient
anfwer to the whole, to repeat the feveral fup-
pofitions that have been made, and to call for
the evidence upon which they ftand. This
would plainly difcover every part of the {tary to
be mere fi®ion. But fince the Gentleman
feems to have endeavoured to bring under one
view, the many infinuations which have of late
been {pread abroad by different hands, and to
work the whole into a confiftent {cheme : T will,

if your patience fhall permit, examine this plot,
and fee to whom the honour of the contrivance
belongs.

The Gentleman begins with exprefling ¢ hi:
€ amazement, that the refurreftion has been
“ believed 1n all ages of the Church.” If you
alk him, why? he muft anfwer, becaufe the
account of it 1s a forgery: for ’tis no amare-
ment to him furely, that a true account thould
be generally well received. So that this re-
mark proceeds indeed from confidence rather
than amazement ; and comes only to this, that

R he
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he 1s fure there was no refurreflion: and I am
fure this 1s no evidence that there was none.
Whether he 1s muftaken in his confidence, or I
in mine, the Court muft judge,
The Gentleman’s obfervation, that the gene-
ral belief of the refurretion creates a prefump-

tion that 1t ftands upon good evidence, and

therefore people look no farther, but follow their
fathers, as their fathers did their grandfathers
before them, 1s 1n greﬁt meafure true; but it is
a truth nothing to his puirpofe. He allows that
the refurrection has been beheved in all ages
of the Church; that 1s, from the very time of
the refurreGtion: What then prevailed with
thofe who firft received 1t?  They certanly did
not follow the example of their fathers. Here
then is the point, how did this fact gain credit
in the world at firft? Credit 1t has gained,
without doubt. If the multitude at prefent go
into this belief through prejudice, example, and
for company fake, they do in this cafe no more,
nor otherwife, than they do in all cafes. And
it cannot be denied, but that truth may be re-
ceived through prejudice (as it 1s called) 7. e.
without examining the proof oy merits of the
caufe, as well as falthood, What general truth’

18
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is there, the merits of which all the world, or
the hundredch part, has examined ? It 15 fmartly
faid fomewhere, That the prieft only continues
what the nurfe began : but the hife of the remark
confifts 1n the quaintnefs of the antithefis be-
tween the nurfe and the prieff : and owes 1ts {up-
port much more to found than to fenfe.  For
1s 1t poffible that children fhould not hear fome-
thing of the ¢ommon and popular opinions of
their country, whether thofe opinions be true cr
falle 7 Daq they not learn the common maxims
of reafon this way? Perhaps every man {uit
learnt from his nurfe, that two and two male
four; and whenever the divides an apple among
her children, fhe inftils into them this prejudice,
that the whole 15 equal to 1ts parts, and all the
parts equal to the whoie; and yer S Jzar
Newton, (thame on him) what work has he
made, what a building his he erelted upon the
foundation of this nurfery-learning ¢ As to re-
ligion, there never was a religion, there never
will be one, whether true or falfe, publicly
owned in any country, but children have heard,
and ever will hear, more or lefs of it from thois
who are placéd about them. And if this is, and
ever muft be the -cafe, whether the religion be

B 2 | the
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the cafe, whether the religion be true or falfe;

it is highly abfurd to lay ftrefs on this obferva-

tion, when the queftion is about the truth of any
religion; for the obfervation is indifferent to
both fides of the queftion.

We are now, I think, got through the com-
mon-place learning, which muft for ever, it
{eems, sttend upon queftions of this nature;
and are coming to the very merits of the caufe.

And here, the Gentleman on the other fide

thought proper to begin with an account of the
people of the Fews : the people 1 whole coun-
try the fa& is laid, and who were originally,
and in fome refpects principally :concerned in its
confequences.

They were, he fays, a weak, fuperftitious
people, .and lived under the influence of certain
pretended prophecies and predictions; that upon
this ground:they had, Tome time before the ap-
pearance of ‘Chrift Jefus, concetved great ex-

peQtations of the coming of a viftorious Prince,
who fhould deliver them from the :Roman yoke,
anfl make them all Kings and Princes. He
goes-on then to obferve, how liable the people
were, in this ftate of things, to be impofed on,
and led-inta rebellion, by any:one who was bold
enough
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enough to take upon-him to perfonate the Prince

expected.  Fle obferves further, that in fa&t

many {uch impoftors did arife, and deceived
multitudes to their ruin and deftruétion,

I have laid thefe things together, becaufe [
do not intend to difpute thefe matters with the
Gentleman,  Whether the Jews were a. weak
and {uperititious people, and influenced by falfe
prophecies, or whether they had true prophecies
among them, 18 not material to the prefent
queftion. Itis enough for the Gentleman's ar-
gument, if I allow the fact to be as he has ftated
it; that they did expelt a victorious Prince, that
they were upon this account expofed to be prac-
tifed on by pretenders ; and 1n. fact were often.
{o deluded.

This foundation being laid, it was natural to
expect, and I believe your Lordthip,. and every
one prefent did expeét, that the Gentleman
would go on. to fhow, that. Jefus laid hold of
this opportunity, ftruck. in. with the opinion of
the people, and profefled himfelf to be the
prince who was to work their deliverance, But
fo far, it feems, is this from being the cafe, that
the charge upon Jefus is, that he took the con-
trary part, and fet up in oppofition to all the

B 3 popular
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popular notions and: prejudices of his' country ;
that he interpreted the prophecies to another

lenfe and meaning than his countrymen did ;

and by his expofitions took away all hopes of

their ever feeing the victorious deliverer fo much
wanted and expedted,

I know not how to bring the Gentleman’s
premifes and his conclufion to any agreement ;
they feem to be at a great variance at prefent,
It it be the likelieft method for an impoftor to
fucceed, to build on the popular opinions, pre-
judices and prophecies of the people ; then furely
an unpoftor cannot pofiibly take a worfe method
than to fet up 1w oppoflition to all the pic-
judices and prophecies of the country. Where
was the art and cunning then of takiag this
method?  Could any thing be es:pc&cl rom
it, but hatred, contemprt, and perfecution?  And
did Chrift in falt meet with any other treatment
from the Tewws 2 And yet when he found, as
the Gentleman allws he did, that he muft perith
in this attempe, did he change his note ?  Did
he come abcut, and drop any inttmations agree-
able to the notions of the people? It 15 not
-pretended.  This, which n any other cale,
which ever happened, would be takpn to be a

| pu‘u’l
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plain mark of great honefty, or great ftupidity,
or of both, is in the "prefent cafe, art, policy,

and contrivance,

But it icems, Jefus dared not fet up to be tae
vitorious Prince expelted, for viclories are not
to be counterfeited. I hope it was no crime in
him that he did not affume this falie character,
and try to abufe the credulity of the people: 1f
he had done {o, 1t certainly would have been a
crime ; and therefore in this peint at lealt he 15
innocent, I do not fuppoie the Gentleman
fmagines that the Fews were well founded in

vrince 3 and

theu expedtation of a ten‘u*‘«f"n”ﬂ1
thercfore when Chrift oppoled this conceir at
the manifeft hozard of his Lfe as he certainly
had truth on his {ide, {o tie preiumption 1s, the.
it was for the fake of truth that he expoled
himiclf. |

No; he wanted, we are tokl, the commeir and
neceffary toundation for a new revelition, the
authority of an oll one, to build on. Verv
well; 1T will not encuire how common or how
neceflary this foundation 1s to a new revelation ;
for be that cafe as 1t will, it is evident that in
the method Chrift took, he had not, nor could
have the fuppofed advantage of fuch foundation.

i B 4 . For
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For why is this foundation neceflary ? A friend
of the Gentleman’s thall tell you: ¢ Becaufe*
““ 1t muft be difficult, 1If not impoffible, to in-
‘“ troduce among men (who in all civilized coun-
“ tries are bred up in the belief of fome revealed
“ rehiglon) a revealed religion wholly new, or
“ {uch as has no reference to a preceding one ;
“ for that would be to combat all men on too
many refpects, and not to proceed on a {uffi-
cient number of principles neceflary to be
¢« aflented to by thofe, on whom the firft im-
« preflions of a new religion are propofed to be

¢ made.” You fee now the reafon of the ne-
ceflity of this foundation; it is that the new

teacher may have the advantage ot old popular
opinions, and fix himfelf upon the prejudices of

the people. Had Chnift any fuch advantages,
or did he feek any fuch? The people expeéted
a2 victorijous Prince; he told them they were
_;ﬁiﬁalien: they held as facred the traditions of
the elders; he told them thofe traditions made
the law of God of none effelt: they valued them-
fclves for being the peculiar people of Ged ; he

told them, that people from all quartess of the

4 1
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* Diftoufe of the Grounds, p. 24.
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world fhould be the people of God, and fit down
with Abrabam, Ilfaac, and Facob, in the king-
dom: they thought God could be worfhipped
only at Jerufalem ; he told them God might and
fhould be worfhipped every where: they were
fuperftitious 1n the obfervance of the fabbath ;
he, according to their reckoning, broke it fre-
quently: in a word, their wathings of hands and
pots, their fuperftitious diftinctions of meats,
thetr prayers in public; their villanies 1in fecret,
were all reproved, expofed, and. condemned by
him; and the cry ran ftrongly againft him, that-
he came to deftroy the law. and the prophets.
And' now, fir, what advantage had Chrift of
your common and neceffary foundation ¢ What
Sufhcient number of principles owned by, the peo-
ple, did he build on ?: If he adhered to the old"
revelation in the true fenfe, or (which is {ufficient
to the prefehit.argument) in a fenfe not received
by the people, it was,.in truth, the greateft
difficulty he had to-ftrugele-with. . And there-
fore what could tempt him, but purely a regard
to truth, to take upon-himdelf fo many . difficul-
ties which micht have been avoided, could he
have been but filent as to the old revelation, and
left the people to their imagnations ? .

' B § To
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To carry on this plot, we are told, that the
next thing which Jefus did, was to make choice
of proper perfons to be his difciples. . The
Gentleman has given us their charalter; but,
as | fuppofe he has more employment for them
before he has done, I defire to defer the confi-
deration of their abihties and conduét, till I hear
what work he has for them to do. I wouid only
obferve, that thus far this plot differs from all -
-that ever I heard of. Impoftors generally take
advantage of the prguchccs of the people; ge-
nerally too they make ke choice of cunning dex-
trous fellows to manage under them: but in this
cafe, Jefus oppoied all the notions of the peo-

ple, and made choice of fimpletons, it feems,

to condu® his contrivances.

But what defign, what real end was carrying
‘on all this while 7 'Why the Gentleman tells us,

that the very thing difclaimed, the temporal
kingdom, was the real thing aimed at under
this difguife. He told the people there was no
foundation to expect a temporal deliverer,
warned them againit all who thould {et up thofe
pretenfions: he declared there was no ground
from the ancient prophecies, to exped fuch a
prince ; and yet by thefe very means he was

working
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working his way to an opportunity of declaring

himfelf to be the very Prince the people wanted.

We are {ill upon the marvellous; every ftep
opens new wonders, I blame not the Gentle-.

man; for what but this can be imagined, to give
any account of thefe meafures imputed to Chrift ?
Be this never fo unlikely, yet this 1s the only
thing that can be faid. Had Chrift been charged
with enthufiafm, 1t would not have been necef-
fary to affign a reafon for his conduct: madnefs
1s unaccountable: Ratione modoque trafari inoir
vult. - But when delign, cunning, and fraud,
are made the charge, and carried to {uch an
height, as to {uppole -him to be a party to the
contrivance of a fham refurreGion for himfelf;
it is neceffary to fay, to what end this cunning
tended. It was, we are told, to 2 kingdom ;
and indeed the temptation was little enough, cen-
fidering that the chief conductor of the plot was
to be crucified for his pains, But were the
means made ufe of at all probable to attain the
end? Yes, fays the Gentleman, that cannot be:
difputed; for they had really this effe&. The
people would have'made him King,  Very well;.
why was he not King then? Why, 1t hap-
pened unluckily that he: would not accept the

B 0 | offer,
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offer, but withdrew himfelf from the muldtude,
and lay concealed ull they were difperfed. It
will be faid, perhaps, that Jefus was a better
judge of affairs than the people, and faw that it
was not yet time to accept the offer. Be 1t
fo: let us fee then what follows.

The Government was alarmed, and Jefus was
looked on as a perfon dangerous to the ftate;
and he had difcernment enough to {ee, that his
death was determined and inevitable, What
does he do then? Why, to make the beft of a
bad cafe, and to fave the benefit of his under-
taking to thofe who were to fucceed him, he
pretends to prophefy of his death, which he
knew could not be avoided: and further, that
he fhould rife again the third day.—~Men do not
ule to play tricks in articulo mortis ; but this plot
had nothing common, nothing in the ordinary
way.. But what 1t it thould appear, that, after

the foretelling of his death, (through defpatr of
his fortunes, it1s faid) he had it in his power to
fet up for King once more, and once more re-
fufed the opportunity?  Men in defpair lay hold
on the leaft help, and never refufe the greateft,
Now the. cafe was really {o; after he had fore-
told his crucifixion, Le came to Ferufalem in

the
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the triumphant manner the Gentleman men-
tioned: the people firewed his way with boughs
and flowers, and were all at his devotion; the
Fewifb governors lay ftill for fear of the people.,
Why was not this opportunity laid hold on to
feize the kingdom, or at leaft to fecure himfelf
from the ignominious death he expefted? TFor
whofe fuke was he contented to die 2 For whofe
fake did he contrive this plot of his refurre@ion?
Wife and children he had none; his neareft re-
lations gave little credit to him; his difciples
were not fit even to be trufted with the fecret,
nor capable to manage any advantage that could
arife from it. However, the Gentleman tells
us, a kingdom has arifen out of this plot, a
kingdom of priefts. But when did 1t arife?
Some hundred years after the death of Chrift, in
oppofition to his will, and almoft to the fub-
verfion of his reltgion. And yet, we are told,
this kingdom was the thing he had in view, T
am apt to think the Gentleman 1s perfuaded,
that the dominion he complains of is contrary
to the {pirit of the gofpel; I am fure fome of
his friends have taken great pains to prove it
fo. How then can it be charged as the intention

of the gofpel to introduce 1! Whatever the

cale
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cafe was, it cannot furely be f{ufpeted, that

Chrift died to make popes and cardinals  The
alterations which have happened in the doétrines

and praltices of churches, fince the Chriftian
religion was fettled by thofe who had an authen-
tic commiftion to fertle 1t, are quite out of the
queftion, when the enquiry 1s about the truth
of the Chriftian religion. Chrift and his Apol-
tles did not vouch for the truth of all that theuld
be taught in the Church in future times. Nay,
they forctold and forewarned the world againft
fuch corrupt teachers. ’Tis therefore abfurd to
challenge the religion of Chrift, becaufe of the
corruptions which have {pread among Chriftians,
The Gofpel has no more concern with them,
and ought no more to be charged with them,
than with the dodtrines of the Zlcoran.

