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ADVERTISEMENT.

TH E Author has beftowed {o
much pains on the Fir/# of the fol-
'lowing Differtations, that he hOPé‘S
it will be found worthy of carefuil
attention. His view in the Sgcb‘hé;i
and Third Diﬁ'ﬁmiaés is'in a oreat
mealure FPraélical; and he begs
this may be remembered, and that
fuitable allowances may be made
when they are read. He wifthes
earneftly to be able to contribute |
towards advancing the intereft of
virtue and rational religion in the

A 2 world >
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world ; and he will think that his
life has been fpent to a valuable

purpofe, fhould he ever fucceed mn

ihis in the {malleft degree.

The Fowrth Diflertation is de-
figned chiefly in anfwer to an idbjec-

tion againft Chriftianity, on which

confiderable ftrefs has been laid.
It is, perhaps, too foreign to the

main end of this work. There can-~
not, however, be any great impro-

Priety 1N giiving 1t a place here.

3 Qe
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ADVERTISEMENT

TO THE

SECOND EDITION.
TH E principal correftions and- addi-

tions in this Edition are the follow-
ing. In Page 136- a Note 1s added to

explain an affertion which has been mif=-
underftood.—The latter part of the Second
Section of the Fourth Diflertation, the long
Note from Page 442 to 4513, and the three
laft Pages are alfo additions.——Every ex-

preflion likewife in that Differtation which
had any appearance of an undue {everity

with refpect to Unbelievers has been altered.
—The Author is fenfible that there are few
or no controverfies in which it is right to
charge an adverfary with want of candour
and difingenuity. Such charges give no
ftrength to an argument. They always
irritate inftead of doing good, and it feldom

happens that they are not capable of being
retorted.,
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DISSERTATION L

ON

PROVIDEN CE.

SECTI1I1ON I

Of the arguments for Providence from the
perfections of the Deity.

enquiry with every confiderate per-
fon, how far he has reafon to think

well of that world in which he exifts, and

IT cannot but be a matter of anxious

of its laws and adminiftration. If about
this no fatisfa&tion can be obtained, there
will be an end of all the chiet ccmforts and
hopes of reafonable beings. The courfe of
events muft be viewed with fuipicion, and
the world contemplated with difpuft and

B 2 palin.



DISSERTATION IV.
ON

The Importance of Chriftianity,
the Nature of Hiftorical Evi-
dence; and Miracles,

S‘:EC'TION I.

Introductory Obfervations, relating to the
Importance of Chriftianity, its Evidences,
-and theOQbjections which have been made
2o 1£.

‘T is'not poffible, that any informa-

tion fhould be fo important, as that
which we have -in the facred writings.
The difcoveries lately made in- the fyftem
of the material world are juftly thought
of with-admiration, They:beflow, -in-
-2 deed,
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deed, new luftre and dignity on human
nature. But they are of no confequence
and deferve no regard, compared with
the difcoveries contained in the Bible,
fuppofing it intitled to our faith. We
are here made acquainted with feveral
facts in the fcheme of the moral world,
and the hiftory.of Providence, which are
not only wonderful, but interefling in the
higheft degree. '

There 1s nothing in all nature, about
which we have fo much reafon towifh for
information, as death, the relentlefs de-
firoyer which reduces to the  duft every
human being, and which, in all ages,
has held the world in bondage, and given
birth to numberlefs woes and f{orrows.
Concerning this, the fcriptures reveal to
us many particulars of the utmoft impor-
tance, which. we could not -otherwife
have known. They acquairit us, that it
was not an original part of the ‘divine
{cheme, but a calamity in which our race
has been involved, in confequence of cer-

tfain
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tain connexions which took place under
the divine government. They inform us
of the caufes which introduced 1it, and of
a ftupendous difpenfation of providence
which it has occafioned. They difcover

to us that great Meffiab, by whom God
made this world, and who came down

from heaven to deliver it from diftrefs;
who is now the Lord of men and angels,
and who, hereafter, will appear in glo-
ry to abolith death, tojudge mankind in
‘righteoufnefs, to execute juftice on the
-wicked, and to eftablith an everiafting
kingdom, in which all the virtuous and

‘worthy fhall meet and be completely and
unchangeably happy.

I make thefe obfervations in order to
{fheww how much it concerns us to {tudy
‘the facred records, and to inquireinto the
~evidences of their divine original. It is
~not eafy to conceive of a higher obliga-
tion, that fuch creatures as we are can
- beunder. There is {carcely a principle

“an our natures which does not induce us

to
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to this powerfully. In pai:ticular; as the
{criptures inform us of the chief revolu-
tions through which this world 4as paft,
and «wi// pafs, the principle of curigfity
leads us to it. As they profefs to teach
us God’s will, and to give an account of
a.revelation from heaven, all the princi-
ples of pzezy lead us to it. But, more efpe-
cially, we are led to it by the whole
force of the principle of felf-fove ¢ For, if
the Bible is true, it fettles the terms of
{alvation, and contains the words of eterual
life ; and, confequently, the folly.of .care-
lefly rejecling it will ibe infinitely worfe,
than the folly would be .of carelefly
throwing afide a deed, which, if valid,
proved our title to a large eftate.

I think, ‘with great pleafure, that-the
fubject to which I refer has {lately -en-
gaged much attention, .and.undergone -2
fin& fcrutiny. It .is to be wifked, :that
the attention to it .may continue, -and
that all:the learned and inquifitive .would
unite -their:efforts .towards giving'it the

moft
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moft thorough difcuffion, allowing every
objeétion its full weightanda fair hearing,
-and never concealing any thing that may
have a tendency to throw light on a con-
troverfyof fuchmoment. The oppofition
Hithertomadetochriftianity, has, Ithink,
done 1t the greateft {fervice. It has been
-the meansof caufing itto bebetterunder-
ftood, of fhewing, in a clearer light, on
whatfoundationof evidenceitftands, and
of removing from it many incumbrances
and adulterations, which, for many ages,

had miferably difguifed and debafed it.
We may reafonably hope for more and
more of thefe good effects, the more un-
believers go on to exert their firength *.
Let no one then put himfelf to the leaft
pain on account of any of their writings.
Much lefs, let anyone thinkof calling in
the aid of civil power to anfwer them +-.

Detefted

“* This is well reprefented in the fecond of Dr.

Gerard’s Diflertations on Subjei?s relating to the
Genius and Evidences of Chriflianity.

+ We havg lately - feen a cruel inftance of this in

the profecution, pillorying and confinement to
Bridewel!
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Detefted be the principles which have oc-
cafioned this. Let rather unbelievers be
encouraged to produce their firongeft ob-
je&ions. Ifchriftianityisof God, we may
be {ure that it will bear any trial, and in
the end prevail. The civil magiftrate
ought not to interpofe in the defence of
truth, till it has appeared that he isacom-
petent j'udgeof truth. This, certainly, he
1s not. Onthe contrary ; univerfal expe-
rience has, hitherto, proved himone of its

worft

Bridewell of a poor puny infidel, worn out with age,
who was utterly incapable of doing any caufe the
leaft good or harm.—Itis a bad excufe to {ay, that
it was not znfidelity, but indecency and fcurrility that
were punifhed in this inftance. For, this is to punifh
for the circumftances in a publication, which render
it fo much the lefs likely to produce any effect.
Befides, who fhall have the power of determining
whether 2 book againft an eftablifhed opinion is writ
decently, 1n order to give a right of punifhing ? There
are no hands i1n which fuch a power can be lodged,
without the utmolt danger to what, as reafonable
beings, we ought moft to value. A zealot in 2
pspifh country, cannot well wifh for any greater

power. God grant it may never be again allowed
to any zealots in our own.
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worft enemies. Nothing can be more dif-
- graceful to the chriftian religion than to

{fuppofe, that it needs fuchH afliftance.
Were this true, it would, by no means,

be worth defending.

