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WE were, not long fince, fome gen-
tiemen of the inns of court toge-
ther, each to other {o well known,
that no man’s prefence was a confinement
to any other from f{peaking his mind on a-
ny fubjeét that happened to arife in conver-
fation. The meeting was withcut defign,
and the difcourfe, as in like cafes, various.

- Among other things we fell upon the fub-
jet of Hoalffor’s trial and convition, which
had happened {ome few days before. That
led to a debate, How the law ftands in fuch
cafes ! what punithment it inflitts ! and in
general, whether the law ought at all to .
terpofe in controverfies of this kind? We
were not agreed in thele points.  One, who
maintained the favourable fide to Waslfion,
difcovered a great liking and approbation of

his difcourles againft the miracles of Chrift,
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and fcemed to think his arguments unan-
{werable. To which another replied, 1
wonder that one of your abilities, and bred
to the profeflion of the law, which teaches
us to confider the nature of evidence, and
its proper weight, can be ot that opinion :
1 am furc you would be unwilling to deter-
mine a property of five fhillings upon fuch
evidence as you now think material enough
to overthrow the miracles of Chrift,

It may ealily be imagined, that this open-
ed a door to much difpute, and determined
the converfation for the remainder ot the
evening to this fubject. The difpute ran
through almoft all the partculars mention-
ed in Woolfton’s picces ; but the thread of
it was broken by feveral digreflions, ani the
purfuit of things which were brought acci-
dentally 1nto the difcourfe. At length one
of the company faid pleafantly, Gentlemen,
you do not argue like lawyers; it I were
judge in this caufe, I would hold you better
to the point, The company took the hint,
and cried, they fhould be glad to have the
caufe reheard, and him to be the judge.
The gentlemen who had engaged with met-
tle and {pirit in a diipute which arole acci-
aentally, feemed very unwilling to be drawn
into a formal controver{y; and efpecially
the gentleman who argued againft Woollton
thought the matter grew too ferious for
him, and excufed himfelf from undertaking
a controverly in religion, of all others the
moflt momentous. But he was told, that
the argument fhould be confined nicrely to

1. o
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the nature of the evidence, and that might
be confidered without entering into any
{fuch controverly as he would avold and,
to brina the matter within bounds, and un-
der onc view, the evidence of Chrift’s re-
furrcltion, and the exccptions taken to ity
{hould be the only fubjet of the conference.
With much perfuafion he fuffered himfelf
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 company were for bringing
on the caufe a week {ooner ; but the coun-
{el for Woolfton took the matter up, and
faid, Confid.r, Sir. the gentleman is not to
argue out of Litucton, Plowden, or Cokes
authors to him well known ; but he mu
have his au hoiities from Matthew, Mark?
Luke, and John ; and a fortnight is time
little enough ot all conicience 1o gain a fa-
miliarity with a new acquaintance : and,
turning to the gentloman, he faid, | will call
upon you before the furtnight 1s out, to fee
how reverend an appearance you make be-
hind Hammond on the New Teftament, a
concordance on one hand, and a foho bible
with references on the other. You fhall
be welcome, Sir, replied the gentleman
aad perhaps you may find fome company
more to your own taite.  He is bur a poor
counfel who ftudies on the one fide of the
queftion only ; and therefore I will have
your triend Woollton, T'————1, and
C —————-s, to entertain you when you do
me the favour of the vifit, Upon this we
N3 partcd



¥ The Trial of the Witneffes
parted in good humour, and all pleafed
with the appcintment made, except the two

gentlemen who were to provide the enter-
tainment,

The Seconp Dar.

P YHE company met at the time appoint-
r ed: butit happened in this, as in
iike cafes it often does, that fome friends to
{ome of the company, who were not of the
party the firft day, had got notice of the
ineeting ; and the gentlemen who were to
debate the queftion, found they had a more
numerous audience than they expected or
defired. He efpecially who was to matntain
the evidence of the refurrcélion, began to
excufe the neceflity he was under of difap-
pointing their expedlation, alledging that he
was not prepared ; and he had perfifted in
excuting himfelf, but that the firangers
who perceived whav the cale was, offered
to withdraw ; which the gentleman would
by no means conient to. 'They infifting to
go, he faid, he would much rather fubmit
nimielf to their candour, unpieparcd as he
was, than be guilty of {o much rudenefs, as
to force them to lcave the corpany. Upon
which one of the company, {miling, {aid, 1t
happens luckily that our number is increa-
fed: when we were laft together, we ap-
pointed a judge, but we quite forgot a juryy
and now, I think, we are good men and
true, {ufficient to make one.  This thought
was purfued in feveral aliufions to legal
proceedings ;
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praccedings ; which created {ome mirth,
and had this good effet, that it difperfed
the folemn air. which the mutual compli-
ments upon the difficulty before mentioned
had introduced, aad reftored the eale and
good humour natural to the converfation of
gentlemen.

The judge perceiving the difpofition of
the company, thought it a propzr time to
begin, and called out, Gentlemen of the
jury, take your places ; and immediately
{eated himfelf at the upper end of the table,
The company {at round him, and the judge
called upon the counfel for Woollton te
begin.,

Mr A, Counfel for Woolftan, addrefing hing-
felf to the qulve, faid,

May it pleale your Lordfhip, 1 conceive
the gentleman on the other fide ought to
begin, and lay his evidence, which he 1n-
tends to maintain, before the court; till
dhat is done, it is to no purpole for me {0
obje@. I may perhaps object to fometiing
which he will not admit to be any part of
his evidence; and therctore 1 apprehend,
the evidence ought in the firlt place to be
dittindtly ftated.

Fudse. Mr B, What {ay you to that?

Mr B Counfel one the sther file

My Lord, If the evidence I am to main-
tain, were to fupport any new claim, if [ were
to gain any thing which I am not poflefled
of, the gentleman would be in the right s
but the evidence is old, and is matter of re-
cord ; and I have bzen long in pofletion ol'f;

d
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all that [ claim uonder it.  If the gentleman
has any thing to fay to difpofiefs me, let
him produce it; otherwife I have no reafon
to briag my own title into queftion. And
this I take to be the known method of pro-
ceeding in fuch cales : no man is obliged to
produce his title to his pofleflion ; it is {uf-

cient if he maintains it when it is called in
queftion.

Mr 4. Surely, my Lord, the gentleman
miltakes che cale. 1 can never admit myfelf
to be out of pofitflion of my underftanding
and reafon ; and fince he would put me out
of this poﬂ%ﬁi%; and compel me to admit
things incredible, in virtue of the evidence
Le¢ maintains, he ought to fet forth his
claim, or leave the world to be direted by
common fenfe.

Fudge. Sir, you fay right, upon {uppofi-
tion that the twuth of the Chriftian religion
were the pointin judgment, In that cafe it
would be ncceflary to produce the evidence
for the Chriftian religion, But the mattep
now before the court 1s, Whether the ob-
jections produced by Mr Woolfton, are of
weight to overthrow the evidence of Chrift’s
refurredtion ! You fee then the evidence
of the relurrection is fuppofed to be what it
15 on both fides 3 and the thing immediate-
y In judgment is, the value of the objec-
tions ; and therefore they muft be fet forth.
The court will be bound to take notice of
the evidence which 1s admitted as a falt on

both parts, Go on Mr 4.
Mr
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Mr 4, My Lord, I {ubmit to the direcs
tton of the court. I cennot but oblerve,
that the gentleman on the other fide, un-
willing as he {eems to be to ftate his evi-
d-nce, did not forget o lay in his claim to
prefeription ; which is perhaps, in truth,
though he has too wuch fkill to own i,
the vgry ftrength of his caufe. 1 do allow,
that the gentleman maintains nothing, but
what his father and grandfather, and his ane«
ceftors, beyond tine of man’s memory,
maintained before him: I allow too, that
prefcription in many cafes makes a good ti-
tle 3 but it muft always be with this condi-
tion, that the thing is capable of being pre-
{cribed for : and 1 infift, that prefcription
caanot run again{t reafon and common
fenfe, Cuftoms may be pleaded by pre-
{cription ; but if; upon thewing the cuftom,
any thing unreafonable appears in it, the
prefcription fails 3 for length of time works
nothing towards the eftablithing any thing
that could never have a legal commence-
ment. And if this objeétion will overs
throw all prefcriptions for cuftoms ; the
mifchicf of which extends perhaps to one
poor village oaly, and affcéts them in no
greater a concern, than their right of com-
mon upon a ragged mountain : fhall it not
much more prevail, when the intereft of
mankind s concerned, and in no lefs a
point than his happinels in this life, and in
2!l his hopes tor fuiurity ? Defides, if pre-
{cription mufl be allowed in this cafe, how
will you deal with it in others ¥ What will

you
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you fay to the ancient Perfians, and their
fire-altars ? nay, what to the Turks, who
have been long enough in pofluflion of
their faith to plead

Mr 8, I beg pardon for interrupting the
gentlernan: but it is to {ave him trouble, |
He is going into his favouritc common.
place, and has brought us from Perfia to |
Turky already ; and if he goes on, I know
we mult follow him round the globe. To
fave us from this long journey, I will wave
all advantage from the antiquity of the rea
furreftion, and the general reception the
belief of it has found in the world; and am
content to confider it as a fa&t which haps
pened but lalt year, and was never heard
of either by the gentleman’s grandfather, or
by minc.

Mr 4. I fhould not have taken quite fo
long a journey as the gentleman imagines ;
nor, indeed, need any man go far from
home to find inftances to the purpofe I was
upon. But, fince this advantage is quit-
ted, I am as willing to fpare my pains, as
the gentleman is defirous that I {hould,
And yet I fufpet fome art even in this con-
ceflion, fair and cardid as it feems to be.
For [ am perfuaded, that one reafon, per-
haps the main reafon, why men believe this
hiftory of Jefus is, that they cannot con-
ceive, that any one fhould attempt, much
lefls fucceed in fuch an attempt as this, upon
the foundation of mere human cunning and
policy; and it is worth the while o go
round the globe, as the gentleman exprefied

himfelf,
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bimfelf, to {ee various inftances of the like
kind, in order to remove this prejudice,
But [ ftand corrected, and will go direfly
to the point now in Jjudgment,

Mr B. My lord, The gentleman, in jufti-
fication of his firft argument, has entered
upon another of a very different kind. I
think he is fenfible of it, and, fecming to
yicld up one of his popular topics, is indeed

artfully getting rid of another, which has
made a very good figure in many late wri-

tings, but will not bear in any place where
he who maintains it may be afked queftions,
The mere antiquity of the refurretion I
gave up ; for, if the evidence was not good
at firft, it cannot be good now., The gen-
tleman 1s willing, he fays, to {pare us his
hiftory of ancicnt errors ; and intimates,

that upon this account he pafles over many
inftances of fraud, that were like in circum-

ftances to the cafe before us. By no means,
. my Lord, let them be pafifed over, 1 would
' not have the main ftrength of his caufe be-
‘trayed in complaifance to me. Nothing
can be more material than to thew a fraud
of this kind, that prevailed univerfally in
the world, Chrift Jefus declared himfelf a
prophet, and put the proof of his miflion
on this, that he fhould die openly and pub-
licly, and rife again the third day, This
-~ {urely was the hardeft plot in the world to
- be managed; and if there be one inftance

ot this kind, or in any degree like it, by all
means let it be produced.

M
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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 pretend-
ed to infpiration ¢ Upon what foot did Py-
thagoras, Numa, and others, fet vp? Did
they not all converfe with the gods, and
pretend to deliver oracles ?

Mr B, This only thews, that revelation is
by the common confent of mankind the ve-
ry beft foundation of religion ; and there-
fore every impoftor pretends to it.  But is
a man’s hiding him{clf in a cave for fome
years, and then coming out into the world,
to be compared to a man’s dving, and rifing
to life again ! So far from it, that you, and
], and every man may do the one, but no
man can do the other.

Mr 4. Sir, 1 fuppofe it will be allowed to
be as great a thing t0 go to heaven, and
converfe with angels, and with God, and to
come down to the earth again, as it 15 to die,
and rife again ! Now this very thing Maho-
met pretended to do ; and all his difciples
believe it.  Can you deny this faét ?

Mr B. Deny it, Sir ? No. But tell us
who went with Mahomect?! who were his
witnefles ! 1 expect, before we have done,
to hear of the guards fet over the fepulchre
of Chrift, and the {eal of the ftone. What
guard watched Mahomet in his going or
returning * What {eals and credentials had
he? He himfelf pretends to none. His
followers pretend to nothing but his own

word. We are now to confider the evi-
SR
aencsd
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cence of Chrift’s refurreftion; and you
think to parallel it, by producing a cafe for
which no one ever pretended there was any
evidence.  You have Mahomet’s word ;
and no man ever told a lie, but you had his
word for the truth of what he faid ; and
therefore you need not go round the globe
to find {uch inftances as thefe. Bur this fto-
ry, it is faid, has gained great credit, and is
received by many nations. Very well, And
how was it received ! was Dot every man
converted to this faith with the fivord at his
throat ? In our cale, every witnefs to the
refurrection, and every believer of it, was
hourly expofed to death, In the other-cafe,
whoever retufed to believe, died ; or, what
was as bad, lived a wretched conauerad
flave.  And will you pretend thele cales to
be alike ? One cafe indeed there was, within
our own memory, which, 1n fome circums
ftances, came near to the cafe now before us.
The French prophets put the credit of their
miffion upon the refurrection of Dr Emmes,
and gave public notice of it, If the gentle-
man pleafes to make ufe of this inftunce, it
15 at his fervice,

Mr A, 'T'he inftance of Dr Emmes 15 {o
far to the purpofe, that it {hews to what
lengths enthufiafm will carry men.  And
why might not the fame thing happen at Je-
rufalem, which happened but a few years a-
go 1 our own country ? Matthew and John,
..md the relt of them, managed that aifair
with morce dexterity than the French Dro=

B phets s
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phets ; fo that the refurrettion of Jefus

pained credit in the world, and the French |
prophets funk under their ridiculous pre- |

tenfions, That is all the difference.

Mr B, Isitfo? And avery wide differ-
ence, | promife you. In one cafe every
thing happened that was proper to con-
vince the world of the truth of the refurrec-
tion ; in the other, the event manifelted the
cheat : and upon the view of thefe circum-
{tances, you think it fufficient to fay, with
great coolnels, that is all the difference,
Why, what difference do you expect be-
tween truth and falfchood ! what diftinc-
110D ——

Fudge. Gentlemen, you forget that you
are in a court, and are failing into dialogue,
Zourts do not allow of chit-chat, Lcok ye,
the evidence of the refurreétion of Jefus is
before the court, recorded by Matthew,
Mark, and others. You muft take it as it
s ; you can neither make 1t better nor
wor{fe. Thefe witnefles are accufed of gi-
ving falfe evidence. Come to the point;
and let us hear what you have to offer to
prove the accufation.

Mr B- Is it your meaning, Sir, that the
objeftions fhould be ftated and argued all
together, and that the anfwer fhould be to
the whole at once ! or would you have the
obiections argued fingly, and anfwered fepa-
vately by themfclves ?

Fudge, 1 think this court may difpenic
with the {trill forms of lepal proccedings ;

and

T
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and therefore I leave this to the choice of
the jury.

After the jury had confulted tagetler, the Fore.
man rofe up.

The Foreman of the jury. We defire to
hear the objeétions argucd and anfwered
fepavately.  We fhall be bertor able to form
2 judgment; by hearing the anfwer while the
objection is freth.in our minds.

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

Mr 4. [ am now to difclofe to you a
feene, of all others the moit furprifing,
1 The rcfurreltion has been loag 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 conltant beliet crrates in moft
minds a prefumption that it was founded on
good cvidence. In other cafes, the evidence
{upports the credit of the hiltory ; but here
the evidence idelf 1s prefumed only upon
the credit which the ftory has gained. * {
wifh the books dilperfed againtt Jefus by the
anclent Jews had not been loft, for they
would have given us a clear infight 1ato this
contrivance ; but 1t is happy for us, that the
very account given by the pretended witnel-
les of this fa®t, is fuffident to deltroy ihe
credit of it.

Lhe refurretion was not a thing contri-

B 2 ved
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ved for its own falkc: No! 1t was under-
taken to fupport great views, and for the
fake of great confequences that were to at-
tend it, It will be necefiary therefore to
lay before vou thofe views, that you may
the better judge of this part of the contri-
vance, when you have the whole {cene be-
fore you.

The Jews were a weak {uperftitions peo-
ple, and, as is common among {uch people,
gave great credit to fome traditionary pro-
phecies abeut their own country, They
tad, belides, fome old books among them,
which they eftcemed to be writings of cer-
tain prophets who had formerly lived a-
mong them, and whole memory they had
in great veneration,  From fuch old books
and tracitions they formed many extrava-
gant expetations ; and among the reft one
was, that {ome time or other a great vilto-
rious prince fhould rife among them, and
fubduz all their enemies, and make them
lords of the world.  * In Aupuftus’s time
they were in a low fiate, reduced under the
fieman yoke ;3 and as they never wanted a
deliverer more, {o the eagernefs of this hope,
as 1t happens to weak minds, turned 1nto a
firm expc&ation 1hat he would foon come.
This proved a temptation to fome bold and
t0 {ome cunning men, to perfonate the
prince fo much expefted. And 4 *¢ no-
‘“ thing is more natural and common 1o

‘“ promot¢

* Sce Scheme of literal proplecy, p. 26, 4 1bid, p. a3,
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o promote rebellions, than to ground them
“ on new prOphecies OF: nEw interpreta-
‘ tions of old ones; prophecies being fuited
“: 1o the vulgar luperﬁltmn, and operaung
‘¢ with the force ot religion.” Accor dmo-
ly many fuch impoftors rofe, pretending to
be the victorious prince expected ; and [htj,
and the people who followed them, perifhzd
in the folly of their attempt.

But Jelus, knowing that vitories and
triumphs are not things to be covnterteited ;.
that the  people were not to be dchvewd
from the Roman yoke by {lisht ot hand;
and having no hope of bcmg able to cope
with the emperor of Rome in good earneft,
took another and more fuccefsful method
to carry on his defizn, He took upon hin
to be the prince foretold in the ancient pro-
pheis ¢ but ther he injifted, that the troe
fenfe of the prophecies had been miftaken ;
thit they related not to the kingdoms of
this world, but to the kinpgdom c¢t. heaven ;.
that the Mefliis was not to be a conquering
pume but a rUHLImO‘ OnGe. ; that he was not
to come with hories ot wm, and chariots of
war, but was to be meek and lowly, and ri-
dmg on ao afs. By this means he got the
common and necetlary foundation for a
new revelation, which 1s to be built apnd.
founded on a precedent revelation 1.

To carry on this defign, he made choice
of twelve men of no fortunes or education,

B 3 and
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and of fuch underftandings, as gave no jeas
loufy that they weuld difcover the plot,
And, what is moft wonderful, and fhews
their ability, whillt the mafter was preach-
ing the kingdom of heaven, thele poor men,
not weaned from the prejudices of their
country, expefted every day that he would
declarc himfelf a king, and were quarrelling
who fhould be his firft minifter, This ex-
pectation had a good effedt on the fervice ;
for it kept them conftant to their mafter,

I muft obferve farther, that the Jews
vere under firange apprehenfions of fuper-
ratural powers: and as their own religion
was founded on the behef of certain miracles,
{:id to be wrought by their lawgiver Mofes,
{fo were they ever running after wonders
and miracles, and ready to take up with any
{icries of this xind, Now, as fomething ex-
traordinary was neceflary to fupport the pre-
tenfions of Jefus, he dextroufly laid hold
on this weaknels 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 ftrange
things, and were able to {pread the fame
and report of them abroad,

This condu&t had the defired {uccels.
The whole country was alarmed, and full
cf the news of a great prophet’s being come
smong them,  They were too full of their
cwn imagination, to attend to the notion of
s kingaom ot Leaven, Here was one migh-
ty in ceed and in word ; and they conclu-
Ced Lie was the very prince their nation ex-

pected,
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pefted,  Accordingly they once attempted
to fet him up tor a king; and at another
time attendcd him in triumph to Jerufalem.
This natural cenlequence opens the natural
defign of the attempt, It things had gone
on fuccefstully to the end, it is probable
the kingdom of heaven wou'd have been
changed into a kingdom ot this world. The
defign indeed tailed, by the impatience and
over-haftinefs of the multitude ; which a-
larmed not only the chiet of the Jews, but
the Romaa governor alfo.