There 1s but one obfervation more, I think,
which the Gentleman made under this head.
Jefus, he fays, referred to the authority of an-

cient prophecies to prove that the Meffias was
to die and rife again: the ancient books referred

to are extant, and no {uch prophecies, he fays,
are to be found. Now whether the Gentleman
can find thefe prophecies, or no, is not material
to the prefent queftion, It is allowed, that -

Chyift
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Chnift foretold his own death and refurre&tion:
if - the refurretion iwas managed by fraud,
Chrift was certanly in- the .fraud himfelf, by
foretelling the fraud -that was to happen: dif-
prove therefore the refurreion, and we fhall
have no further-occafion for prophecy. On the
other fide; by foretelling the refurrection, he
certainly put the proof of his miffion on the
truth of the event. Whether it be the charatter
of the Meffias, 1n the ancient prophets or no,
that he thould die and nfe again; without doubt
Jefus 1s not the Meffias, 1f he did not rife again.
IFor by his'own prophecy he made it part of the
character of the Meflias. If the event juftified
the prediction, 1t 1s fuch an evidence as no man
of lenfe and reafon can reject.  One would na-
turally think, that the foretelling his refurrec-
tion, and giving {uch public notice to expe it,
that his keeneft enemies were fully apprifed of
it, carried with 1t the greateft mark of fincere
dealing. It ftands thus far clear of the fufpicion
of fraud; and had 1t proceeded from emtbhufiafin,
and an heated 1magination, the dead body at
lealt would have refted in the grave, and with-
out further evidence have confuted fuch preten-

fions, And fince the dead body was not only
carried

5
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carried openly to the grave, but there watched

and guarded, and yet could never afterwards be
found, never heard of more, as. a dead body;

there muft of neceffity have been. eithér a. real

miracle, or a great fraud. in this cafe. Enthu-
fiafm dies with the man, and has no operation:
on his dead body.. There is therefore here no

medium ; you muft either admit the miracle, or
prove the fraud. |

Fudge. Mr. 4. You are at liberty either to.
reply to what has been faid under this head,. or
to go on.with your- caufe,

Mr. 4. My Lord, the obfervations I laid:
before you, were but introductory to the main
evidences on which the merits of the caufe muft
reft,. The Gentleman concluded, that here muft:
be a.real miracle, or a-great fraud ; a fraud, he-
means, to which Jefus in his life-time was a:
party. There is, he fays, no medium: I beg.
his pardon :: why might it not be an enthufiafm
in the mafter which occafiened the prediction,,
and. fraud. in the fervants who- put ¥ 1n exe-.
eution:? |
- Mr. B. My Lord, this-is new: matter, and |
not a reply: the Gentleman opened this trani=.

action as a fraud from one end to:the other:.
Now
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Now he fuppofes Chrift to have been an honeft,
poor Enthufieft, and the Dilciples only to be

cheats.

Tudge. Sir, if you go to new matter, the
Counfel on the other fide muft be admitted to
anfwer,

Mr. 4, My Lord, I have no fuch intention.
I was obl’ervingtf' that the account I gave of
Jefus was only to introduce the evidence that is
to be laid before the Court. It cannot be ex-
pected that I thould know all the fecret defigns
of this contrivance; efpecially confidering thag
we have but thort accounts of this affair, and
thofe too conveyed to us through hands of
friends and parties to the plot. In fuch a cafe,
1t 1s enough if we can 1magine what the views
probably were. And m fuch cafe too, it muft
be ealy tor a Gentleman of parts to raife con-
trary imaginations, and to argue plaufibly from
them. But the Gentleman has rightly obferved,
that if the refurreltion be a fraud, there 1s an
end of all pretenfions, good or bad, that were

to be fupported by it, Therefore I thall go on
to prove this fraud, which is one main part of
the caufe now to be determined.

I beg
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I beg leave to remind you, that Jefus, in his
hfe-time, foretold his death, and that he {hould
rife acain the third day. The fird part of his
prediction was accomplithed ; he died upon the
crofs, and was buried. 1 will not trouble your
with the particulars of his crucifixion, death; and
burtal, It 15 a weil known ftory.

Mr. B. My Lord, I defire to know whether
the Gentleman charges any fraud upon this part
of the hiltory; perhaps he may be of 0p1mon
by and by, that there was a fleieht of hand in
the crucifixion, and that Chnit only counter-
feited death.

Mr. 4 No, no; have no fuch fears; he
was not crucified by his difviples, but by the
Komans and the Fews; and they were in very
aood carneft. Iwill prove beyond contradiction,
that the dead body was fairly laid in the tomb,
and thie tomb fealed up; and it will be well for
you, if you can get 1t as fairly out again.

Juage. Go on with your evidence,

Mr. 4. My Lord, the crucifixion being
over the dead body was conveyed to a {epul-
chre ; and, in the general opinion, there feemed
to be an end of the whole defign. But the go-

| vernors
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vernors of the Fews, watchful for the fafety of
the people, called to mind, that Jefus in his
hfe.time had faid that he would rife again on the
third day. It may at firft fight feem ftrange, that
they fhould-give -any attention to {uch a pro-
phecy : a-prophecy big with confidence and pre-
fumptioh*, and which, to the common fenfe of
mankind, carried its confutation along with it.
And ¢ thete.is no other nation 1n the world,
“« which would not have flighted fuch a vain
« prognoftication of a known impoftor.”
they had ‘warning to be watchful, It was not
lone before that the people ¢ had like to have
“ bheen tatally deludedy and wapoled on by hing,
¢ in the pretended refuicitation ot Lazarus.”
They had fully difcovered the clieat in the cafe
of Tazarus, and had ndrrowly efcaped the dan-
gerous confequences of 1t!  And though Jefus
was dead, yet he had many Difciples and fol-
lowers alive, who were ready enough to com-
bine n any fraud to verify the prediction of their
Mafler. Should they {fucceed, the rulers fore-
{aw the confequences in this caje would be more
fatal, than thofe which before they had narrowly

yut

cfcaped.  Upon this account they addrefled
themfclves to the Reman governor; told him
Row
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how the cafe wos; and defired that he would
orant them a guard to watch the fepuichre; that
the fervice weuld not be long, for the predic-
tion limited the Refurrection to. the third day;
and when that was over, the foldiers mght be
releafed from the duty. Pilate oranted the re-
queft; and a guard was fet to warch the fepul-
chre.

- This was not all. The chief priefts. took
another method to prevent all frauds, and 1t
was the beft that could poffibly be taken; which
was to feal up the door of the fepulchire. To-
underftand to what purpofe this caution ‘was
ufed, you. need only confider what is intended.
by fealing up doors, and boxes, or writings.
Is it not for the fatisfaction of all parties con-
cerned, that they may be fure things are in the
ftate they left them, when they come and find
their feals not injured? This was the method:
ufed by Darius, when Daniel was caft into the
Lions’ den ; he fealed the door of the den. And
for what purpofe ?  Was it nog to fatisfy himfelf
and his court, that no art had been‘uféd to pre-
ferve Daniel? And when he came, and’ faw
Daniel fafe, and his.own feal untouched, he was.
fatisfied. And indeed if we conlider the thing

rightly,
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rightly, a feal thus ufed imports a covenant: if
you deliver writings to a perfon fealed, and he
aceepts them {o, your delivery and his accept-
ance, implies a covenant between you, that the
writings fhall be delivered, and the feal whole.

And fhould the feal be broken, it would be a
manifeft fraud and breach of truft. Nay, fo
ftrongly is this covenant implied, that there
needs no ipecial agreement in the cafe. Itisa
compact which men are put under by the law of
nations, and the common confent of mankind,

When you fend a letter fealed to the poft-houfe,

"you have not indeed a {pecial agreement with all
perfons through whofe hands it paffes, that it
fhall not be opened by any hand, but his
only to whom it is dire€ted: yet men know
themfelves to be under this reftraint, and that it

1s unlawful and difhonourable to tranfgrefs it.
Since then the fepulchre was fealed.; fince the
{eal imported a covenant, confider who were the
parties to this covenant. They could be no
-other than the chief Priefts on one fide, the
Apoftles on the-other. To prove this, no fpe-
cial agreement ‘need be thewn. On one fide,
therewas:a concern to fee the prediction ful-
filled; on the other, to prevent fraud in fulfil-
ling
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ling it. The fum of their agreement was na-
turally this: that the feals fhould be opened at
the time appointed for the Refurreftion, that all
parties might fee and be fatshed, whether the
dead body was come to life, or no.

~ What now would any reafonable man expect
from thefe circumftances? Do not you expect

to hear that the chief Priefts and the Apoftles
met at the time appolinted, opened the {eals,
and that the matter in difpute was {ettled beyond
ali controverfy one way or other? But fee
how it happened. The feals were broken, the
body ftolen away in the night by the Difciples;
none of the chief Priefts prefent, or fummoned
to {ee the feals opened. The guards, when ex-
amined, were forced to confefs the truth, though
joined with an acknowledgment of their gnilt,
which made them lhablie to be puniflied by
Filate; they confefled that they were afleep,
and in the mean time that the body was ftolen
“away by the difciples.
~ This evidence of the Reman {oldiers, and the
far ftronger evidence ari{ing from the clandeftine
manner of breaking up the feals, are fufficient
proofs of fraud.
e But
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But there is another circumftance in the- cafe
of equal weight. Though the {eals did not pre-
vent the cheat entirely, yet they effectually fal-
{ified the predittion. According to the predic-
tion, Jefus was to rife on the third day, or after
the third day. At this time the chief Priefts
intended to be prefent, and probably would
have been attended by a great multitude. This

1ade it 1mpoflible to play any tricks at that
time, and therefore the Apoftles were forced to
haften the plot; and accordinfrly the Refurrec-
tion happened a day before its time. For the
body was buried on the Fiiday, and was gone
carly in the morning on Senday.

Thefe are plain facts; faéts drawn from the
accounts given us by thofe who are friends to
the belief of the Refurrection.  The Gentleman

will not call thefe 1magmnations, or complain
that I have gtven hign {chemes 1nftead of evi-
dence.

Mr. B. My Lord, I am now to confider
that part of the argument upon which the Gen-
rleman lays the greateft ftrefs. He has given
us his evidence; mere evidence, he fays, un-
mixed and clear of all {chemes and imaginations.
in one thing indeed he has been as good as his

word;
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word; he has proved beyond contradiction,
that Chrift died, and was laid in the f(epulchre ;
- for without doubt when the Fews fealed the
ftone, they took care to fee that the body was
there; otherwife their precaution was ufelefs,
He has proved too, that the prediftion of Chrift
concerning his own Refurreftion, was a thing
publicly known in all Ferufalem; for he owns
that this gave occafion for all the care that was

taken to prevent fraud. If this open prediction
implies a fraudulent defign, the evidence is

ftrong with the Gentleman; but if it thall ap-
pear to be what it really was, the greateft mark
that could be given of fincerity and plain deal-
ing in the whole affair, the evidence will be fil]
as ftrong, but the weight of -1t will fall on the
wrong fide for the Gentleman’s purpofe.

In the next place, ¢he Gentleman feems to
be at a great lofs to account for the credit which
the chief Priefts gave to the prediction of the
Refurretion, by the care they took to prevent
it. He thinks the thing in 1tfelf was too extra-
vagant and abfurd te deferve any regard; and
that no one would have regarded fuch a predic-
tion In any other time or place. I agree with
the Gentleman entirely : but then [ demand of

3 him
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hirh a reafon why the chief Priefts were under
any concern about this prediftion: Was it be-
caufe they had plainly difcovered him to be a
cheat and an impoftor ! It is impoffible. This
reafon would have convinced them of the folly
and prefumption of the predittion. It muft
therefore neceflarily be, that they had difcovered
fomething 1n the lfe and actions of Chrift,
which raifed this jealoufy, and made them liften
to a prophecy 1n his cafe, which 1n any other
cafe they would have defpifed. And what could
this be but the fecret conviction they were un-
der by his many miracles of his extraordinary
powers ¢ This care therefore of the chief Priefts
over his dead, helplefs body, is a lafting tefti-
mony of the mighty works which Jefus did n
his life-time,  For had the ¥ews been perfuaded
that he performed no wonders in his life, f think

they would not have been afraid of feeing any
done by him after his death.

But the Gentleman is of another mind, e
fays they had difcovered a plain cheat in the cale
of Lazarus, whom Chrift had pretended to raife
from the dead; and therefore they took all this
care to guard againft a like cheat.

c - Ibegin
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i begin now to want evidence ; I am forbid
to call this 1magination; what elfe to call it I
know not. There is not the leaft intimation
given from hiftory, that there was any cheat in

the cafe of Lazarus, or that any one fufpected a

cheat. Lazarus lived 1n the country after he
was raifed from the dead; and though his life

was fecretly and bafely {fought after, yet no body
had the courage to call him to a trial of his
part of the cheat. It may be faid perhaps the
rulers were terrified. Very well: but they were
not terrified when they had Chntt in their pof-
{cflion, when they brought him to a trial ; why
did they not then objet -this cheat to Chnift?
It would have been much to their purpofe.
Inftead of that, they accufe him of a defign
to pull down their temple, to deitroy their
law, and of blafphemy; but not one word of
any fraud in the cafe of Lazarus; or any other
cale, |

~ But'not to enter into the merits of this caufe,
which has in 1t too many circumftances for your
prefent confideration ; let us take the cafe to be
as the Gentleman ftates 1t, that the cheat, in
the cafe of Lazarus, was dete€ted. 'What con-

fequence 15 to expetted? In all other cafes,
impoftors
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impoftors, once difcovered, grow wdious an.
contemptible, and quite incapable of doing fur-
ther mifchief: {o lietle are they reparded, that
even when they tell the truth, they are ne-
gleCted. Was it fo 1n this cafe ¢ No, fays the
Gentleman, the Fews were the more careful that
Chrift thould not cheat them 1 his own Refur-
reCtion. Surely this 1s a moft fingular cafe:
when the people thought him a prophet, the
chief Priefts fought to kill him, and thought his
death would put an end to his pretenfions: when
they and the people had difcovered him to be a
cheat, then they thought him not fafe, even
when he was dead, but were afraid he fhould
prove a true Prophet, and, according to his
own predition, rife again, A needlefs, a pre-
pofterous fear!

In the next place, the Gentleman tells us how
proper the car@was that the chief Priefts took,
agree perfectly with lum.  Human policy could
not 1nvent a more proper method to guard againfl
and preventall fraud.  They delivercd the fepul-
chre, with the dead bocfy In it, to a company of
Koman {oldiers, who had orders from their office:
to watch the {epulchre.  Their care went furtlier

iull, they fealed the door of the {epulchre,
c2 Upon
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Upon this occafion, the Gentleman has ex-
plained the ufe of feals when applied to fuch

purpofes. They imply, he fays, a covenant
that the things fealed up fhall remain in the con-

dition they are, till the parties to the fealing are
agreed to open them, I fee no reafon to enter

into the learning about feals: let it be as the
Gentleman has opened 1t. What then?

Why then, it feems, the Apcitles and chief
Priefts were 1n a covenant that there fhould be:
no Refurrection, at leaft no opening of the door,
till they met together at an appointed time to
view and unfeal the door.

Your Lordfhip and the Court wiil now con-
fider the probability of this fuppofition. When
Chrift was feized and carried to his trial, his
Difciples fled, -and hid themfelves for fear of the

%fews, out of a juft apprehenfion that they
fhould, if apprehended, be facrifiged with their
Mafter. Feter indeed followed him, but his

courage. foon failed, and 1t 1s well known 1n
what manner he denied himi, After the death
of Chrift, his Difciples were {o far from being
ready to engage for his Refurrection, or to en-
ter into terms and agrezments for the manner in
which it fhould be done, that they themfelves

did



[ 53]
did not believe 1t ever would be. They gave
over all hopes and thoughts of it; and far from
entering 1nto engagements with the chief Priefts,
their whole concern was to keep themfelves
concealed from them.  This is a well known
cafe, and I will not trouble you with particular
authorities to prove this truth., Can any man
now 1n his right {enfes, think that the Difciples,
under thele circumftances, entered into this cove-
nant with the Fews ¢ I believe the Gentleran
does not think it, and for that reafon fays, that
{cals fo ufed import a covenant without a fpecial
agreement, Be it fo; and it mult then be al-
lowed, that the Apoftles were no more con-
cerned in thefe feals, than every other man in
the country, and no more anfwerable for them;;

for the covenant reached to every body as well
as to them, fince they were under no fpecial
contract,

But I beg pardon for {pending your time un-
neceflarily ; when the fimple, plain account of
this matter, will beft anfwer all thefe jealoufies
and fufpicions. The Pews, it is plain, were
exceedingly {olicitous about this event, For
this reafon they obtained a guard from Pilate;
and when they had, they were ftill fufpicious

C 3 left
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left their guﬁrds thould deceive them, and enter
Into combination againft them. To fecure this
point,. they fealed the door, and required of the

guards to deliver up the fepulchre to them fealed
as 1t was. This 1s the natural and true ac-

count of the matter. Do but confider it in a
parallel cafe;; fuppofe a prince fhould fet a guard
at tne door of his treafury; and the the officer
who placed the guard fhould feal the door, and
fay to the {oldiers, you fhall be anfwerable for
the feal if I find 1t broken: would not all the
world underftand the feal to be fixed to guard
againiv the foldiers, who might, though em-
ploved to keep off others, be ready enough to
pilfer themfelves?  This 1s in all fuch cafes but
a neceffary care; you mav place guards, and
when you do, allisn their power; Ef quis cu/-
todes cuftodiat ipfos ?