Among the objections Which havebeen

made to chriftianity, there are fome that
contain real difficulties; and which acan-

did defenderof chriftianity, inftead of pre-

tendingintirely to remove, fhould allowto
weigh as far as theycan go againft theevi-
dence. The proof of chriftianity does not
confift of a clear fum of arguments, with-
out any thing to be oppofed to them. But
it 1stheoverbalanceof evidencethatrenrains
after everyreafonable deductionis made on
accountofdifficulties. Thisisthecafewith
refpect to almoftevery point thatcanem-
ploy ourthou ghts; and thofe whobelieve,
that there 1s any queftionwhich theycan
clear of every difficulty, may be fure, that
theyareeitherveryunfairor very{uperficial
in their inquiries.—But, at the fame time

thatl acknowledge this, I muftfay, with
refpect
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refpect to chriftianity, that many of the
chief objections to it have received a full
anfwer, and are indeed the effets of par-
tial views and very wrong notions,———1I
will beg leave juft to mention a few in-
ftances of this.

It hasbeenfaid, that if chriftianitycame
from God, it would have been taught the
world with fuchclearnefs and precifion, as
nottoleaveroomfordoubtsanddifputes.—
It iswonderful to me, thatany perfoncan
-mention thiswho believes thedoétrinesof
_natural religion, or who has read the de-
fences of ¢hriftianity. Has the author of
nature given us regfon in this manner, or
even the information we derive from our
fenfes? Is it poffible, while we continue
{uch creatures as we are, that any inftruc-
tion fhould be fo clear as to preclude dif-
pute's » Suppofing the Deity to gi;ant us
fupernatural light, are we judges what
degree of it he onght to give, or in what
particular manner it ought to be com-

sritinicated ?

Again;
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Again: The animofities, perfecutions
and bloodfhed which thechriftianreligion
has occafioned, have been urged as ob-
jections to it.—This, likewife, certainly
thould not be mentioned, till it can be
fthewn, thatthere isone benefitor blefling
_en-joyed.by mankind, which has not been
the.accafion of evils. How eafy would it
be to reckonup manydreadful calamities,
whichowe theirexiftence to knowledge,
toliberty, to natural religion, and to civil
government ? How obvious is it, that-
what is in its nature moft ufeful and.ex-
cellent, will, for thisvery reafon, become
moft hurtful and pernicious when mifap-

.. bliedor abufed? Chriftianity forbidsevery
evil work. Its {pirit is the {pirit of for-
bearance, meeknefs, and benevolence.
Were it to prevail in its genuine purity,
and to be univerfally prattifed, peace and
joy would reign every where. Unchari-
tablenefs, prieft-craft, contention and
perfecution, are evils which have taken
place among its profeffors, in dire& op~
pofition to its {cope and defign. Is it not

Bb then
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thenhard thatitfhould bemaderefponfible
for thefe? Has it not aright to be judged
of by its genius and tendencies, rather
than byany mifchief which blindnefsand
bigotry and the love of domination have
done in the chriftian church ?—For my
own part, when I contemplate the horrid
{cenes which ecclefiaftical hiftory prefents
our view, inftead of feeling difguft with
chriftianity, I am ftruck with the divine
forefight difcovered by its founder, when
he aid, I am not come to fend peace on earth,
but a fword; and led to a firmer faith,
arifing from a reflexion on the warning
given in the {criptures, that an apoftacy
would come, and a favage power appear

which fhould defile God’s fan&uary,
trample on truth and liberty, and make

itfelf drunk with the blood of faints and
martyrs.

Further : The offence which has been
given to unbelievers, by thepofitive infti-
tutions of chriftianity, is in my opinion
manifeftly groundlefs, There 1s not 2

more
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more ftriking recommendationof chriiti«
anity than its fmplicity, or, its treeing
religion, fo much as it does, from the in-
cumbranceofritesand ceremonies. Other
religions are loaded with thefe, and have
a tendency to hurttheintere{tof morality,
by turning the attention of men from it,
and leading them to feek the favour of
God more by an exa&nefs in outward
forms, thanby avirtuoustemperand prac-
tice. Chriftianitycondemns, intheftrong-
eft language, this dangerous fuperftition,
affuring us, that thofe who fall into it
thall recerve the gredfer damnation ; that
God dsgfires mercy and not facrifice; and,
that true religion confifts, not in any
ritual fervices, but in rz;g'bteazyizef'r and
peace and joy in the HolyGhoff. 'To cen-
fure it, therefore, notwithftanding this,
merely becaufe it enjoins two fuch eafly
and {implerites as Baptifmand the Lord's
supper, is doing it great injuftice, and
overlooking one of its moft peculiar and
diftinguithing excellencies.

Bb 2 But,

f-



272 On Hiflorical Evidence,

But, there is noobje&ion aboutwhich
more has been faid, than that taken from
the want of univerfality in the chriftian
revelation. This alfo is an obje&Gion which
there isgreat reafon toexped, that unbe-
hevers fhould drop. Such effe€tual an-
{fwers havebeen given to it, ‘that, indeed,
1t is fome trial-of patience to fenfible chri-
ftians, to hear it ftill {fo 'muchinfifted -on,
and fo oftenrepeated. Thofewhoare in-
fluenced by it go-upon anetion that they
could ‘not entertain, were they 'wot oo
partial and carclefs in their inquines.
They fuppofe, that if thechriftian reve-
lation istrue, there mu{t have been:a nece-
ity of it, in order to fupply mankind with
Sufficient means for {fecuring God's favour,
and attaining to future happinefs. But
fuch a notion isintirely groundlefs. Ad-
ing up faithfully to the lightwe enjoy,
is ‘the only cendition of our happintl.
Glory, bonour, and peace, fball be upon
‘every one that werketh good, be-he “few oF
Gentile®. God is no refpecter of perfonss

(St. Peter

*#* Rom, ii, IO.:-' Adls x. 34> 33°
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(St. Peter tells us) but in every mation,
be that feareth bim, and worketh righteouf-
uefs is accepted of bim.—There are two
points of view 1in which chriftianity
may be confidered. It may be confidered
either asan mffruffion communicated to
mankind ; or, asan extraordinary difpen-
fation of providence, the end of which is
the redemption of mankind. If we con-
fider it in the former of thefe lights, it
was a favour or blefling which, however
defirable, could not be claimed, and
miglit not have been given to any part of
mankind. Were therereafonforconclud-
ing, that it cannot be of divine original
merely becaufe the benefits of it are not
extended equally to all, we fhould be
obliged to conclude the fame of almof}
every advantagewe enjoy, and the whole
courfeof nature.—If, on theother hand,
we confider chriftianity in the latter of
thefe lights, its end might have been
anfwered, by Chrift’s pafiing through
human life in the manner hedid, though
RO hiftory of him had been written, or

Bbj know-
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knowledgeof him preferved in theworld,
——]n other words. There were two
purpofes of Chrift’s coming. He came
to feach and to reform the world; but,
this being an end that might have been
accomplifhed by much lower means, we
ought to remember, that he came prin-
cipally to /ave the world. ‘That is; He
de{cended from heaven and appeared in
our nzatures, partly, indeed, to be the
founder of avifible church enjoying par-
ticular light and advantages, and which,
after going through {everal revolutions,
fhould, at laft, triumph over every falfe
religion and take 1n all nations; but,
primarily, to be the delverer of a diftreft
race, to acquirethe powerof forgivingfin
and of raifing us from the dead, to rein-
{tatevirtuous men, wherever or whenever
they have lived, in the profpe& of a
glorious immortality; and thusto perform
a fervice under the divine government of
infinite importance, and to which, pro-
bably, no agent of inferior dignity was
equal.—Chriftianity, therefore, is fo far
| from
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from 1implying anobligation on theDeity
tomaketheknowledgeof it univerfal, that,
on the contrary, in the benefitof what is
moit effential to it, all virtuous men,

whether they have ever heard of it or
not, will be alike fharers.