The cafe being come to this point, and
Jetus fecing that he could not efcape being
put to death, he dcclared, that the ancient
prophets had foretold, that the Meffias
fhould die upon a crofs, and. that he thould
vife again on. the third day. Here was the
foundation laid for the continuing this plot,
which otherwife had died with its author:
This was his legacy 10 his followers; which,
having beecn well managed by them and.
their {ucceflors, has at faft produced a king-
dom indeed; a kingdom of priefts, who-
have governed the world for muny ages, and
have been {trong enough to fet kings and
¢mperors at defiance, But {o it happens,
the ancient prophets appcaled to are fiill
extant; and there being no fuch prophecies
of the death and refurrection of the Mcffas,
they are a {fanding evidence againft this {to-
ry. As he expected, {o it happened, that
he died on a crofs ; and the profecuting of
this contrivance was left to the management
| of
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of his difciples and followers. Their part
15 next to be conbidered
Mr B. My LLord, Since it is your opinion
that the objeftions {hould be confidered
{ingly, and the gentleman has carvied his
{cheme down to the death of Chrift, { rhink
he is come to a proper reft ; and that it is
agreeable to your intention that I fhould be
admitted to anfwer,
Judge, You fay right, Sir. Let us hear
what you an{wer to this charge
Mr B. My Lord, I was unwilling to di-
fturb the gentleman by breaking in vpon his
{cheme 5 otherwife 1 fhould have reminded
him, that this court {its to examine evidence,
and not to be entertained with fine imagi.
nations. You have had a fcheme laid before
you, but not one bit of evidence to {upport
any part of it ; no, not fo much as a pre-
tence to any evidence. The genteman, [
remember, was very fonry that the old
books of the Jews were loft, which would,
as he fuppofes, have for forth all this mat-
ter; and I agree with him, that he has
much reafon to be forry, confidering Lis
great {carcity of proof.  And fince 1 have
mentioned this, that | may not be to return
to 1t again, I would afk the gentleman now,
how he knows there ever were fuch books?
And fince, if ever there were any, they are
loft, how he knows what they contained ?
1 doubt I fhal! have frcquent occafion to afk
fuch queitions. It would inderd be a fuffi-
cient aniwer to the whole, 1o repeat the fe-
veral fuppofitions that have been made, and
10
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to call for the evidence upon which they
ftand. This would plainly difcover every
part of the flory to be mere fiftion. But
tince the gentleman feems to have endea-
voured to bring under one view the many
infinuations which have of late been {pread
abroad by diffcrent hands, and to work the
whole inio a confiftent fcheme 5 T will, if
your paticnce fhall permit, examine this
plot, and fec to whom the honour of the
contrivance belongs.

The gentleman beging with  exprefling
his *“ amazement, that the refurrection has
“ been belicved in all ages of the church.”
If you afk him, Why? he muil anfwer,
Becanfe the account of it is a forgery 3 for
it 15 no amazement to him, furely, thata
true account thounld be generally well receis
ved.  So that this remark proceeds indecd
from confidence rather than amszement
and comes only to this, that he 1s fure there
was no refurrcction.  And I am fure this
1s no evidence that there was none.  Whe-
ther he is miftaken in his confidence, or 1
In mine, the court muft judge,

The gentleman’s obfervation, That the
ceneral belief of the refurreion creates a
prefumption that it flands upon good evie
dence, and therefore people look no farther,
but follow their tathers, as their fathers did
their grandtathers before them, is in great
mcafure true 3 but it is a truth nething to
his purpofe.  He allows, that the refurrec-
tion has been believed in all ages of the
church j that is, fiom the very time of the

refurredtion,
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refurretion. What then prevailed with thofc
who firft received 1t? They certainly did
not follow the example of their fathess,
Here then is the pomnt, How did this fa&
gain credit in the world at firft 2 Credit it
has gained without doubt. I the multitude
at prefent go into this belicf through preju-
dice, example. and for company fake, they
do 1n this cafe no more, nor otherwife, than
they do in all cates.  And it cannot be de-
nied, but that truth may ke received through
prejudice, (as it is called), 4. ¢. without ex-
amining the proof, or merits of the caule,
as well as falichood. What general truih
15 there, the merits of which all the world,
or the hundredth part has examined ? li is
imartly faid fomewhere, * That the prieft
““ only continues what the nurle began.”
But the life of the remark confills in the
quaintnefs of -the antitheflis between the
nurfe and the prieff 3 and owes its {upport
much more to found than to fenle.  For is
it poffible that children fhovld not hear
fomething of the common and popular opi-
nions of thelr country, whether thofe opi-
niois be true or falfe ! Do they not learn
the commen nmexims of reafon this way ?
Perhaps every man firft learned from his
nurfe, that two and two make four ; and
whenever fhe divides an apple among her
children, the inftils into them this prejudice,
That the whole is equal to its parts, and all
the parts equal to the whole: and yer Sir
Haac Newton, (fhame on him !) what work
has he made, what a building has he eredt-

cd
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d upon the foundation of this nurfery.
learning ? As to religion, there never was a
religion, there never will be one, whether
truc or falle, publicly owned in any coun-
try, but children have heard, and ever will
hear, more or lefs of it from thofe who are
placed about them. And if this is, and
ever muft be the cafe, whether the religion
be true or falfe, it1s highly abfurd to lay
ftrefs on this obfervation, when the quefiion
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
common-place . learning, which muft for
ever, 1t feems, attend 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 ac-
count of the people of the Jews, the people
in whofe country the fact is laid, and who
~were originally, and in {fome refpedts, prin-
cipally concerned in its confequences.

They were, he fays, a weak fuperftitious
people, and lived under the influence of
certaln preiended prophecies and predictions;
that upon this ground they had, fome time
before the appearance of Chriit Jefus, con-
ceived great expectations of the coming of
. a victorious prince, who (hould deliver them
from the Roman yoke, and make them all
kings and princes. He goes on then to ob-
ferve how liable the people were, in this
ftate cf things, to be inpofed on, and led

Into
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into rebellion, by any one who was bold e- |
nough to take upon him to perfonate the |
prince expetted. He oblerves further, that |
in fadt many fuch 1mpoftors did arife, and |
deceived multitudes to their ruin and de. }
ftruction. ' |
I have laid thefe things together, becaufe §
I do not intend to difpute thefe matters with §
the gentleman.  Whether the Jews were a |
weak and fuperltitious people, and influen- §
ced by falle prophecies, or whether they had §
true prophecies among them, is not material §
to the prefent queftion: it is enough for §
the gentleman’s argument, if I allow the§
fact to be as he has ftated it, that they did |
expect a victorious prince 3 that they were |
upon this account expofed to be practifed g
on by pretenders, and in fa& were often {0 §
deluded. |
This foundation being laid, it was natural |
to exped, and 1 believe your Lordfhip and §
every one prefent did expedt, that the gen-
tleman would go on to fhew, that Jefus laid
hold of this opportunity, ftruck in with the
opinion of the people, and profefled himfcli]
to be the prince who was to work their de-
liverance, DBut {o far, it {cems, is this from|
being the cafe, that the charge upon Jefus
is, that he took the contrary part, and fct
up in oppofition to all the popular notions
and prejudices of his country ; that he in-
terpreted the prophecies to another fenfe
and meaning than his countrymen did; and
by his cxpofitions took away all hopes of
thew
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their ever fecing the viGtorions deliverer o
much wanted and expected.

I know not how to bring the gentleman’s
premifes. and his. conclufion to any: agree-
ment 3. they feera to be at a great variance
at prefent.  If it be the likelieft method for
an impoftor to fucceed, to build on the po-
pular opinions, prejudices, and prophecies-of
“the people, then furely an impoflor cannot
pofiibly take a worfe metltod than to fet up
“in oppofition te all the prejudices and pro-
phecits of the country, W here-was the art
and: cunning. then of taking this method !
could any thing be expedted: from 1t but ha-
tred, contempt, and: pei*_facuﬁiﬂn *aud diud
Chrift in: fa&t meet with. any. other trent-
ment from the Jews?! And vet when he
found,. as the gentleman allows he did, thar
he- mm(t perifh in:thisattempt, did he change
bis-note:? did:he come about, and drop any
intimations agrceable to the notions ot the
people ! Ivisnot pretended. “This, which,
in any .other cale which ever happened,
would be-taken to be a plain-mark of greac
honefty, or great ftupidity, or of both, is, in
the prefent:cafe, art, policy, and contrivance.,

But,. it feems, Jefus dared not fer up to
be the. vi€torious privce expedted, for vilto-
ries are not:to be counterfeited. T hope it
was no crime inhim that he did not affume
this: falfe charaéter, and try 10-abufethe cre-
dulity of the people : 1f he had donefo, it
certainly would have bren a2 crime; and
therefore in this point at leait he is inpc-
cnt. I donot fuppole the genideman imae
L gfn-.:s
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gines that the Jews were well founded in
their expectation of a temporal prince: and
therefore, when Chrift oppofed this conceit
at the manifeft hazard of his life, as he cer-
tainly had truth on his fide, fo the prefump-
tion is, that it was for the {ake of truth that
he expoled himfelf.

No. He wanted, we are told, the com-
mon and neceflary foundation for a new re-
velation, the authority of an old one to
build on. Very well. I will not inquire
how common, or how neceflary this foun-
dation 1s to a new revelatien: for, be that
caie as it will, it is evident, that in the me-
thod Chrift took, he had not, nor could
have the fuppofed advantage of fuch foun- .
dation, For why is this foundation necefla-
ry? A friend of the gentleman’s fhall tell
you, ¢ Decanfe * it muft be difficult, if not
*“ impoflible, to introduce among men (who
“ i all civilized countries are bred up in
‘“ the belief of fome revealed religion) a re-
« vealed religion waolly new, or fuch as
« has no reference to a preceding one ; for
«t that would be to combat all men on too
¢ many refpefts, and not to proceed on a
¢ {ufficient number of principles neceflary
¢ to be aflented to by thofe on whom theé
« firflt impreflions of a new religion are
«« propofed to be made,” You fec now the
reafon of the neceflity of this foundation :
itis, that the new teacher may have the ad-
vantage of old popular opinions, and fi

himf{elf

“ Dy conrfe ¢f the grounds, p. 24,
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him{elf upon the prejudices of the people.
Had Chrift any fuch advantages ? or did he
feek any fuch ? The people expetted a vic-
torious prince 5 he told them they were mif-
taken : they held as facred the tradinons ot
the elders ; he told them thofe traditions
made the law of God ot none effet : they
valued them{elves for being the peculiar peo-
ple of God ; he told them, that people from
all quarters of the world thould be the peo-
ple of God, and fit down with- Abraham, I-
fazc, and Jacob, in the kingdom :. they
thought Cod could be worfhipped only at
jerutalem ; he told them God might and
fhould be worthipped every where : they
were fuperftitious in the obfervance of the
fabbath ; he, according to their reckoning,
broke it frequently : in a word, their wath-
ings of hands and pets, their fuperftitious
diftin€tions of meats, their prayers in public,
their villanics in fecret, were all reproved,
expofed, and condemned by him ; and the
cry ran {trongly againft him, that he came
to deftroy the law and the prophets.  And
now, Sir, what advantage had Chriil of
your common and neceflary toundation ?
what fufficient number of principles owned by
the people. did he build. on? If he adhered
to the.old. revelation in the true {enie, or
(which is fuflicient to the prefent argument)
in a {enfe not reccived by the people, it was
in truth the greateft difficulty he had to ftrug-
gle with :. and therefore what could tempt
him, but purely a regard to truth, to take
upon. himlelf fo many difficultics, which

C2 g Rt
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might have been avoided, could he have
becn but filent as to the old revelation, and
left the peopls to their imaginations ?

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 dif~
ciples, The gentlemun has given us thew
charadter 3 but, ae 1 fuppofe, he has more
employment for them before he has done, I
defive to defer the confideration of their a-
bilities and condudt ll { hear what work he
has for them to do. I would only oblerve,
that thus far this plot differs from all that
ever I heard of. Impoftors generally take
advantage of the prejudices of the people,
generally too they make choice of cunning
dextrons feliows to manage under them;
but ir this cafe fefvs oppoled all the notions
of the people, and made choice of fimple.
tons, it feems, to condudt his contrivances,

But what defign, what real end was carry-
ing on all this while? Why, the gentleman
tells us, that the very thing difclaimed, the
t=mporal kingdom, was the real thing aim.
¢d at under this difpuife. He told the peo-
ple there was no foundation to expelt a
emporal deliverer, warned them againit all
who fhould {et up thofe pretenfions ; he de-
ciarcd there was no ground from the ancient
prophscics to expeét {uch a prince : and
yet, Dy thefe very means, be was working
his way to an opportunity of declaring him-
{eif to be the very prince the people wanted.
We are {tUl vpon the marvellous; every

ftep opens new wonders. I blame not the
gentleman ;
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gentleman; for what but-this can be imagin-
ed to give any account of. thele meafures
imputed to Chrift ? Be this never {o uniikely,
yet this is the only thing can be faid, Had
Chrit been charged- with enthufiafm, it
would not have been neceilary to aflign a
reafon for his condult: madnefs is unac-
countable : Ratione modoque tratlari non vult,
But when defign, cunning, and fraud, are
made the charge, and carried to fuch an
height, asto fuppole him-to be a party to
the contrivance of 2 fham refurreftion for
himf{elf, it is neceffary to-fay, to-what end
this cunning tended. It was,. we are told,
to a kingdom: and 1ndeed. the tempation
was little enough, confidering 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, it happened un-
luckily that he would not accept the offer,
but withdrew himielf from the multiitude,
and - lay concealed till they were dilperfed.
It will be faid, perhaps, that Jefus was a
better judge of affairs than the people, and
{faw that it was pot yet time to accept the of-
fer. Be it fo; let us {ee then what fol-
lows.

The government was alarmed, and Jefus
was looked on as a perfon dangerous to the
ftate : and he had difcernment enough to fee

C3 that
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that his death was dstermined and inevitable.
Whart dees he do then? Why, to make the
beft of a bad cafe, and to fave the benefit of
his wodertaking to thofe who were to fuc- |
ceed him, he pratends to prophefy of his
death, which he knew could not be avoid-
ed; and further, that he fhould rife again
the third day.——Mcn do not ufe to play
tricks in arricnlo mortis 3 but this plot had
nothing common, nothing in the ordinary
way. But whatif it fhould appear, that at-
ter the foretelling of his death (through de-
{pair of his fortunes it is faid) he had it in
his power to fct up for king once more, and
once more refufed the opportunity? Men in
defpair lay hold on the leaft help, and never
refufe the greateft. Now, the cafe was
veally fo.  After he had foretold his cruci-
fixion, he came to Jerufalem in the trium.
phant manner the gentleman mentioned ;
the people {trewed his way with boughs and
flowers, and were all at his devotion  the
Jewith governors lay ftill, for fear ot the
people.  Why was not this opportunity laid
hold on to {cize the kingdom, or :at leaft
10 fecure himfelf from the ignominious death
Le expeded ! Tor whofe fake was he con-
t-nted to die ! for whole fake did he con-
wrive this plot of his refurreétion ! Wife and
children he had none; his nearelt relations
gave litde credit to him; his difciples were
not fit even to be trulted with the fecret,
nor capable to manage any advantage that
could arife from 1t. However, the gentle-
man tells vs, 2 kingdom has arifen out of

this
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this p ts a kingdom of priefts. But when
did it arife ? Some hundred years after the
death of Chrift, in oppofition to his will,

and almoft to the fubverfion of his 1ellg10n.
‘And yet we are told this kingdom was the
thing he had in view. I am apt to think the
gendeman is perfuaded, that the dominion
he compluns of is contrary to the fpirit 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 it? Whatever the
cafe was, it cannot furely be fufpected that
Chrift died to make popes and cardinals,
The alterations which have happened in the
dolrines and praétices of churches, fince the
Chriftian religion was fettled by thofe who
had an authentic commiflion to feule it,

are quite out of the queﬂmn, when the ina
quiry is about the truth of the Chriftian re-
ligion, Chrift and his apoltles did not
vouch for the truth of all that thould be
taught in the church in future times; nay,
. they foretold and forewarned the world a-
- gainft fuch corrupt teachers. It is therefore
abfurd to challenge the religion of Chrift,
- becaufe of the corruptions which have
ipread among Chriftians, The goipel has
no more concern with them, and ought no
more to be charged with them, than with
-~ the dottrines of the Alcoran,

There is but one obfervation more, [
think, which the gentleman made under
this head. Jefus, he fays, referred to the
uchority of ancient prophecics to prove that

the
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the Meffias was to die andrife again ; the an.
cient books referred to are extant, and no
fuch prophecies, he fays, are to be found.
Now, whether the gentleman can find thefe

' prophecies or no, is not material to the pre.
fent queftion. It is allowed that Chrift fore.

rold his own death and refurredtion : if the
refurrefion was managed by fraud, Chrif
was certainly in the fraud himfelf, by fore-
telling the fraud that was to happen: dif.
prove therefore the refurre®ion, and we
{fhall have no further occafion for prophecy,
On the other fide, by foretclling the refur.
re@ion, he certainly put the proof of his
miffion on the truth of the event. Whe.
ther it be the charaéter of the Meflias, in
the ancient prophets,. or no,.that he thould
die, and rife again; without.doubt jefus is
not the Meffias, if he did not rile again:
“for, by his own prophecy, he made it par
of the character of the Meflas. If the event
juftified the predictios, it is fuch an-evidence
as no man of fenfe and reafon can reped,
One would naturally think, that the fore:
telling his refurre@tion, and giving fuch
public notice to expedt it, that his keeneft ¢
nemies were fully apprifed of it, carried with
it the greateft mark of fincere dealing, It
ftands thus far clear of the fufpicion of
fraud. And had it proceeded from enthuf.
afn, and an heated imagination, the dead body
at leaft would have refted in the grave, and
~ without further evidence have confuted fuch
" pretenfions : and fince the deazd body was
not only carricd openly to the grave, but

there
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there watched and guarded, -and yet could
never afterwards be found, never heard :of
more as a dead body, there muft ‘of necef-
fity have beea either a real miracle, or a
great frand in this cale. Enthufiafin dies
with the man, and has :no aperation on his
dead body. There.is therefore here no me-
dium; you muft cither admit the miracle,
or prove the fraud. . |

- Judpe. Mr 4, You are at Liberty exher to
reply to what has been faid under this head,
or t0°'go -on with your caufe,

Mr 4. My Lord, The obfervations Ilaid
before you were but inwoduétory to the
main evidences on which the merits of the
cane muft relt, The geatleman concluded,
that here muft be a real miracle or a grea
fraud; a fraud, he meins, to which Jefus
in his lifetime was a party, There is, he
{ays, no medium. { beg his pardon. Why
might it not be an enthufiaim in the mafter
which occafioned the prediction, and fraud
in the {ervants who put it In execution !

Mr 8. My Lord, This is new matter, and
not a reply. The gentleman opencd this
tranfaction as a fraud from one éend to the
other. Now he fuppofes Chrift to have
been an honelt poor enthufinff, and the difs
ciples only to be cheats.

Fudge. Sir, 1f you go to new matter, the
counfel on the other iide muft be admitted
to aniwer. '

Mr .4, My Lord, I have no fuch inten- .
ton. I was obferving, that the account I
give of Jelus was only to atroduce the evi-

dence
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dence that is to be laid before the court: It
cannot be expected, that I thould know all
the fecret defigns of this contrivance, efpe.
cially confidering that we have but fhort
accounts of this affair, and thofe too convey-
ed to us through hands of friends, and par-
ties to the plot. In fuch a cafe it is enough
if we can imagine what the views probably
- were 3 and in fuch cafe too it muft be very
cafy for a gentleman of parts to raile con-
trary imaginations, and to argue plauiibly
from them. But the gentleman bas rightly
obferved, that if the refurredtion be a fraud,
there is an end of all pretenfions, goed or
bad, that were to be {fupported by it : there-
fore I {hall go on to prove this trand, which
is one main part of the caufe now to be de-
termined,

I beg leave to remind you, that Jefus in
his lifetime foretold his death, and that he
fhould rife again the third day, The firft
part of his predition was accomplifhed :
he died vpon the crofs, and was buried. I
will not trouble you with the particulars of
his crucifixion, death, and burial; it is a
well-known ftory.