But i1t {feems, that notwithftanding all this
care, the {cals were broken, and the body gone::
if you complain of this, Sir, demand fatisfaction
of yowr Guards, they only are refponfible for
it. The\Difciples had no more to do in i,
than you or .. '

‘The guards, the -Gentleman fays, have con-
felled the truth, and owned that they were

afleep,
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afleep, and that the Difciples in the mean time
{tole away the body. I with the guards were
in Court, I would afk them, how they came to
be fo punctual in relating what happened when
they were afleep ; what induced them to belicve
that the body was ftolen at all; whar, thac it
was ftolen by the Difciples; fince by their own
confeflion they were afleep, and faw nothing,
faw no body. But fince they are not to be had,
I would defire to afk the Gentleman the fame

queftions ; and whether he has any authorities
In point, to fhew that ever any man was ad-
mitted as an evidence in any Court, to prove a
fat which happened when he was afleep. 1 fee
the Gentleman 1s uneafy ; I will prefs the mat-
ter no further.

As this ftory has no evidence to f{upport it,
fo neither has it any probability. The Gentle-
man has given you the character of the Difciples,
that they were weak, ignorant men, full of the
popular prejudices and {uperftitions of theit
country : which ftuck clofe to them, notwith-
ftanding their -long acquaintance with ther
Mafter. The Apoftles are not much wronged
1n this account.  And is it likely that fuch men
thould engage in fo defperate a defign as to

C 4 {leal
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fieal away the body, in oppofition to the com-

bined power of the Fews and Remans 2 What

coula tempt them toit?  What good could the
dead body do them? or if it could have done

them any, what hope had they to fucceed in
their attempt 2 A dead body is not to be re-
moved by fleight of hand; ‘it requires many
hanas to move it. . Befides, the great ftone at
the mOUtIl ot the fepulchre was to be removed;
which could not be done £ lently, or by men
waiking on tip-toes to prevent difcovery; {o
that if the guards had really been afleep, yet
there was no encouragement to go on this enter-

prize. ¥or 1t is hardly poffible to fuppole, but
that rolling away the ftone, moving the body,

the hurry and confufion in carrying 1t off, muft
awaken them.

But fuppofing the thing practicable, yet the
attempt was fuch as the Difciples confiftently

with their own notions could not undertake,
‘The Gentleman fays, they continued all their
Mafter’s life-time to expect to fee him a temporal
Prince ; and a friend of the Gentleman’s* has

obferved, what is equally true, that they had

* Grounds, page 33.

the
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the fame expeQation after his death. Confider
now their cafe. Their Mafter was dead; and
they are to contrive to fteal away his body.
For what? Duid they expelt to make a King
of the dead body, if they could get it into their
their power?  Or did they think, if they had
it, they could raife it to hfe again? If they
trufted fo far to their Mafter’s prediction, as to
expect his Refurrection, (which I think is evi-
dent they did not) could they yet think the
Refurrection depended on their having the dead.
body? It is in all views abfurd. But the
Gentleman {uppoles, that they meant to carry
on the defign for themielves in their Mafter’s
name, 1if they could but have perfuaded the
people to believe him rifen from the dead. But:
he does not confider, that by this {fuppofition he
trips the Difciples of every part of their cha-
racter at once, and prefents to us a new fet of
men 1n every refpect different from the former.
The former Dilciples were plain, weak men;
but thefe are bold, hardy, cunning, and con-
triving. ‘The former were full of the fuperfti-
tion of their country, and expefted a Prince
from the authority of their prophets: but thefe

C 3 are
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are defpifers of the prophets, and of the notions
of their countrymen, and are defigning to turn
thefe fables to their own advantage : for it can-

not be fuppofed that they believed the prophets,.
and at the fame time thought to accomplith, or

defeat them, by fo manifeft a cheat, to which
they themfelves, at leaft, were confcious.

But let us take leave of thefe fuppofitions,
‘and fee how true the evidence 1n this cafe ftands.
Guards were placed, and they did their duty..
But what are guards and centinels agawft the
power of God! An Angel of the Lord opened
the {epulchre, the gunards faw him, and became
like dead men, This account they gave to the:
chief Priefts; who fhll perfifting in their ob-
ftinacy, bribed the guards to tell the contra-
diGtory ftory, of their being afleep, and the body:
ftolen.

I cannot but obferve to your Lordfhip, that
all thefe crrcumftances, fo much queftioned and
fufpected, were neceffary circumftances, fup-
pefing the Refurrection to be true. The {cal
was broken, the body came out of the fepul-
¢chre, the-guards were placed in vain to prevent it..
Be it fo: I defire to know whether the Gen-
tleman thinks that the feal put God under cove-

nant;
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nant ; or could prefcribe to him" a method of
performing this great work? Or whether he
thinks the guards were placed to maintain the
{zal, 11 conofition to the power of God? If he
will maviiin neither of thefe points, then the
opening of the feals, notwithftanding the guard
ict upon them, will be an evidence, not of the
traud, but of the power of the Refurre®ion ;.
and the guards will have nothing to anfer for,
but only this, that they were not ftronger than
God. The feal was a proper check upon the
guards ; the Fews had no other meaning in it ;
they could not be fo ftupid, as to imagine that
they could by this contrivance difappoint the:
defigns of Providence. And 1t 1s {urprifing to
hear thefe circumftances made ufe of to prove
the Refurreétion to be a fraud, which yet could
not but happen, {uppofing the Refurretion to
be true.

But there 1s another circumftance ftill; which:
the Gentleman reckons very matenal, and upon
which, I find, great firefs is laid.  The Refur-
retion happened, we are told, a day {fooner
than the predic¢tion imported. The reafon af-
figned for it is, that the execution of the plit at
the time appointed, was rendered impraflicable,

oé becaufe
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becaufe the chief Priefts, and probably great
numbers of the people, were prepared to vifit -
the fepulchre at that time; and therefore the
Difciples wére - under a neceflity of haftening
their plot..

This obfervation 15 entirely inconfiftent with
the {uppofition upon which the reafoning ftands.
The Gentleman has all along fuppofed the Re-

furrection to have been managed by fraud, and
not by violence ; and indeed violence, if there

had been an opportunity of ufing it, would have
been mfignificant.  Beating the guards, and re-

moving the dead body by force, would have
- deftroyed all pretences to a Refurrection. Now
furely the guards, fuppofing them not to be
encugh 1n number to withftand all violence,
were at leaft {ufficient to prevent, or to difcover
fraud. What occafion then to haften the plot
for fear of numbers meeting at the tomb, fince
there were numbers always prefent fufficient to
difcover any fraud; the only method that could
ke ufed in the cale ? | |
- Suppole then that we could not give a fa-
tisfactory account of the way of reckoning the
time from the Crucffixion to the Refurrection;
yet this we can fay, that the Refurretion hap-
pened
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pened during the time that the guards had the
fepulchre in keeping; and 1t 1s impofiible to
imagine what opportunity this could give to
fraud., Had the time been delayed, the guards
removed, and then a Refurrection pretended, it
might with {fome colour of reafon have been
faid, Why did he not come within his time ¢
Why did he chufe to come after his time, when
all witnefles, who had paniently expected the
appointed hour, were.withdrawn? But now
what i1s to be obje¢ted? You think he came
too {oon. But were not your guards at the

door when he-came?! Did they not fee what
happened? And what other fatisfaction could
you have had, fuppofing he had come a day
later |

By faying of this, I do not mean to decline
the Gentleman’s objection, which 1s founded
upon a miftake of a way of {peaking, common
to the ¥ews and other people ; who, when they
name any number of days and years, include
the firft and the laft of the days or years to make
up the fum, Chrift, alluding to his own Refur-
reCtion, fays, in three days I will raife it up.
The Angels report his prediction thus, The fon
of man fball be crucified, and the third day rife

aga 11«
4
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again. Ellewhere 1t i1s faid, after three divs;
and again, that he was to be in the bowels of
the carth zbree days and three nights. 'Thefe ex.
preflions are equivalent to each other, for «-
always reckon the night into the day, when w:
reckon by {o many days. If you agree to do o
thing ten days hence, you ftipulate for forbear-
ance for the nights as well as days; and there-
fore in reckoning, two days, and two days and
two nights, are the fame thing. That the ex-
preflion, after three days, means inclulive days,
1s proved by Grotius on Matt. xxvil. 63. and
by others. The prediction therefore was, that
he would rife on the third day. Now, he was
crucified on Friday, and buried ; he lay in the
grave all Saturday, and rofe early on Sunday
morning. But the Gentleman thinks he ought
not to have nfen till Monday. Pray try what
the ufe: of common language requires to be un-

derftood in a hike cafe, Suppofe you were told,
that your friend fickened on Friday, was let

blood on Saturday, and the third day he died ;
what day would you think he died on? If you
have any doubt about 1t, put the queftion to
the firft plain man you meet, and he will refolve
it. The Yews could have no doubt in this cafe;.

for



[ 63 ]

for {o they practifed in one of the highe{t points

of their law. Every male child was to be cir-
cumcifed on the eighth day. How did they

reckon the days? Why, the day of the birth
was one, and the day of the circumcifion ano-
ther; and though a child was born towards the
very end of the firft day, he was capable of cir-
cumcifion on any time of the eighth day. And
therefore it 1s not new nor ftrange, that the
third day, in our cafe, fhould be reckoned into
the number, though Chrift rofe at the very be-
oinning of 1t. It 15 more ftrange to reckon

whole years 1n this manner; and yet this is the
conftant method oblerved in Prolenzy’s Canon,

the moft valuable piece of ancient chronology,
next to the Bible, now extant. If a king lived
over the firft day of a year, and died the week
after, that whole year 1s reckoned to his reion,

[ have now gone through the feveral objec-
tions upon this head ; what credit they may gain
in this age, I know not; but it is plain they
had no credit when they were firft fpread abroad;
nay 1t 1s evident that the very perfons who fet
abroad this ftory of the body being ftolen, did
not believe it themfelves, And not to infilt
here upon the plain fact, which was, that the

guards
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guards were hired to tell this lie by the chief
Priefts, it will appear from the after-condut of
the chief Priefts themielves, that they were con-
{cious that the ftory was falfe. Not long after
the Refurre&tion of Chrift, the Difciples having
received new power from above, appeared pub-
licly in Ferafalems, and in the very Temple, and
teftified the Refurrection of Chnift, even before
thofe who had murdered him. What now' do
the chief Priefts do? They {eize upon the
Apoftles, they threaten them, they beat them,
they {courge them, and all to fiop their mouths,
infilting that they fhould fay no more of the
matter. But why did they not, when they had
the Difciples in their power, charge them di-
reCtly with their notorious cheat 1n {tealing the
body, and expofe them to the people as im-
poﬁoré? This had been much more to their
purpofe, than all their menaces and 1ll ufage,
and would more effectually have undeceived the
people.  But of this not one word is faid.  They
try to murder them, enter into combinations to
affaflinate them, prevail with Herod to put one
of them to death; but not {o- much as a charge
againft them of any fraud in the Refurrection.
Their orator Tertullus, who could not have

miﬁ'ed

¢,
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miffed {o fine a topic of declamation, had there
been but a {ufpicion to {upport it, 1s quite filent
on this head, and 15 content to flountth on the
common-place of {edition and herely, profaning
the Temple, and the like; very trifles to ‘his
caufe, in comparifon to the other accufation,
had there been any ground to make ufe of it
And vet as it happens, we are {ure the very
queftion of the Refurrection came under debate;
for Feftus tells King Agrippa, that the Fews had
certain queftions againft Paul, of one Fefus which
was dead, whom Paul affirmed to be alive.  After
this, Agrippa hears Paul himfelf; and had he
fufpected, much lefs had he been convinced
that there was a cheat in the Refurreétion, he
would hardly have {aid to Pau/ at the end of the
conference, almoft thou perfuadeft me to be a
Chriftian.

But let us {ee what the Council and Senate of
the children of Ifrael thought of this matter, in
the moft folemn and ferious deliberation they
ever had about it. * Not'long after the Refur-
retion, the Apoftles were taken; the high
Prieft thought the matter of that weight, that

* Alls v,

he
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he fummoned the Council and Senate of the

children of Jfrael. The Apoitles are brought
before them, and make their defence, Part of
their defence 1s in thefe words; T God of our
fathers raifed up Fejits, whom ye [lew and banged
on ¢ tree. The defence was indeed a heavy
charge upon the fenate, and in the warmth of
their anger, their firft refolution was to flay
them all. But Gamaliel, one of the Council,

ftood up, and told them, that the matter de-
ferved more confideraticn. He recounted to

them the hittory of feveral impoftors who had
perithed, and concluded with refpelt to the cafe
of the Apoftles then before them ; If this work
be of men, it will come to nought ; but if it be of
God, ye cannot overthrow it, leff boply ye be found
o fight againy Ged. The Council agreed to
this advice, and after fome 1ill treatment, the
Apoftles were difcharged., I afk now, and let
any man of common {enfe anfwer; could Gama-

lie] poflibly have given this advice, and {up-
pofed that the hand of God might be with the
Apoftles, if he had known that there was a cheat
difcovered 1n the Refurrection of Jefus? Could

the whole Senate have followed this advice, had
they believed the difcovery of the chear? Was

ther
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there not ameng them one man wile enough to
{ay, how can you f{uppofe God to have any
thing to do in this affair, when the Refurredtion
of Jefus, upon which all depends, was a note-
rious cheat, and manifeflly proved to be fo?
I thould but leffen the weight of this authority
by faving more, and therefore I will reft here,
and give way to the Gentleman to go on with
his accufation.

Mr. 4. My Lord, before I proceed any
further, I beg leave to fay a few words in reply
to what the Gentleman has offered on this

head. The Gentleman thinks that the detection
in the cafe of Lazarus ought to have made the
Fews quite unconcerned in the cafe of Yefirs,
and fecure as to the event of his own Refurrec-
tion. He fays very true, {uppofing their care
had been for themfelves; but governors have
another care upon their hands, the care of their
people ; and it is not enough for them to guard
againft being impofed on themfelves, they muft
be watchful to guard the multitude againft frauds
and deceits. The chief Priefts were fatisfied in-
deed of the fraud in the cafe of Lazarus, yet
they faw the people deceived by 1t; and for this

reafon, and not for their own' fatisfaction, they

of
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uled the caution in the cafe of the RefurreGion
of Jefus, which I before laid before you. In fo
doing, they are well juttified; and the incon-
liltency charged on the other fide, between their
opinion of Jefus, and their fear of being im-
poled on by his pretended Refurretion, is fully
anfwered. |

The next obfexvation relates to the feal of
the fepulchre. 'The Gentleman thinks the feal
was ufed as a check upon the Roman foldiers.
But what reafon had the Fews to fufpeét them?
They were not Difciples of Jefus; they were
fervants of the Romax Governor, and employed
in the fervice of the Fews : and I leave 1t to the
Court to judge, whether the Fews fet the feal
to guard againft their friends, or their enemies.
But if the feals were really ufed againft the
guards, then the breaking of the feals 1s a proot
that the guards were corrupted : and 1t fo, 1t 1s
eafy to conceive how the body was removed.

As to the Difciples, the Gentleman obferves,
that the part allotted them in the management

of the Refurretion fuppofes an unaccountable
change in their charater. It will not be long
before the Gentleman will have occafion for as
great a change in their chara@ter; fo? thefe

weak
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weak men you will find foon employed i con-
verting the world, and fent to appear before
Kings and Princes in the name of their Mafter;

foon you will fee them grow wife and powerful,
and every way qualified for their extenfive and
important bufinefs. The only difference be-
tween me and the Gentleman on the other fide
will be found to be this, that I date this change
a little earher than he does, a fmall matter
furely, to determine the right of this contro-
verty.

The laft obfervation relates to King Agrippa’s
complaitfance to Paul, and Gamaliel’s advice.
I cannot aniwer for Avrippa’s meaning, but cer-
tainly he meant but httle ; and 1if this matter 1s
to be tried by his opinion, we know that he
never did turn Chriftian. As for Gamaliel, 1t
1s probable that he faw great numbers of the
people engaged zealoufly in favour of the
Apoftles, and might think it prudent to pafs the
matter over 1n filence, and not to come to ex-
tremities, ‘This 1s a common cafe in all go-
vernments ; the multitude and their leaders often
efcape punifhment, not becaule they do not de-
ferve it, but becaufe itis not, in fome circum-
flances, prudent to exact it.