Another very confiderable caufe of of-
fence to the oppofers of chriftianity is,
the account given in the gofpel hiftory of
the Demoniacs. 1t thould, I think, go a
great way here towards fatisfying a fair
inquirer, that thewritersof thegofpel hif-
tory {peakof the cafes of the Demoniacs in
no other way than was ufual at the time
they wrote, and in which we find them
ipoken of by other contemporary hifto-
rians. 'They talk the language of their
age and country, and  in conformity to
prevailing opinions. Nor is it of any con-
{equence to the creditof their hiftory,
whether thefe opinions were right or
wrong, or even what they themfelves
thought. Toexpeé, that they thould be
better informed than others about the

Bb 4 caufes
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caufes of diftempers; or, that fuch im-
firuction fhould be communicated to
them as would have led them, in the pre-
fent cafe, to form a new language and to
{peak with perfect accuracy, {ecms as un-
reafonable as it would be to entertain the
{ame expeltation with reipe& to the mo-
tion of the {un, or the fecondary qualities
of bodies. The one has as little to dowith
the main end of their office as the other.
Such inftruction, had it been given them,
would have thrown needlefs difficulties in
‘theway of the propagationof chriftianity;
and it muft have leflened its evidence to
{ubfequent ages, by making the apoftles
appear, not in the character of plain un-
lettered men, but of able philofophers,
and thus raifing a {ufpicion, that it pre-
vailed in the world more by the wi{dom of
men, than by the power of God and #be
demonfiration of-the Spirit. Our Saviour,
no doubt, might have taught the truth
on this {ubje&, and re&ified the common
apprehenfions as far as they were erro-
neous. But it is impoffible to thew, that

there
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there was fuflicient reafon for expecting

this, or that it came properly within the
purpofe of his miffion. It would, per-

haps, haveonly given him the appearance
of being a friend to the doétrine of the Sad-
ducees, and embarrafifed the minds of his

followers, withoutdoingany greatgood *.

The prejudicesl have now in ViIEwW, are
derived, chiefly, from the {tri¢t notions
which have prevailed of the univerfal and

infallible infpiration of the writers of the
New
* There is, perhaps, no part of the New Tefta-
ment fromwhich unbelievers receive more unfavour-
able impreflions than the account of our Saviour’s
temptation in the,wildernefs by the devil. This fa&t
has, I think, been very much mifinterpreted. The
explanation givenof it in apiece entitled, An Enguiry
into the Nature and Defign of Chrifi’s Temptation in the
Wildernefs, by Mr. Farmer; is, in myopinion, {o ra-
tional and judicious, as to have no fmall tendency to
remove the prejudices againit it, and to convert this
difficulty into a beauty.

I cannot help adding, that the fame learned writer’s
Diflertation on Miracles lately publifhed, well deferves
to be ftudied by all who would be afiifted in judging
of fome other parts of the Scripture Hiftory, as well as
of the nature of Miracles in general, and theconnec-

tion between them and the truth of the doétrines of
Chriﬁianity,
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New Teftament. And there isnot, per«
haps, anything which thefriendsof chrif-

tianity have more reafon to complain of,
than that unbelievers thould {uffer them-
felves to beinfluenced by thefe notions.—
The goipel 1s not a {peculative {cience,
or an abftrufe and complicated theory,
Whatever jargon may have been fathered
upon it in {yltems and creeds, it isin it-
felf plain and fimple. It is a fet of facts
exhibiting and demonftrating this one
truth ; ETERNAL LIFE, THE GIFT OF

Gop, THRCUGH Jesus CHRIST OUR
LrorD. ‘The NewTeftament contains a

narrative of thele facts. The bufinefs of
the apoftles was toatteft and publifh them
to the world ; and no inquiries, relating
to their qualifications and authority, are
of great importance iia any other view,
than as witneffes to thefe facts. I think,
indeed, that they have an authority, as
teachers as well as witneffes : But what
they infift themfelves moft upon, is their
office as witnefles, and the regard they
claim is founded principally on their hav-

I ing

——
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ing heard, and feen *, and handled the
word of life. It does not appear, that
in all mattersof reafoningand {peculation,
the firtt chriftians entertained the fame
fentiments of their authority, that many
do now. Be this, however, as it will;
the only queftion, certainly, that affeéts
the truth of chrittianity is, < Whether
¢ they were honeft men, who did not
‘¢ mean to deceive, and who were com-
¢ petently informed with refpect to the
¢ facts they atteft.”— I with the
attention of unbelievers could be held to
this, fetting afide whatever is commonly
believed, or, that there may be reafon
to believe on the {ubjet of snfpiration. 1f
this appears, (as, I think, it does abun-
dantly) chriitianity 1s proved ; nor need
any perion be anxious about morein it
than necefiarily tollows from hence.—
But, 1t is time to come to the main de-
{ign of this diflertation.

. Oneof theobjections that deferves moft
{o be attended to, 1s that taken from the

natarg
#% 1 Johni. 1, 2.
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natureof theprincipalfats recordedinthe
fcriptures. "Thefe are wuraculous, and, as
fuch, (it has been faid) *¢ have a puartz-
¢ cular increaibifiry in them, which does
¢ not belongto commonevents. Whenwe
‘¢ look into the Biblz, we find ourfelves
 tran{ported, as it were, into a new
¢¢ world, where the courfe of natureis al-
‘¢ tered, and every thing is different from
‘“ what we have been ufed to obferve.
““ Could we, in any other cafe, receive
““ a book filled withvifions and prodigies,
¢ andcontaining {o muchof the marvel/-
““ Jus? Ought not {uch a book to flartle
¢ our minds? Or can there be any evi-
‘¢ dence {ufficient to eftablith its autho-
‘¢ rity ?”’~—Some have gone fo far in this
way of objelting, as to affert in general,
that all relations of faéts which contradiét
experience, or imply a deviation from the
ufual courfe of nature, are their own con-
futation, and fhould be at once rejected
as incapable of proof, and impoflible to
be true.—One cannot be better employ-
ed than in inquiring how far {uch {enti-
ments are right, and what regard is really

I due
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due to zeftimony, when its reports do not
agree with experience. 1 fhall endeavour
to ftate this matter as accurately as pofii-
ble, byw entering into a critical examina-
tion of the grounds of belief in this cafe,
and of the nature and force of hiftorical
evidence.