Mr B. My Lord, 1 defire to-know, whe-
ther the gentleman charges any fraud upon
this part of the hiftory. Perhaps he may.
be of opinion by and by, that there wasa
flight of hand in the crucifixion, and that
Chrift only counterfeited death.

Mr 4. No, no; have no fuch fears; he
was not crucibied by his difciples, but by the
Romans and the Jews; and they were In

VEIY
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very goad earneft. I will prove bcyond
contradition, that the dead body was fairly
laid in the tomb, and the tomb fealed up ;
and it will be well for you if you can get it
as fairly out again, -

Fudge. Go on with your evidence, |

Mr 4. My Lord, The crucifixion being
over, the dead body was conveyed to a fe-
-pulchre; and, in the general-opinion, there
{eemed to be an end of the whole defign.
But the governors of the Jews, watchful
. for the fafety of the people, called to mind
“that Jefus in his lifetime 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 fuch a prophecy ; a
prophecy big with confidence and prefump-
tion, and which to the common fenfe of
mankind .carried its confutation along with,
it: and *° there is no other nation in the
- world which would not have flighted
“ fuch a vain prognoftication of a known
“ impoftor.” But they had warning to be
-watchful. It was not long before, that the
people ¢ had like to have been fatally de-
“ luded and impofed on by kim in the pre-
- tended refufcitation of Lazarus.” They

had fully difcovered the cheat in the cafe of
Lazarus, and had narrewly efcaped the
dangerous confequences of it.  And though
Jelus was dead, yet he had many difciples
ad followers alive, who were ready enough
t0 combine in any fraud, to verify the pre-
diCtion of their mafter, Should they fuc-
ceed, the rulers forefaw, the confequences.

1N
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in this cafe would be more fatal than' thofe
which before they had nancowly: efcaped.
Upan this account they addreflad themf{elves
to.the Roman governor; told: him how. the
cale was, and defired that he would grant
them a gugid to. watch; the fepulchre ; that
the farvice would not:be long, for the pre-
diftion limited the refurre&ion ta the third
day-; and when. that was over, the foldiers
might be releafed from. the: duty. Pilate
granted the requett; and a guard was fet wo

watch: the {epulchre, S
- This; was:not:all, . The:chief priefts took
anpther methad to: prevente all: frauds, and
it was/ the beft-that could poflibly be taken,
which: was; to fcal up.the door of the fe-
wlehre. To underfiand to what purpofe
this caution was ufed,. you need only confi-
der- what. is intended: by. fealing up doors,
and; boxes, er writingsi Is it mot for the
{atistation- of all: partics: concerned, that
they may-be fure things are in tleftate they
left them, when they: come and find their
{eals net injured ! This was the method
ufed by Darius, when Daniel was caft: into
the lion’s den:y he fealed. the door of the
den., And for what purpefe? Was it not
to fatisty himtelf and: Kis court, that:no art
had been: uied to. prelerve Daniel?  And
when he came and faw: Daniel.fafe, and his
own {eal unrouched, he was fatsfied, And
indecc, if we: confider the thing righdy, a
feal thus vied imports.a covenant. If you
deliver writings to a. perfon fealed, and he
accepts: them fo, your delivery and his. ac-
' ceprance
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ceptance implies 2 covenant between you,
that the writings fhall be delivered, and the
{eal whole ; and fhould the feal be broken,
it would be a magifelt fraud, and breach of
tuft. Nay, fo ftrongly is this covenant
implied, that there needs no fperial agree-
ment in the cafe ; it is a 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 2 fpecial agreement
with all perfons through whofe hands it
pafles, that it fhall not be opened by any
hand, but his only to whom it is directed ;
yet men know themfelves to be under this
reftraint, and that it is unlawful and ditho-
nourable to tranfgrefs it.

Since then the fepuichre was fealed ;
{ince the feal imported a covenant, confider -
who were the parties to this covenunt.
They could be no other than the chief
priefts on one fide, the apoitles on the other.,
To prove this. no {pecial agreement need be
fhewn. On one fide, there was a concern to
fce the prediction fulfilled ; on the other,
to prevent fraud in fulfilling 1t.  The fum
of their agreement was naturally this, that
the {eals fthould be opened at the time ap-
pointed for the refurrection, that all parties
might fee and be fatisfied, whetier the dead
body was come to life or no.

What now would any reafonable man ex-
peét from thefe circumfitances? Do not vou

eXpelt to hear, that the chief pricfts aad
iLe apoftles met at thetime appointed, opan.
D ed
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ed the feals, and that the matter in difpute
was {ettled beyond all controver{y one way
or other ! But fee how it happened. The
{cals were broken, the body ftolen dway in
the night by the difciples ; none of the chief
priefts prefent, or fummoned to fce the feals
opencd., The guards, when examined, were
forced to confefs the truth, though joined
with an acknowledgment of their guilt;
which made them liable to be punifhed by
Pilate : they confefled that they were afleep,
and in the mean time, that the body was {to-
ien away by the difciples.

This evidence of the Roman foldiers, and
the far flronger evidence arifing from the
clandeltine manner of breaking up the fcals,
are fufficient proofs of fraud.

But there is another circumftance in the
cale, of equal weight, Though the feals
did not prevent the cheat entirely, yet they
¢ffetually falfified the prediction.  Accor-
ding to the prediction, Jefus was to rile on
the third day, or after the third day. At
this time the chief priefts intended to be
prefent, and probably would have been at
tended by a great muliitude.  This made it
impoffible to play any tricks at that time;
and therefore the apofiles were forced to
haften the plot : and accordingly the refur-
re@ion happened a day before its time 5 for
the body was buried on the Friday, and was
sooe early in the morning cn Sunday.

Thefe are plain facts ; {ats drawn from
the accounts given us by thofe who are

fiends to the belief of the refurredion,
'L he
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The gentleman will not call thefe imagina-
tions, or complain that T have given him
fchemes inftead of evidence.

Mr B. My Lord, I am now to confider
that part of the argament upon which the
pentleman lays the greatelt firefs  He bas
oiven us his evidence ; mere evid=nce, he
{ays, uomixed, and clear of all {chemes and
imaginations. In one thing indead he has
been as good as his word ; he has proved
bevond contradittion, that Chrift dicd, and
was laid in the fepulchre : for, without
doubt, when the Jews fealed the ftone, they
took care to fee that the body was there; o-
therwife their precaution was ufelefs.  He
has proved too, that the prediction of Chiigt
concerning his own refurredion, was a thiog
publicly- kaown in all Jerufalem; for he
owns, that ehis gave occalion for all the care
that was tuken to prevent fraud. If this o-
pen predi€tion implies a fraudulent defizn,
the evidence is f{trong with the gentdeman =
but if it fhall appear to be, what it really
was, the greateft mark that conld be given
of fincerity and plain dealing in the whole
affair, the evidence will be ihll as Grong,
but the weight of it will fall on the wrong
fide for the gentleman’s purpofe.

In the next place, the gentleman feems to
be ata great lofs to acconnt for the credit
which the chief pricits gave to the predidtion
of the refurretion, by the care they took to
prevent it. He thinks the thing in jtleit
was too extravagant and abfurd to deferve
any regard ; and that no one would have

D 2 regarded
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regarded fuch a prediction in any other
time or place. I agree with the gentleman
entirely; but then I demand of him a rea-
fon why the chict priefts were under any
concern about this prediction. Was it be-
caufe they had plainly difcovered Lim to be
a cheat and an impoflor ! It is impofiible.
"This reaion would have convinced them of
the folly and prefumption of the predidion,
It muft theretore neceflarily be, that they
had dilcovered fomething in the life and
altions of Chrift which raifed this jealoufy,
and made them liften to a prophecy in his
cafe, which 1 any other cafe they would
have defpifed. And what could this be,
but the fecret convi&tion they were under,
by his many miracles, of his extraordinary
powers? This care therefore of the chief
priefts over his dead, helplefs body, isa laft-
ing teflimony of the mighty works which
Jefus did in his lifetime ; for had the Jews
been perfuaded that he performed no won.
ders in his life, I think they would not have
been afraid of fccing any done by him after
his death.
But the gentleman is of another mind.
Te fays, they had difcovered a plain cheat
in the cafe of Lazarus, whom Chiift had
prerended to raife trom the dead; and
therefore they took all this care to guard a-
gainft a like cheat,
I begin now to want evidence : I am for-
bid to call this imagination, what elfe to call
i3t I know not.  There is not the leaft inti

mation given from hiftory, that there was
any




of the Refurreltion of Fefus;  4r-

any cheat in the cale of Lazarus, or that a.
ny one fufpected a cheat.  Lazarus lived in
the country after he was-raifed from the
dead ; and though his lite was fecretly and
balcly fought afer, yet nobody bad the
courage to call him to a trial for his nart cf
the cheat, It may be faid, perhaps, the
rulers were terrificd,  Very well : but they
were not terrified when they had Chrift in
their poficilion, when they brought him to
a trial 3 why did they not then -objet this
cheat to Chrift? It would have been much
to their purpofe, 1nftead of that, they 2c-
cufe him of a defign to.pull down the tem.
vle, to deftroy-their law, and of blaiphemy;
but not one word of zny fraud in the cafe
of Lazarus, or any other cafe,-

But not to enter into. the merits of ‘ this
caufe, which.has in it too many ci:cumftan-
ces for your prefent confideration j let us
take the cafe 1o be asthe genleman flates it,
that the cheat in the. cafe of Lazarus was
~detected ; what confequence is to be expedt -
ed ? In all other cales, impoltors cnce dife
covered, grow odious and contemptible,
and quite iacapable of doing further mif-
chier ; 1o lile are they regarded, that even
when they tell the troth they are pegledted.
Was.it {o in this cafe? No, fays the gentle-
man ; the Jews were the more careful that
Chrift thould not cheat them in his own re-
furrebion,  Ourely this is a moft fngular
cale. When the people thought him a pro-
phet, the chief priclts fought to kil him,
and thought his death would put an ¢nd to

D3 his
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regarded fuch a prediction in any other
ume or place. I agree with the gentleman
entirely ; but then I demand of him a rea-
jon why the chicf pricfts were under any
concern about this predi®tion, Was it be-
caufe they had plainly difcosered him to be
a cheat and an impoftor ? It is impofiible.
"This reafon would have convinced them of
the folly and prefumption of the predidion,
It muft theretore neceffarily be, that they
had difcovered fomething in the life and
actions of Chrift which raifed this jealoufy,
and made them liften to a prophecy in his
cale, which 1 any other cafe they would
have defpifed. And what could this be,
but the fecret convidtion they were under,
by his many miracles, of his extraordinary
powers? This care therefore of the chief
priefts over his dead, helplefs body, isa laft-
ing tefllimony of the mighty works which
fefus did in his lifetime ; for had the Jews
been perfuaded that be performed no won-
ders in his life, I think they would not have
been afraid of fecing any done by him afier
his death.

But the gentleman is of another mind.

1e fays, they had difcovered a plain cheat
in the cale of Lazarus, whom Chrift had
prerended to raife from the dead; and
therefore they took all this care to guard a-
gainft a like cheat.

I begin now to want evidence : I am for-
-bid to call this imagination, what elfe to call
it I know not.  There is not the leaft inti-
mation given from hiftory, that there was

any
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any cheat in the cale of Lazarus, or that a-
ny one fufpeted a cheat. Lazarus lived in
the country after he was-raifed from the
dead ; .and though his life was fecretly and
balely fought afier, yet nobody had the
courage to call him to a trial for his part cf
the cheat. It may be faid, perhaps, the
rulers-were.terrificd.  Very well 1 but they
were not terrified when they had. Chrift in
their pofleflion, when they. brought him to
a trial ; why did -they not then :objeét this
cheat to Chrift ? It would have been much
to their-purpofe, Inftead of that, they ac-
cufe him of a defign to.pull down the tem-
ple, to deftroy-their law, and of blaiphemy;
but not one word. of any fraud in the cale
of Lazarus, or any other cafe."

But not to enter into. the merits of - this
cauie, which.has in it too many circumitan-
ces for your prefent confideration ; let us
take the cafe to be asthe gendeman fates it,
that the cheat in the. cafe of Lazarus was
detected ; what confequence is to be expett
ed ? In all other cafes, impoftors once difs
covered, grow odious and contemptible,
and quite incapable of doing further mif-
chief ; fo liule are they regarded, that even
when they tell the truth they are negledted.
Was.it fo in this cafe-? -No, fays the gentle-
man ; the Jews were the more careful that
Chrift thould not cheat them in his own re-
{urrection,  Surely this is a moft fngular
cafe. When the people thought him a pro-
phet, the chiet priefts fought to kill bim,
and thought his death would put an end to

D3 his
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his pretenfions: when they and the people
had difcovered him to be a chcat, then they
thought him not fafe, even when he was
dead, but were afraid he thould prove a true
prophet, and, according to his own pre-
diction, rife again. A needlefs, a prepof-
terous fear !

In the next place, the gentleman tells us
how proper the care was that the chicf
priefts took, I agree perfectly with him,
. Human policy could not invent a more pro-
per method to guard again{t and prevent all
traud, They dclivered the fepulchre, with
the dead body in it, to a company of Ro-
man foldiers, who had orders from their
officer to watch the fepulchre.  Their care
went further flill ; they fealed the door of
the fepulchre,

Upon this occalion, the gentleman has
explained the ufe of feals when applied to
tuch purpofes. They imply, he fays, a co-
venant, that the things fealed up fhall re.
maln in the condition they are till the par-
ties to the fealing are agreed to open them,
1 {ce no reafon to enter into the learning 2.
bout feals: let it be as the gentleman has c-
pened ic 3 what then ?

Why then, it feems, the apeltles and
chicf priells were in a covenant that there
fhould be no refurreétion, at lealt no open-
ing of the door, till they met together at an
appointed time to view and unical the door.

Your Lordibip and the court will now
confider the probability of this fuppofition.

When Chrift was f{eized and carried to his
trial,
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trial, his diftiples fled, and hid themfelveg
§ for fear of the Jews, out of a Jult apprehen.
| fion that they thould, if apprehended, pe
- facrificed with thejp mafter.  Peter indeed
| followed him; but his courage foon failed,
} and it is well known in what manner he
¥ denied him,  After the death of Chrift,
| his difciples were fo far from being ready to.
} engage for his refurre®ion, or to enter into
| terms and agreements for the manper in.
which it thould be done, -that they them.
' lelves did not believe jt cver would be ; they
§1ve over all hopes and thoughts of it; and-
| far from entering into engagements with the
| chief priefts, their whole concern was, to,
keep themfelves concealed from them, This
15 a well-known cafe, and [ wi]] not trouble
you with particular authorities to prove this
truth.  Can any man now in. hjs right fen.
| fes think, that the difciples under thefe ¢ip.
cumftances entered into this covenant with
the Jews ? 1 believe the gentleman does not
think it, and for that reafoq {ays, that feals
fo ufed import a.covenant without a {pecia]
[aercement.  Be it fo; and it muft thep be
allowed, that the apoitles were no more con-
terned in thefe feals, than every other map
In the country, and no more anfwerable for
them ; for the covenant reached. to every
body as well as to. them, fince they were un.-
der no fpecial contrad.

But 1'beg pardon for f pending your time
Unneceflarily, when the fimple plain account
of this matter will beft anfwer all thefe jea-
loufies and fufpicions, The Jews, it is plain,

' wEre
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were exceedingly {olicitous about this event:
for this reafon they obtained a guard from
Pilate; and when they had, they were fiill
fuipicious left their guards fhould deccive
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 it was,
T'his is the natural and true account cof 1he
matter. Do but confider it in a parallel
cafe. Suppofe a prince fhould fer a guard
at the door of his treafury, and the officer
who placed the guard ihould feal the door,
and fay to the foldiers, You fhall be anfwer-
able for the feal if I find it broken: would
not all the world underftand the feal to be
fixed to guard againit the joldiers, who
might, though employed to keep oft others,
be ready cnough to pilfer themielves ! This
is i all fuch cafes but a neceffary care; you
may place guards, and when you do, all is
in their power.: Et quis cupredes cylodiat ip.
fos? ‘

But it fecms, that, notwithftanding all this
care, the fcals were broken, and the "body
gone. If you complain of this, Sir, demand
fatisfadtion of your guards; they only ar
refponfible for it: the dilciples had no mort
to do in 1t than you or L.

Lhe guards, the gentleman fays, have con
fefled the truth, and owned that they wer
afleep, and that the dilciples in the mea

_time ftole away the body. 1 with the guard
were in court, I would afk them, how ihe
came to be fo punctual in relating whathap

Pf.‘llf
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| pened when they were aflcep ? what induced
 them to believe that the body was ftolen a¢
f all 7 what, that it was fiolen by the difci-
ples; fince, by their own confeflion, they
were afleep, apd faw nething, {aw no body ?
But fince they are not to be had, T woyld
Gefire to afk the gentleman the fame que.-
ftions ; and whcther he has any authoritjes
in point, to thew, that ever any man was agd.-
imitted as an evidence in any court, to proye
2 fact which happened when he was alleep ?
[ fce the gentleman s uncafy ; I will prefs
the matter no further,
As this ftory has no evidence to {upport
it, fo neither has i any probability, The
gentleman has given you the charatter of
the difciples ; that they were weak, 1200-
fant men, tull of the popular prejudices and
luperftitions of theijr country, which fiuck
tlofe to them notwithftanding their long ac-
quaintance with their mafter. The apottles
arc not much wronged in thi account; and
s it likely, thae fuch men thould engage in
lo defperate a defign, as to fleq] away the bo-
Iy, 1n oppofition to the combjned power of
he Jews and Romans ! Whar could tempt
tiem to it ? what good could the dead body
0 them ? or if it could have dope them gz-
by, what hope had they to fucceed jn their
uempt ? A dead body is not to be remo-
ed by flight of hand; jt requires many
ands to move it, Befides, the great ftone at
i€ mouth of the fepuichre was to be remo-
ed ; which could not be done filently, or by

ien walking on tip-tocs to prevent difcove.

Iy




44 The Trial of the Witneffes

were e¢xceedingly folicitous about this event;
for this reafon they obtained a guard from
Pilate; and when they had, they were ftill
fulpicious left their guards fhould deceive
them, and enter into combination againf}
them. To fecure this point, they fealed the
door, and required of the guards to deliver
up the fepulchre o them fealed as it was,
This is the patural and true account of the
matter. Do but confider it in a parallel
cafe. Suppofe 2 prince fhould fer a guard
at the door of his ucafury, and the officer
who placed the guard ihould feal the door,
and fay to the foldiers, You fhall be anfwer.
able for the feal if 1 find 1t broken: would
not all the world underftand the feal to be
fixed to guard againit the loldiers, who
might, though emplpyed to keep oft others,
be ready enough 10 pilfer themielves ! This
isic all fuch cafes but a neceffary care ; you
may place guards, and when you do, all is
in their power.: E? quis cufredes cylodiat ip-
Jos? |

But it fecms, that, notwithftanding all this
care, the {cals were broken, and the body
gone. If you complain of this, Sir, demand
{atisfallion of your guards; they only are
refponfible for it: the difciples had no more

to do in 1t than you or 1.
1he guards, the gentleman fays, have con-
fefled the truth, and owned that they were
afleep, and that the diiciples in the mean
_time ftole away the body. 1 wifh the guards
were in court, I would afk them, how hey
came to be fo punétual in relating what hap-
' pencd
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peied when they were afleep ? what induced
them to believe that the body was ftolen at
all ¢ what, that it was ftolen by the difci-
ples; fince, by their own confeffion, they
were afleep, and faw nothing, {aw no body ?
But fince they are not to be had, I wonld
defire to afk the gentleman the fame que-
ftions ; and whether he has any authoritjes
in point, to thew, that ever any man was ag-
mitted as an evidence in any court, to prove
2 fact which happened when he was alleep ?
I {ce the gentleman is uneafy ; I will prefs
the matter no further.