I pais
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- 1 pafs over thefe things lightly, becaufe the
next article contains the great, to us indeed,
who live at this diftance, the only great quettion;
for whatever reafon the Fews had to believe the
Refurrection, it 1s nothing to us, unlefs the
ftory has been conveyed to us upon fuch evi-
dence as is {uflicient to fupport the weight laid
on it, |

- My Lord, we are now to enter upon the laft
and main article of this cafe; the nature of the
evidence upon which the credit of the Refurrec-
tion ftands. Before I enquire into the qualifica-
- tions of the particular witneffes whofe words we
are defired to take. in this cafe; I would afk,
why this evidence, which manifeftly relates to
the moft effential point of Chriftianity, was not
put beyond all exception? Many of the mira-
cles of Chrift are {faid to be done 1n the ftreets,
nay even the Temple, under the obfervation of
all the world ; but the like 1s not fo much as
pretended as to this; nay, we have it upon the
confeflion of Peter, the ringleader of the Apof-
tles, that Chnft appeared not to all the pesple,
out unto witneffes chofen before of God *, Why

| * A8s x. 41,

i picking
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picking and culling of witnefles in this cafe more
than 1n any other? Does it not import fome
fufpicion, raife fome jealoufy, that this cafe
would not bear the public light ?

I weuld afk more particularly, why did not
Jefus -after his Refurretion appear openly to

the chief Priefts and Rulers of the Fews ? Since
his commiffion related to them in an efpecial

manner, why were not his credentials laid before
them ¢ 'The Refurrettion 1s acknowledged to
be the chief proof of his miflion, why then was
it concealed from thofe who were more than all
others concerned in the event of his miffion?

Suppofe an ambaflador from {fome foreign Prince
fhould come into England, make his public en-
try through the city, pay and receive vifits, and
at laft refufe to thew any letters of credence, or
to wait on the King, what would you think of
him? Whatever you would think in that cafe,
you muft think in this, fdr there 1sno difference
between them.

But we muft take the evidence as it is; it
was thought proper in this cafe, to have fele&,
chofen witnefles ; and we muft now confider who
they were, and what reafon we have to take
therr word,

The
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The fitlt witnefs was an” Angel or Angels:
they appeared like men to fome women who
went early to the fepulchre. If they appeared
like men, upon what ground are we to take
them for Angels? The women faw men, and
therefore they can witnefs only to the feeing of
‘men : but I fuppofe it is the women’s judgment,
and not their evidence that we are to follow in
this cafe. Here then we have a ftory of one
apparttion to fupport the credit of another appa-
riton; and the firft apparition hatp not {o much
as the evidence of the women: to fupport it, but
1s grounded on their {uperftition, 1gnorance, and
fear. Every country can afford an hundred 1n-

ftances of this kind ; and there is this common
to them all, that as learning and common {enfe

prevail in any country, they die away and are
no more heard of.

T he next witnefles are the women themfelves:
the wifeft men can hardly guard themfelves

againft the fears of fuperftition; poor filly wo-
men therefore in_this cafe muft needs be un-
exceptionable witnefles; and fit to be admitted
into the number of the chofen witnefles to atteft
this fa&t. One part of the account given of

them is very rational, that they were furprifed
and
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and frightened beyond meafure ; and I leave it
to your Lordfhip and the Court to judge, how
well qualified they were to give a juft relation
of what paffed.

After this, Jefus appears to two of his Difci-
ples as they were upon a journey; he joins
them, and introduces a difcourfe about himfelf ;
and fpent much time, till it began to grow
dark, in expounding the prophecies relating to

the Death and Refurreétion of the Meflias. All

this while the Difciples knew him not. But
then going into an houfe to lodge together, at
fupper he broke bread, and gave it to them;
iminediately they kpew him, 1mmediately he
vamfhed. Here then are two witneffes more
but what will you call them? Eye-witneffes ?
Why their eyes were open, and they had theur

fenfes, when he reafoned with them and they
knew him not, So far therefore they are wit-
neffes that it was not he, Tell us therefore
upon what account you rejelt the evidence of
their fenfe before the breaking of the bread,
and infift on it afterwards¢  And why did Jefus
vanith as foon 4s known; which has more of
the air of an apparition, than of the appearance
of a real man reftored to hte?

D Cleopas,
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- Cleopas, who was one of thefe two Difciples,
finds out the Apoftles, to make the report of
what had paffed to them. No {ooner was the {tory
told, but Jefus appears among them. They
were all frightened and contounded, and thought
they faw a {pectre. He rebukes them for in-
fidelity, and their flownefs in believing the pro-
phecies of his Refurretion: and though he re-.
fufed before to let the women touch him, (a
circumf{tance which I ought not to have omuited ;)
yet now he 1nvites the Apoftles to handle him,
to examine his hands and feet, and {fearch the
wounds of the crofs. But what body was it
they examined? The fame that came 1n
when the doors were fhut; the fame that va-
nifhed from the two Difciples; the fame that
the women might not touch: in a word, a body
quite different from a human body, which we
know cannot pafs through walls, or appear or
difappear at pleafure. 'What then could their
hands or eyss inform them of in this cafe?
Befides ; 1s 1t credible that God fhould raife a
body imperfectly, with the very wounds in it
of which it died? Or if the wounds were fuch
as deftroyed the body before, how could a natu-
ral body fubfift with them afterwards.? *
There
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There are more appearances of Jefus rc-
corded, but {fo much of the fame kind, fo lia-
ble to the fame difficultics and objections, that
I will not trouble your Lordfhip and the Court
with a diftin& enumeration of them. If the
Gentleman on the other fide finds any advan-
tage in any of them more than in thefe men-
tioned, I fhall have an opporturity to confider
them in my reply.

It may feem furprifing to you, perhaps, that
a matter of this moment was trufted upon fuch
evidence as this: but 1t will be ftill more fur-
prifing to confider that the feveral nations who
received the Gofpel, and {ubmitted to the faith
of this article, had not even this evidence: for
what people or nation had the evidence of the
Angels, the women, or even of all the Apoftles?
So far from it, that every country had its fingle
Apoftle, and received the faith upon the credit
of his fingle evidence. We have foliowed our
anceftors without enquiry ; and if you examine
the thing to the bottom, our belief was oni-
oinaily bult upon the word of one man.

I thall trouble you, Sir, bt with one ohfer-
vation more, which 15 tius: that although in
common life we act in a thoufand inltances upon

D2 tile
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the faith and credit of human teftimony ; yet the
reafon for{o doing is not the fame in the cale
before us. In common affairs, where nothing 1s
afferted but what is probable, and poffible, and ac-
cording to the ufual courfe of nature, a reafonable
degree of evidence ought to determine every man,
For the very probability, or poflibility of the
thing, is a fupport to the evidence ; and in fuch
cafes we have no doubt but a man’s fenfes qua-
lify him to be a witnefs. But when the thing

teftified 1s contrary to the order of nature, and,
at firft fight at leaft, impoffible, what evidence

can be fufficient to overturn the conftant evi-
dence of nature, which fhe gives us in the con-
ftant and regular method of her operations? If
a man tells me he has been in France, I ought to
eive a reafon for not believing him ; but if he
tells me he comes from the grave, what reafon
can he give why I fhould beleve him? In
the cafe before us, fince the body raifed from

the grave differed from common natural bodies,
as we have before {een; how can I be affured

that the Apoftles’ fenfes qualified them to judge
at all of this body, whether it was the fame, or
not the fame which was burted? They handled
the body, which yet could pafs through doors

and
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and walls; they faw it, and {fometimes knew
it, at other times knew it not. In a word, it

{cems to be a cafe exempt from human evidence.
Men have limited fenfes, and a limited reaion;
when they act within their limits, we may give

credit to them; but when they talk of things
removed beyond the reach of their fenfes and
realon, we muft quit our own, if we believe
theirs.

Mr. B. My Lord, in anfwering the objec-
tions under this head, I fhall find myfelf obliged
to change the order in which the Gentleman
thought proper to place them. He began with
complaining, that Chrift did not appear pub-
licly to the Fews after his RefurreGion, and
efpecially to the chief Priefts and Rulers; and
feemed to argue, as if fuch evidence would have
put the matter in queftion out of all doubt;
but he concluded with an obfervation, to prove
that no evidence 1n this cafe can be fufficient ;
that a Refurrection 1s a thing in nature impofii-
ble, at leaft impoflible to be proved to the fatis-
faCtion of a rational enquirer. If this be the
cafe, why does he require more evidence, fince
none can be fufficient? Or to what purpofe is

it to vindicate the particular evidence of the
D 3 Refur-
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Refurreétion of Chnft, {o long as this geneial
prejudice, that a Refurre€tion is incapable of
being proved, remains unremoved? I am un-
der a neceflity therefore to confider this obfer-
vation in the firft place, that it may not lie as a
dead weight upen all I have to offer 1n {upport
of the evidence of Chrift’s Refurrection.

The Gentleman allows it to be reafonable
many cafes to act upon the teftimony and credit
of others; but he thinks this fhould be confined
to fuch cafes, where the thing teftified is pro-
bable, poffible, and according to the ufual conrfe of
usiure.  The Gentleman does not, I {uppofe,

pretend to know the extent of all natoral pofii-
bilittes, much lefs will he fuppofe them to be

generally known; and therefore his meaning
muft be, that the teftimony of witnefles is to be
received only in cafes which appear to us to be
poffible. In any other fenfe we can have no
difpute ; for mere impoflibilities which can ne-
ver exift, can never be proved. Taking the
obfervation therefore in this {enfe, the propofi-
tion 15 this: that the teltimony of others ought
not to be admitted, but in fuch matters as ap-
pear probable, or at leaft poflible to our con-
ceptions, For inftance : a man who lives 1n a

warm
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warm climate, and never faw ice, ought 15p0n
no evidence to believe that rivers freeze and
orow hard tn cold countries ; for this is impro-

bable, contrary to the ufual courfe of nature;
and impofiible according to his notion of things.

And yet we all know that this 1s a plamn manifeft
cafe, difcernible by the fenles of men, of which
therefore they are qualified to be good witnefles,
An hundred fuch inftances might be named,
but it is needlefs; for furely nothing is more
apparently abfurd, than to make one man’s
ability i difcerming, and his veracity in report-
g plain fadls, depend upon the (kill or igno-
rance of the hearcr.  And what has the Gentle-
man faid, upen this occalion, agamft the Re-
furrection, more than any man, who never faw
ice, might fay againt an hundred honeft wit-
nefies, who affert that water turns to ice 1n cold
climates ¢

It is very true, that men do not fo eafily be-
lieve upon teftimony of others, things which to
them {eem improbable or umpofiible ; but the

reafon is not, becaufe the thing 1tfclf admits of

no evidence, but becaule the hearer’s precon-
ceived opinion outweighs the credit of the' re-
porter, and makes his veracigyrto be-called
- D 4 h
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in queftion. For inftance: it-is natural for a
ftone to roll down hill, 1t 1s unnatural for 1t to
roll up hill; but a ftone moving up hill 15 as
much the object of fenfe as a ftone moving
down hill; and all men im their {enfes are as
capable of feing and judging, and reporting
the fa&t n one cafe, as in the other. Should

a man then tell you, that he faw a {tone go
up hill of its own accord, you might queftion
his veracity, but you could not fay the thing
admitted no evidence, becaufe it was contrary
to the law and ufual courfe of nature: for the
law of nature formed to vourfelf from your own
experience and reafoning, 1s quite independent
of the matter of fact which the man teftifies ;
and whenever you fee falts yourlelf, which con
tradi€ your notions of the law of Nature, you
admit the falts, becaufe you believe yourfelf;
when you do not admit like facts upon the evi-
dence of others, it 1s becaufe you do not believe
them, and not becaufe the fads in their own
nature exclude all evidence.

Suppofe a man thould tell you that he was
come from the dead: you would be apt to

fufpect his evidence. But what would you fuf-
pet? That he was not alive, when you heard
him,
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him, faw him, felt him, and converfed with
him? You could not f{ufpett this, without
giving up all your fenfes, and alting in this
cale as you act in no other. Here then you:
would queftion, whether the man had ever been.
dead. But would you fay,. that it is incapable
of being made plain by human teftimony, that
this or that man died a year ago? It cannot be
fard.  Evidence in this cafe 1s admitted in all
Courts perpetually.

Confider 1t the other way. Suppofc you

faw a man publicly executed, his body: after~
wards wounded by the executioner, and carried

and laid in the grave; that after this you fhould
be told, that the man was come' to: life again:
what would you {ufpelt 1n this cafe?  Not that
the man had never been dead ; for that you faw
yourfelf: but you would fufpe@ whether he was
now alive. But would you fay, this cafe cx-
cluded all human teftimony; and that men
could not poflibly difcern, whether one with
whom they converfed familiarly, was alive o1
no? Upon what ground ceuld you iy this?
A man rifing trom the grave 1s an object of fenfe,.
and can give the fame cvidence ‘of his being’
alive,. as any othér man in the world can. give..

R § 30
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So that a Refurreltion confidered only as a fact
to be proved by .evidence, 1s a plain cafe; 1t

requires no greater ability in the witnefles, than
that they be-able to diftinguifh between a man
dead, and a men alive: a point, in which I
oehieve every man hiving thinks himfelf a judee.
I do allow that this cafe, and others of like
nature, require more evidence to give them
credit than ordinary cafes do.  You may there-
fore require more evidence in thefe, than in
other cafes; but 1t is abfurd to fay, that fuch
cales admit no eviaence, when the things in
queftion are manifeftly objects of fenfe.

I ailow turther, that the Gentleman has rightly
ftated the difficulty upon the foot of common
prejudice; and that it arifes from hence, that
luch cales appear to be contrary to the courfe
of Nature. But I defire him to confider what
the courfe of Nature is. Iivery man, from the
loweit countryman to the higheft philofopher,
irames to himielf from his experience and ob-
{ervation a notion of the courfe of Nature ; and
is ready to fay of every thing reported of him
that contradilts his experience, that & is con-
srary to Nature. But will the Gentleman fay
trat every thing 15 impoflible, or even impro-

bable,
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ble, that contradi&s the notion which men
frame to themfelves of the courfe of Nature ?

[ think 'he will not fay 1t. And if he will, he
muft fay that water can never freeze, for it is

abfolutely inconfiftent with the notion which
men have of the courfe of Nature, who live in
the warm climates. And hence it appears, that
when men talk of the courfe of Nature, they
really talk of their own prejudices and 1magina-
tions, and that {enfe and reafon are not {o much
concerned in the cale as the Gentleman ima-
gines, For I afk, 15 it from the evidence of
fenfe, or the evidence of reafon, that pecople of
warm climates think 1t contrarv to Nature, that
water fhould grow {olid and become 1ce?  As
for fenfe, they fee indeed that water with them
is always liquid, but none of their fenfes tell
them that it can never grow folid ; as for reafon
it can never {o inform them, for right reafon
can never contradit the truth of things. Our
fenfes then inform us rightly what the ufual
courfe of things is; but when we conclude that
things cannot be otherwife, we outrun the in-
formation of our ienlcs, and the conclufion
ftands upon prejudice, and not upon reafon.
And yet fuch conclufions form what 1s generally
| D 6 | called
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called the courfe of Nature. And when men
upon proper evidence and informations admit
things contrary to this prefuppofed courfe of
Nature, they do not, as the Gentleman ex-
prefles it, quit their own fenfe and reafon, but,
in truth, they quit their own muftakes and pre-
judices.