In anfwer to the queftions juft propofed
it might be faid, that, fuppofing the {tate
and conne&ions of this world to be {uch
as the Bible reprefents, the hiftory it con-
tains could not but be a hiftory of extra-
ordinary events ; that it has many internal
marks of truth and authority which no
other book has; and that, particularly, we
are witnefles to the accomplifhment of
predictions delivered in 1t thoufands of
years ago, and therefore, do ourfelves fee
facts aswonderfulas anyof thofe it relates,
and are {ure that the writers of it were
{upernaturally inftruéted, and might alfo
very probably, work miracles.—WHhat
has been laft intimated is of the greatef
importance. Chriftians infift, and they
think they have proved, that there are

very
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very remarkable appearances of the com-
pletion of feveral {cripture prophecies.

The patrons of infidelity ought to thew,
if they can, that there are not indeed any
{fuch appearances which déferve regard.
Nothing can be more incumbent upon
them than this: For, as far as there
feems reafon to believe, that, in any

inftance, a {cripture prophecy is fulfilled,
an unprejudiced perfon muftbe imprefled.
It affords, not only a demonftration of
the credibility of miracles, but, in{ome
degree, an affual exhibition of them.

But, it 1s not my prefentdefign to dwell
on any arguments of this kind. In what
follows, 1 fhall confine myfelf to the
examinationof the princzples on which the
objetion I have mentioned 1s founded.
When thefe are proved to be fallacious,
the way will be open to aneafier admifiion
of the direlt evidences of chriftianity, and
they will operate with greater force.—
It is well known, that this objetion has
lately been urged 1n all its {trength by

Mr. Huwme, a writer whofe genius and
abilities
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abilities are fo diftinguithed, as to be
above anyof my commendations. Several
excellent anfwers have been publifhed * ;
and it i3 not without fome pain, after
what has been fo well and {o effetually
faid by others, that I determine to take
up this fubject. I imagine, however,
that it admits of further difcufifion, and

that there remain {till fome obfervations
to be made, which have not been enough

attended to.—Beforel proceed, it will

be proper to give a more diftin¢t and full
account of the objection to be confidered.

* By Dr. Adams in his Effay on Miracles, in
anfwer to Mr., Hume's Effay ; and by the author of
the Criterion, or, Miracles Examined, &c.—And
alfo by Dr. Campbell, Principal of the Marifhal
college at Aberdeen, in a ‘I'reatife, entitled, 4 D;/-
fertation on Miracles, containing an Examination of
the Principles advanced by David Hume, Efg; in an
Efjay on Miracles. The laft of thefe anfwers was
publifhed feveral years after the others. I mention
this becaufe, from Dr. Campbell’s never referring
to any other anfwers, as well as from his manner of
exprefling himfelf fometimes, an inattentive reader
might be led to conclude that at the time he wrote,
the fubjeét was quite open to hin. His book,
however, has uncommon merit, and the public is
much indebted to him for it.
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S E CT. Il

The Nature and Grounds of the Regard due
to Experience and to the Evidence of
Tefbimony, [flated and compared.

¢« § “XPERIENCE, we have been told,
AP is the groundof thecredit we give
<< to buman tefiimony. We have found,
¢ in paft inftances, that men have. in-
¢« formed us right, and therefore are
«¢ difpofed to believe them in future in-
¢ ftances. But this experience is by
¢¢ no .means conftant.; for we often find
¢« that men prevaricate and deceive.—
¢« On the other hand : What affures us
¢¢ of thofe laws of nature, in the viola-
<¢ tion of which the notion of a miracle
« confifts, is, in like manner, experi-
<¢ ence. But, this is an experience that
‘¢ has never been interrupted. We have
‘¢ never beendeceived in our expectations,
«¢ that the dead will not come to life, or

¢¢ that
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that the command of a man will not
immediately cure a difeafe. There
arifes, therefore, from hence, a proof
againft accounts of miracles which
is the ftrongeft of the kind poffible,
and to believe fuch accounts on the
authority of human teftimony, is to
prefer a weaker proof to a {lronger;
to leave a guide that never has de-
ceived us, in order to follow one that

‘has offen deceived us; or to receive,

upon the credit of an experience that
is weak and wvariable, what is contrary

to mvariable experience.”

In other words: ¢ A miracle is an
event, from the natureof it, inconfiftent
withall the experience we everhad, and
in the higheftdegree incredibleand ex~
traordinary. 1n the falfehood of tefti-

mony, on thecontrary, there is no {fuch
inconfiftency, norany{fuchincredibility,

{carcely any thing being more common.
No regard, therefore, can be ducto the
latter, when it is applied as a proof of
the former. According to this reafon-

Cc ing,
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“ ing, we are always tocempare the ima

¢¢- probability ef a fact, with theimproba-

¢« bility of the falfchood of the teftimony

¢¢ which afferts 1t, and to determine our

¢ affent to that fide on which the leaft

¢ improbability lies. Or, in the cafe of
¢ miracles, we are to confider which is
¢« moft likely, that fuch events fhould
¢ happen, or that men thould either de-
s¢ ceive or be deceived. And, as there
¢¢ is nothing more unlikely than the for-
¢« mer, or much more common than the
¢¢ latter, particularly where religion is
¢ concerned ; it will be right to form a
¢¢ general refolution never to lend any at-
 fention ro accounts of wmiracles, with
/€ fwbdfewr Specious pretexts they. may 0¢
““ covered *¥.

¢ Itis, fays Mr.Hume, @ maxim worthy
““ of our attention, that mno reffimony 75

‘“ fufficient to effablifb a miracle, unlefs the

“ teflimony be of fuch a kind, that is

£ fﬂ %_

* See the Eflay on Miracles, in My, Hume s Philo-

fophical Ejays concerning humanUnderflanding, p.205¢
ad edition, in theNote,
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L ﬁﬁzaad would be more mivaculous than
ss the fall which it endeavours to eftablifb.
«« Andeven in that cafe, there is a mutual
“ deftruttion of arguments, and the fuperior
“ only grues us an affurance fuitable to that
““ degree of force, which remains after de=
“ ducting the inferior. When any one tells
“ me thar be [awa dead man reftored to life,
¢ I smmediately confider with myfelf, wbhe~
¢ ther it be more probable that the perfon
¢ fhould either decerve or be decerved, or
¢ that the falt be relates (hould really have
¢ pappened. I weigh the one miracle
““ againfl the other, and according to the
¢ fuperiority which I difcover, I pronounce
““ my decifion, and always rejoct the greater
““ muracle. If the falfebood of bis tej/timony
“ qvould be more miraculous than the event
“ awhich be relates, z;/ye?z, and not till then,
““ can he pretend to command my belicf or
opinion *.”—For fuch reafons as thefe,

Mr.

£¢

* 1b. P. 182.——P. 206. [Idefire any one to laj
bis hand on bis hearty, and aftcr [erious confideration

dcclare, whether be thinks that the falfehood of fuch a
Cc2 book,
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Mr. Hume aflerts, ¢ That the evidence
““ of teflimony, when applied to a miracl,
‘¢ carries falfebood upon the very face of it,
* and is more properly a Subjeit of derg}?orz
¢ than of argument -3 and that whoever
- ¢¢ helieves the truth of the chriftian reli-
‘“ gion, is confcious of a continued mira-
¢ cle in bis own perfon, which fubverts all
““ the principles of bis underflanding, and

‘¢ gives him a determination to believe what
‘“ 55 moft contrary to cuflom and expe-
€6 4q 4 22 |

rience .