As this ftory has no evidence to fupport
it, fo ncither has it any probability, ~The
gentleman has given you the chara®er of
the diciples ;. that they were weak, 1gno-

rant men, tull of the popular prejudices and
fupertitions of their country, which ftuck
clofe to them notwithftanding their long ac-
quaintance with their mafter, The apoitles
are not much wronged in this account; and
s it likely, that fuch men fhould engage in
fo defperate a dcfign, as to fteal away the bo-
4y, in oppofition to the combined power of
the Jews and Romans ! What could tempt
tiem to 1t ? what good could the dead body
do them ? or if it could have done them z-
ny, what hope had they to fucceed in theijp
atterapt 2 A dead body is not to be remo.
ved by flight of hand; it requires many
hands to move it. Befides, the great ftone at
the mouth of the fepulchre was to be remo.-
ved ; which could not be done filently, or by
men walking on tip-toes to prevent difcove-

Iy
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ry: fo that if the guards had really been a
Aleep, yet there was no encouragement to gy
on this enterprize; for it is hardly poflible
-to fuppofe, but that rolling away the ftone,
moving the body, the hurry and confuiion
Jn carrying it off, muft awaken them.

But fuppofing the thing practicable, yu
the. attempt was {uch as the difeiples, conli.
ftently with their own netions, could not
vndertake. ‘L'he gentleman fays, they con.
tinued all their mafter’s lifctime to expedt to
fee him a temporal prince ; and a friend of
the gentleman’'s i has obferved, what is e
qually true, that they had the fame exp:&a-
tion after his death. Confider now ther
cafe. Their mafter was dead ; and they
arc to contrive to fteal away his body, For
what ? Did they expe&t to make a king of
the dead body, if they could get it 1ato their
power ! Or did they think, if they had 1,
they could raife it to life again? [f they
trufted fo far to their mafter’s predidtion, s
to expet his refurretion, (which I think is
‘evident they did not), could they yet think
the refurrelion depended on their having
.the dead body? It is in all views abfurd,
‘But the gentleman fuppoles, thar they meant
10 carry on the defign for themfelves, i
their mafter’s name, if they could but have
-perfuaded the people to believe him rifen
from the dead. But he docs not confider
that by this fuppofition he ftrips the difcr
-ples of every part of their charalter at oncc&

§ Grousds, p. 33,
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wndl prefents to us a new fet of men, in evea
ry refpect difterent from the former., The
former difciples were plain, weak men ; but
thele are bold, hardy, cunning, and contri-
ving ¢ the former were full of the {uperfti-
tion of their country, and expe@ed a prince
from the authority of their prophets ; but
hefe are defpifers of the prophets, and of
he notions of their countrymen, and are
defigning to turn thefe fables to their-own:
«vantage 5 for it cannot be fuppofed that
they believed the prophets, and at the fame
tme thought to accomplifb or defeat them
by fo manifeft a cheat, to which they them-
klves at lealt were conltious. *

But let us take leave of thefe fuppofitions,
ind fee how the true evidence in this cafe
fands. Guards were placed, and they did:
their duty. But what are guards and cen-
unels againft the power of God ! An angel
of the Lord opened the fepulchre; the
suards faw him, and became like dead men.
|This account they gave to the chief priefts,
vho, fill perfifting in their obftinacy, bria
bed the guards to tell the contradittory fko-
17, of their being afleep, and the body fto-
len, -

I cannot but obferve to your Lordfhip,
that all thefe circumftances, fo much que-
tioned and fufpeded, were neceffary cir-
cam{tances, fuppofing the refurre®ion to
be true. The feal wa- broken, the body
“ame out of the fepulclre, the guards were
placed in vain to prevent it. Beit{o: I
cslire to know, whether the gentleman

thinks
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thinks that the feal put God under cove.
nant ! or could prefcribe to him a method
of performiog this great work ! or whether
he thinks the guards were placed to main.
tain the feal, in oppofition to the power of
God ? If he will maintain neither of thef:
points, then the opening the feals, notwith.
ftanding the guard fet upon them, will be
an evidence, not of the fraud, but of the
power of the refurrection ; and the guards
will have nothing to anfwer for, but only
this, that they were not ftronger than God,|
The feal was a proper check upon the
guards : the Jews had no other meaning in
it; they could not be fo ftupid as to ima-
gine that they could by this contrivance
difappoint the defigns of providence. And
It 1s furprifing to hear thefe circumftances
made ufe of to prove the refurre@ion to be
a fraud, which yet could not but happen,
fuppofing the refurreion to be true.

But there is another circumftance fhill
which the gentleman reckons very material,
and upon which I find great ftrefs is laid.
The refurretion happened, we are told,
day fooner than the predi®ion imported.
The reafon afligned for it is, that the exe:
cution of the plot at the time appointed was
rendered impradticable, becaufe the chief
prielts, and probably great numbers of the
people, were prepared to vifit the {fepulchre
at that time ; and therefore the difciples

wlcre under a neceflity of haflening their
plat, -

This
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This obfervation is entirely inconfiftent
with the {uppofition upon which the reafon-
ing tands. The gentleman ‘has all alcng
fuppofed the refurre@ion to have been ma.
naged by fraud, and not by violence. And
indeed violence, if there had been an oppor-
tanity of ufing it, would have been infigni-
ficant : beating the guards, and removing
the dead body by force, would have des
ftroyed all pretences to a refurredtion. Now,
lurely the guards, fappofing them not to be
enough in number to withftand all violence,
were at lealt fufficient to prevent or to difco-
ver fraud.  What occafion then to haften
the plot for fear of numbers meeting at the
tomb, fince there were numbers alwaysg
prefent fufficient to difcover any fraud,
the only method that could be ufed in the
cafe ?

Suppofe then that we could not give a
latisfaltory account of the way of reckoning
the time from the crucifixion to the refup.
retion ¢ yet this we can fay, that the refur-
reCtion happened during the time that the
guards had the fepulchre in keeping ; and
it 1s impoflible to Imagine what opportunity
his could give to fraud. Had the time
been delayed, the guards removed, and
then a refurrection pretended, it might with
lome colour of reafon have been faid, Why
did he not come within his time ? why did
he chufe to come after his time, when 3]
witnefles, who had Ppatiently expeded the
ippointed hour, were withdraw n 2 But now,
What is to be objedted ? You think he came

E 7 oo
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too foon. But were not your guards at the
door when he came ? did they not [ee what
happened? and what other fatisfaction
could you have had, {uppofing he had come
a day later ? .

By faying of this, I do not mean to de-
cline the gentleman’s objetion, which is
tounded upon a miftake of a way of fpeak-
ing, cemmon to the Jews and other people;
who, when they name any number of days
and years, include the firft and the lalt of the
days or years to make up the fum. Chrift,
allucing to his own refurretion, fays, ‘‘ In
«« three days I will raife itup.” The angels
report his predition thus, ¢ The Son of
¢ man fhall be crucified, and the third day
«« rife again.” Ellewhere it is faid, ¢ Af-
¢ ter three days;” and again, That he was
to be in the bowels of the earth ¢ three
¢ days and three nights,” Thefe exprel-
fions are cquivalent to each other; for we
always reckon the night into the day, when
we reckon by {o many days. If you agree to
do a thing ten days hence, you ftipulate for
forbearance for the nights as well as days;
and therefore, in reckoning, two days, and
two days and two nights, are the fame thing,
That the expreflion, * sfter three days,”
means inclufive days, is proved by Grotins
on Matth. xxvii. 63. and by others, The
prediction therefore was, thiat he would rife
on the third day, Now. he was crucificd
on Friday, and buried ; he lay in the grave
all Saturday, and role early on Sunday
morning, But the gentleman thinks he

ought
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ought not to have rifen tjll Monday. Pray
try what the ufe of common 1anguage rc-
quires to be underftood in a like cafe Sup-
pofe you were told, that your friend ficken-
¢d on Friday, was let blood on Saturday,
and the third day he died » what day would
you think he died on ? |f you have any
doubt about it, put the Jueftion to the firft
plain man you meet, and he will refolve i,
The Jews could have no doubt in this cafe ;
for {o they practifed in one of the higheft
‘points’of their law, Every male child wae
0 be circumcifed on the eighth day, How
did they reckon the days ! Why, the day
of the birth was one, and the day of (he
tircumcifion another ; and though a child
was born towards the very end of the firft
day, he was capable of circumcifion on any
time of the eighth day. And therefore it i
N0t new nor ftrange, that the third day, in
our cafe, fhould be reckoned into the nun-
ber, though Chrit rofe at the very begin-
niog of it, It is moge {trange to reckon
Whole years in this manper ; and yet this is
the conftant method obferved 1 Prolemy’s
(anon, the moft valuable piece of ancicnt
C-hronology, nexe to the Dible, now extant.
it a king Tived-over the ficft day of a year,
0d died the week after, that whole year is
reckoned to his reign.

I' have now gone through the fvera! oh.
jections upon this head: what credit they
may gain in this age, I know not s but it is
Plain they had no cred;; when they were firft
pread abroad ; may, it is evidenr, (har the

E 2 very
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very perfons who fet abroad this ftory of the
body being ftolen, did not believe it them-
felves, And, not to 1nfit here upon the
plain fat, which was, that the guards were
hired to tell this lie by the chief priefts, it
will appear from the after-condu@ of the
chief prielts themfelves, that they were con-
Icious that the ftory was falfe. Not long af-
ter the refurrection of Chrilt, the difciples
having received new power from above, ap-
peared publicly in Jerufalem, and in the
very temple, and teftified the refurredsion of
Chrift, even before thofe who had murder-
¢d him, What now do the chief priefts do?
Lhey feize upon the apoftles, they threaten
them, they beat them, they fcourge them,
and all to ftop their mouths, infifting that
they {fhould fay no more of the matter. But
why did they not, when they had the dif-
ciples in their power, charge them direétly
with their notorious cheat in fiealing the
body, and expofe them to the people as im-
poftors ? This had been much more to their
purpofe than all their menaces and ill ufage,
and would more cffctually have undeceived
the people, But of this not one word is faid,
They try to murder them, enter into com-
binations to afluflinate them, prevail with
Herod to put one of them to death ; but not
fo much as a charge againft them of any
fraud in the refurretion. Their orator Ter-
tullus, who could mot have mifled {o fine a
topic of declamation, had there been but
a {ufpicion to fupport it, is quite filent on
this head, and is content to flourifh on the

common-place
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common-place of fedicion and herefy, pro-
faning the temple, and the like s very trifles
to his caufe, in comparifon to the other ac-
cufation, had there been any ground to
make ufe of it. And yet as it happens, we
are fure the very queftion of the refurredion
came under debate ; for Feftus tells king A-
grippa, that the Jews had certain queitions
againlt Paul, of one Fofus which was dead,
whent Paul affrmed to be alive, After this,
Agrippa hears Pavl himfelf ; and had he fu!-
pected, much lefs had he been convinced
that there was a cheat in the refurre@ion,
he would hardly Lave faid to Paul at the end
of the conference, 4lmof? theu perfuadeff me
to be a Chriffian.

But let us fee what the council and fenate
of the children of Hiael thoughr of this mat-
ter, in the moft folemn and ferisus delibera-
tion they ever had about it. 4 Not long af-
ter the refurredtion, the apoftics were taken;
the high prieft thought the matter of that
weight, that he fummoned the council and
fenate of the children of Iracl, The apoftles
are brought before them, and make their
defence.  Part of their defence is in thefe
words's 7% God of our fathers raifed up Jefus,
whom ye flew and tanged on a tree. The de-
fence was indeed a heavy charge upon the fe-
hate; and, in the warmth of their anger, their
firlt refolution was to flay them all. . Buct
Gamaliel, one of the council, ftood up, and
told them, that the matter deferved more

L 3 confideration.

T
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conitderations  He recounted to them the
Liltory of feveral impofiorswho had perifhed,

21:d conclude zd with refpect to the cafe of the
"'lpi)ﬁius then before them If this wark be of
men, 18 will come to nought 3 but if it be of

Gud, ye carnot overthrow it, leff harly ye be
jwim’ te fioht againft God, The council a-
greed to this advice, and after fome ilf treat-
ment, the apoftles were dilcharged, I afk
new, and let any man of common fenlc an-
fwer, Could Gamaltel poflibly have given
this advice, and fuppofed that the hand of

Cod might be with the apoftles, if he had
known that there was a cheat difcovered in
the relurretion of Jefus? Could the whole
fznate have foillowed this advice, had they
believed the difcovery of the cheat? Was
there not among them one man wife enough
to fay, How can you fuppofe God to have
any thing to do in this affair, when the re-
furretion of Jefus, upon which all depends,
was a notorious cheat, and manifeftly pro-
ved to be fo? 1 fhould but leflen the weight
of this authority by {aying more, and there-
fore T will reft here, and give way to the
gentleman to go on with his accufation.

Mr 4. My Lord, before I proceed any
further, 1 beg leave to fay a few words in
reply to what the gentleman has offered on
this head.

The centleman thinks, that the detetion
in the cafe of Lazarus ought to have made
the Jews quite unconcerned in the cafe of
Tefus, and fecure as to the event of his own

refuireltion. Ide fays very true, fuppolf;ng
theis
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their care had been for themfelves : but g0~
vernors have another care upon their hands,
the carc of their people; and it is not e-
nough tor them to guard againft being ime
pofed on themfelves, they muft be watchful
to guard the multitude againft frauds and de.
ceits, The chief priefts were fatisfied indced
of the fraud in the cafe of Lazarus, yet they
faw the people deceived by it; and for this
reafon, and not for their own fatisfation,
they ufed the caution in the cafe of the re-
jurretion of Jefus, which I before laid bew
tore you. In {o doing theyare well juftified ;
and the inconfiftency. charged on the other
Ide, betwcen their opinion of Jefus, and
their fear of being impofed on by his pre-
tended refurretion, is fully anfwered.
~ The next oblervation relates to the feal of
the fepulchre. The gentleman thinks the
leal was ufed as a check upon the Roman
loldiers.  But what reafon had the Jews to
ufpcét them ! They were not difciples of
Jetus 5 they were fervants of the Roman g0-
vernor, and employed in the fervice of the
Jews : and I leave it to the court to judge,
whether the Jews-fet the feal to guard a-
gain{t their friends, or their enemies? Bug
it the {eals were really ufed againft the
guards, then the breaking of the feals is a
proof that the guards were corrupted ; and if
o, it is ealy to conceive how the body was
removed. *
~As to the difciples, the gentleman ob.
ferves, thai the part allotted them in the ma-
nagement of the refurreCion fuppofes an
unaccountable
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unaccountaole change in their chara&er,
It will not be long before the gentleman wil
have occafion for as great a change 1n thui
charalter: for thefe weak men you will fing
foon employed in converting 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 exteafive and 1mpor-
tant bufinefs. The only difference between
me and the gentleman on the other fide will
be found to be this, that I date this change
a little earlier than he does: A {mall matter,
furely, to determine the right of this con:
troverfy.

The lalt obfervation relates to king Agrips
pa’s complaifance to Paul, and Gamaliel’
advice. 1 cannot anfwer for Agrippa’s
meaning : but certainly he meant but litte;
and if this matter is to be tried by his opini-
on, we know that he never did turn Chri-
ftian, As for Gamaliel, it is probable that he
faw great numbers of the poople engaged
zealoufly in favour of the apoftles, and !
might think it prudent to pafs the matter o-
ver in filence, and not to come to extremie
ties. This is a common cafe in all governs
ments: the multitude and their leaders often
efcape punithment; not becaufe they do not
dcferve ir, but becaufe it is not, in fome cir-
cumftances, prudent to exadt it.

I pafs over thefe things lightly, becaulc
the next article contains the great, to us 1o-
deed, who live at this diftance, the only great

queftion ; for whatever r¢afon the Jews had
10
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to believe the refurreftion, it is nothing to
us, unlefs the ftory has been conveyed to us
upon fuch evidence as 1s fufficient to f{up-
port the weight laid on 1t.

My '.ord, We are now to enter upon the
lalt and main article of this cafe; the nature
of the evidence upon which the credit of the
refurreCtion ftands. Before I inquire into
the qualifications of the particular witnefles
whole words we are defired to take in this
cale, I would afk, why this evidence, which
manifeftly relates to the moft effential point
of Chriftianity, was not put beyond all ex-
ception ! Many of the miracles of Chrift are
faid to be done in the ftreets, nay even in
the temple, under the obfervation of all the
world ; but the like is not fo much as pre-
tended as to this: nay, we have it upon the
confeflion of Peter, the ringleader of the a-
poltles, that Chrilt appeared, 1 not to all
the people, but unto witnefles chofen befere of
Ged. Why picking and culling of witneffes
in this cafe more than in any other ? Does
it not import {ome fulpicion, raife fome jea.
loufy, that this cale would not bear the pub-
lic light ?

I would afk more particularly, Why did
not Jefus after his refurreftion appear opens
ly to the chicf priefls and rulersof the Jews ?
Since his commifion related to them in an
elpecial manner, why were not his creden-
tials laid betore them ? The refurre@ion is
acknowledged to be the chief proof of his

miflion,

i Adts x. 41,
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miflion, why then wasit concealed from thofe
who were more than all others concern.
ed in the event of his miffion? Sup
pofe an ambaflador from fome foreign
prince fhould come into England, make
bis public entry throvgh the city, pay
and receive vifits, and at laft refufe to fhew
any letters of credence, or to wait on the
king, what would you think of him ? What-
ever you would think in that cale, you muft
think in this s for there is no diffcrence be-
tween them,

¥ But we muft take the evidence as it iz,
It was thought proper, in this cafe, to have
felet chofen witnefles ; and we muft pow
confidéer who they were, and what reafon
we have to take their word.

P The firft witnefs was an angel, or angels,
They appeared like men to fome women
who went early to the fepulchre.  If they
appearcd like men, upon what ground are
we to take them for angels? The women
faw men, and therefore they can witnefs on-
ly to the feeing of men. But I fuppofe it is
the womens judgment, and not their evi-
dence that we are to follow in this cale,
Here then we have a flory of one appari
tion to fupport the credit of another appa-
rition : and the firft apparition bath not fo
much as the c¢vidence of the women to {up-
port it, but is grounded on their {fuperfti-
tion, ignorance, and fear, Every country
can afford an hundred inftances of this kind;
and there is this common to them all, that
as learning and common fenfe prevail in any

couniry,
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Jeountry, they die away, and are no more
lcard of,
d The next witneffes are the women them-
diclves.  The wifelt men can hardly guard
Jthem{clves againft the fears of fuperftition ;
Bpoor filly women therefore in this cafe muft
eeds be-unexceptionable witnefles, and fie
Jo be admitted into the number of the cho-
den witnefles to atteft this fact.  One part of
fhe account given of them is very rational,
Jihat they were furprifed and frightened be-
jond meafure ; and I leave .t to your Lord-
fhip and the court to judge, how well qua-
iied they were to give a juft -relation of
that pafied.