. In the cafe before us, the cafe of the Refur-
-rection ; the great difficulty arifes from the like
prejudice : we all know by experience that all
men die, and rile no more. ‘Therefore we
conclude, that for a dead man to rfe to life
again, 1s contrary to the courfe of Nature: and
certainly it is contrary to the uniform and fettled
courfe of things. But if we argue from hence,
‘that it is contrary and repugnant to the real laws
of Nature, and abfolutely impoflible on that ac-
count, we argue without any foundation to fup-
port us either from our fenfes or our reafon.
We cannot learn from our eyes, or feeling, or

any other fenfe, that it 1s impoffible for a dead
body to live again; if we learn 1t at all, it muft
be from our reafon; and yet what one maxim
of reafon is contradicted by the fuppofition of a

RefurreCtion?  Tior my own part, when I con-
fider how I live; that all the animal motions
neceflary
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necellary to my life are independent of my
will; that my heart beats without my confent,
and without my" divection; that digeftion and
nutrition are performed by methods to which I
am not confcious; that my blood moves in a
perpetual round ; which 1s contrary to all known
laws of motion; I cannot but think that the pre-
{fervation of my life, in every moment of it, is
as great an act of power as is neceffary to raife
a dead man to life. And whoever fo far re-
fleCts upon his own being, as to acknowledge
that he owes it to a fuperior Power, muft needs
think that the fame power which gave life to
fenfelefs matter at firft, and fet all the {prings
and movements a going at the beginning,
can reftore life to a dead body. For furely
1t 1§ not a greater thing to give life- to a
body once .dead, than to a body that never
was alive, | . |
In the next place muft be confidered the dif-
ficulties which the Gentleman has laid before
you with regard to the nature of Chrift’s body
after the Refurrettion, He has produced fome
paflages which, he thinks, 1mply, that the body
was not a real natural body, but a mere phan-
tom, or apparition: and thence concludes, that
there
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there being no real object of fenfe, there can
be no evidence:in the cafe.::

Prefumptions are of no'wemht againft pofitive
evidence ; and. every account: of the Refurrec-
tion aflgres us; that tle body of Chrift was feen,
felt, and-~ handled- by - many perfons ; who were
called upon by Chrift fo to do, that they might
be -affured that'he had -flefh’ and bones, and
was- not'a mere fpe&re as lthev 1n-their firft
furprrﬁ?, ifnaoined him to be, It is impoflible
that they, who ogwve this account, fhould mean

by any thing that they report, to imply that he
had o real body. It'is certain then, that when
the Ge‘ntlemén makes-ufe of what they ay to
this purpbfe ‘he ufes their fayings contrary to
their meaning.  For it-is not pretended that
théy fdy, that Chrift had not a real human body
after the Refurrectiony nor 1s it-pretended they
had any fuch thought, except only upon the
feft furprife of feemcr hlm, and before they had
examined him wvith their eyes and hands. But
fomething they have faid, which the Gentle-
man, according to his notions of philofophy,
thinks, imphes that the body was not real. To
clear this point, therefore;' I muft lay before

" ' you:
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you the paffages referred to, and confider how
juftly the Gentleman reafons from them.

The firft paflage relates to Mary Magdalen,
who, the firft ume fhe faw Chnit, was po-
ing to enbrace his feet, as the cuftom of the |
country was : Chrift {ays to her, ™ Touch mesnof,
for I am not yet afcended to my Fatber ; but go to
ity Brethren, and tell them, &c. Hence the
Gentleman concludes, that Chrift’s body was
not fuch a one as would bear the touch. But
how does he infer this ¢ Is it from thefe words,
Touch me not ¢ It cannot be: for thoufands fay
it every day, without giving the leaft {ufpicion
that their bodies are not capable of being
touched. The conclufion then muft be built
on thofe other words, IFor I am not yet afcended
t0 my Father. But what have thefe words to do
with the reality of his body? It might be real
or not real, for any thing that 1s here {faid.
There i1s a difficulty in thefe words, and it may
be hard to give the true fenfe of them; but
there 1s no difficulty in {eeing that they have no
relation to the nature of Chnft’s body.; for of
his body nothing 1s faid. The natural fenfe of

* Joln xx, 1~,

the
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the place, as I collect by comparing this paffage
with Matt, xxvit, 9 1s this: Mary Magdalen,
upon feeing Jefus, fell at his feet, and laid hold
of them, and held them as if the meant never
to let them go: Chnift faid to her, ¢« Touch
¢ me not, or hang not about me now, you will
““ have other opportunities of fceing me, for I
¢« go not yet to my Kather; lofe no time then,
“ but go quickly with my meflage to my
« Brethren,” I am not concerned to fupport
this particular interpretation of the paffage; it
1s {ufficient to my purpofe, to fhew that the
words cannot poffibly relate to the nature of
Chnft’s body one way or other.

The next paffage relates to Chnft’s joining
two of his Diciples upon the road, and con-
verfing with them without being known by
them: 1t grew dark, they prefled him to ftay-
with them that night; he went in with them,
broke bread, and blefled it, and gave .it them,

and then they knew him; and mmediately he
difappeared.

The -cireumftance of difappearing fhall be
confidered under the next head; with other ob~

jections of the like kind: at prefent I fhall only
examine the other parts of this ftory, and en-

quire
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quire whether they afford any ground to con-
clude that the body of Chrift was not a real
one. Had this piece of hiftory been related of
any other perfon, I think no fuch {ufpicion
could have arifen: for what 1s there unnatural
or uncommon 1n this account? ‘Two men

meet an acquaintance whom they thought dead ;
they converfe with him for fome time without
fufpecting. who he was; the very perfuafion they
they were under that he was dead, contributed
greatly to their not knowing him ; befides, he
appeared in an habit and form different from
what he uled when he converfed with them;

appeared to them on a Joumev, and walked
with them fide by fide; in which fiuuation no
one of the company has a full view of another.
Afterwards, when they were at {fupper together,
and hghts brought in, they plainly difcerned
who he was. Upon this occafion, the Gentle-
man afks what fort of witnefles thefe are; eye-

~ witnefles? No; before {upper they were eye-
witnefles, fays the Gentleman, that the perfon
whom they faw was not Chrift: and then he
demands a reafon for our rejecting the evidence
of their {enfe when they did not know Chrift,

and infilting on 1t when they did.
| It
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It is no uncommon thing for men to catch
themfelves and others by [uch notable acute
queftions, and to be led by the {prightlinefs of

their imagination out of the road of truth and
common fenfe. I beg leave to tell the Gentle-
man a fhort ftory, and then to afk him his own
queftion. A certain Gentlemanwhohad been fome
years abroad, happened in his return to England
through Par:s to meet his own {ifter there. She
not expelting to fee him there, nor he to fee
her, they-converfed together with other com-
pany, at a public houle, for grmt part of a day,
without knowing each other. At Iaft the Lady
began to fthew great figns of diforder; her co-
lour came ‘and went, and the eyes of the com-
pany were drawn towards her; and then fhe
cried out, Oh my brother! and was hardly held
from fainting.  Suppofe now this Lady were to
depofe upon oath m a Court of*]uﬂicé, that
the {aw her brother ar Paris; I would -afk the
Gentleman, whether he would cbjedt to the
evidence, and fay that fhe was as good an eye-
witnefs that her brother was nnt there; as that
he was; and démand of the Court, why they

rejected the ewdence of her fenfes when fhe did
not know her brother, and were ready to be-

Jieve
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licve it when fhe did? When the queftion 13
anfwered 1n this cafe, I defire only to have the
benefit of 1t in the cale now before you.,  But if
you fhall be of opinion that there was fore ex-
traordinary power ufed on this occalion, and
incline to think that the exvrefton, (their eyes
were holden) 1mports as much; then the cale
will fall under the next arnicle.  In which

We are to confider Chnit’s vanihing out ot
fight; his coming 1w and going out when the
doors were fhut ; and fuch like paflages; which,
as they fali under one confideration, fo I fhall
fpeak to them together.

But it 15 neceffary firlt to fee what the Apol-
tles aflirm diftinétly in their accounts of thefe
fats; for I think more has been faid for them,
than ever they faid, or intended to fay for
themfelves. In one place * 1t is faid, be va-
nifbed out of their fight, Which tran{lation is
correted 1n the margin of our Bibles thus, he
ceafed to be feen of them, And the original § 1m-
ports no more,

It 15 faid w another place, that the Difciples
being together, and the doors fout, Jelus came

* Luke xxiv, 31, + afani® iyfiivo,

/ | and
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and {tood in the midft of them. How he came
is not faid : much lefs is it faid that he came
through the door, or the key-hole; and for any
thing that 1s fdid to the contrary, he might
come 1n at the door, though the Difciples {aw
not the door open, nor him, till he was in the
midft of them.  But the Gentleman thinks thefe
paflages prove that the Difciples faw no real
body, but an apparition. I am afraid that the
Gentleman after all his contempt of apparitions,
and the fuperftition on which they are founded,
is fallen into the fnare himfelf, and is arguing
upon no better principles than the common
notions which the vulgar have of apparitions.
Why elfe does he imagine thefe paffages to be
inconfiftent with the reality of Chrift’s body ?
_Is there no way for a real body to difappear ?
Try the experiment now; do but put out the
candles, we fhall all difappear: if a man falls
afleep In the day-time, all things difappear to
- him; his fenfes are all locked up ; and yet all
‘things about him continue to be real, and his
fenfes continue perfect. As fhutting out all
rays of light would make all things difappear ;
{o intercepting the rays of light from any par-
ticular body would make that difappear. Per-

haps
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haps fotething like this was the cafe; or per-
haps fomething elle, of which we know nothing.
But be the cale what it will, the Gentleman's
conclufion 1s founded on no principle of true
philofophy : for it does not follow that a body
is not real, becaufe I lofe fight of it fud'aenly.
I fhall be told, perhaps, that this way of ac-
counting for the paffages, 1s as wonderful, and
as much out of the common courfe of things, as
the other, Perhaps 1t 1s {o; and what then?
Surely the Gentleman does not expect, that 1n
order to prove the reality of the greateft miracle
that ever was, I fhoula fhew that there was no-
thing miraculous 1n 1t, but that every thing
happened according to the ordinary courfe of
things? My only concern 1s to fhew, that
thefe paffages do not infer that the body of
Chnit after the Refurretion was no real body.
I wonder the Gentleman did not carry his argu-
ment a little further, and prove that Chrift, be-

fore his death, had no real body; for we read,
that when the multitude would have thrown him

down a precipice, ‘he went through the midft of
them unfeen. Now nothing happened after his
Refurrection more unaccountable than this that
happened before it; and if the argument be

good

}
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good at all, 1t will be good to prove that there
never was fuch a man as Jefus in the world.
Perhaps the Gentleman may think this a lictle
too much to prove; and 1f he does, I hope he
will quit the argument 1n one cafe, as well as 1n
the other; for difference there 1s none.
Hitherto we have been called upon to prove
the reality of Chnit’s body, and that 1t was the
fame after the Refurreftion that 1t was before ;
but the next objedtion complains, that the body
was too much the fame with that which was
buried ; for the Gentleman thinks that it had
the fame mortal wounds open and uncured, of
which it died. His obfervation is grounded
upon the words which Chrift ufes to Thomas,
Reach hither thy finger, and bebold my bands, and
veach hither thy hand, and thrufl it mte my fide.*
Is 1t here affirmed that Themas did actually put
his hand 1nto his fide, or fo much as {ce his
wounds frefh and bleeding ¢ Nothing like it.
But 1t 15 fuppofed from the words of Chriit;
for if he had no wounds, he would not have in-
vited Thomas to probe them. Now the mean-

ing of Chrift will beft appear by an account of

* John xx. 27.

g the
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the occalion he had to ufe this fpeech. He had
appeared to his Difciples, in the abfence of
Thomas, and fhewn them his hands and feet,
which fhill had the marks of his crucifixion: the

Difciples report this to Thomas: he thought the
thing impoflible, and exprefied his unbelief, as
men are apt to do when they are pofitive, In a
very extravagant manner: you talk, fays he, of
the prints of the nails in his hands and feet; for
my part, I will never believe this thing, except
[ fbsll fee 1n "his bands the print of the nails, and
put my finger into the print of the nails, and thruft
my band into bis fide. Now 1 the firft place,
here 1s nothing faid of open wounds; Thomas
talks only of putting his finger into the priat,
that 1s, the fcar of the nails, and of thrufting
his hand 1nto his fide. And 1n common {peech,
to thruft an hand into any one’s fide, does not
henify to thruft 1t through the fide into the
bowels, Upon this interpretation of the words,
wihich 1s a plain and natural one, the Gentle-

man’s objection 1s quite gone. But {uppofe
Thomas to mean what the Gentleman means; 1n
that cafe the words of Chnift are mantieftly a fe-

vere reproach to him for his infidelity: here,
fays Chrift, are my hands and my fide; take
the
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the fatisfaltion you require, thruft your fingers

into my hands, your hand into my f{ide ; repeat-
ing to him his own words, and calling him to

his own conditions ; which, to a man beginning
to fee his extravagance, is of all rebukes the
fevereft. Such forms of {peech are ufed on
many occalions, and are never underftood to
import that the thing propofed is proper, or
always pralticable. When the Grecian women
reproached their fons with cowardice, and called

to them as they were flying from the enemy, to
come and hide themlielves once more, like
children as they were, in their mothers’ wombs;
he would have been ridiculous who had alked
the queftion, whether the women really thought
that, they could take their fons into their wombs
again !
I have now gone through the objeltions
which were neceffarily to be removed before I
could ftate the evidence 1n this cafe. Iam fen-
fible I have taken up too much of your time ; but
[ have this to fay in my excufe ; that objetions
built on popular notions and prejudices, are
eafily coaveyed to the mind in few words; and
f6 conveyed, make ftrong impreffions: but who-
ever anfwers the objections, muft encounter all
2 | the
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the notions to which they are allied, and to
which they owe their ftrength ; and 1t 1s well if
with many words he can find admittance.

I come now to confider the evidence on
which our belief of the Refurreftion ftands.
And here I am {topped again. A general ex-
ception 1s taken to the evidence, that it 15 1m-
perfett, unfair; and a queftion 1s afked, why
did not Chrift appear publiely to all the people,
efpecially to the Magiitrates 2 Why were fome
witnefivs culled and chofen out, and others ex-
cluded ?

It may be fuficient perhaps to fay, that where
there are witnefles enough, no Judge, no Jury
complains for want of more; and therefore, if
the wisneffes we have are {ufficient, 1t 1s no ob-
‘ection that we have not others, and more. If
three credible men attelt a will, which are as
many.as the law requires, would any body afk,
Why all the town were not called to iet thelr
hands 2 But why were thele witnefies culled
and chofen out? Why ¢ For this reafon, that
they might be good ones, Does not every wife
man chufe proper witnefles to lus deed and to
his will # And does not a good choice of wit-
neifts give flrength to every deed? How comes

E 1
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it to pafs then, that the very thing which fhuts out
ail fufpicion in other cales, thould in this cale only,
be of all -others, the moft fufpicicus thing 1tfelf ?

What realon there 1s to make any complaints
on the behalf of the Fews, may be judged, in
part, from What has already appeared.  Chrift
{uffered openly in their fight; and they were fo
well appnied of lus prediction that he fhould
rife again, that they fet a guard on his {epulchre;
and from their guards they learnt the truth,

Every foldier was to them a witnefs of the Re-
furrection of their own chufing. After this,
they had not one Apoftle, {which the Gentle-

man obferves was the cafe of other people) but
all the Apoftles, and many other witnefies with
them, and in their power. The Apoftles tefti-

fied the Refurrection to them; not only to the
people, but to the Elders of Ifrae/ affembled in

Senate: to fupport thew ‘evidence, they were
enabled to worx, and did work miracles openly
in the name of Chrift. Thefe people therefore
have the lealt reafon to complain; and had of
all others the fullet evidence, and in fome
refpetts fuch as none but themfelves could have,

for they only were keepers of the fepulchre. 1

believe, it the Gentleman was to chufe an evi-
dence
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dence to his own fatisfaction in the like cafe, he
would defire no more- than to keep the fepul-

chre, with a fufficient number of guards.

But the argument goes further. It 1s faid
that Jefus was fent with a fpecial commiffion to
the Jews, that he was their Meffias; and as his
Refurrection was his main credential, he ought
to have appeared publicly to the Rulers of th
Jews after his Refurrection : that in doing other-
wife, he alted hke an ambaffador pretending
authority from his Prince, but refuling to thew
his letters of credence.

I was afraid, when I fuffered myfelf to be
drawn into this areument, that I fhould be led
into matters fitter to be decided by men of

another profeflion, than by lawyers. But fince
there is no help now, I will lay before you what
appears to me to be the natural and plam ac-

count of this matter; leaving 1t to others, who
are better qualified, to give 2 fuller anfwer to
the objection.