This is the obje&ion in its complete
force. It has, we {ee, a plaufible appear-
ance, and is urged withmuch confidence.
But Icannot hefitate in aflerting that it is
founded on falfe principles; and I think,
this muft appear to be true, to any one
who will beftow attention on the follow-

ing obfervations.
The

book, (the Pentateuch) fupported by fuch teftimony,

swould be more extraordinary and miraculous than all tbe

miracles it relates ; which is however neceffary, to make
it be received, according to the meafures of probability

above eftablifbed.
+ Page 195. 1 Page 207.
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The principleson which thisobjection
is built are chiefly, ©© That the credit we
«¢ give to teftimony, is derived fo/e/y from
«¢ experience;’’ ¢ That a miracleis a fact
“ contrary to experience; ¢ That the
¢ previous improbability of a fa& is a
‘¢ proof againit it, diminifhing, in pro-
¢ portion to the degree of it, the proof
““ from teftimony for it;” and ¢ That
‘¢ no teftimony fhould ever gain credit to
¢ an event, unlefs i1t 1s more extraordi-
¢ nary that it fhould be falfe, than that
¢¢ the event fhould have happened.” I
will, as briefly as poffible, examine each
of thefe aflertions in the order in which

they have been now mentioned.

With this view it is neceflary firft to
confider the nature and the foundation of
that affurancewhichexperiencegivesusof
the laws of nature. 'This aflurance is
nothing but the conviction we have, that
future events will beagreeable towhat we
have hitherto found to be the courfe of
nature, or the expeflation arifing in us,
upon having obferved that an event has

Cc 3 hap-
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happehed in former experiments, that it
will happen again in fzfure experiments,
This expeGation hasbeen reprefented as
one of the gireatelt myfteries,and therefult
of ani ingehious and elaborate difguifition
about it is, that it cannot be founded on
any reafon, and confifts only in an aflo-
ciation of ideas derived from habit; or a
difpofition in our irnaginations to pafs
from thie idea of oné objet to the idea of
another which we have found to Bbe its
ufuval atténdant *. But {urely nevér before
were {uch difficultiés raifed on a point {o
plain.—If I was to6 draw a {lip of paper
out of a wheel, where I knew there were
more white than black papers, Ifhould in~
tuitively fee, that there was a probability
of drawing a White paper, and therefore
fhould expes? this; and hé who fhould
make a myftery of fuch anexpectation,or
apprehend anydifficulty inaccounting for
it, would notdeferve tobe feriouilyar gued
w1th In like manncr; if, out of awheel
the

* See Mr. Hume’s Philofophical Effays, Effay
4th and sth,
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the particular contents of which Iam ig-
norant of, I fthould draw a white paper a
hundred times together, 1 thould {ee that
it was probable, that it had in it more
white papers than black, and therefore
thould expect to draw a white paper the
next trial, There is no more difficulty in
this cale than in the former; and it is
equally abfurd in both cafes to afcribe the
expeiiation, not to knowledge, but to in-
ftinét .~—~The cafe of our aflurance of the
~ laws of nature, as far as we are ignorant
of the caufes that operate in nature, is
exactly the fame with this. An experi-
ment which has often fucceeded, we ex-
pect to fucceed again, becaufewe perceive
intuitively, that fuch aconftancyof event
muft proceed from fomething in the con-
ftitution of natural caufes, difpofing them
to produce it; nor will it be poffible to
deny this, tillit can be proved,- that it is
not a firft principle of reafon, that of
every thing that comes to pafs there muft
be fome account-or caufe; or, thata con-
ftant re-currency of the fame event is not

Cc 4 a fact
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a faét which requires any caufe.~In s

word : We truft experience, and expec

that the future fhould refemble the paft

in the courfe of nature, for the very fame

reafon that, fuppofing ourfelves otherwife

in the dark, we fhould conclude that a

dye which has turned an ace ofteneft in

pafi trials is moftly marked with aces, and
confequently fhould expeét, that it will

g0 on to turn the fame number ofteneft in

Juture trials.—The ground of the expec-
tation produced by experience being this,

it is obvious that it will always be weaker
or {tronger, in proportion to the greater

or lefs conftarcy and uniformity of our
experience. Thus from the happening of
an event in every trial a million of times,
we fhould conclude more confidently,
that it will happen again the next trial,
than if it had happened lefs frequently,
or if in fome of thefe inftances 1t had

failed, The plain reafon is, that in the for-
mer cafe it would appear that the caufes
producing the event are probably of a
more fixed nature, and lefs liable to be
| Ccountcr=
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countera&ed by oppofite caufes. It muft,
however, be remembered, that the great-
eft uniformity and frequency of experi-

ence will not afford a proper proogf, that an
event will happen in a future trial, or
even render it fo much as probable, that
it will a/ways happen in all future trials.
—In order to explain this, let us fuppole
a folid which, for aught we know, may
be conftituted in any one of an infinity
of different ways, and that we can judge
of it only from experiments made in
throwing it. The oftener we {uppofe
ourfelves to have feen it turn the fame
face, the more we fhould reckon upon
its turning the fame face, when thrown
next. But though we knew, that it had
turned the {ame face in every trial a mil-
lion of times, there would be no certain-
¢y, that it would turn this face again in
any particular future trial, nor even the
leaft prodability, that it would never turn
any other face. What would appear
would be only, that it was /kely, thatit
had about 2 million and a half more of

thefe
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thefe fides than of all others * s or that
its nature was fuch as difpofed it to turn
this fide oftener, in this proportion, than

| any

* If any one wants a further explication of what
is here faid, let him confider, that as there is only a
high prabaézlzz‘y, not a certainty, that the fuppofed
folid, after turhing the fame fide a million of times
without once failing, would turn again this fide in the
next trial, the probability muft be lefs, that it would
turn this fide in 7o future trials, and {till lefs, thatit
- would do it in #hres fnture tridls 3 and thus, the pro-
bability wiil decreafe cop’tihually as the pumber of
the fuppofed trials is increafed, till, at laft, 1t will
becorme an equal chance, and from thence pafs into
an improbability.—This may be a little differently
reprefented thus, Let a {olid be {fuppofed that has
1,500,000 f1des of the fame fort, to one of any other
fort. "There is a probability, that in .a million of
trials, fuch a folid would turn conftantly the fame
frde. Such a {uppoiition, therefore, would com-
pietely account for thisevent, fuppofing it to happen 3
‘and nothing further could, with reafon, be concluded

from it, But, there is an infinity of other fuppo-
{itions that will alfo account for it, of which the

particular fuppofitien that it has no fides of any
other fort, .and that, therefore, 1t will never turn
any other, is only one. *Againft the truth, therefore,
of this particular fuppofition, there muft be, in the

circumitances of ignorance above f{uppofed, the
greateft probability.
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any other; not that it had no other fides,
or thatit would never turn any others.
In reality, there would be the greateft
probability againit this.—Thefe obferva-
tions are applicable, in the exacteft man-
ner, to what pafies in the courfe of na-
ture, as far as experzcizce 1s our guide.
Upon obferving, that any natural event
has happened often or invariably, we

have only reafon to expect that it will
hﬂpp;iu again, with an aflurance propor-
tioned to the frequency of our obferva-
tions. But, we have no a4/o/ute proof that
it will happen again in any particular fu-
ture trial ; nor the leafc reafon to believe
that it will always happen *. For aught

we

* In an eflay publifhed in vol. §2d of the Philofo-
phical Tranfaétions, what is {aid here and in the laft