After this, Jefus appears to two of his
dilciples as they were upon a journey ; he
oins them, and introduces a difcourfe about
limfelf ; and {pent much time, till it began
0 grow dark, in expounding the prophecies
elating to the death and refurrection of the
Mefltas,  All this while ‘the dilciples knew
um not. But then going into an houfe te
hdge together, at fupper he broke bread,
ind gave it to them; immediately they
Jinew him, immediately he vanithed. Here
hen are two witnefles more, But what will
jon call them? eye-witneflcs? Why their
cjes were open, and they had their fenfes,
vhen he reafoned with them, and they knew
him not.  &o far thevefore they are witnef-
es that it was not he, Tell us therefore
ipon what account you reject the evidence
o their -fenfle before the breaking of the

orzad, and infitt on it afterwards ? and whg
- di
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did Jefus vanith as foon as known: which
has more of the air of an apparition, than
of the appearance of a real man reftored to
lafe ? |
Cleopas, who was one of thefe two difci-
ples, finds out the apoftles, to make the re.
port of what had pafled to them. No
fooner was the ftory told, but Jefus appears
among them. They were all frightened
and confounded, and thought they faw 2
fpeire. He rebukes them for infidelity,
and their flownefs in believing the prophe-
cies ot his refurretion : and though he re-
fufed before to let the women touch him,
(a circumftance which 1 ought not to have
omitted), yet now he invites the apoftles to
handle him, to examine his hands and feet,
and fearch the wounds of the crofs, Dut
what body was it they examincd ? the fame
that came in when the doors were thut ; the
{ame that vanithed from the two difciples;
the {fame that the women might not touch:
in a word, a body quite different from an
human body, which we know cannot pafs
through walls, or appear or difappear at
pleaiure, What then could their hands or
eyes inform them of in this cafe? Bcfides,
1s it credible that God fhould raife a body
imperfed@ly, with the very wounds in it of
which 1t died ¢ or, if the wounds were fuch
as defiroyed the body before, how could a
natural body {ubfilt with them afterwards?
There are more appearances of Jelus re-
corded 3 but fo much of the fame kind, fo
liable to the {ame difficulties and c¢bjedlicns,
| that
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that I will not trouble your Lordfhip and

the court with a diftinét enumeration of
them. If the gentleman on the other fide
finds any advantage in any of them more
than in thefe mentioned, I fhall have an op-
portunity 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 it will be
ftill more furprifing to confider, that the
{everal nations who received the gofpel, and
fubmitted 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 kad its fingle a-
poftle, and received the faith wpon the cre-
dit of his fingle evidence. We have follow-
ed our anceftors without inquiry; and if
you examine the thing to the bottom, our
belief was originally built upon the word of
One man.

I fhall trouble you, Sir, but with one ob-
{ervation more 3 which is this: That al-
though in common life we at in a thoufand
inftances upon the faith and credit of hu-
man teftimony ; yet the reafon for {o doing
is not the fame in the cafe before us. In
common affuirs, where nothing is aflerted
but what is probable, and poflible, and ac-
cording to the ufual courfe of nature, a rea-
fonable degice of evidence ought to deter-
mine every man : for the very probability,
or poflibility of the thing, is a fupport to
the ¢vidence ; and in fuch cafes we have no

K doubt



£o The Trial of the TFitneffes

did Jefus vanith as foen as knowny which
has more of the air of an apparition, thag
of the appearance of a real man reftored te
hite ?

Cleopas, who was one of thefe two difci:
ples, finds out the apoftles, to make the re.
port of what had pafled to them. Ng
{fooner was the {tory told, but Jelus appeas
among them. ‘They were all frightentd
and confounded, and thought they faw 2
fpefire. He rebukes them for infideliy,
and their {lownefs in believing the prophe.
cies ot his refurrcction : and though he re.
tufed before to let the women touch him,
(a circumf{tance which I ought not to hav
cmitted), yet now he invites the apoftles to
handle him, to examine his hands and feet,
and fearch the wounds of the crofs. DBu
what boay was it they examincd ! the fame
that came in when the doors were {hut ¢ the
iame that vanifthed from the two dilciples;
the fame that the wemen might not touch:
in a word, a body quite different from an
human body, which we know cannct pais
through walls, or appear or dilappear a
pleafure,  What then could their hands or
eyes inform them of in this cale ! Bedides
1s it credible that God fhould raile a body
impertedly, with the very wounds in it of
which 1t died ¢ or, if the wounds were fuch
as deflroyed the body before, how coulda
natural body {ubfift with them afterwards?

I here are more appeavances of Jetus re-
corded ; but {o much of the fame kind, {o
liable 10 the [ame difliculties and chjediicns,

L
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inat 1 will not trouble your Lordfhip and
the court with a ditinét enumeration of
them. If the gentleman on the other fide
finds any advantage in any of them more
than in thele mentioned, I thall have an op-
portunity 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 it will be
ftill more {urprifing to confider, that the
feveral nations who received the gofpel, and
fubmitted 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 1t, that every country had its fingle a-
poftle, and received the faith upon the cre-
dit of his fingle evidence. We have follow-
ed our anceftors without inquiry; and if
you examine the thing to the bottom, our
belief was originally built upon the word of
0ne man.

I {hall trouble you, Sir, but with one ob-
jervation more 3 which s this: That al-
though in common life we act in a thoufand
inftances upen the faith and credit of hu-
man teftimony ; yet the reafon for fo doing
15 not the {ame in the cafe before us. In
common affairs, where nothing is aflerted
but what is probable, and poflible, and ac-
cording to the ufual courfe of nature, a rea-
lonable degree of evidence ought to deter-
mine every man: for the very probability,
or poflibility cf the thing, is a fupport to
‘he ¢vidence ; and in fuch cafes we have no

I doube
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doubt but a man’s fenfes qualify him to te
s witne{s. Dut when the thing tellified is
contrary to the order of nature, and, at
firft fight at lealt, 1mpoilible, what evidence
can be fufficicnt to overturn the conftant e-

vidence of nature, which fhe gives usin the
uniform and regular method of her opera.
tions? If a man tells me he has been in France,
I ought to give a reafon for not believing
him ¢ but if he tells me he comes from the
grave, what reafon can he give why I fhould
helieve him ! In the cafe before us, fince
the body raifed from the grave differed
from common natural bodies, as we have
before feen 5 how can I be aflured, that the
apoftles fenfes qualified them to judge at all
of this body, whether it was the fame, or
not the fame which was buried 2 They
handled the body, which yet could pals
through doors and walls; they faw it, and
fometimes knew 1t, at other times knew &
not. In a word, it {eems to be a cafe ex- |
empt from human evidence. Men have |
mited fenfes, and a limited reafon : when
they adt within their limits, we may give
credit to them; but when theytalk of things
removed beyond the reach of their fenfes
and reafon, we muft quit our own, it we
believe theirs.

Mr B. My Lord, In an{wering the ob-
je@icns under this head, T thall find myfelf
obliged to change the order in which the
~entleman thought proper to place them.
He began with complaining, that Chrit did
not appear publicly to the Jews after his

refurrection,
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yefurreCtion, and efpecially to the chief
priefts and rulers; and feemed to argue, 2as
it fuch evidence would have put the watter
in queltion out of all doubt : but he con-
cluded with an obfervation, to prove that
no evidence in this caie can be fuflicient ;
that a refurretion is a thing ic nature im-
poflible, at lealt mmpoffible to be proved to
the fatisfaltion of a raucnal inquirer. If
this be the cafe, why deces he require more
evidence, fince none can be fufficient?
Or to what purpofe is it to vindicate the
particular evidence of the refurredtion of
Chrift, fo long as this general prejuaice,
that a refurreftion is incapable of being
nroved, remains unremoved ! I am under
a.neceflity therefore to confider this obicr-
vation in the firft place, that it may not lic
as a dead weight upon all [ have to offer in
fupport of the evidence of Chrift’s refurree-
tion,

The gentleman allows it to be reafonable
in many cales to adt-upon the teftimony and
credit of others; but he thinks this {hould
be confined to fuch: cafes; where the thing
teftified 1s probable,. pofible, and according to
the ufual courfe of natuie, "The gentleman
does not, 1 {uppofle, pretend to know the
extent of all natural pofiibiliics, much lefs
will he fuppofe them to be generally known; .
and therefore his meaniag muft be, that the
teftimony of witneflcs is to be received on-
ly in cafes which appear to us to be poffible.
In any other fenfe we can have no difpute ;
for. mere impoffibitities, which can never

t a2 exift,
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exift, can never be proved. Taking tly
obfervation therefore In this fenfe, the pi0-
pofition is this : "T'hat the ttfhmon) Ot O-
thers ought not to be admitted, but in {uch

matters as appear probable, or at leaft pofli.
ble to our conceptions, For inftance: A
man who lives in a2 warm climate, and ncver

{aw ice, ounght upon no evidence to believe, |
that rivers freeze, and grow hard, m cold |

countries ; for this is improbable, contrary

t0 the nfual courfe of nature, and impolﬁble |

zccording to his nouon of things. And yet
we all know, that this is a plain, manifcl
cafe, difcernible 1 oy the fenfes of men; of
which therefore they are qualified to be
good witn: fles, An hundred fuch inftances
might be named; but it 1s needlefls : for
{urely nothing is more appalently ablurd,
than to make one man’s ability in difcern:
ing, and his veracity in reporting plain
falts, depend upon the fkill or ignorance of
the hearer, And what has the gentleman
{1id upon this cccafion againft the refurrec:
tion, more than any man who never {aw
ice mivht fay againft an hundred honch
vitneflvs, who affert that water turps to ice
1 coid climates !

[t is very true, that men do not fo eifly
believe, vpon teflimony of others, things
which to them {eem tmprobable or impofih-
ble 5 but the reafon is not becaufe the
thing ifelf admits no evidence, but becaule
the hearer’s preconceived opinion outweizhs
the credit of the reporter, and makes his
veiacity to be called in queftion, Torin-

finnce:
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fance + It 1s natural for a ftone to roll
aown hill, 1t i1s unnatural for it to roll up
hill : but a {tone moving up hill is as much
the obyedt of fenfe, as a {tone moving down
hi'l 3 and all men in their fenfes are as capa-
ble of feeing and judging, and reporting the
{aét In one cafe, as in the other., Should a
man then tell you, that he faw 2 ftone go up
hill of its own accord, you might queflion
his veracity ; but you could not fay the thing
admitted no evidence, becaufe it was con-

trary to the law and ufual courfe of nature :
for the law of nature formed to yourfelf
from your own expericnce and reafoning, is
quite independent of the matter of fa&t
which the mao teftifics 1 and-whenever you
iee facts yourfelf which contradi& 'your
notions of the law of nature, you admit the
falts becaufe you believe yourfelf ; when
you do not admit like fadts: upon the evi-
dence of others, it is becaule vou do not be-
liecve them, and not becaunfe the fa&s in

their own nature exclude all evidence.-.
Suppole a man fhould tell you,. that he
was come from the dead, you would be apt
to {ufpedt his evidence.. But 'whatt wounld
you fulpect ! ‘That he was not alive, when
you heard him, {aw him, telt him, and
converfed with him ? You could not fufpec
this without giving up all your fenfes, and
acting in this cale as you a&t in no cther.
Here then you would quelticn, whether the
man had ever been dead 2 But would vou
lay, that it is incapable of being made plain
Ly human teflimony, that this or that man
13 died
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Cied a voarago ! It cannorbe fuid,  Lvi
cence in chis cale is admitted in all courts
per pmmlly.

Conlider it the other way,  Suppole you
{awa man publicly executed, his body after-
wards wounded by the executioner, and
carried and laid in the grave ; that after this
vou fliould be to'd, that the man was come
to life arnin ; what would you fufped in
this cale ? Not that the man had never been
dead ; for that you faw yourfelf : but you
would {ulne@ whether he was now alive,
But would you fay this cafe excluded ali
human teftimony, and that men could not
pollibly difcern, whether one with whom
they converfed famihiarly was alive or no !
Upon wh t ground could you fay this? A
man riling from the grave is an cbjeét of
{onfe, and can give the fame evidence of
his heing alive, as any other man in the
world can give. So that a refurrection con-
{idered only asa fa&t to be proved by evi-
dence, is a plain cafe ; it requires no greater
ability in the witaefles, than that they be
able to diftinguifh between a man dead, and
a man alive: A poiwnt in which T belicve e-

vary man living thinks himfelt a judge.

i do allow that this cafe, and others ot
I'ke nature, require more evidence to g.ve
them credit than ordinary cafes do, Yon
may thererore require more evidence in
thefe, than in other cafes ; but 1t is abfurd
to fay, that fuch cafes admit no evidence,
when the things in queflion ar¢ mantteftiy

obj:ts of fenle.
.
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I allow further, that the gentleman hos
rightly {tated the difficulty upon the foot of
common prejudice ; and that it arifes from:
hence, thar fuch cafes appear to be contra-
vy to the courfe of nature,  But I defire
him to confider what this courte of nature
s, Every man, from the loweft country-
man to the higheft philofopher, frames to
himfclf, from his experience and oblervas
tion, a notion of a courfe of nature ; and is
ready to {ay of every thing reported to him
that contradicts his experience, that it ig
contracy to nature. Butwill the gentleman
fay, that every thing i1s impoflible, or even
inprobable, that contradits the notion
which men frame tothemf{elves of the courfe
of nature? I think he will not fay it.  And
it he will, he mult fay that water can. never
freeze; for itis ablolutely inconfiftent with the
notion which men have of the courfe of na-
ture,who live inthe warm climates. And hence
it appears, that when men talk of the courfe
of nature, they really talk of their own pre-
iudices and imaginations ; and that {fenfe and
reafon are not {o much concerned. in the
cafe, as the gentleman imagines, For I afk,
Is it from the evidence of fenfe, or the evie
dence of reafon, that people of warm cli-
mates think it contrary to nature, that wae
ter {hould grew folid, and become ice? As
tor fenfe, they {ce indeed that water with
them is always liquid ; but none of their
lenfes tell them that it can never grow {o-
ld.  As for reafon, it can never {o inform
them; for right reafon can never contra-

dict
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dict the truth of things.  Our fenles ther
inform us rightly what the ufual courle of
things is ; but when we conclude, that things
cannot be otherwile, we outrun the 1ator-
mation of our fenfes, and the conclufion
ftands upon prejudice, and not upon reaton,
And yet fuch conclufions form what Is ge.
nerally called the courfe of nature.  And
wher men upon proper evidence and infor
mations admit things contrary to this pre.
fuppofed courfe of nature, they.do nor, a
the gentleman exprefles it, quit their cuw:
fenfe and reafon; but, in truth, they qux
their own miftal-es and prejudices.

In the cale before us, the cafe of the re.
{urre&ion, the great difficulty arifes from the
like prejudice.  We all know by experience
that all men die; and rife no-more; there:
fore we conclude, that for-a dcad mzn to
rife to life again, is contrary to the courl

of nature ; and certainly 1t is contrary to
the uniform and fcttled couric of things, |

But if we argue from hence, that itis con-
trary and repugnant to the rcal laws ot na-
ture, and abfolutely impoflible on. that ac.
count, we argue without any foundation to
fupport us, cither from our fenfes or our
~eafon, We cannot learn from our eyes,
or feeling, or any other {enfe, that it isim-
poffible for a dead body to live again: if
we learn 1t at all, it muft be trom our rea:
fon; and yet what one maxim ot reafon 1s
contradi¢ted by the fuppofition of a relur
re@ion? For my‘'own part. when I confider
how I live s that all the animal motions ne-

ceffary
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cciiary to my hife are independent of my
will; that my heart beats without my con-
{ent, and without my diretion; that dige-
filon and nutiition are performed by me-
thods to which I am not confcious ; that
my blood moves in a perpetual round,
which is contrary to all known laws of mo-
tion : I cannot but think, thar the prelerva-
ion of my life, in every moment of it, Is 28
preatan a& of power as is neceflary to raife
2 dcad man to life,  And whoever {o far
reflects upon Lis own being, as to acknow-
jedge that he owes it to a fuperior powers
muft necds think, that the fainec power
which gave life to fenfelels matter ar firft,
and {ec all the fprings and movements a-
roing at the beginning, caa scftore life to a
dead body. For furely it is not a greater
thing to give life to a body cnce dead, than
10 4 body that never was alive.

In the next place muft be confidered the
diihicuitics which the gentleman has Iaid be
fore you, with regard to the naturc of Chriit’s
Lody after the refurretion. He has pro-
cuced fome paffages which, he thinks, ime
ply, that the body wasnot a real natural bo-
dy, but a mere phantom, or appariticn : and
ticnce concludes, that there being no real
cbiect of {enfe, there can be no evidence In
lze cale.

Prefomptions are of no weight againft
pehiive evidence ; and every account of the
refurrection aflures us, that the body af
Chrift was feen, felt, and handled by many
peifons 5 who were called upon by Chriit

{0
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fo to do, that they might be aflured that ke
had fleth and bones, and was not a mcre
{petre, as they, in their firlt {urprisc,
imagined him to be. It is impoflible tha
they who give this account, fthould meap,
by any thing they report, to imply that he
had no real bedy ; it is certain, then, that
when the gentleman makes ufe of what they
fay to this purpofe, he ufes their fayings
contrary to their meaning : for it is not
pretended that they fay, that Chrift had not
a real human body afier the refurvedtion;
nor is it prefended- they had avy fuch
thought, except only upon the firtt furprize
of feeing him, and betore they had exami.
ned him with their eyes and hands.,  But
fomething they have faid, which the gentle.
man, according to his notions of philofophy,
thinks, implies that the body was not real,!
"To clear this point, therefore, I muft Iy
before you the paflages referred to, and
confider how jultly the gentleman realons
from them. ’

The firft paffage relates to.Mary Magda-
len, who, the firft. time the faw Chrift, was
going to embrace his feet, as the cullom of
the country was: Chrilt lags to her,
t Touch me not 5 for I am nst yet afcend.d to
my Father ; but go to my brethren, and tel
them, &c. Hence the gentdeman coucludes,
that Chrift’s body was not fuch an one as
would bear the touch  Dut how docs he

infer this 7 Is it from thefe words, fouch me
nat ¢

]

4 John xx. 1y,
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10t 7 It cannot be : for thoufands fay it every
: day. without giving the leaft {ufpicion that
their bodies are not capable of being touch-
2, The conclufion then muft be built on
thole other words, for I am not yet afcended
210 my Father. But what have thefe words
o do with the reality of his body ? It might
Rb: real, or not real, for any thing that is here
hid, There is a difficulty in thefe words,
and 1t may be hard to give the true fenfe of
bhem @ but there is no difficulty in feeing
fhat they have no relation to the nature of
Chrift’s body ; for of his body nothing is
lud. The natural fenfe of the place, asl
collect, by comparing the paffage with
§ilatth. xxviii. g, is this. Mary Magdalen,
Jupon {eeing Jefus, fell at his feet, and laid
hold of them, and held them as if the meant
gnever to let them go : Chrift faid to her,
g Touch me not, or hang net about me
" now ; you will have other opportunities
) of feeing me, for I go not yet to my Fa-
“ ther: lofe no time then, but go quickly
with my meffage to my brethren.” I am
Rrot concerned to fupport this particular in-
grrpretation of the paffage ; it is fufficient
g0 my purpole, to fhew that the words can-
2ot poflibly relate to the nature of Chrift’s
hody one way or other,

The next paflage relates to Chrift’s join-
ng two of his difciples upon the road, and
geonverhing with themy without being known
- hjf tbem: 1t grew dark, thﬁy prcﬁld him to
j Ry with them that night ; he went in with
R thaw, broke bread, and bleffed it, and gave

1
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it them, and then they knew him j and im:.
mediately he difapoeared. :

The circomftance of difappearing, (hal] §
be confidered under the next head, with ¢. ]
ther objeltions of the like kind., At prefent |
I thall only examine the other parts of this |
{tory, and inquire whether they afford any |
ground to conclude that the body of Chri §
was not a real one, Had this piece of hiftory §
been related of any other perfon, I think no §
fuch fufpicion could have arifen. For what
is there unnatural or uncommon 1n this ac. |
count ! 'Two men meet an acquaintance
whom they thought dead : they converfe with §
him for fome time, without {ufpe&ing who|
he was : the very perfuafion they were un-§
der that he was dead, contributed greatiy to]
their not knowing him ; befides, he appear-
ed in an habit and form difterent from what|
he ufed when he converfed with them 5 2p|
peared to them on a journey, and walked]
with them {ide by {ide ; 1n which fituation]
no one of the company has a full view of an-]
other : afterwards, when they were at {up]
per together, and lights brought in, thej
plainly difcerned who he was. Upon thi]
occafion, the gentleman afks, what fort of
witnefles thele are? eye-winefles ! Noj;
beiore fupper they were eye witnefles, fays
the gentleman, that the perfon whom they,
faw was not Chrilt : and then he demands
a reafon for our reje&ing the evidence of
their fenfe when they did not know Chuifi,
and infilting on it when they did. ‘