It appears to me, by the accounts we have of
Jefus, that he had two diftin&t offices: one, as

the Meffias particularly promifed to the Fews ;
another, as he was to be the great High Pricft

of the world. 'With refped to the firflt office,
E 2 he
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he 1s called * the Apoftle of the Hebrews; the
+ Minifter of the Circuincifion ; and fays himfelf,
+ T am not fent, but unto the loft fbeep of the houfe
of Ifrael. Accordingly when he fent out his
Apoftles in his life-time to preach, he exprefly
forbids them to go to the Geutiles or Samaritans ;
but go, § fays he, to the lof [beep of the boufe of

Ifrael.  Chnift continued 1n the difcharge of this
office during the time of his natural life, till he

was finally rejetted by the Fews.  Anditis ob-
fervable, that the laft ime he {poke to the peo-
ple, according to St. Mattbew’s account, he
{folemnly took leave of them, and clofed his
commiffion. He had been long among them
publithing glad tidings; but when all his preach-
ing, all his miracles, had proved to be in vain,
the laft thing he did was to denounce the woes
they had brought on themfelves. The 23d
chapter of St. Matthew recites thefe woes; and
at the end of them Chrift takes this paffionate

jeave of Ferufalem: < O Ferufalem, Ferufalem,
¢« thou that killet the prophets, and ftoneft

¢« them which are fent unto thee; how often

~* Heb, 1. 1. + Rom. xv. 8.
.t, Matt. xv. 240 § Matth. x. §s 6.

¢ would
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“ would I have gathered thy children together,
““ even as a hen gathereth her chickens unde:
“ her wings, and ye would not ! Beliold, your
““ houfe 15 left unto you defolate.  For I fay
““ unto you, ye {hall not {fee me hencelorth, nll
““ ye fhall fay, blelled 1s he that cometh 1 the
‘““ name of the Lord.” It 1s remarkable, that
this paflage, as recorded by St. Ma#rbew and
St. Luke twice over, 1s determined, by the
circumf{tances, to refer to the near appreach of
his own death, and the extreme hatred of the
Tewes to him: and therclore thofe words, 1%
Jhall net fee m2 henceforth, are to be dated from
the time of his death, and manifeftly point out
the end of his particular miffion to them. From
the making this declaration, as 1t ftands in St,
Matthew, his difcourfes are to his Difciples;
and they chiefly relate to the muferable and

wretched conditton of the Fews, which was now
decreed, and foon to be accomplifhed. Let
me now afk, whether, 1n this {tate of things, any
farther credentials of Chrift’s commiflion to the
Fews could be demanded or expected? He
was rejeted, his commiffion was determined,
and with 1t the fate of the nation was determined
allo: what ufe then of more credentials ¢ As

E 3 50
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to appearing to them after his RefurreCtion, he
could not do 1t confiftently with his own pre-
actien; Ye fball fee me no more, til! ye fhall fay,
blefled 15 he that cometh in the name of the Lord.

The Fews were not in this difbofition after the
RefurreCtion, nor are they in it yet,

The RefurreCtion was the foundation of
Conft’s new commiflicn, which extended to all
the world. Then it was he declared, that a/f
pewer was given unto bim in beaven and iin earth.
Then he gave a new commiflion to his Dilciples,
not reftrained to the houfe of frael, but to go
and zeach all mations. This prerogative the
Fews had under this commiffion, that the Gof-
pel was every-where firft offered to them; but
11 no other terms than it was offered to the reft
of the worid. Since then this commiflion, of
which the Refurreétion was the foundation, ex-

tended to all the world alike ; what ground is
there to demand fpecial and particular evidence

to the Fews ¢ The Emperor and the Senate of
Rome were a much more confiderable part of
the world, than the chief Priefts and the {yna-
gogue ; why does not the Gentleman object
then, that Chrift did not thew himfelf to Tzberius

and his Senate? And fince all men have an
equal
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equal right in this cafe, why may not the fame
demand be made for every country: nay, for
every age ? Andthen the Gentlemen may bring
the queftion nearer home ; and afk, why Chrift
did not appear in England in King Gesrge's
reign? There 1s, to my appichenfion, nothing
more unreatcnable, than to neglect and defpife
plain and {ufficient evidence before us, and to
fit down to imagine what kind of evidence would
have pleafed us ; and then to make the want of
fuch evidence an objeltion "to the truth; which
yet; 1f well confidered, would be found to be
well eftablifhed.

The obfervation I have made upon the Refur-
reCtion of Chrift, naturally leads to another;
which will help to account for the nature of ihe
evidence we have in this great point. As the
Refurrection was the opening a new commiflion,
in which all the world had an interelt; {o the
concern naturally was, to have a proper evi-
dence to eftablith this truth, and which fhould
be of equal weight to all. This did not depend
upon the fatisfaction given to private perfons;

whether they were Magiftrates or not Magiftrates;;
but upon the convition of thofe, whofe office

it was to be, to bear teftimony to this truth in
“ E 4 the
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the world, In this fenfe the Apoftles were
chofen to be witneffes of the Refurretion, be-
caufe they were chofen to bear teftimony to 1t
11 the world ; and not becaufe they only were

admitted to fee Chrift after his Refurrection:
for the fatt 15 otherwife. The Gofpel ndeed,
concerned to fhew the evidence on which the
faith of the world was to reft, 1s very particular
in fetting forth the ocular demonftration which
the Apoftles had of the Refursefion; and men-
tions others, who faw Chnit after his Refurrec-
tion, only accidentally, and as the thread of

the hiftory led to it.  But yet it 15 certain, there
were many others who had this fatisfaCtion as

well as the Apoftles. St. Luxke tells us, that
when Chrift appeared to the eleven Apoftles,

there were others with them * ; who they were,
or how many they were, he fays not. But it
appears in the 4/s, when an Apoftle was to be
chofen in the room of Fudss; and the chief
qualification required was, that he fhould be
one capable of being a witnefs of the Refurrec-
tion ; that there were prefent an hundred and

* Luke xxiv. 33.

twenty
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twenty {o quaiified. * And St. Paul fays, that
Chrift after his rifing was feen by five hundred at
once, many of whom were living when he ap-
pealed to their evidence. So that the Gentle-
man 15 miftaken, when he imagines that a few
only were chofen to {ee Chrift after he came
from the grave. The truth of the cafe 1s, that
out of thofe who faw. him, fome were chofen to
bear teftimony to the world, and for that reafon
had the fulleft demonftration of the truth, that
they might be the better able to give fatisfaction
to others. And what was there in this condu&t
to complain of ! 'What to raile any jealouly or
{ufpicion ? .
~ As to the witneffes themfelves; the firft the
Gentleman takes notice of, are the Angels and
the women. The mention of Angels led natu-
rally to apparitions: and the women were called
poor filly women; and there is an end of their
evidence, But to fpeak ferioufly: will the
Gentleman pretend to prove, that there are no
intelligent beings between God and man; or
that they are not Minifters of God; or
that they were improperly employed 1n this

A8si, Compare werfes 1%, 21, 22 logether,

E & great
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great and wonderful work, the Refurre&tion of
Chrift ? Till fome of thefe points are difproved,
we may be at reft; for the Angels were minil-
ters, and not witneffes of the Refurreétion.
And it is nat upon the credit of the poor filly
women that we believe Angels were concerned,
but wpon the report of thofe who wrote the
Gofpels, who deliver 1t as a truth known to
themielves, and not merely as a report taken
from the women.

But for the women, what fhall I fay? Silly
as they were, I hope at leaft they had eyes and
ears; and could tell what they heard and faw.
In this cafe they tell no more; they report that
the body was not in the fepulchre; but fo far
from reporting the Refurre@ion, that they did
not believe it, and were very anxious to find to

what place the body was removed. Further,
they were not employed. For, I think, the
Gentlernan in another part obferves rightly, that
they were not fent to bear teftimony to any
people. But fuppofe them to be witnefles;
fuppofe them to be improper ones: yet the evi-
dence of the men furely is not the worfe, be-
caufe fome women happened. to fee the fame
thing which they faw, And if men only muft

- be
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be admitted, of them we have enough to eftablith
this truth,

I will not fpend your time 1in enumerating

thefe witnefies, or in {etting forth the demon-
ftration they had of the truth which they report.
Thefe things are well known, If you queftion
their fincerity, they lived miferably, and died
miferably, for the {ake of this truth.  And what
greater evidence of f{incerity can man give ot
require?  And what s {till more, they were not
deceived 1n their expectation by being il treated ;.
for he who employed them, told them before-
hand, that the world would hate them, and teat
them with contempt and cruelty.

But leaving thefe weighty and well-known
circumftances to your own reflexion, I beg leave
to lay before you another evidence, paffed oves

in {ilence by the Gentleman on the other fide.
e took notice that a Refurrection was {o ex-
traordinary a thing, that no humean evidence
could fupport it. I am not fure that he 1s not
in the right. 1f twenty men were to come into
Englend with {uch a report from a diltant coun-
try, perhaps they might not find twenfy more
here to believe their ftory.  And I rather think

the Gentleman may be in the night, becaule 1
E O N
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the prefent cafe I {ee clearly, tlat the credit of
the Refurrection of Chrilt was not trufted to

mere human evidence. To what evidence it
was trufted, we find by his own declaration :

The Spirit of Truth, which proceedeth from the
Father, be fball teftify of me; and ye alfo ({peaks=
ing to his Apottles) fball bear witnefs, becaife ye
have been with me from the beginning *. And
therefore though the Apoftles had converfed
with him forty days after his Refurreétion, and
had recetved his commiflion to go teach all
nations, yet he exprefsly forbids them entering
upon the work, till they fhould receive powers
from above +. And St. Pefer explains the evi-
dence of the Refurretion in this mannet. #e
(the Apottles) are his witneffes of thefe things,
end fo is alfo the Holy Ghoft, whom God bath
given to them who obey bim 7§

Now, what where the powers reccived by the
Apoftles? Were they not the powers of wil-
dom ani courage, by which they were enabled
to appear before Rulers and Princes in the name

of Chnift; the power of miracles, even of raifing
ta¢ dead to life, by which they convinced the

* Jobnxv. 26, 27. T Afls 1. 14, .*,Z As v, 32.

world
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world that God was with them :n what they faid
and did?  With refpect to this evidence, St.
Fobn {ays, If we receive the witnefs of men, the
witnefs of God is greater *.  Add to this, that
the Apoftles had a power to communicate thefe
oifts to belevers. Can you wonder that men
believed the reality of thofe powers of which
~ they were partakers, and became confcious to
themfelves ?  With refpet to thele communi-
cated powers, I {fuppofe St. Fobn {peaks, when
he fays, He that believeth on the Son of God,
bath the witnefs in bimfelf 1. Appealing not to
an inward teftimony of the Spirit, n the fenfe
of fome modern Enthufiafts, but to the powers
of the Spint, which believers received, and
which were feen in the effects that followed.

It was objeted that the Apoftles {eparated
themf{elves to the work of the miniftry, and one

went 1nto one country, another to another ; and
confequently, that the belief of the Refurrettion

was originally received every where upon the
tetimony of one witnefs, I will not examine

this fact : fuppole it to be fo. But did this one
witnefs go alone, when he was attended with the

- * 3 John v, g + Ibid. ver. 10.
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powers of heaven? Was not every blind man
reftored to fight, and every lame man to his
fcet, a new witnefs to the truth reported by the
firlt ! Befides, when the people of different
countries came to compare notes, and found
that they had all received the fame account of
Chnift, and of his dotrine ; then {urely the evi-
dence of thefe diftant witneffes thus united, be-
came f{tronger than if they had teld their ftory
together: “for twelve men feparately examined,
form a much ftronger proof for the truth of any
fact, than twelve men agreeing together in one
ftory. :

{ the fame thing were to happen in our own
time : if one or two were to come into England,

and report that 2 man was raifed from the dead;
and in confequence of 1t, teach nothing but that
we ought to love God and our neighbours: if
to confirm their report, they thould, before our
eyes, cure the blind, the deaf, the lame, and
even raife the dead to life; if endowed with all
thefe powers, they fhould hve mn poverty and
diftrefs, and patiently fubmit to all that {corn,
contempt, and malice could contrive to diftrels
them ; and at laft facrifice even their lives in
juftification of the truth of their report: if upon

enquiry
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enquiry we fhould find that all the countries in
Europe had received the fame account, fup-
ported by the fame miraculous powers, atrefted
in like manper by the fufferings; and confirmed
by the blood of the witnefles : T would fain know
what any reafonable man would do 1n this cafe?
Would he defpife fuch evidence? I think he
would not; and whoever thinks otherwife, muft
fay, that a Refurreltion, though 1n its own na-
ture poffible, is yet fuch a thing, in which we
ought not to believe etther God or man,

Fudge. Have you done, Sir?

Mr. B. Yes, my Lord.

Fudge., Go on Mr. 4. if you have any thing
to fay in reply.

Mr. 4. My Lord, T fhall trouble you with
very little. 'The objections and anfwers under
this head, I fhall leave to the judgment of the
Court; and beg leave only to make an obferva-
tion or two upon the laft part of the Gentleman’s
argument. |

And firft, with refpe& to the fufferings of the
Apoftles and Difciples of Jefus; and the argu-
ment drawn from thence for the truth of theit

dorines and affertions; I beg leave to obferve
to you, that there Is not a falic religion or pre~
3 tence
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tence in the world, but ¢an produce the fame
authonty, and fhew many inftances of men,
who have {uffered even to death for the truth of
their feveral profeffions. If we confult only
modern ftory, we fhall find Papifts {uffering for
popery, Proteftants for their religion; and

among Proteftants, every fe&t has had its mar-
tyrs; Puritans, Quakers, Fifth-Monarchy Men.

In Henry the Eighth’s time,. England {aw both
Popith and Proteftant Martyrs; in Queen
Mary’s reign the rage fell upon Proteftants; ip
Queen 'Elz*zabetb*’s, Papifts and Puritans were

called fometimes, though rarely, to this trial.
In - later.times, fometimes Churchmen, fome-

times Diffenters, were perfecuted. What muft
we fay then? All thefe {ufferers had not truth
with them ; and yet, if there be any weight in
this argument from {uffering, they have all a
right to plead it.

But I may be told, perhaps, that men by
their {ufferings, though they do not prove their
doCtrines to be true, yet prove at leaft their
own fincerity : as if it were impofiible for men
to dificmble at the point of death! Alas! how
many inftances are there of men’s denying facts
plainly proved, afferting fats plainly difproved,

cven:
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even with the rope about their necks? Muft
all {fuch pals for mnocent {ufterers, {incere men ?
If not, 1t muft be allowed, that 2 man’s word at
the point of death 1s not always to be relied on,

Another obfervation I would make, 15 with
reipect to the evidence of the Spirnt, on which
fo much {trefs 1s laid. It has been hitherto in-
fifted on, that the Refurreftion was a matter of
fatt, and fuch afact, as was capable and proper
to be fupported by the evidence of fenfe, How
comes it about, that this evidence, this which
is the proper evidence, Is given up as infuf-
ficient, and a new 1mproper evidence intro-
duced? Is it not furprifing, that one great
miracle fhould want an hundred more to prove
it?  Every miracle is itfelf an appeal to fenfe,
and therefore admits no evidence but that of
fenfe. And there is no conneCtion between a

miracle done this year and lalt year. It does
not follow therefore, becaufe Pefer cured a lame
man (allowing the fact) that therefore Chrift

rofe from the dcad.

But allowing the Gentleman all he de-
mands, what 1s it tous? They who had the
witnefs within them, did perhaps very well to

confult
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confult him, and to take his word ; but how am
I, or ethers, who have not this witnefs in us,
the better forit? If the firlt aces of the: Church
faw all the wonders related by the Gentleman,
and believed, 1t fhews at leaft, in his opinios,
that this ftrong evidence was neceffary to create
the behef he requires; why then does he re-
quire this belief of us, who have not this ftrong
evidenge ¢

fudge. Very well. Centlemen of the Jury,
you have heard the proofs and arguments on
both fides, and it is new your part to give a

verdict.
Here the Gentlemen whifpered together, and the
Foreman food up.

- Foreman, My Lord, the caufe has been long,
and confifts of feveral articles, therefore the Jury
hope you will give them your directions.

Fudge. No, no; you are very able to judge
without my help.

Mr. 4. My Lord; -pray confider, you ap-
pointed this meeting, and chofe your office.
Mt. B. and I have gone through our parts, and
have fome night to infift on yaur doing your

part,
Mr. B.
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Mr. B, I muft join, Sir, in that requeft.