note, 1is proved by mathematical demonftration, and
a method fhewn of determining the exaé probabil; ty
of all conclufions founded on induétion. T his
is plainly a curious and important problem, and it
has {fo near a relation to the fubject of this differta-
tion, that it will be proper juft to mention the refults
of the folution of it in a few particular cafes.
duppofe, 1/7, all we know of an event to be, that
it has happencd ten times without failing, and that

it
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we know, there may be occafionsonwhich
it will fail, and {ecret caufes in the frame

of

it is inquired, what reafcn we fhall have for thinking
aurfelves right, if we judge, that the probability of its
happening in a fingle trial, lics fomewhere between
fixteen to one and two to one.—The anfwer is,
that the chance for being righ:, would be .5013, or
very nearly an equal chance.——"T'ake n.xt, the par-
ticular cafe mentioned above, and {uppofe, that a
folid or dye, of whofe number of {ides and conftitu-
tion we know nothing, except from experiments
made in thréwing it, has turned conftantly the fame
face in 2 million of trials.—1In thefe circumftances,
it would be zmprobable, that it had /¢fs than 1,400,000
more of thefe fides or faces than of all others; and 1t
would be allo smprobable, that it had above 1,600,000
more. 1he chance for the latter1s .4647, and for
the former .4895. There would, therefore, be no
reafon for thinking, that it would never turn any
other fide. On the contrary, it would be likely that
this would happen in 1,600,000 trials. In like
manner, with refpect to any event in nature, fuppofe
the flowing of the tide, if it has flowed at the end of a
certain interval a million of times, there would be the
probability exprefled by .5105, that the odds for its
flowing again at the ufual period was greater than
1,400,000t0 I,and theprobabilityexprefled by.5352,
that the odds was /¢/s than 1,600,000 to one.

Such are the conclufionswhich u»iform experience

warrants.——What follows is a /pecimen of the ex-
pectations,
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of thingswhich fometimes may counteract

thofe by which 1t 1s produced.
But

peQations, which it is reafonable to entertain the
cafe of interrupted or wvariable experience. If we
know no more of an event than that it has happened
ten times in eleven trials, and failed once, and we
fhould conclude from hence, that the probability of its
happening in a fingle trial lics between the odds of

nine to one, and eleven toone, therewould be twelve
to one again/? being right.—If it has happened a2 hun-
dred times, and failed ten times, there would alfo be
the odds of near three to one ggain/? being right in
fuch aconclufion.~~If it has happened a thoufand
times and failed a hundred, there would be an odds
for being right of a little more than two tfoone. And,
fuppofing the fame ratio preferved of the number of
happenings to the number of failures, and the {fame
guefs made, this odds will go on increafing for ever,
as the number of trials is increafed.—He who would
fee this explained and proved at large may confult the
effay in the Philofophical Tranfaétions, to which
have referred ; and alfo the fupplement to it in the
54th volume,—The fpecimen now given is enough
to fhew how very inaccurately we areapt tofpeak and
judge on this fubject, previoufly to calculation. See
Mr.Hume’s Eflay on Miracles, p. 175,176, &'c. and
Dr. Campbell’s Eflay, Seé&. 2d, p. 35. It alfo
demonftrates, that the order of events in pature is

derived from permanent caufes eftablifhed by an in-
telligent
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But to {fay no more at prefent of thig,
Let us, in the next plaée, confider what
is the ground of the regard we pay to
buman teftimony.~—We may, I think, fee
plainly, that it is not experience only;
meaning, all along, that kind of expe-
rience to which we owe our expectation
of natural events, the caufes of which are
unknown to us. Were this the cafe,
the regard we ought to pay to teftimony,
would be in proportion to the number of
inftances, in which we have found, that
it has given us right information, com-
. pared with thofe in which it has deceived
us; and it might be calculated in the
fame manner with the regard due to any
conclufions derived from indu&ion. But
this is by no means the truth. One

action,

telligent Being in the conftitutionof nature, and not
from any of the powers of chance. And it further
proves, that fo far is it from being true, that the
underftanding is not the faculty which teaches us to
rely en experience, thatitis capable of determining,
111 6l cafes, what conclufions Gufght to bedrawn from
it, and what precife degrec of confidence fhould be

placed in 1t.
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adtion, -or- one converfation with a man,
may convince us of his integrity, and
induce us to believe his teftimony, though
we . had never, in .a fingle inftance, ex-
perienced his veracity. His manner of
telling his ftory, its being corroborated
by other teftimony, and various particu-
lars in the nature and cifcumitances of
it, may fatisfy us that it muit be true.
We feel in ourfelves that a regard to truth
is one principle in humannature; and we
know, that there muft be fuch a principle
in every reafonable being, and that there
is a neceflary repugnancy between the per-
ceptionof moral diftinctions and deliberate
falfehood. To this, chiefly, is owing the
credit we give to human teftimony. And
from hence in particular, muft bederived
our belief of veracity in the Deity.—It
might be thewn here in many ways, that
there isagreatdifference between thecon-
vi¢tion produced by teftimony,and thecon-
viction produced byexperience. Butlwill
content myfelf with juft taking notice,
that the one is capable of being carried
I much
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much higher than the other. When any
events, in the courfe of nature, have often
happened, we are fure, properly, of no-
thing but the paft fac&t. Nor, I think, is
there in general, antecedently to their
happening, any comparifon between the
aflurance we have that they will happen,
and that which we have of many fa&s the
knowledge of whichwederive from tefti-
mony. For example; we are not fo
certain that the tide will go on to ebb and

flow, and the {fun to rife and fet in the
manner they have hitherto done, a year
longer, aswe are that there has been fuch

a man as.Alexander, or {uch anempire as

the Roman *.
From

* Jt might have been added here, as another ob-
fervation of confiderable importance, that the great-
eft part of whatis commonly called experience is
merely the report of teftimony. ¢¢ Our own expe-
¢¢ rience (fays an excellent writer) reaches around,
¢ and goes back but a little way ; but theexperience
¢ of others, on which we chiefly depend, is derived
¢« to us wholly from teftimony.” Dr. ddams’s E[fay
en Adiracles, p. sth.——In proportion, therefore,

a3
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From thefeobfervationsitfollows, that
to ufe zeftimony to prove a muracle implies
no abfurdity. Itis notufing a feebler ex-
perience to overthrow anotherof the fame
kind, which is ffronger : But, ufing an
argument to eftablifh an event, which
yields a dire¢t and pofitive proof, and is
capable of producing the ftrongeft con-
viction to overthrow another founded on
different principles, and which, at beft,
can prove no more than that, previoufly
to the event, there would have appeared
to us a prefumption againft its happening.

Whatl now meanwill be greatly con-
firmed byobferving, thatamiraclecannot,
with firi& propriety, be ftyled an event
contrary toexperience. This is thefecond
of the affertions in Mr. Hume’s argument,
which I have before mentioned, and to

D d which

as we weaken the evidence of teftimony, we weaken
al{o that of experience; and in comparing them we
ought in reafon to oppofe to the former only what
remains of the latter after that part of it which is
derived from the former, that is, after much the
greateft part of it is dedudted,
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which there is, Ithink, reafon to objedt. A
miracle is more properly an event 47 ﬁ? ent
from experience than contrary to it. Were
I to fec a tempeft calmed inftantaneoufly
by the word of a man, all my paft experi-
ence weculd remain the {fame ; and were I
to affirm that I {faw what was contrary to
it, I could only mean, that I {faw what I
never before had any cxperience of. In
like manner; was I to be affured by eye
witnefles that, on a particular occafion,
{ome event, different from theufual courfe
ofthings, hadhappened, teftimony,in this
cafe, would afford diret and peremptory
evidence for the fa&t. Butwhat informa-
tion wouldexperience give ? It would
only tell me what happened on other oc-
cafions, and in other inftances. Its evi-
dence, therefore, would be entirely nega-
tive ®. It would afford no proper proof
that the event did not happen, for it can
be no part of any one’s experience, that
the courfe of nature will continue always

the

* See Dr. Adams’s Ejfay, p. g—24. 2d Edis,
p. 16—31. 3d Edit,
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the {fame.——It cannot then be proper to

aflert (as Mr. Hume  does) that, i every

cafe of a miracle fupported by te{timony,

there is a conteft of two oppofite experi-
ences, the firongeft of which ought al-

ways to determine our judgments.