{
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It 1s no uncommon thing for men to catch
them/elves and others by fuch notable acure
queftions, and to be led by the fprightlinets
of their imagination out of the road of truth
and common fenfe. 1 beg leave to tell the
gentleman a fhort ftory, and then to alk
him his own queftion. A certsin gentleman
who had been fome years abroad, happened
in his return to England through Paris to
to meet his own {ifter there. She not ex-
pecting to fee him there, nor he to fee her,
they converfed together with other company,
at a public-koufe, for great part of a day,
without knowing each other. At laft the
lady began to fhew great figns of diforder ;
her colour came and went, and the eyes of
the company were drawn towards her; and
then fhe cried out, Oh my brother! and
was hardly held from fainting. Suppole
now this lady were to depofe upon oath in a
court of juftice, that fhe {faw her brother at
Paris ; I would afk the gentleman, Whether
he would object to the evidence, and fay,
that {he was as good an eye-witnefs that her
brother was not there, as that he was; and
demand of the court, why they rejeéted the
evidence of her fenfes when fhe did not know
her brother, and were ready to beheve it
when fhe did ? When the queftion 1s an-
fwered in this cafe, I defire only to have the
benefit of it in the cafe now before you. Bug

It you thall be of opinion, that there wag
fome extraordinary power ufed on this oc-
cation, and incline to think that the exprel-
hon, Their eyes were holden, imports as

G much
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much ; then the cafe will fall under the nexe
article.  In which -
We are to confider Chrift’s vanifhing out §
of fight; his coming in and going out when
the doors were {hut; and {uch like paflfages; |
which, as they fall under one confideration, |
fo I (hall fpeak to them together ’
But it is neceflary firlt 1o {fee what the a- §
poftles afflirm diftinétly in their accounts of |
thele fatts; for I think more has been faid |
for them, than ever they faid, or intended
2y for themfelves. In one place * it is §
ﬁ d, He uandbed out of their finkt. Which §
tranflation is corredted in the margin of our §
Bibles thus: He ceafed £ be ﬁ:en of them, )
And the original I imports nc more. '
It 1s faid in anorher place, that the dil- ;
ciples being together, and the deors fhut, Je- |
{fus came and ftood in the midft of them.
tHow he came, is not faid: much lefsisit §
{aid that he came thro’ the door, or the key- |
hole; and for any thing that is faid to the |
contrary, he might come in at the door,
though the difciples {aw not the door open, |
nor him, till he was in the midf{t of them.
But the gentleman thinks thefe paffages |
prove that the dlf(:lples {faw no real bOd‘.,j
but an apparition, ain afrala that *hel
gentleman, after all his contempt of appari- :
tions, and the 1upe1ftmon on which they are’
founded, is tallen into the fame fnare him-.
{21f, and 1s arguing upon no better principles
than the common notions which the vulgar
have of apparitions.  Why elfe does he ima
ging

* . . a 1 v =~
Lukce ¥xive 31, 3 pavTIS YT,
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gine thefe paflages to be inconfiftent with the
lLdll[}’ of Chrift’s body ? Is there no way for
2 real boudy to difappear ¢ "L'ry the experiment
now : do but put out the candies, we thall ali
difappear, 1t a man falls aflecp in the day-
time, all things difappear to him; his {enfes
are all locked up; and yet all things about him
continue to be real, and his{enfes continue per-
fect, As thuuing out all rays ot light would
make all things difapppear; {o intercepting the
raysof light from any particular body, would
make that difappear. Perhaps fomething
like this was the cafe; or perhaps fomething
clie, of which we know nothing,  Bur, be
the cafe what 1t will) the gentleman’s cen-
clufion is founded on no principle of tue
philofophy ¢ for it does not follow that «
body is not real, becaufe I lofe fight of
iuddenly, I fhall betold, perhaps, that this
way of accounting for the paflages, is as
wonderful, and as much out of the conunon
courfe of things, as the other, 1’61‘hﬂps 1S
fo; and what th(,n?' Smcly the gentcman
docs not expedt, that, 1o order to prove the
reality of the greatelt miracle that ever wus,
[ thould thew that there was nothing mivz
culous in it, but that every thing h: 1pp.._“r-d
according to the ordinary courfe of iy
My only concern is, to fhew, thart thefe . ..1-
fages do not infer, that the body of Chuiit
atter the refurrecion was no real bedy, 1
wonder the gentleman did. not cairy his ar-
sument a llttle further, and prove, that
Chrift, betore his death had no real Doy ;
for we read, that when the multitude would

® 2 have



76 The Trial of the IViincljes

have thrown him down a precipice, he wene
through the mid{t of them uniezn. Now,
nothing happencd after his refurreftion more
rnaccountable thar this that happened be.
fore ity and if the argument be good at all,
it will be gocd to prove, that there never
yas {uch a man as Jefus in the world, Per-

haps the gentleman may think this a hittie

too much to prove : and if he does, I hope,

he will quit the argument in one cafe as weil -
as 1a the other ; for difference there isnone, .

Hitherto we have been cilled upon to
prove the reality of Chrift's body, and that
it was the fame aficr the refurredtion that
was betore : but the next objection complaics

that the body was too much the fame with
that which was buried; for the gentleman .

thinks that it had the fame mortal wouads
open and uncured of which he died. Hisob-
{ervation i3 grounded upon the words which
Chrift ules to Thomas: ‘3 Reach hither
“ thy finger, ‘and behold my hands; and
““ peach Lither thy hand, and thruft it m0
« my fide.” Isit here affirmed, that Tho
mas did actually put his hand 1nto his {ide,
cr fo piuch as ice his wounds freth and
blceding ? Nothing like 1t : but it is fuppoted
from the words of Chrift; for if he had no
wounds, he would not have invited Thomas
to prove them, Now, the meaning ot
Chrift will beft appear by an account of the
occafion he had to ufe this fpeech, He had
appeared to his difciples, in the ablence of

'Thomas,

¥ John xx, 33,
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Thomas, and {hewn them his hands and
feet, which ftill had the marks of his cruci-
fixion : the difciples reported this to Tho-
mas ¢ he thought the thing impoiiible, and
exprefled his unbelief, as men are apt to do
when they are pofitive, In a very extrava-
gant manner :  You talk, fays he, of the
prints of the nails in his hand and feet; tor
my part, 1 will never believe this thms_{

“ except | fhall fee in his hands the print of
“ the nails, and put my finger into the print

“ of the natls, and thruft my hand iurto his
“ fide.”” Now,-m the ficft place, here is
nothing faid ot open wounds ; Thomas talks

only of putung his. finger into the pnm,
that is, the fcar of the mlls and of thruil-

ing his hand 1to his ide. And, in com=
mon {peech, to thruft an hand into any one’s
fide, does not fignify to thruft it thro’ the
fide into the bowels, Upon this interpreta-
tion ot the words, which is a plain and na-
tural one, the gentleman’s ovjetion 1s quite
gonc, But fuppofe Thomas to mean what
the gentleman means ; 1n that cale the words
of Chirilt are manifeftly a fevere reproach to
him for his infidelity : Here, fays Chrift. are
my hands and my fide; take the fatistaction
you require ; thrult your fingers into my
hands, your hand into my fide; repeating
to him his own words, and calling him to
his own condiiions; which, to amun begin-
ning to fee his extravagance, is of all re-
bukes the fevereft, Such forms of ipecch
are ufed on many occafions, and ars never
underftood to import that the thing pro-

G 3 po- fed
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po‘ed is proper, or always praticable. Wher
the Grecian women reproached their fors
with cowardice, and called to them as, they
were flying from the enemy, to come and
hide themfelves once more, hke children
as they were, in their mothers wombs ; he
would have been ridiculous who had afk-
ed the quefltion, Whether the women really
thought that they would take their {ons 1nto
their wombs again ¢

I have now gone through the objections
which were neceflarily to be removed before
could ftate the evidencein this cafe. 1amlen-
fible L have taken up too much of your time;
but I have this to fay in my excufe, Thatob-
jcéions built on popular notions and preju-
dices, are eafily conveyed to the mind in few
words ; and {o conveyed, make ftrong ira-
preflions : but whoever aniwers the objec-
tions, mult encounter all the nouons to
which they are allied, and to which they
owe their {trength ; and it is well if with
many words he can find admittance.

I come now to confider the evidence on
which our belief of the refurretion ftands.
And here I am flopped again. A general
exception is taken to the evidence, that it 1s
imperfcét, unfair; and a queltion is asked,
W by did not Chrift appear publicly to all
the people, efpecially to the magiltrates
Why were fome witnelles culled and cholen
out, and others excluded !

It may be fufficient perhaps to fay, that
where there are witnefles enow, no judge,
no jury complains for want of more; and

therefore;
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therefore, if the witnefles we have are f{uf-
ficient, 1t Isno objcétion that we have not
others, and more, If three credible men
atrelt a will, which are as many as the law
requires, would any body ask, Why all the
town were not called to fet theirhands? But
why were thefe witnefles culled and cholen
out! Why? For this reafon, that they
might be good ones. Does not every wile
man chufe proper witnefles to his deed and
to his will? and does not a good choice of
witnefles give ftrength to cvery deed ? How
comes 1t te pafs, then, that the very thing
which fhuts out all fufpicion in other cales,
fhould in this cale only, be, of all others, the
moft {ufpicious thing itfelf ?

What reafon there is to make any com-
plaints on the behalf of the Jews, may be
judged, in part, from what has already ap-
peared,  Chrift fuffered openly in theis
fight: and they were fo well apprifed of his
prediétion, that he fhould rile again, that
they fet a guard on his fepulchre ; and from
their guards they learned the truth, Every
foldier was to them a witnefs of the refur-
retion of their own chufing,  Atter this,
they had not one apottle, (which the gentle-
man oblerves was the cafe of other people),
but all the apoftles, and many other witnei-
tes with them, and in their power. 'The a-
poftles teftihed the rcfurreétion to them;
not oply to the people, but to the elders of
Hrael aflembled in fenate : to fupport their
etidence, they were enabled to work, and
did work miracles openly in the name of

Chrift,
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Chrift, Thefc people therefore have tlig
leaft reafon to complain; and had of all ¢
thers the fulleft evidence 5 and, in fome re-
{pects, fuch as none but themiclves could
have, for they only were keepers of the fc.
pulchre. I believe, if the gentleman was 1o
chufe an evidence to his own fatisfation in 2
like cale, he would defire no more, than to
kecp the fepulchre, with a fufficient number
of guards.

But the argument goes further, It is faid,
that Jefus was fent with a {pecial commiflion
to the Jews; that he was their Meflias;
and as his refurrection was his main creden-
tial, he ought to have appeared publicly to
the rulers ot the Jewsafter his refurretion:
that in doing otherwife, he adted like an
ambaflador pretending aunthority trom his
prince, but retufing to fhew his letters of
credence.

[ was afraid, when I {uflered myfelf to be
drawn into this argument, that I fhould be
led into matters fitter to be decided by men
of another profeffion, than by luwyers. But,
fince there is no help now, 1 will lay betore
you what appears to me to be the natural
and plain account of this matter ; leaving it
to others, who are better qualified, to giv:
a fulier an{wer to the objedtion.

[t appears to me, by the accounts we have
of Jefus, that he had two diftinét. offices:
one, as the Meflias particularly promiied to
the Jews; another, as he was to be the
preat bigh prielt of the world, With 1e-

fpet
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foect to the firft office, he is called * the a-
tofile of the Hebrews ; the + minifler of the
circumetfion 3 and fays himfelt, ¥ I am not
fent but unto the loft fhecp of the boufe of
Jrael.  Accordingly, when he fent out hisa-
poitles In his lifetime to preach, he exprefsly
forbids them to go to the Gentiles or Samart-
tans; but go, || fays he, fo the Lff fheep of
the houfe of Hrael,  Chrift continued In the
dilcharge of this office during the time of
his natural life, till he was hnally rejcéted
by the Jews. And 1t is obfervable, that
the laft ume he fpoke to the people, accor-
ding to St Matthew’s account, he {olemniy
took leave of them, and cloied his commii-
fion. &le had been long among them pub-
lithing glad tidings; butwhen all his preach-
ing. all hils miracless had proved to be 1n vain,
the lait thing he did was, to denounce the
woes they had brought on themfelves. The
23d chapter of StMatthew recites thele woes;
and at the end of them Chrift takes this pai-
fionate teave of Jerufalem: ¢ O Jerufalems
‘“ Jerufalem, thou that killelt the prophets,
““ and ftaneft them which are fent unto thee,
how often would 1 have cathered thy
children together, even as a hen gather-
“ cth her chickens under her wings, and ye
“ would not! Dchold, your houte is left
“unro you detolate.  For I {ay unto you,
“ Y {ball ot {ee me hencefordh, ull ye thall
“ {ay, Blefled is he that cometh in the pame

(¢ OE
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¢ of the Lord.” Itisremarkable, thatthiz
paflage, as recorded by St Matthew and St
Luke, twice over, is determined, by the cir-
cumitinces, to refer to the ncar approach
of his own death, and the extreme hawred or
the Jews to him ¢ and thercfore thoie words,
Ye foall not fee me henceforth, are to be dated
from the time of his death, and manifeftly
point out the end of his particular miflion to
them. I'rom the making this declaration,
as 1t ftands in St Marthew, his dilcouries are
to his difciples; and they chicly relate to
the miferable and wretched condition of the
Jews, which was now decreed, and ioon to
be accomplifhed. Let me now ask, Wie-
ther, in this {tate of things, any farther cre-
dentials of Chrift’s commitlion to the Jews
could be demanded or expected? He was
rejected, his commifiion was determined,
and with it the fate of the nation was dcters
mined alio : What ufe then of more creden-
tials ¢ As to appearing to them after bis re-
furre€tion, he could not do it confiltently
with his own predidtion, Ye fbalfl fee me 19
more, till ye fhal fay, Blefled is he that cometn
in the name of the Lord. The Jews were not
in this difpofition after the reflurrection, not
are they In it yet.

The refurreétion was the foundation or
Chrift’s new commiffion, which extended 10
all the world, Then it was he declared, that
all power was given unio b in heaven aud
i earth,  Then he gave a new commiﬁiup
to his difciples, not reftrained o the houi
of Ifrael, but o go and feach all natizis,

‘LIS
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This prerogative the Jews had under this
commiflion, that the golpel was every where
Geft offered to them 3 but 1a no other terms
than 1t was oftered to the reft of the world.
Since then this commiffion, of which the re-
furrection was the foundation, extended to
all the world alike ; what ground 1s there to
demand {pecial and particular evidence to
to the Jews ? The emperor and the fenate of
Rome were a mucli more confiderable part
of the world, than the chief priefts and the
fyvnagogue; why does not the gentleman ob-
iect then, that Chrift did pot thew himfelf
to Tiberius and his fenate¢ And fince all
men have an equal right in this cafe, why
may not the fame demand be made for every
country ; nay, for every age? And then
the gentleman may bring the queftion near-
er home ;3 and ask, Why Chrift did noc ap-
pear 10 Epgland 1n King George’s reign?
There is, to my apprehenfion, nothing more
unreafonable, than to negleét and defpife
plain and fufficient evidence before us, and
to {it down to imagine what kind of evidence
would have pleafed us; and then to make
the want of fuch evidence an cbjection to
the truth ; vhich yet, if well confidered,
would be found to be well eftablithed.

The obfervation I have made upon the
rclurredtion of Chrift, naturally leads to an-
other 3 which will help to account for the
nature of the evidcnce we have in tais great
point.  As the refurreétion was the open-
ing a new commiflion, in which all the
world had an intereft ; {o the concern natu-

rally



84 The Trial of the Witneffs

rally was, to have a proper evidence to efta.
hiith this truth, and which fhould be of ¢.
qual weight to all. This did not depend
upon the fatisfaltion given to private per-
fons, whether they were magiltrates or not
magiftrates ; but upon the conviction of
thofe, whofe office it was to be, to bear te.
{timony to this truth in the world. In this
{fenfe the apofiles were chofen to be witnef-
{es of the refurreétion, becaufe they were
chofen to bear teftimony to it in the world ;
and not becaafe they only were admitted to
fee Chrift after his refurretion: for the
fatt is otherwife.  The gofpel indeed, con-
cerned to fhew the evidence on which the
taith of the world was to reft, s very parti-
cular in fetting forth the ocular demonlhrz.
tion which the apoflles had of the refurrec.
tion ; and mentions others, who faw Chrift
after his refurrecion, only accidentally, and
as the thread of the hiftory led to it, But
yet it is certain, there were many others,
who had this {atisfaction, as well as the a-
noftles. St ! uke tells us, that when Chuift
appeared to the eleven apoftles, there were
others with them * ; who they were, or how
many they were, he fays not. But it ap:
pears in the A&s, when an apoltle was to b
chofen in the room of Judas; and the chict
qualification required was, that he fhould be
one capable of being a witnefs of the refurs
reflion ¢ that there were prefent an hun-

dred and twenty fo qualified 4, And ot
Paul

¥ Luke xxiv 33.
+ A&s i Compare vetfes 15, 21, 22, together,
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Paul {ays, that Chrilt afeer his rifing was
fzen by 500 at once, many of whom were
living when he appealed to their evidence,
So that the genilemaan is miftaken, when he
imagines that a tew oaly were chofen to {ce
Chrift after he came from the grave. The
iruth of the cafe is, that, out of thofe who
fxw him, fome were chofen to bear tefltimo-
ny to the world ; and for that reafon had
the fulleft demonftration of the truth, that
they might be the better able to give {atisfac-
tion to others. And what was there 1 this
conduct to complain of ! what to raife any
jealoufy or fufpicion?