Judge. I have often heard, that all honour
has a burden attending 1t; but I did not {ufpeét
it in this office, which I conferred upon myfelf.
But fince it muft be {o, I will recolleét, and lay
before you, as well as I can, the fubftance of
the debate.

Gentlemen of the Jury; the queftion before
you, is, whether the witnefles of the Refurrec-
tion of Chrift are guilty of giving falfe evidence,
or no.

Two forts of objections, or accufations, are
brought againft them. One charges fraud and
deceit ‘on the tranfattion 1tfelf; the othes
charges the evidence as forged, and mfufficient
to {uppert the credit of {o extraordinary an
event.

There are alfo three periods of time to be
confidered,

- The firft takes 1n the miniftry of Chrift, and
ends at lus death.  During this period the fraud
15 fuppoled to be contrived.

The fecond reaches from his Death to his
Refurrection.  During this ‘period the fraud is
fuppofed to be executed,

The
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The third begins from the Refurre&ion, and
takes 1n the whole miniftry of the Apoftles.
And here the evidence they gave the world for
this fat 1s the main cenfideration.

As to -the firft pertod of time, and the fraud
charged upon Jefus, I muft obferve to you, that
this charge had no evidence to fupportit; all the
facts reported of Jefus ftand in full contradiction
to1it. To fuppofe, as the Council did, that this

fraud might poflibly appear, if we had any Jewifs
books writterrat the time, is not to bring proof,

but to with for proof; for as i1t was rightly ob-

ferved on the .other fide, how does Mr. A,
know there were any fuch books? And fince
they are loft, how does he know what was in
them? Were fuch bpoks extant, they might
probably prove beyond difpute the fadts re-
corded in the Gofpels,

You were told that the Fews were a very
fuperftitious people, much additted' to pro-
phecy, and particularly that they had a ftrong
expeltation about the time that Chrift appeared,
to have a vitorious Prince rife among them.
This is laid as the ground of {ufpicion; and 1n
fad, many impoftors you are told, fet up upon.

thefe notions of the people ; and thence it 1s 1n-
ferred
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ferred that Chrift built his {cheme upon the
ftrength of thefe popular prejudices. But when
this fact came to be examined on the other
fide, 1t appeared that Chnft was fo far from
falling in with thefe notions, and. abufing the cre-
dulity of the people, that it was his main point to
correct thefe prejudices, to oppofe thefe fuper-
ftitions; and by thefe very means, he fell into
difgrace with his countrymen, and fuffered as one,
who 1n their opinion, deftroyed the law and the
prophets.  With refpect to temporal power, fo
far was he from mming at it, that he refufed 1,
when offered: fo far from giving any hopes of
1t to his Difciples, that he invited- men upon
quite different terms; 1o fave up the crofs, and
Sfollow him. And 1t 1s obfervable, that after he
had foretold his Death and Returreltion, he con-
tinued to admonifh his Dilciples of the evils
they were to {uffer; to tell them ‘tnat the world
would hate them, and abufe them ; which furely
to common fenfe has no appearance that he was
then contriving a cheat, or encouraging his Dif-
ciples to execute 1t.

But as ill fupported as this charge 15, there
was no avouding it: 1t was necefiity, and not

choice,
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choice, which drove the Gentleman toit: for
fince Chrit had foretold his Refurrettion, if

the whole was a cheat, he certainly was con-
{cious to it, and confequently the plot was laid

in his own time. And yet the {fuppofing Chrift
confcious to fuch a fraud 1n thefe circumftances,

is contrary to all probability, It 1s very im-
probable, that he, or any man, fhould without
any temptation, contrive a cheat to take place
after his death, - And if this could be fuppofed,
it is highly improbable that he fhould give pub-
lic notice of it, and thereby put all men on their
guard ; efpecially confidering there were only a
few women, and twelve men of low fortunes,
and mean -education, to conduct the plot; and
the whole -power of the Fews and Romans ta

oppofe it.
Mz, 4. feemed fenfible of thefe difficulties,
and therefore would have varnied the charge, and

have made Chrift an Enthufiat, and his Difci-
ples only cheats. This was not properly moved,
and therefore not debated ; for which reafon I
fhall pafs it over with this fhort obfervation’;
that Enthufiafm 1s as contrary to the whole cha-
rafter and condut et Chrift, as even fraud is.

Befides, this imagination, it allowed, goes only
{o
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to Chnlt’s own part; and leaves the charge of
fraud, 1 1ts full extent, upon the management
from the time of his death, and therefore 1s of
no ufe, unlefs the fraud afterwards be apparent.
For if there really was a RefurreCtion, it will
{ufficiently anfwer the charge ot Enthufiafm.

I pafs on then to the {econd period, to con-
fider what happened between the Death and
Refurrection of Chrift.  And here 1t 1s agreed
that Chrit died, and was buried. So far then
there was no fraud.

For the better underftanding the charge here,
we muft recolle&t a matenal circumftance re-
ported by one of the Evangelifts ; which is this:
after Chrift was buried, the chiet Priefts and

Pharifees came to Pilate the Rvman Governor,
and informed him that this deceiver, (meaning
Jefus) had in his hife-time foretold, tha the would
rife again after three days; that they fufpelted
his Difciples weuld fteal away the body, and
pretend a Refurrection; and then the /of error
would be worfe than the firf. They therefore
defire a guard to watch the fepulchre, to prevent
all fraud. They had one granted; accordingly
they placed a watch on the {epulchre, and fealed
-up the ftone at the mouth of i,

What
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What the event of, this cafe was, the fame
writer tells us. The guards faw the ftone re-
moved by Angels, and for fear they became as
dead men: when they came to the city, they
reported to the chief Priefts what had happened :
a council 1s called, and a refolution taken to
pribe the {oldiers to fay, that the body was ftolen
while they ’wci‘e afleep ; and the Council under-
took to excufe the foldiers to Pilate, for thewr
negligence in falling afleép when they were on
duty.

Thus the fa&t ftands in the origmal record.
Now the Council for #eelffcin maintains, tha:
the flory reported by the foldiers, after they
had been bribed by the chief Priefts, con-
tains the true account of this pretended Refur-
rection. 3

The Gentleman was fenfible of a difficuity
in his way, to account for the credit which
the Fews gave to the predittion of Chnift; for
1if, as he pretends, they knew him to be an -
_poftor, what reafon had they to take any notice
of his predittion? And therefore, that very
caution 1n this cafe betrayed their concern, and
fhewed that they were not fatisfied that his pre-
tenfions were groundlefs, To obviate this,. he

2 {ays,
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fays, that they had difcovered before one great
cheat 1n the cale of Lazarus, and therefore
were {ufpicious of another 1n this cafe.  He was
anfwered, that the difcovery ot a cheat 1n the
cafe before-mentioned, ought rather to have let
them at cale, and made them quite {ecure as to
the event of the prediftion. In reply he fays,
that the chief Priefts, however faushed of the
cheat” themfelves, had found that 1t prevailed
among the péople; and to {ecure the people
from being farther impofed on, they ufed the
caution they did.

This is the fubftance of the argument on both
fides.

I muft obferve to you, that this reafoning
from the cale of Lezarus has no foundation in

hiftory: there is no pretence for faying, that the
Fews in this whole affair hadrany particular regard
to the raifing of Lazarus: and if they had any
fuch juft fufpicion, why was it not mentioned at
the trial of Chrift? There was then an oppor-
tunity. of opening the whole fraud, and undeceiv-
ing the people. The Fews had a plain law for
punithing a falfe prophet; and what could be a
ftronger conviétion, than fuch a cheat made

manifeft ? Why then was this advantage loft ?
| : F The
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The Gentleman builds this obfervation on
thefe words, So the laft error fhall be worfe than
the firt. But is there here any thing faid about

Lazarus? No; the words are a proverbial
form of fpeech, and probably were ufed without

"~ relation to any particular cafe. But if a particu-
lar meaning muft be affigned, it is more pro-
bable, that the words being ufed to Pilate, con-
tammed a reafom applicable to him. Now Pilate
had been drawn 1n to confent to the crucifixion,
for fear the Fews thould fet up Jefus to be their
King in oppofition to Cefar; therefore fay the
chief Priefts to hum, if once the people believe
him to be rifen from the dead, the laft error
will be worfe than the firft; 7. e. they will be

more nclined and encouraged to rebel againtt
the Romans than ever. This is a natural fenfe

of the words, as they are ufed to move the
Roman Governor to allow them a guard.  'Whe-

ther Lazarus were dead or alive ; whether Chrift
came to deftroy the law and the prophets, or to
eftablith and confirm them, was of little mo-

ment to Piate. It 15 plain, he was touched by
none of thefe confiderations; and refufed to be
concerned 1n the affair of Chrift, till he was
alarmed with the {uggeftions of danger to the

' Roimnan
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Roman ttate. This was the fir/# fear that moved

him ; muft not therefore the fecond now fuggelted
to him be of the {ame kind ?

The next circumftance to be confidered, is
that of the {eal upon the ftone of the {epulchre,
'The Countel for Woolfton {uppoles an agreement
between the Fews and Difciples about fetting
this feal.  But for this agreement there is no
evidence ; nay, to {fuppofe 1it, contradits the
whole {eries of the hiftory, as the Gentleman on
the other fide obferved. I will not enter into
the particulars of this debate ; for it 1s needlefs.
The plain naturzal account given of this matter,
fhuts out all other fuppofitions. Mr, B. ob-
ferved to you, that the Fews having a guard,
fet the feal to prevent any combination among
the guards to deceive them; which feems ' a
plain and fatsfallory account. The Counfel
for 7. replies, Let the ufe of the feals be what
they will, it is plain they were broken; and if
they were ufed as a check upon the Roman {ol-
diers, then probably they confented to the fraud;
and then it is eafily underftood how the body
was removed.

[ muft obferve to you here, that this ful-
picion agrees neither with the account given by

F 2 - the
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the Evangelift, nor with the ftory {et about by
the Fews; fo that 1t 1s utterly unfupported by
any evidence.

Nor has it any probability in it. For what
could move Pilate, and the Roman {oldiers, to
propagate fuch a cheat? He had crucified
Chrift for no other reafon, but for fear the peo-
ple thould revolt tfrom the Roinans ; perhaps too
he confented to place a guard upon the fepul-
chre, to put an end to the people’s hope in
Jefus; and is it likely at laft that he was con-
fenting to a cheat, to make the people beheve
him rifen from the dead? The thing, of all
others, which he was obliged, as his apprehen-
fions were, to prevent.

The next circumftance 1nfifted on as a proof
of the fraud, 1s, that Jefus rofe before the time
he had appointed. Mr. 4. {uppofes that the
Difciples haftened the plot, for fear of falling in
with multitudes, who waited only for the ap-
pointed time to be at the fepulchre, and to fce
with their own eyes. He was aniwered, that
the Dilciples were not, could not be concerned,
or be prefent at moving the body; that they
were difperfed, and lay concealed for fear of the
Jews : that haftening the plot was of no ufe,

{or
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for the RefurreGion happened whilft the ouards
were at the fepulchre; who were probably

enough to prevent violence : certainly enough
to d:fcover 1t, if any were ufed.

This difficulty then refts merely upon the
reckoning of the time. Chrift died on Friday,
rofe early on Sunday. 'The queftion is, whether
this was rifing the third day according to the
predidtion? I will refer the authorities made
ufe of in this cafe to your memory, and add
only one obfervation, to fhew that 1t was indeed
the third day according as the people of the
country reckoned. When Chnit talked with
the two Difciples who knew him not, they gave
him an account of his own crucifixion, and their
difappointment ; and tell him, o-day is the third
day fince thefe things were dowe®. Now this
converfation was on the very day of the Refur-
rection.  And the Ditciples thought of nothing
lefs than anfwering an objeCtion againft the Re-
furre&tion, which as yet they did not believe,
They recount only a matter of fact, and reckon
the time according to the ufage of their coun-
try, and call the day of the Relurretion Zie

* Luke xxiv. 21,

'.p 3 - third
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third day from the Crucifixion; which 15 a plain
evidence, in what manner the Fews reckoned in
this and like cafes.

As the objections in this cafe are founded
upon the ftory reported by the Féws, and the
Roman {oldiers ; Mr. B. in his anfwer, endea-
voured to thew from fome hiftorical paffages, that
the Fews themfelves did not believe the ftory.

His firft argument was, that the Jews never
queftioned the Difciples- for this cheat, and the
fhare they had in it, when they had them in
their power. And yet who fees not that it was
very much to their purpofe fo to do? To this
there 1s no reply.

The fecond argument was from the treatment
St. Paul had from King Agrippa, and his faying
to St. Paul, Almoff thou perfuadeft me to be a
Chriftian. A fpeech, which he reckons could
not be made by a Prince, to one concerned
in carrying on a known cheat. To this the
Gentleman replies, that Agrippa never did
become a Chriftian, and that no great ftrefs
is to be Taid upon his complaifance to his pri-
foner. But allowing that there was fomething
of humanity and civility in the expreflion, . yet
fuch civility could hardly be paid to a known

impoftor.
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impoftor.  There 1s a propriety even in civility;
a prince may be civil to a rebel, but he will
hardly compliment him for his loyalty; he may
be civil to a poor fectary, but if he knows him
to be a cheat, he will fcarcely compliment him
with hopes that he will be of his party, |
The third argument was from the advice given
by Gamaliel to the Council of the Fews, to let

the Apoftles alone, for fear they themlelves fbould
be found to fight againft God : a fuppofition which

the Gentleman thinks abfolutely inconfiftent with
his or the Counfel’s being perfuaded, that the

Apoftles were guilty of any fraud in managing
the Refurrection of Chnft.
The Gentleman replies, that Gamaliel's ad-

vice refpected only the numbers of people de-
ceived, and was a declaration of his opinion,
that it was not prudent to come to extremines
till the people were in a better temper. "This
deferves confideration.

Firft, 1 obferve, that Gamalicl's words are

exprefs, left ye be found to fight againft God,
which reafon refpets God, and not the people.
And the fuppofition is, that .the hand of God
might poffibly be in this work : a faying which
could not have come from him, or have been

F 4 recelved
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received by the Councily if they had believed
the Refurre&ion to have been a cheat.

Secendly, 1t 1s remarkable, that the muracles
wrought by the Apoftles after the death of
Chnft, thofe efpecially which occafioned the
calling this Council, had 2 much greater effect
upon the Fews, than even the miracles of Chrift
“himlelt,  "They held out againft all the wonders
of Chrift, and were perpetually plotting his
death, not doubting but that would put an end
to their trouble: but when after his death, they
faw the fame powers continue with the Apoftles,
they faw no end of the affair, but began to think
1n earneft there might be more in it than they
were willing to believe. And upon the report
made to them of the Apoftle’s works, they make
ferious reflexion, and doubted whereunto this
would grow. And though in their anger and
vexation of heart, they thought of defperate re-

medtes, and were:for killing the Apoftles alfo,
yet they hearkened willingly to Gamaliel's ad-
vice, which, at another time, might have been
dangerous to the advifer. So that it appears
from the hiftory, that the whole Council had the
fame doubt that Gamaliel had, that poffibly the

hand of God might be in this thing. -+ And could
i the
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the Fews, 1f they had manifeftly difcovered the
cheat of the Refurreltion a little time before,
have entertatned fuch a fufpicion ?

The laft period commences at the Refurre&ion,
and takes 1n the evidence upon which the credit
of this faét ftands.

The Counlel for #oolffon, among other difi-
culties, ftarted one, which, if well grounded,
excludes all evidence out of this cafe, The Re-
{urrettion being a thing out of the courfe of
pature, he thlnks the teftimony of nature, held
forth to us in her conftant method of working,
a ftronger evidence againft the poflibility of a
Refurretion, than any human ¢vidence can be
for the reality of one.

In anfwer to'thid, it is {aid, on the other fide,

Firft, that & Refurrection 1s a thing to be
judged of by men’s fenfes; and this- ¢dnnot b¥
doubted. We all know when:a -man is dead;
and thould he come to life again, we might
judge whether he was alive or no, by thé very
{ame means by whlch we judge thofe about us
to be' living men. RS .