But this leads me to take notice of
the fundamental error in this argument:
an error which, I fancy, every perfon
mulfl be fenfible of when it is mentioned,
and for the fake of pointing out which.
chiefly this differtation is written.—The
error I mean is contained in the affertion,
that ¢ if, previoufly to an event, there
¢ was a greater probability againf? its
¢« happening, than there is_for the truth
<« of the teftimony endeavouring to ef-

¢¢ tablifh it, the former deftroys the lat-
«¢ ter, andrenders the event unlikely to

‘¢ have happened in proportion to its {u-
¢ periority.”” ‘That this is a fundamen-
tal point i1n Mr. Hume's objeltion muft
be apparent to thofe who have con-
Dd 2 fidered

Y Effay on Miracles, p. 179.
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fidered it. By the conteft between two

oppofite experiences in miraculous facts

{fupported by teftimony, the greateil

of which always deftroys the other as

far as its force goes; he cannot confif-

tently mean any thing but this. One of
the oppofite experiences muft be that
which acquaints us with the courfe of
nature, and by which, as before explained,
it is rendered probable in proportion to
the number of inftances in which an
event has happened, that it will happen
in future trials. The other muft be that
from whence the credit we give to tefti-
mony is derived, which, according to Mr.
Hume, being our obfervation of the ufual
conformity of facts to the reports of wit-
nefles, makes it probable that any event
reported by witnefles has happened, in
proportion to what we have experienced
of this conformity. Now, asin the cafe
of miraculous fa&s thefe probabilities
oppoic one another, and ' the greafeﬂ,
according to Mr. Hume, muft be the firft,

becaule the experience which produces it
15
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is conftant and invariable; 1t follows,
that there muft be alwaysa great overba-
lance of evidence againft their reality. He
feems to lay it down as a general maxim,
that if it is more improbable that any
fa& fhould have really happened, than
that men fhould either deceive or be de-
ceived, 1t fhould be rejected by us.~—But,
it muft be needlefs to take any pains to
thew, that the turning point in Mr.
Hume’s argument is that which I have
mentioned; or, in otherwords, the prin-
ciple, that no teftimony fhould engage
our belief, except the improbability in
the falfehood of itis greater than that in
the event which it attefts *,.

In order to make it appear that this is
an error, what I defire may be confidered
Dd 3 is,

* Let it be remembered, that thé improbability of
event here mentioned, muft mean the improbability
which we fhould have feen there was of its happening
independently of any evidence for it, or, previoufly
to the evidence of teftimony informing us that it Aas
happened. No other improbability can be meant,
becaufe the whole difpute is about the improbability

that remains after the evidence of teftimony given
for the event,
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is, the degree of improbability which
there is againf{t almoft all the moft com-
mon facts, independently of the evidence
of teftimony forthem. In many cafes
of particular hiftories which are immedi-
ately believed upon the flighteft teftimo-
ny, therewould have appeared to us, pre-
viouily to this teftimony, an improbabi~
lity of almoft infinity to one againft their
reality, as any one muft perceive, who
will think how {ure heis of the falfehood
of all facts that have zo evidence to {fup-
port them, or which he has only /magined
to himfelf. It is then very common for
the flighteft teftimony to overcome an
almoft infinite improbability.

To make this more evident: Let us
" fuppofe, that teftimony informed wus
rightly ten times to one in which it de-
ceived us; and that there was nothing to
dire¢t our judgments concerning the re-
gard due towitnefles, befides the degreelof
conformity which we haveexperienced in

Paﬁ: events to their reports., In this cafe,
there
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there would be the probability of ten ta
one for the reality of every fat fupported
by teftimony. Suppofe then that it in-
forms me of the {uccefs ofa perfonin an
affair, againft the fuccefs of which there
was the probability of a hundred to one,
or of any other event previoufly improba-
ble in this propertion. I afk, What, on
this {uppofition, would be, on the whole
the probability that the event really hap-
pened ? Would the right way of ccin-
puting be, to compare the probability of
the truth of the teftimony with the sro-
bability that the event would not hap-
pen, and to rejet the event with a con-
fidence proportioned to the fuperiority of
the latter above the former? This I.ur.
Hume dire&s ; but certainly co.nirary to
all reafon.—The truth is, that the tef-
timony would give the probability of ten
to ore to theevent, unabated by the {fup-
pofed probability againft it. And one
reafon of this is, that the very experience
which teaches us to give credit to tefti~

mony, is anexperience by whichwe have
Dd 4 found,
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found, that it has informed us rightly
concerning fats, in which there would
have appeared to us, previouly, a great
improbability.

But to be yet more explicit; Let us
fuppofe the event reported by teftimony
to be, that a particular fide of a die was
thrown twice in two trials, and that the
teftimony is of fuch a nature that it has
as often informed us wrong as right. In
this cafe there would plainly be an equal
chance for the realityof the event, though
previoufly, there was the probability
of thirty-five to one againit it: And
every one would fee, that it would be
abfurd to fay, that there being {o confi-
derable. a probability againft the event,
and no probability at all for the truth of
the teftimony; or, that having had much
more frequent experience that two trials
have not turned up the fame face of a
die, than of the conformity of facts to
the fuppofed teftimony, therefore, no -

regard is due to the teftimony.——An
evidence
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evidence that 1is offem connelted with
truth, though not gffener than with falfe-
hood, 1s real evidence, and deferves re-
gard. 'To reject fuch evidence would be
to fall of7en into error, whatever improba-
bilitiesmayattend theeventstowhich it is
applied; and to afiert the contrary, would
be to aflert a manifeft contradiction. .

'The end of a news-paper confines it, in
a great meafure, to the relation of f{uch
faCts as are uncommon, Suppofe that it
reports truth only twice in three times,
and that there are zize fuch uncommon
facts reported by it as, that a certain per-
fon 15 alive in his hundredth year, that
another was ftruck dead by lightning, or
that a woman has been delivered of three
children at a birth; Would it be right to
reject a// thefe facts, becaufe more ext a-
ordinary than the report of falfehood by
the news-paper ? ‘To fay this, would be
to {ay, that what, by fuppofition, re-
ports truth fix times in nme, does not
report truth gzce in nine times.