As to the witnefles thémfelves, the firft
the gentleman takes notice of, are the an-
sels and the women,  The mention of ap-
rels led naturally to apparitions: and the
women were called poor filly women ; and
there is an end of their evidence, But to
fpeak ferioutly : Will the gentleman pretend
10 Prove, that there are no intelligent beings
between God and man ; or that they are not
minifters of God ; or that they were impro-
perly employed in this great and wonderful
work, the refurre®ion of Chrift ! Till fome
of thefe points are difproved, we may be at
reft ; for the angels were rinifters, and nog
witnefles ot the refurreétion. And it is
not upon the credit ot the poer filly women
thas we believe angels were concerned, but
upon the report of thofe who wrote the
oofpels, who deliver 1t as a truth known to

therafelves, and not merely as a report taken
from the women,

H But
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But for the women what {hall I fay ? Sii.
ly as they were, I hope at leaft they had
eyes and cars, and could tell what they heard
and faw., In this cafe they tell no more,

hey report that the body was not in the
fepulchre ; but fo far from reporting the re-
furrection, that they did not believe it, and
were very anxious to find to what place the
body was removed. Further they were not
employed. Tor, I think, the gentlemar i
another part obferves rightly, that they
were not {ent to bear teltimony to any peo-
ple. But fuppofe them to be witnefles;
fuppofe them to be inproper ones; yet the
evidence of the men furely is not the worle,
becaule fome women happened to fee the
jame thing which they faw. And if men
only muft be admitred, of them we have ¢-
now to eftablith this truth,

I will not {pend your time in enumerating
thefe witnefles, or in {etting forth the de-
monftration they had of the truth which
they report.  Thele things are well known,
if you queltion their fincerity, they lived
miferably, and died miferably, for the fake
of this truth. And what greater evidence
of fincerity can man give or require ! And
what is {lill more, they were not decel
yed in their expedtation, by being 1M treat-
ed: for he who employed them, told them
beforchand, that the world would hate
+hem, and treat them with contempt and
cruclty,

But, leaving thefe weighty and weil-

l:nown circumftances to your owan reflexion,
]

]
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[ beg leave to lay before you another cvi-
dence, pafled over in filence by the gentle-
man on the other fide., e ook notice,
that a relwrre@tion was fo extraordinary a
thing, that no human cvidence conid Tup-
port it. I am not fure that he is not in the
right, IF twenty men were to come in.o
England with {uch a report from a diftaut
country, perhaps they might not find twen-
ty more here to believe their frory, Aud |
rather think the gentleman may be ia the
right, becaufe in the pretent cafe 1 fee clear-
Iy, that the credit of the refurrettion of
Chrilt was not trufted to mere humun evi
dence. To whar evidence 10 was rrufted,
we find by his own declaration: ¢ "The SHpi-
« rit of truth, which proceedeth fro.nn tie
« Father, he fhall teftify of me, And ve
“ alfo (Ipeaking to his apoftles) fhali bear
‘ witnefs, becaule ye have been with me
“ from the beginning *.”  And theretore,
though the apoftles had converfed with him
forty days atter his rcfurreétion, and had
recerved his commiflion to go teach all na-
tions ; yet he expredsly forbids them enter-
g upon the work, till they thiouid reccive
powers from above +, Aond St Peler ex-
plains the evidence of the relurreftion in
this manner : *¢ We (the apcitles) are his
“ witnetles of thefe things ; aud fo is allo
“ the Holy Ghoft, whom God hath given
“ to them who obey himn §.”

il 2 Now,

¥ John xv, 26, 27, 1 A&si 4§ A 3z,
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Now, what were the powers reccived | oy
the apoitics ? Were they not the powers of
wifdom ard courage, by which they were
¢nabled to apoear betore rulers and prinees
in the name of Chi [t ! the power of mira-
cies, even of raifing the dead to life; by
which they convinced the world, that God
was with them in what they {aid and did?
With refpect o this evldellce St John iay 5,
““ If we receive the witnels of men, the wit-
“ nels or Ged 13 oreater 1.7 Add to this,
that ihe 2peitlcs had a power to communi-
cate thele sifisto bellevers  Can you won-
der that men belicved the reality of thefe
puwers ol which (hev were partakers, and
became con'cious to themfelves ! With re-
fpedt to thefe communicated powers, I fups
pofe, St John fpeaks. when he {ays, ¢ FHe
“ that belicveth on the Son of God, hath
‘“ the witnels in hin‘*ﬂ,lf§ " appealing, nes
to an inward teftimony of the Spirit, in the
fenlc of {ome mcdern emhu[nﬁs- but to
the powers of the Spirit, which believers re-
ccived, and which were feen in the effcts
that rollowed.

it was 0 bieCted, That the apoftles {epa-
rated themi-lves to the work of the mini-
firy, and one went into one country, another
to another; and, confequently, that the be-
lief of the refurrc@ion was originally recei-
ved every where upon the teftimony of one
witnefs. 3 will not examine this fa&t, Sup-
pofe it to be fo.  But did this cne witncls

20

4+ 1 Johnv. 9. § Ibil. verfle 10,
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0o alone, when he was artended with the
powers of neaven?! Was not every bliad
man reftored to fight, and every lame man
to his feet, a new witnels to the truth re-
ported by the sirlt? Befldes, when the peo-
ple of different countries came to compare
notes, and found that they had all recewved
the {ame account of Chrift, and of hiz doc-
trine ¢+ then furely the evidence of. thele di-
ftant witnefles thus united, became fironger
than if they had told their ftory together :
for twelve men feparately examined, form 2
much ftronger proot tor the truth ot any
fact, than twelve men agreeing together in
one {tory,

If the {fame thing were to happen in cur
own time : if one or two were 10 come 10t
England, and report that a man was raied
from the dead ; and, in confequence of it,
teach nothing but that we ought to love God
and our ncighbours ¢ if, to confirm their re-
port, they fhould, before our eyes, cure the
blind, the deaf, the lame, and even raife the
dead to life : if, endued with all thele
powers, they fhould live in poverty and di-
ftrefs, and patiently fubmit to all that {corn,
contempt, and malice could contrive to di-
ftrefs them ; and at laft facrifice even their
ives 1n juftification of the truth of thelr re-
port: it upon inquiry we fhould find, that
all the countries in Europe had received the
lame account, fupported by the fame mira-
culous powers, attelted in like manner by the
[ufferings, and confirmed by the blood of
the wiinefics : I would fain know what any

H 3 reafenatin
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realonable man would do in this cafe:
Would he delpife fuch evidence ? I think b
would not.  And whoever thinks otherwife,
nuit {1y, that a refurrection, though in it
own natuie poflible, is vet fuch a thing, in
which we ought not to believe either God
Or man.

Fuave, Have vou done, Sir?

Mr £. Yes, my Lord.

Judge. Go on, Mr 4, it you have any
thing to fay in reply,

Mr 4. My Lord, I {fhall trouble you with
very little.  The objedtions and anfwers un-
der this head, I fhall leave to thejudgment of
the court, and beg leave only to make an ob.
fervation or two upon the laft part of the
gentleman’s argument, |

And firft, with refpelt to the {ufferings of
the apoftles and dilciples of Jefus, and the
argument drawn from thence for the truth
of their doltrines and aflertions, I beg leave
to obferve to you, that there is not a falfe
religion or pretence n the world, but can
produce the fame authority, and {hew many
inftances of men who have fuffered even to
death for the truth of their feveral profel-
fions. If we confult only modern ftory, we
fhall find Papilts {fuffering for popery, Pro
teftants for their religion. And among Pro-
teftants, every {<Ct has had its martyres Pu-
ritans, Quakers, Fifth-monarchy men, In
Henry VIIl's time, England faw both
Pepifh and Proteltant martyrs ; in Quecn
Mary’s reign, the rage fell upon Prote
ftants; in Queen Elifabeth’s, Papifts and
Puritaus were ¢iled fometimes, though rare-

ly,
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Iy, to this trial.  In later times, fometimes
churchmen, fometimes diffenters, were per-
fecuted.  What mult we {ay, then ? All
thefc sufferers had not truth with them : and
yet, 1f there be any weight in this argument
from {uffering, they have allarightto plead it.

But I may be told, perhaps, that men by
their {ufferings, though they do not prove
their do¢trines to be true, yet prove at leaft
their own fincerity : as if it were a thing im-
poflible for men to diffemble at the point of
death ! Alas! how many inftances are
there of mens denying falls plainly proved,
afferting falts plainly difproved, even with
the rope about their necks ? Muft all fuch
pafs for innocent fufferers, {incere men ? [f
not, 1t mult be allowed, that a man’s word
at the point of death is not always to be re-
lied on.

Another obfervation I would make, is
with refpect to tlie evidence of the Spirit, on
which {o much ftrefs 1s laid. It has been
hitherto infifted on, that the refurre@ion
was a matter of fact, and {uch a fat 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 infufficient, and a
new improper evidence inireduced 2 Is 1t not
lurprifing, that one great miracle {fhould
want an hundred more to proveit? Lvery
miracle is itfelt an appeal to tenfe, and
therefore admits no evidence but that of
fecnie: and there is no connexion between
a miracle done this year and laft year. It
does not follow, therefore, becaufe Peter

curcd
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cured a lame man, (allowing the fat), that
therefore Chrift rofe trom +he dead.

But allowing the gentleman all he de-
mands, what is it to us? they who had the
witnefs within them. did perhaps very well
to <onfult him, and to take his word; bug
how am I, or others, who have not this wit-
nefs in us, the better for it ? If the firft ages
of the church faw all the wonders rclated
by the gentdleman, and believed, it fhews at
leaft, in his opinion, that this ftrong evi.
dence was ncceflary to create the beliet he
requires ; why then dees he require this be-
liet of us, who have not this {trong evi
dence ? |

Fudge, Very well,  Gentlemen of the ju-
ry, you have heard the proofs and argu-
ments on both fides, and it 1s now your part
to give a verdict.

* Here the gentlemen whifpered together,
and the Foreman ftood up.

Foreman. My Lord, the caufe has been
long. «nd confifts of {everal articles ; there-
fore the jury hope you will give them your
dirchions.

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

Mr 4. My Lord, Pray confider, you ap-
potn::d this meeting, and chole your office,
Mr 4. and 1 have gonc through our parts,
and have fome right to infift on your doing
yous pdrt.

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

Fudge. 1 have otten heard, that all ho-
nour has a burden attending it ; but 1 aid

not
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not fulpe it in this office, which I confer-
red upon myfelf.  But, fince it mult be fo,
[ will recolleét, and lay before you, as well
.s + can, the fubllance of the debate.

Gendemen of the jury, 'The queltion be-
fore you, is, Whether the witneiles of the
reforreétion of Chrilt are guilty of giving
falic evidence, orno ?

Two forts of objections, or accufations,
are brought againit them. One charges
fraud and decetr on the  tranfaction iwdelf ;
the other charges the evidence as forged,
and infofficient to fupport the credit of {o
extraordinary an cvent,

There are alfo three periods of ume to
be confidercd.

The firft takes in the minifiry of Chrift,
and ends at his death. During this period
the fraud is {uppeled to be contrived.

The fecond reachies from his death to Ius
refurreftion.  Duiing this period the fraud
is fuppoled to be executed.

The third begins from the refurreition,
and takes i the whole miniliry of the apo-
{tles. And here the evidence they gave
the world tor this falt is the mam conhide-
ration.

As to the firft period of time, and the
traud charged upon Jeius, I mult obferve
to you, that this charge had no evidence to
fupport it ; all the fadts reported of Jefus
ftand in tull contradition to it. To fup-
pole, as the council did, that this fraud
might poflibly appear, if we had any Jewith
books written at the time, is not to bring

proot,
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proof, but to with for proot: for, as it was
rightly obfcrved on the other fide, how
does Mr 4. know there were any fuch books?
And fince they are loft, how does he know
what was in them ¢ Were tuch books ex.
tant, they might probably prove beyond dif.
pute the falls recorded in the golpels.

You were toid, that the Jews were a very
fuperftitious people, much addicted to pro:
phecy ; and paviicularly, that they had a
ftrong expeltation, about the time that
Chrift appearcd, to have a vidtorious prince
rife among the . This isluid as the ground
of fufpicion; a1 in falt, many impoitors,
you are told, et :pon thele notions of the
people; and thence  isinterred, that Chrift
bwlt his {eheme upon the firength of thee
popular prejudices. Eut when this faét cume
to be examined on the other fide, it appear-
ed, that Chrift was fo 1ar from falling in
with thefe notions, and abufing the creduos
lity of the peuple, that 1t was his muin
point, to corredt thefe prejudices, to oppefe
thefe fuperflitions 5 and by thele very nicans
he fell into dilgrace with bis countrymen,
and {uftered as one who, 1y thcir opiniun,
deftroyed the law and rhe prophets, Wit
refpect to temporal power ; lo far was he
from auming at it, that he refufed it when
offered ; fo far from giviug any hopes cf i
to his difciples, that he invited men vpon
quite dineien terims ; ¢ To take wvp the
¢« crofs, ai.d follow him.” And it i1s obfer-
vable, thuar, after he Lad foretuld his death
and refurrcciion, he continued to admonilh

his
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his difciples of the evils they were to fuffer ;
o tcl]l them, thart the world would hate
them, and abule them; which furely to
common fenfe has no appearance that he
was then contriving a cheat, or encoura-
sing his difciples to execute It.

But, as ill fupported as this charge is,
there was no avoiding it ; it was neceflity,
and not choice, which drove the gentleman
to it : for {ince Chrilt had foretold his re-
furrc&ion, if the whole was a cheat, he
cerrainly was confcious to 1t, and conie-
quently the plot was laid in bis own time,
And yet the fuppofing Chrift confcious to
fuch a fraud in thefe circumf{tances, 1s con-
trary to all probability, It 1s very impro-
bable, that he, or any man, fhould. without
any temptation, contrive a cheat to take
place atter his death, And if this could be
fuppofed, it is highly improbable that he
fhould give public notice of it, and thereby
put all men on their guard ; efpecially con-
fidering there were only a few women, and
twelve men, of low fortunes, and mean e-
ducation, to conduct the plot, and the
whole power of the Jews and Romans to
oppofe it.

Mr 4, feemed {enfible of thefe difficulties,
and therefore would have varied the charge,
and have made Chrift an enthufiut, and
ais difciples only cheats, 'This was net pros
prly moved, and therefore not debared s
tor which reafon I fhall pafs it over with
this {thort obfervation ; that enthufiaim is as
contrary to the whole character and conduct

of
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of Chrift, as even fraud is. Befides, this
imagination, if allowed, goes only to Chrift's
own part ; and leaves the charge of fraud,
in its full extent, upon the management
from the time of his death ; and therefore
is of no ule, unlels the fraud afterwards be
apparent. For if there really was a refur-
retion, it will fuiliciently an{wer the charge
or enthufiafm.

I pafs on then to the fecond period, to
confider what happened between the death
and refurreétion of Chrift.  And herc it s
apreed that Chrift died, and was buried. So
far then there wos no traud,

For the better underftanding the charge
here, we mult recolleét a mat rial circums-
ftance reported by one of the evangelifls,
which is this - After Chriiv was buried, the
chief priefts and Pharifces came o Pilate,
the Roman governor, and informed him,
that this deceiver (ineanins Jelas) had in his
lifetime forerold, that be would rife again
arter three days; that they {ufpeéted his
difciples would fical away the bodyr, and
pretend a refurrecuon; and ihen the ¢ lalt
‘““ error would be worfe than the firlt.”
They therefore defire a guard to warch the
{epulchre, to prevent all fraud.  They had
one granted:; according.w they placed 2
watch on the fepuichre, and fealed vp the
{tone at the mouth of it,

What the event of this cafe was the fume
writer tells us, "L'hie guards faw the t:one
removed by angels, and for ftear they bes
came as dead men ; when they came to the

Ciiv,
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city, they reported to the chief priefts what
had happencd : a counlel is called, and a re-
{olution taken to bribe the foldiers to {ay,
that the body was ftolen while they were a-
leep ; and the counfel undertook to excule
the foldiers to Pilate, for their negligence in
falling afleep when they were on duty.

Thus the falt {tands in the original re-
cord. Now, the counfel for Woollton main-
tains, that the ftory reported by the foldiers,
after they had been bribed by the chicf priefts,
contains the true account of this pretended
refurrection.

The Gentleman was {enfible of a difficulty
in his way, to account for the credit which
the Jews gave to the prediction of Chrifl g
for if, as he petends, they knew him to be
an impoftor, what rcafon had they to take
any notice of his prediction ? And therefore,
that very caution in this cale betrayed their
concern, and fhewed, that they were not
futisfied that his pretenfions were groundieis,
To obviate this, he fays, Lhat they had dif-
covered before, one gieat cheat 1 the cale
of Lazarus, and therefore were tuipiciouns
of another in this cafe, He was anfwered,
That the dilcovery of a cheat in the cafe be-
fore mentioned, ought rather to have fet
them at eafc, and made them quite fecure
a5 to the event of the predi¢tion, In reply
he fays, That the chief priefts, however fa-
tisied of the cheat themiclves, had found
that it prevailed among the people; and, 1o
fzcure the people from being further impo-
tcd on, they uied the cauticn they did.

I BINEE:
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This 1s the {ubltance of the argument or,
both fides.

[ muft obferve to you, that this reafoning
from the cafe of Lazarus has no foundation
in hiftory. There isno pretence tor faying,
that the Jews in this whole affair had any
particular regard to the raifing of Lazarus.
And if they had any fuch juft fufpicion, why
was it not mentioned at the trial of Chrifl ?
There was then an opportunity of opening
the whole fraud, and undeceiving the people,
The Jews had a plain law for punifhing a
falfe prophet; and what could be a {tronger
conviction, than {uch a cheat made manifeft?
Why then was this advautage loft ?

The gentleman builds this obfervation on
thefe words, So the laft error fhall be wor/:
iban the firfl.  But is there here any thing
fuid about Lazarus? No. The words arca
proverbial form of {peech, and probably
were ufed without relation to any particular
cafe, Butif a particular meaning mulfl be
altigned, it is more probable, that the words
being ufed to Pilate, contained a reafon ap-
nlicable to him. Now, Pilate had been
drawn in to confent to the crucifixion, for
fear the Jews fhould fet up Jefus to be
their king in oppofition to Cxlar; therefore,
{ay the chief priefts to him, lf once the peo-
ple believe him to be rifen from the dead,
the laft crror will be worle than the firit;
i, e, they will be more inclined and en-
couraged to rebel againft the Romans than
ever, Lhisis a natural fenfc of the words;
as they arc ufed to move the Roman gover

1ol
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sor to allow them a guard, Whether La
sarus were dead or alive; whether Chritk
came to deftroy the law and the p ophets,
or to eftablith or confirm them, was of little
moment to Pilate. 1t s plain, he was
wuched by none of thefe confidera.ions ;
and refufed to be concerned in the alfair of
Chrift, till he was alarmed wita the lugze:
ftions of danger to the Roman ftate. 1his
was the firf? fcar that moved him j; mulv not
therefore the fecond now {uggefred to hin
be of the fame kind ?

The next circumftance to be confidered,
is that of the {eal upon the ftone of the fe-
nulchre. The counfel for Woollten fuppo-
fes an agreement between the Jews and ditf-
ciples about fetting this feal. But for this
agreement there is no evidence; noy, 10
fuppofe it, contradicts the whole fcries of
the hiftory, as the gentleman on the other
fide obferved. I will not enter into the par-
ticulars of this debate; for it is needlels,
The plain natural account given of this
matter, fhuts out all other {uppofitions.
Mr B. oblerved to you, That the Jews ha-
ving a guard, fet the feal to prevent any
combination among the guards to deceive
them : which feems a plain and iatistactory
account.  The counicl tor /. replies, l.et
the ufe of the {eals be whar they will, 1t is
plain they were broken ; and if they were
ufed as a check upon the Roman {oldiers,
then probably they confented to the fraud :
and then 1t is eafily underftood how the bo-
dy was removed.

12 1
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[ mult oblerve to you here, that this fuf-
picion agrees neither with the account £l
ven by the evangelift, nor with the ftory fet
about by the Jews; fo that it is utterly un.
fuppurted by any evidence.

Nor has it any probability in 1t,  For

what could move Pilate and the Roman fol-
diers to prepagare fuch a cheat? He had
crucifi d Chiift, for no other reafon, but
foi fear the people fhould revolt from the
Romans ; p:rhaps too he confented to place
a guard upon the fepulchre, to put an end
to the people’s hope in Jefus: and is it like-
ly at laft that he was conlenting to a cheat,
to make the people believe him rifen from
the dead; the thing, of all others, which he
was obliged, as his apprehenfions were, to
prevent !

The next circumftance infifted on as a
proof of the fraud, is, that Jefus rofe before
the time he had appoiated.  Mr 4, {uppo-
{cs that the dilciples haftened the plot, tor
fear of faliing in with multitudes, who
waited only tor the appointed time to be at

the fepulchre, and to fee with their own
eves. He wasanfwered, That the difciples
were not, couid not be concerned. or be pre-
{ent at moving the body; that they were
diiperied, and lay concealed for fear of the
Jews : that bhaltening the plot, was of no
ule ; for the refurretion happened whilll
the guards were at the {epulchre; who
were probably enow to prevent violence;
ceriainly enow te difcover it, if any were u-

{ed,
This
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This difficalty then reits merely upon the
reckoning of the time. Chriit died on Kii-
day, rofe early on Sunday. The queltion
is, Whether this was rifing the third day,
2ccording to tee predicion? 1 will refer
the authoritics made ufe of in this caie to
your memory, and add only one obferva-
tion, to fhew that it was indeed the thisd
day, according as the people of the couuntry
reckoned.  When Chritt talked with the
two difciples who knew him not, they gave
him an account of his own cmc1ﬁ:~:ion, and
their dit.ppointment 5 aad tell him, 73 day
i5 toe third day fince tice things were dme ¥
Now. this converfation was on the very diy
of the refurreftion, And the difciples
thought of nothing lels than anfwering an
objeccion againft the refurreion, which as
yet they did nOt believe. '111._.y recount on-
ly a2 matter of fuct, and reckon the time ac-
cording to the ufage of their country, and
call the day of the refurveticn the tlird day
trom the crucifixion; which. is 2 plain evi-
dence, 1n what maaner the Jews reckoned
in this and like cafes,

As the objedtions ia this cafe are founded
apon the ftory reported by the Jews, and
the Roman foldiers, Mr 2. in his anfwer,
endeavoured to thew, from {ome hiftorical
paflages, that the Jews themicdves did not
believe the {tory.