-~ Secondly, that the ' notion of ‘4 'Refi 1rre&1oh
contradicts no one principle of right reafon; ih-
terferes with no law of nature. And‘ that who+

F § - ever
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ever admits that God gave man life at firlt, can-
not poflibly doubt of his power o reftore 1t
when loft.

Thirdly, that appealing to the {ettled courfe
of nature, is réferring the matter in difpute,
not to rules or maxims of reafon and true phi-
lofophy, but to the prejudices and miftakes of
men ; which are various and infinite, and differ
{ometimes according to the climate men live in;
becaufe men form a notion of nature from what
they fee; and therefore in cold countries all
men judge;it to. be according to the courfe of
nature for .water.to freeze, in warm countries
they judge it to be unnatral. Confequently,
that it is not enough to prove any thing to be
contrary to the laws of nature, to fay that 1t 1s
ufually, or conftantly, to our obfervation, other-
wife, And therefore, though men in the or-
dinary courfe die, and do not rife again, (which
1s certainly a prejudice agamft the belief of a
Refyrretion) yet is it not an argument againft
the poffibility of a Refurretion.

Another obje@tion was againft the reality of
the body-of Chrift after it came from the grave.
Thefe -objections are founded upon fuch paf-
fages as report his appearing or difappearing to.
2 - the
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the eyes of lus Difciples at pleafure ; his coming:
in among them when the doors were fhut; his
forbidding fome to touch him, his inviting
others to do it; his having the very wounds
whereof he died, freth and open in- his body,
and the like, Hence the Council concluded
that 1t was no real bodv, which was fometimes
vifible, fometimes invifible ; fometimes capable
of being touched, {fometimes incapable,

On the other fide, it was anfwered, that
many of thefe objections are founded on a mif-
taken fenft of the paffages referred tc ; particu-
larly of the paflage in which Chrift is thought
to forbid Mary Magdalen to teuch him; of
another, 1 which he calls to Themas to examine:

his wounds; and. probably of a third, -relating
to Chnift’s convelTatlon with his Difciples on the
road, without being known.by them..

As to other paflages, which relate his appear-
ing and difappearing, and coming 1n when the
doors were fhut, i1t is faid, that no. conclufion.
can. be drawn from. them. againft. the reality of
Chrift’s body: thar thefe things might happen
many ways, and yet the body be real; which i3
the only, point to which. the prefentobjection
extends ;. that there might be in this,, and' prox

F. 6 babiy
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bably Wwas, fomething’miraculous; but nothing
more wonderful than ‘what had . happened on
another “oecafion in his life-time; where the
Gentleman who makes the objection, allows

him to have had a real body.
} mention thefe things but brieflv, juft to
brmg the courfe of the argument to your re-

membrance.
The next objettion is taken from hence, that

Chrift did not appear publickly to the people,
and particularly to the chief Priefts and Rulers
of the Fews. It is faid, that his commiffion re-
lated to them in an cipecial manner; and that
it appears ftrange, that the main proof of. his
miffion, the Refurre&tion, fhould not be laid
before them; but that witnefles fhould be
picked and cplled to fee this mighty wonder.
This 15 the force of the obje&tion.

"T6 which it s anfwered, Firfs, that the par-
ticular commiffion to the Fews expired at the
_death of Chnitt, and therefore the Fews had, on
this - account, no claim for any -particular evi-
dence. And it-is infifted, that Chrift, before
his ‘Death, declared the Fews fhould not fes

hum, ull thty were bettcr dtfpofed to receive
i, * o
B - Secondl ,
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Secondly, that as-the whole world had a con-
cern in the Refurre@®ion of Chrift, it was ne-
ceflary to prepare a proper evidence for the
whole world ; which was not to be done by any |
particular fausfation given to the people of the
Fews, or their Rulers.
~ Thirdly, that as to the chofen witnefles, it is a
miftake to think that they were chofen as the
only perfons to fee Chrift after the Refurrection;
aud that in truth many others did fee him: but
that the witnefles were cholfen as proper perfons

to bear teftimony to all people; an office to

which many others who did fee Chnft, were
not particularly commiffioned. That making
choice of proper and credible witneffes, was fo
far from being a ground of juft {ufpicion, that
it 1s 1n all cafes the moft proper way to exclude
fufpicion.

The next objection is pointed againft the evi-
dence, of the Angels, and the women, It is
{aid, that hiftery. reports that the women faw
young men at the fepulchre; that they were
advanced into Angels merely through the feat
and fuperftition of the women: that at the
beft, this is but a ftory of an apparition; a
thing in times of “ignorance mweh talked of]

' but

]
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but 1n the days of knowledee never heard
of.

In anfwer to this, it 1s {aid, that the Angels
are not properly reckoned among the witnefles
of the Refurrection ; they were not in the num-
ber of the chofen witnefles, or fent to bear tef-
timony in the world: that they were indeed
Minifters of God appointed to attend the Re-
furreCtion : that God has fuch Minifters, cannot
be realonably doubted; nor can it be objected
that they were unproperly employed, or below
their dignity, in attending on the Refurredtion
of Chrift: that we believe them te be Angels,
not on the report of the women, but upon the
credit of the Evangelitt who affirms it. That
what is faid of appariticns on this occafion, may.
pafs for wit and ridicule, but yields no reafon on
argument. '

The objettion to the women was, I think,
only; that they were women ;. which was ftrength-
ened by calling them filly. women..

It. was anfwered,. that women have eyes and
ears as. well as men, and can tell what they, fee:
and hear. And it happened in this cafe, that
the women were fo far from being credulous,
that they believed not the Angels, and hardly,

believed
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believed their own report. Flowever, that the
women are none of the chofen witnefles; and
if they were, the evidence of the men cannot be
fet afide, becaufe women faw what they faw.

This 1s the fubftance of the objeftions and
an{wers.

The Counfel for the Apoftles infifted further,
that they. gave the greateft affurance to the
world, that poflibly could be given, of their fin-
cere dealing, by fuffering all kinds of hardfhip,
and at laft death itfelf, in confirmation of the
truth of their evidence.

The Counfel tor #oolffon, in reply to thus,,
told you, that all religions, whether true or
falte, have had their martyrs ; that no opiniomn,
however abfurd, can be named, but fome have
been content to die for it; and then concluded,.
that fuffering is no evidence of the truth of the

opinions for which men fuffer.
~ To clear this matter to you, I muft obferve
how this cafe ftands. Youhave heard often, n.
the courfe of this argument, that the Apoftles
were witnefles chofen to bear teftimony to the
RefurreGtion; and, for that reafon, had the
fulleft evidence themfelves of the truth of it;

not merely by feeing Chrift once or twice after
| ' his
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his death, but by trequent converfation with
him for forty days together, before his afcenfion,
That this was their proper bulinefs, appears
plainly from hiftory, where we find, that to ors
dain an Apoftle, was the fame thing as ordain-
ing one to be a witnefs of the Refurrection™®. It
you lcok further to the preaching of the Apoftles,
you will find this was the great article infifted
on . And St. Paul knew the welght of this
article, and the neceffity of teaching it, when
he faid, If Chriff be not rifen our faith is vain.
You fee then, that the thing which the Apoftles
teftified, and the thing for which they fuffered,
was the truth of the Refurretion: which 15 a

mere matter of fact.

Confider now how the objection ftands. The
Counfel for Weolfior tells you, that it is com-
rhon for men to die for falfe opintons; and he

: x N .
tells you nothing but the truth. * But even in thofe

cafestheir fufferingisanevidence of their fincerity ;
and it would be very hard to charge men who die

for the do&rine they profefs, with infincerity in
the profeflion. Miftaken they may be; but every

2 A&s 1. 22,
1' A&s iil 2’ 22, w‘.l iiil IOIP iV| lOl Vi‘30l *

w s &

4 miftaken
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miftaken man is not a cheat. Now if you will
allow the fuffering of the Apoltles to prove their
fincerity, which you ‘cannot well difallow ; and

confider that they died for the truth of a matter
of falt which they had feen themfclves, you will
percetve how {trong the evidence 15 in this cafe.
In dodtrines and matters of opinion, men miftake
perpetually ; and it1s no reafon for me to take
up with another man’s opinion, becaule I am
perfuaded he 15 fincere in it.  But when a man
reports to me an uncommon fact, yet fuch a
one, as In its own nature is a plain objeét of
fenfe ; 1f I believe him not, 1t 1s -not becaufe I
fufpeét his eyes, or his fenfe:of feeling, but
merely becaufe I fufpect his fincerity. For if
I was to fee the fame thing myfelf, I fhould
believe mylfelf ; and therefore my fufpicion does
not arife from the inability of human fenfes to
judge in the cafe, but from a doubt of the fin-
cerity of the reporter. In fuch cafes therefore
there wants nothing to be proved, but only the
fincerity of the reporter; and fince voluntary
fuffering for the truth, 1s at leaft a proof of fin-
cerity ; the fufferings of the Apoftles for the
truth of the Refurreétion, is a full and unexcep-
tionable proof.

The
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" 'The Counfel for W oolffon was {enfible of this
difference, and therefore he added, that there
are many inftances of men’s fuftering and dying
1n an obitinate dental of the truth of falts plainly
proved. This obfervation 1s alfe true, I re-
member a flory of a man who endured with
great conftancy all the tortures of the rack,
denying the fa&t with which he was charged.
When he was afked afterwards, how he could
hold out againtt all the tortures ¢ He anfwered,
I had painted a gallows upon the toe of my fhoe,
and when the rack ftretched me, I looked on
the gallows, and bore the pain to fave my life,
This man denied a plain faét, under great tor-
ture, but you fee 2 reafon for it. In other
cafes, when criminals perfit in denying their
crimes, they often do it; and there is reafon to
fufpe&t they do it always, in hopes of a pardon
or reprieve. But what are thefe inftances to the
prefent purpofe ?  All thefe men {uffer againit
their will, and for their crimes; and their- ob-
ftinacy is built on the hope of efcaping, by
moving the compaflion of the Government.
Can the Gentleman give any inftances of perfons
who died willingly in atteftation of a falfe falt:

We have had in England fome weak enough to
‘ die
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dic for the Pope’s fupremacy ; but do you think
a man could be found to die mn proof of the

I*ope’s betng actually on the throne of England ¢

Now the Apoftles died in afferting the truth
of Chrift’s Refurrection. It was always in their

power to quit their evidence, and fave their
lives. Even their bittereft enemies, the Fews,
required no more of them than to be filent *.
Others have denied falts, or aflerted fadts, in
hopes of faving their hives, when they were un-
der fentence of death: but thefe men attefted a
falt at the expence of their lives, which they
might have faved by denying the truth. Sa
that between criminals dying and denying plain

facts, and the Apoftles dying for their tefti-
mony, there is this material difference : criminals

deny the truth in hopes of faving their lives;

the Apoftles willingly parted with their lives,
rather than deny the truth.

We are come now to the lalt, and indeed the
moft weighty confideration.

The Counfel for the Apoftles having 1n the
courfe of the argument allowed, that more evi-

dence is required to fupport the credit of the

* Alts v, 17, v, 28,
Refur-
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Refurrection, it being a very extraordinary
event, than 1s neceflary in common cales ; in the
latter part of his defence fets forth the extraor-
dinary evidence upon which this falt {tands.
This 1s the evidence of the {pint: the fpirt of
wifdom and power, which was given to the
Apoftles, to enable them to confirm thewr tefti-
mony by figns and wonders, and mighty works.
This part of the argument was well argued by
the Gentleman, and I need not repeat all he
{aid.

The Counfel for #oslffon, in his reply, made
two objeltions to this evidence.

The firft was this; tTat the Refurrection
having all along been pleaded to be a matter of
fat and an obje of fenfe ; to recur to miracles
for the proof ofit, is to take it out of its proper
evidence, the evidence of fenfe; and to reft 1t
uposn a proof which cannot be applied to 1t; for
{eeing one miracle, he fays, 1s no evidence that
another miracle was wrought before it; as heal-
ing a fick man, is no evidence that a dead man
was raifed to life.

To clear this dificulty, you mult confider by
what train of reafoning miracles come to be

proofs in any cafe. A miracle of itfelf proves
] nothing,
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nothing, unlefs this only, that there is a caufe
cqual to the producing the effect we fee,  Sup-
pofe you fhould fee a man raife one from the
dead, and he fhould go away and fay nothing
to you, you would net find that any falt, or any
propolition, was proved or difproved by this
miracle, But fhould he declare to you, 1n the
name of him, by whofe power the miracle was
wrought, that image-worfhip was unlawful, you
would then be poffeffed of a proot againft image-
worfhip. But how?. Not becaufe the miracle
proves any thing, as to the point itfelf; but be-
caufe the man’s declaration 1s authoriied by him
who wrought the muiracle in confirmation ot his
doctrine. And therefore miracles are direltly a

proof of the authority of perfons, and not of the
truth of thingsg.

To apply this to the prefent cafe: if the
Apofties had wrought muiracles, and faid nothing
of the Refurretion, the miracles would have
proved nothing about the Relurrection, one
way or other. But when as eye-witnefles they

attefted the truth of the Refurretion, and
wrought miracles to confirm their authority;
the miracles did not dire@ly prove the Refur-

reCtion, but shey confirmed and eftablifhed
beyond



[ 142 7]

beyond all fufpicion the proper evidence, the
evidence of eye-witneflfes. So that here 1s no
change of the evidence from proper to improper;
the fa&t full refts upon the evidence of fenfe,
confirmed and ftrengthened by the authority of
the fpirit. If a witnefs calls in his neighbours to
atteft his veracity, they prove nothing as to the
fatt in queftion, but only confirm the evidence
of the witnefs. The cafe here is the fame ; though
between the authorities brought in confirmation
of the evidence, there is no comparifon.

The fecond objection was, that this evidence,
however good it may be in its kind, 1s yet no-
thing to us. It was well, the Gentleman fays,
for thofe who had it; but what 1s that to us,
who have 1t not ¢

To adjuft this difficulty, I muft obferve to
you, that the evidence now under confideration,
was not a private evidence of the Spirit, or any
mward light, hike to that which the Quakers 1n
our time pretend to; but an evidence appearing
in the manifeft and vifible works of the Spirit:
and this evidence was capable of being tran{-
mitted, and actually has been tranfmitted to us
upon unqueftionable authority : and to allow the
evidence to have been good in the firft ages,

and
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and not in this, feems to me to be a contradic-
tion to the rules of realoning. For if we fee

enough to judge that the firft ages had reafon to
believe, we mull needs fee at the fame time, that
1t 1s reafonable for us alfo to believe,  As the
prefent queftion only relates to the nature of the
evidence, it was not neceffary to produce from
hiftory the inftances to fhew in how plentiful a
manner this evidence was granted to the Church,
VW hoever wants this fatisfaction, may eafily have it,

Gentlemen of the Jury, I have laid before you

the fubftance of what has been faid on both fides.

You are now to canfider of it, and to give your
verdict,

The Jury confultedtogether, and the Foremantrofe up,

Foreman. My Lord, we are ready to give
our verdict.

Fudge. Are you all agreed ?
Fury. Yes. -

udge, 'Who fhall {peak for you?
ury. Our Foreman.

Fudge, What fay you? Are the Apoftles
ouilty of giving falfe evidence in the cafe of the
Refurredtion of Jefus, or not guilty ?

Foreman, Not guilty,

Juage,
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- Yudge. Very well; and now, ‘Gentlemen, |
refign my commiffion, and am your humble
{ervant.. | B

The company rofe up, and were beginning to
pay their compliments to the- Judge and the
Counfel; but were interrupted by a Gentleman,
who went up to the Judge, and: offered him a
fee. Whatisthis? fays the Judge. A fee, Sir,
A{aid the Gentleman. A fee toa Judge is a bribe,
faid the Judge. - True, Sir, faid the Gentle-
.man; but you have refigned your commiffion,
and will, not be ¢he firft Judge who has come
from the bench to the bar without any diminution

of honour, Now. Lagzagrus’s cale 1s to come on
» "next, and this fee is to retain you on his fide.

a There followed a confufed noife of all fpeaking
together, to perfuade the Judge to take the
fee : but as the erial had lafted longer thanI ex-
petted, and I had lapled the time of an appoint-
ment for bufinefs, I was forced to {lip away ; and
whether the Judge was prevailed on to undertake
the caufe of Lazarus, or no, [ cannot fay.

A
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