His firlt aroument was, That the Jows
never queftioned the diitiples for this chat,

I3 aid
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and the (have they had init, when they had

hem in their power.  And yet who fees
not that it was very mnch to their purpole
{fo to do? To this there 15 no reply.

The {econd argnment was trom the
treatment St Paul hat from King Agrippa,
and his faying to St Paul, < Almoft thou
‘“ perfuadeft me to be a Chriftian 7 A
{peech which he reckons could not be made
by a prince, to one concerned in carrying
on a known cheat.  To this the gentleman
replics, That Agrippa never did become a
Chriftian ¢ and that no great firefs is to be
laid upon his comphifance to his prifoner,
Bat allowing that there was fomething of
humanity and civility in the expreflion. yet
fuch civility could hardly be paid to a
known iwpoftor,  There is a propriety e-
ven in civility. A prince may be civil o 2
rebel s but he will hardly compliment him
for his loyalty : he may be civil to a poor
{=Ctary ; 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
iven by Gamaliel to the council of the
ews, to let the apoftles alone, ¢ for fear
-~ they themielves fhould be found to fight
“ againlt God : A fuppofition which the
rentleman  thinks  abfolutely inconfiftent
with his or the counc.l’s being perfuaded,
that the apoftles were guilty of any fraud
in managing the refurrection of Chrift.

The gentleman replies, That Gamaliel’s
advice refpedted only the numbers of peo-

ple
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ple deceived ; and was a declaration of his
opinion, that it was not prudent to come to
extremities tll the people were in a better
temper. T his deferves confideration,

Firil, 1 obfcrve, that Gamaliel’s words
are exprefs, ‘¢ Left ye be found to fight a-
“ gainft God;” which reafon refpedts God,
and not the peopie. And the fuppofition
is, that the ban:d of God might poflibly be in
this work : A faying which could not have
come from him, or have been received by
the council, it they had believed the refur-
rection to have becn a cheat,

Secondly, 1tis remarkable, that the mira-
cles wrought by the apoftles after the death
of Chrift. thofe efpecially which occafioned
the caliing of this council, had a much
greater effet upon the Jews than even the
miracles of Chrift himfeltf, They held out
againft all the wonders of Chnift, and were
perpetually plotting his death, not doubting
but that would put an end to their trouble :
but when, after hisdcath, they faw the fame
powers continuc with the apoftles, they faw
no ¢nd of the affair, but began to think in
earnell there might be more in it than they
were willing to believe. And, upon the re-
port made 1o them of the apoftles works,
thev make ferious refleCtion, and diuited
whereunto ths weould grow, And though
in their anger and vexation of heart they
thought of defperate remedics, and were
tor killing the apoftles alfo; yet they heark.
ened wiiingly to Gamaliel’s advice; which
at anoiher time might have been dangerous

10
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to the advifer.  So that it appears from tlie
hiftory, that the whole counal had the
fame doubt that Gamalicl had, that poflibly
the hand of God might be in this thiny,
And could the Jews, it they had maniteftly
difcovered the cheat of the relurretion a
little time before, have entcriained {uch 2
fufpicion ?

The laft period commences at the refur-
retion, and takes in the evidence upon
which the credit of this falt {tands.

The couniel tor Woollton, among other
difficulties, itarted one, which, if well
srounded, excludes all evidence out of this
cafe. The refurreftion being a thing out
of the courfe of nature, he thinks the tefti-
mony of nature, held torth to us in her
conftant method of working, a ftronger e-
videnee againft the poflibility of a refurrec:
tion, than any human evidence can be for
the reality of one.

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

Firfl, That a refurrection is a thing to
be judged of by mens fenfes; and.this can-
not be doubted. We all know when a man
is dead ; and fhould he come to lite again,
we might judge whether he was alive or no,
by the very fame means by which we judge
thofe about us to be living men.

Secondly, 'That the notion of a refurrec-
tion contradifts no one principle of right
reafon, interferes with no law of nature :
and that wheever admits that God gave

man
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man life at firlt, cannot poflibly doubt of
his power to reftore it when loft

Thirdly, That appealing to the {ettled
coutfe of nature, is referring the matter
in difpute, nor to rules or maxims of reafon
and true philofophy, but to the prejudices
and miftakes of men ; which are various
and infinite, and difter fometimes according
to the climate men live in; becaufe men
torm a noton of nature from what they {ee:
and therefore in cold countrics, all men
judge it to be according to the courle of na-
ture for water to freeze ; In warm countries,
they judge it to be unnatural.  Confequent-
ly, that it is not enough to prove any thing
to be contrary to the laws of nature, to {ay
that 1t is ufually, or conftantly, to our ob-
fervation, otherwite. And therefore, tho?
men in the ordinary courfe die, and do not
rife again, (which is certainly a prejudice as
galnft the belief of a refurrection) ; yet is it
not an argument againft the poflibility of a
refurredticn.

Another obje&tion was againft the reality
of the body of Churift after it came from the
orave. Thele objcltions are founded upon
fuch paffages as report his appearing or dif-
appearing to the eyes of his dilciples at
picalure ; his coming i among them when
the doors were fhut; his forbidding fome
to touch hum, his inviring others to do it ;
his baving the very wounds whereof he
died, trcdh and open in his body, and the
ike.  Fence the council concluded, that
it was no real body, which was fometimes

vilible,
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vifible, fometimes invifible 5 {ometimes ¢~
pable of being touched, {fometimes incapa-
ble.

On the other fide it was anfwered, That
many of thele objetions are founded on a
miftaken {enfe of the paflages reterred to
particularly of the paffage in which Chrift is
thought to forbid Mary Magdalen to touch
him ; of another, in which he calls to Tho-
mas to examine his wounds ; and probably
of a third, relating to Chrift’s converfation
with his dilciples on the road, without being
known by them.

As to other paflages which relate his ap-
pearing and dilappearing, and coming in
when the doors were ihut, it is {aid, that
no conclufion can be drawn from them a-
gainft the reality of Chrilt's body : that
thele things might happen many ways, and
yet the body be real; which is the cnly
point to which the prefent objedtion ex-
tends ¢ that there might be in this, and
probably was, fomething miraculous ; but
nothing more wonderful than what happen-
ed on another occafion in his lifeiime,
where the gentleman who makes the objec-
tion allows him to have had a real body.

I mention thefe things but bricfly, juft to
bring the courfe of the argument to yous
remembrance.

The next objedtion is taken from hence,
That Chrift did not arpear publicly 1o the
people, and particularly to the chief priefts
and rulers of the Jews. It is {aid, that his
commiflion related to them in an efpecial

IMAnner ;
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manner 3 and that it appears ftrange, that
ihe main proof of his miffion, the refurrec-

tion, fhould not be laid before them 3 but
that witnefles {hould be picked and culled
to fce this mighty wonder. This is the
torce of the objeltion.

To which it is anfwered, Fir/2, That the
particular commiflion to the Jews expired at
the death of Chrift ; and therefore the Jews
had, oo this account, no claim for any par-
ticnlar evidence. And it is infifted, that
Chrift, before his death, declared, the Jews
fhould not fee him, till they were better
dilpofed to receive him,

Sccondly, That as the whole world had a
concern in the refurreftion of Chrift, 1t

was neceflary to prepare a proper evidence
for the whole world ; which was not to be

done by any paxtlcular fatusta&tion given to

the people of the Jews, or their rulers.
Thirdly, That as to the chofen witnefles,

it 1s a miftake to think that they were cho-

{en as the only perfons to {ee Chrilt after the
refurrection ; and that in truth many others

did fee him : but that the witnefles were
chofen as proper perfons to bear teftimony

to all people ; an ofhice to which many o-
thers who did {ce Chrift, were not particu-
larly commiflioned : That making choice
of proper and credible witnefles, was {o far
from being a ground of juft fufpicion, that
¢ 1s in all cales the moft proper way to ex-
clude fufpicion,

The next objetion is pointed againft the
evidence of the angels, and the women, It

1S
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is faid, That hiftory reports, that the wo-
men faw voung men at the {epulchre; that
they were advanced into angels, merely
through the fear and fuperfiition of the
women : that, at the beft, this is but a ftory
of an apparition ; a thing in times of igno-
rance much talked of, but in the days of
knowledge never heard of.

tn an{wer to this, it is faid, That the an-
gels are not properly reckoned among tha
witnefles of the relurre@tion j they were not
in the number of the chofen witnefles, or
{fent to bear teftimony in the wor:d: that
they were indeed minifters of God appoint-
ed to attend the refurreétion : that God has
fuch minifters, cannot be reafonably doubt-
ed ; nor can it be objelted, that they were
improperly employed, or below their digni-
ty, in attending on the rejurrection of
Chrift : that we belicve them to be angels,
not on the report of the women, but upon
the credit of the evangelit who affirms it:
that what is {aid of apparitions on this oc-
cafion, may pafs for wit and ridicule, but
yiclds no reafun or argument.

The obje&ion to the women was, I dhink,
only that they were women; which was
firengthened by calling them fi/fy women,

[t was anfwered, That women have eycs
and ears as well as men, and can tell what
they fee and hear.  And it happened in
this cale, that the women were {o far from

eing credulous, that they believed not the
angcls, and hardly beheved their own re-
port, However, that the women are r..ont;

0
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of the chofen witnefles ; and if they were,
the evidence or the men cannot be et afide,
becaufe women {aw what they f{aw.

This is the fubftance of the objedtions and
AN.WETS.

The couniel for the apofiles infifted fur-
ther, That they gave tie greateft aflurance
to the world that poflibly could be given, of
their fincere dealing, by fuffering all kinds
of hardfbip, and at laft death itlelf, in con~
firmation of the truth of their evidence.

The countel for Woollten, in reply to
this, told you, That all religions, whether
true or falfe, have had thewr martyrs ; that
no opinion, however ablurd, can be named,
but iome have been content to die ior it;
and then concluded, That{uficring is no e-
vidence of the eruth of the opisions for
which men fuifer.

To clear this matter to you, I mult ob-
ferve how this cafe ftands. You have
heard often, in the courfe of this argument,
that the apoliles weire witneiles chofen to
bear teftimony to the refurrection; and, tor
that reafon, had the fulleft evidence thems-
telves of the truth of it; not merely by fee-
ing Chrift once or twice after his death, bu
by trequent converfations with him for for-
t¢ days together, before his alcenhon.
T'hat this was their proper bufinels, appears
plainly from hiftory; where we find, that to
ordain an apoltle, was the fame thing as gr-
daining one to be q witnefs of the refurrection |,
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If you look further, to the preaching of
the apoftles, you will find this was the great
article infifted on 4, And St Paul knew
the weight of this article, and the neceflity
of teaching it, when he faid, If Chrift be not
rifin, our fuith is vain.  You lee, then, that
the thing which the apoftles teftified, and
the thing for which they {uftered, was the
truth of the refurre&tion ; which 1s a mere
matter of falt.

Confider now how the objeétion ftandas.
'The counfel for Woolfton tells you, thatit
1s common for men to die for falfe opi-
nions ; and he tells you nothing but the
truth, But even in thofe cafes their fuffer-
ing is an evidence of their fincerity ; and it
would be very hard to charge men who die
for the doltrine they profefs, with infince-
rity in the profeflion  Miftaken they may
be ; but every miftaken man is not a cheat,
Now, if you will allow the {uffering of the
apoftles to prove their fincerity, which you
cannot well difallow, and confider tha
they died for the truth of a matter of fa&
which they had feen themfelves, you will
perceive how ftrong the evidence 1s in this
cafe. In dodirines, and matters of opinion,
men miftake perpetually ; and it is no rea-
{fon for me to take up with another man’s
opinion, becaule I am perfuaded he is fin-
cere in it.  But when a man reports to n
an uncommon fad, yet fuch an one as in its
own nature is a plain object of fenfe; if |

believe
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helieve him not, 1t is not becanfe I fufpedt
his eyes, or his {enfe of feeling, but merely
becaude I fufpect his fincerity ¢ tor if [ was
10 fee the fame thing wmyfeif, 1 fhouid be-
licve myfelf; and therefore my fufpicion
docs not arife from the inability of human
fenfes to judge in the cale, but fiom a doubt
of the fincerity of the reporter.  In fuch
cafes, therefore, there wangs nothing to e
proved, but only the fincerity of the repor-
ter : and fince voluntary {uffering for the
truth, is at leaft a proof of fincerity ; the
fufferings of the apoftles for the truth ot the
refurredtion, is a full and unexceptionabie
oroof,

The counfel for Woolfton was {enfible of
this difference ; and therefore he added,
that there are mauy ioftinces of mens fuf-
fering and dying in an obflinate denial or
the truth of faéts plainly proved. This ob-
{ervation i1s alfo trues I remember a {tory
of a man who endured with great conftancy
all the tortures of the rack, denying the fack
with which he wascharged, When he was
afked afterwards, how he could hola out a-
gain{t all the tortures ! he anfwered, 1 had
painted a pallows upon the toe of my {hoe,
and when the rack ftrecched me, I looked
on the gallows, and bore the pain, to fave
my lite. This man denied a plain fact, un-
der great torture ; but.you fce a reafon for
it In other cales, when criminals perhitt in
denying their crimes, they ofien do it, and
there is reafon to tufp & they do it always,
in- hopes of a pardon or reprieve. But

K2 what
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what are thefe inflances to the prefent pur.
pofe? All thefe men fuffer againft their
will, and for their crimes; and their obfti-
nacy is built on the hope of efcaping, by
moving the compudlion of the government.
Can the gentleman give any inflances cof
perfons who died willingly in atteltation of a
faile falt ? We have had in England fome
weak enough to die for the pope’s fupre-
macy ; but do you think a man could be
found to die in proof of the pope’s being
altually on the throne of England !

Now, the apoftles dicd in aflerting the
truth of Chrift’s refurretion. It was al-
ways in their power te quit thewr evidence,
and {ave their lives. Even their bittereit e-
nemies, the Jews, required no more of them
than to be {ilent *, Others have denied
facts, or aflerted facts, in hopes of faving
their lives, when they were under fentence
of death : but thefe men attefted a fa& at
the expence of their lives, which they might
have {aved by denying the truth.  So that
between criminals dying, and denying plain
facts, and the apoftles dying for their tefti-
mony, there is this material difference: cri-
minals deny the truth, in hopes of {aving
their ‘ives ; the apoftles willingly parted
with their lives, rather than deny the truth.

We are come now to the laft, and indes
tie moft weighty confideration.

The counfcl for the apoftles having in the
courfe of the argument, allowed, thatmore

| evidence
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evidence is required to fupport the credit of
the refurreltion, it being a very extraordi-
nary event, than is neceflary in common ca-
{es, in the latter part of his defence {ets
forth the exiraordinary evidence upon
which this fadt ftands : This is, the evi-
dence of the Spirit, the Spirit of wifdom and
power, which was gtven to the apoftles, to
cnable them to confirm their teftimony by
i1gns and wonders, and mighty works, This
part of the argument was well argued by
the gentleman, and I neced not repeat all he
{aid.

The counfel for Woollton, in his reply,
made two objections to this evidence.

The firlt was this : That the refurreftion
having all along been pleaded to be a matter
of tadt, and an objeét of fenfe, to recur to
miracles tor the proof of it, is to take it
out of its proper evidence, the evidence of
fenfe; and to reft it upon a proof which
cannot be applied to it: for {eeing one mi-
racle, he fays, is no evidence that another
miracle was wrought before it ; as healing a
fick man, is no evidence that a dead man
was raifed to life.

Lo clear this difficulty, you muft confider
by what train of realoning miracles come to
be proofs in any cafe, A miracle of itfelf
proves nothing, unlefs this only, that there
1s a caufe equal to the producing the effe®
we fee. Suppole you fhould fee a man
raife one from the dead, and he fhould go
away and fay nothing to you, you would
got iind that any fadt, or any propofition,

was
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was proved or dilproved by this miracle.
But thould he declare to you, m the name
of him by whole power the miracle was
wrought, that image worfhip was unlawful,
you would then be poflifled of a proof a-
gainft image-worfhip. But how ? Not be-
caufe the miracle proves any thing as to the
point itfelf, but becaufe the man’s declara-
tion is autherifed by him who wrought the
miracle in confirmation of his dodrine ;
and therefore miracles are direltly a proof
of the authority of perfons, and not of the
truth of things,

To apply this to the prefent cafe : If the
apoftles had wrought miracles, and faid no-
thing of the refurreétion, the miracles
would have proved nothing about the re-
furretion one way or other. But when as
eye-witnelles they attefted the truth- of the
relurrection, and wrought miracles to con-
firm their authority, the miracles did not
diretly prove the refurretion ; but they
confirmed and eftablifhed beyond all fuipi-
cion the proper evidence, the evidence of
eyc-witneifes. 5o that here is no change of
the evidence from proper to impropar; the
fact il refls upon the evidence of feriz,
confirmed and ftrengthened by the authori-
ty of the Spirit, If a witnels cuils in his
neighbours to atteft his veracity, they prove
nothing as to the fact in queftion, but on'y
confirm the evidence of the winets, The
cafe here is the fame ; though between the
authorities brought in confirmation of the
evidence there is no comparifon.

The



-of the Refurreciion of Fefus. 1§84

The {econd objeétion was, That this evi-
dence, however good 1t may be 1n its kind,
is yet nothing to us. It was well, the gen-
tJeman fays, for thofe who had it; but
what 1s that to us, whe have 1t not ?

To adjuft this difficulty, I muft obferve
to you, that the evidence now under confi-
deration, was.not a private evidence of the
Spirit, or any.inward light, like to that
which the Quakers in our time pretend to;
but an evidence appearing in the manifelt
and vifible works of the Spirit : and this e-
vidence was capable of being tran{mitted,
and actually has been tranfmirted to us op-
on unqueftionable authority. And to al-
low the evidence to have been good in the
firft ages, and not in this, {cems to me to
be a contradiction to the rules of reafoning:
for if we fee enough to judge that the firft
ages had realon to belicve, we muft needs
fee at the fame time, that it is reafonable
for us alfo to belicve. As the prefent que-
{tion only relates to the nature of the evi-
dence, it was not neceflary to produce from
hiftory the inftances to fhew in how plenti-
tul a manner this evidence was granted to
the church. Whoever wants this {atisfac-
tion, may cafily have it.

Gentlemen of the jury, I have laid before
you the {ubftance of what has been faid on
both {ides. You are now to confider of it,
and to give your verdid,

The jury confulted togcther,andihe Foreman
#ofe up,

Foreman,
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Foreman. My Lord, We arc ready to cive
our verdiét,

FJudge. Are you all agreed ?

Fury. Yes.

Fudge. Who fhall fpeak for you !

Fury. Our Foreman,

Fudge. What fay you? Are the apoitles
guilty of giving falfe evidence in the cafe of
the refurrection of Jefus, or not guilty ?

Foreman. Not guilty.

Fudge. Very well. And now, .gentlemen,
I refign my commiflion, and am your hum-
ble {ervant.

The company rofe up, and were begin.
ning to pav their compliments to the judge
and the counfel ; but were interrupted by a
gentleman. who went up to the judge, and
offered him a fce, Whart is this ? fays the
judge. A fee, Sir, {aid the gentleman, A
fee to a judge is a bribe, {aid the judge,
True, Sir, faid the gentleman; but you
have refigned your com.mifhion, and will
not be the firft judge who has come {from
the bench to the bar without apy diminu-
tion of honour, Now, Lazarus’s cale 15 to
come on next, and this tee is to retan you
on his fide. There followed a confufed
noife of all fpeaking together, to perfuade
the judge to take the fee : but as the trial
had laited lorger than T expeied, and |
had lapfed the time of an appoinument for
bufinefs, I w.s forced to flip away ; and
whainer the Judoe wus prevailed on to un-
dertake the caulc of Lazarus, or no, 1 can-
Dot {ay,
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