But
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But let us take a higher cafe of this
kind. The improbability of drawing a
lottery in any particular afligned manner,
independently of the evidence of teftimo-
ny, or of our own fenfes, acquainting us
that it bas been drawn in that manner,
1s fuch as exceeds all conception ¥. And
_yet the moft common teftimony is {uffi-
cient

* This improbability is as the number of different
ways which there are of drawing the lottery; or, as
the number of permutations which a number of
things, equal to that of the tickets in the lottery, ad-
mits of. In alottery, therefore, of 50,000 tickets,
this improbability is exprefled by the proportion of
1Xx2x3%4%x5%x6, &c. continued to 50,000 to -one.
Or, it is the fame with that of drawing fuch a lottery
exactly in the order of the numbers, firft 1, then 2,
- and {o on to the laft. Moft perfons will fcarcely be
able to perfuade themfefvcs, that this is not an abfo-
lute impofibility ; and yet in truth, it is equally
poflible, and was beforehand equally probable with
that very way in which, after drawing the lottery,
we believe it has been drawn : And what is fimilar
to this is true of almoft every thing that can be offered
to our aflent, independently of any evidence for it;
and particularly, of numberlefs faéts which are the
objects of teftimony, and which are continually be-
lieved, without the leaft hefitation, upon its authority.
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cient to put us out of doubt about it.
Suppofe here a perfon was. to reject the
evidence offered him on the pretence,
that the improbability of the fal{fehood of
it is almoft infinitely lefs than that of the
event * ; or, fuppofe, that univerfally a
perfon was to reject all accounts which

he

* The falfe principle, which is the foundation of
this method-of reafoning, has been too eafily received.
Several confiderable writers, as well as Mr. Hume,
feem to have been deceived by it. Had not this been,
in fome degree, true of even Dr. Campbell, he would
perhaps have exprefled himfelf differently in fome
parts of the firft and fixth fections of the firft part of
his very judicious differtation before mentioned. In
the cafe he fuppofes, of the lofs of a paflage boat
which had crofled a river two thoufand times fafely ;
it is plain, that an evidence of much lefs weight than
the probability, that an experiment which had fuc-
ceeded two thoufand timeswill fucceed the next time
would be fufficient to convince us of the reality of the
event. Any report that has béen oftener found to be
true than falfe would engage belief, tho’ the con-
vition we fhould have had, fuppofing no fuch re-
port, that the event did not happen, would have been
much flronger than any that the report itfelf is

capable of producing. The reafon of this has been
afligned above.
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he reads or hears of fa&s which are more
uncommon, than it is that he thould read
or hear what is falfe : What would be
thought of fuch 2 perfon? How {oon
would he be made to fee and acknow-
ledge his miftake P

In the cafe I have mentioned of a news~.
paper {uppofed to repcrt truth twice In

three times, the odds of zwo to onze, would
overcome the odds of #boufands to one.

This is no more than faying, that an evi-
dence which, in cafes where there were
great odds againft an event, has been
found true twice in three times, zr truein
{fuch cafes twice in three times, and com-
municates the probability of 2 to 1 to the
event to which it is applied. Every one
will {ee that this 1s an affertion {o plainly
true as to be trifling; and yet the principal
part of what I am here afferting may be
reduced to it.— T he previous improbabi-
lity of moft common faés, that is, the
improbability we fhould fee to be in them
were they unconnected with all evidence

for
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for them, is, I have obferved, very great.
We h:i{/ee generally, found te{timony
right, when applied to fuch fa&s. Itis
therefore reafonable to give credit to it
when f{o applied, though not {o likely to
be true as it was that the facts fhould not
happen : And faying this, is only faying,
that an evidence generally right ought to
be received as being {o, notwithftanding
improbabilities by which we have found
it not to be affeéted ; I will add, and by

which too we know that it 1s 775 nature
not to be affeéted.

W hat has been laft {aid requires expla-
nation ; and it will be proper todwell a
little upon it, in order more fully to fhew
the nature of hiftorical evidence, and the
reafon and truth of all I have f{aid con-
cerning it.—What I defire may be here
attended to is chiefly the following affer-
tion, ¢ that improbabilities a5 fuch do not
¢ leflen the capacity of teftimony to re-
‘¢ port truth.”—The only caufes of falfe-
hood in teftimony are the intention to de~
ccive, and the danger of being deceived.

Setting
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'Setting afide the former, let us, for the
fake of greater precifion, confine our views
at prefent to the latter, or fuppofe a cafe
where there are no motives to deceive,
and where therefore the only fource of
mis-information from teftimony is the
danger of being deceived. Let us like=
- wife fuppofe that this danger is fuch as
- makes teftimony liable to be wrong once
in ten times. Now, I fay, that fuch tefti-
mony would communicate its own pro-
bability to cvery event reported by it of
which f{enfe is equally a judge, whether
the odds againit that event, or the previ-
ous improbability in it is more or lefs,—
For inftance. A perfon, who in the dark
fhould take a black-ball out of a heap of

677 white-balls, and 33 black, would do
what there were the odds of two to one
againft his doing. He, therefore, who
fhould report this, would report an evént
which was improbable as two to one; and
a perfon who fhould affirm that there was
no improbability to be removed by the
report; would affirm a palpable falfehood.

- Now, to this fac, the teftitnony I have
{fuppofed,
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fuppofed, would give the probabilit’y of
sizne to ane, notwithftanding its previous
improbability. Such a teftimony would
do the fame if its report was, that a
black-ball had been in the fame manner
taken out of a heap containing 9o white-
balls and ten black, or gg white and one
black. That is; it would afford equal
evidence whether the improbability of the
event was 2 to 1, 10to 1, Oor gg to I.
—The like will appear, if we fuppofe the
reports of {uch a teftimony applied to the
particular faces thrown with a fet of dies.
It would make no difference, whether its
reports were applied to the faces thrown
with a fet of dies of 6 fides or a thoufand
fides, or to any dyferent faces thrown
with them, or any coincidence of faces.
Suppofing any confiderable number of
fuch reports, the nature cof the thing im-
plics, that an equal proportion of them
would be found to be true in either -afe;

becaufe, by fuppafition, however d ffe-
rent th€ ln]PLObabﬁItleq arec. tlle On]y

caufe of mis-infermation, namely, the
danger of a deception of the {enfes, does
2 not
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not operate more in one cafe than in the
other.~—In other words. The impro-
babilities I mean, being no hindrance to
the perceptions of fenfe, make no oppo-

fition to the teftimony of a witnefs who

reports honeltly from fenfe ; and, there-

fore, {aying that fuch a teftimony, tho’
the probability of its own truth is but
g to 1, will overcome equally an impro-
bability of 2 to 1, 10 to 1, or 99 to 1,
is no more than faying, that it is equally
an over-match for any one of a number

of things, by which it is not oppofed.—
In fhort. TEsTIMONY 1s truly nomore
than SeNsE at {fecond-hand : and im-
probabilities, in the circumftances ne-

fuppofed, can have no more cfied .1
the evidence of the one, than on e
evidence of the other. |

It is cbvious that fimilar obfervations
michz be made on the vther caufe whichl
have mentioned of {allehood in tefhmony
If in auy cafe it cannot be fuppofed that a
witnels i Goeetived, his report will give an

2 cvent
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event that precife degree of probability
which there 1s of his not intending to
deceive, be the event what it will.

A due attention to thefe obfervations
will, I think, fhew the reafonof the little
effe¢t which, in numberlefs inftances, very
great previous improbabilities have, when
fet againft the weakeft direct teftimony.
INo one can be at a lofs to account for
this where he has the evidence of fenfe.
It appears that there is no greater diffi-

culty in accounting for it, where we have
the evidence of z¢ffzmony.

It thould be remembered, that nothin o
I have faid implies, that improbabilities
ought never to have any influence on
our opinion of teftimony. Improbabili-
ties, I have obferved, as Sfuch, do not
affeCt the capacity of teftimony to report
truth. They have no dires? and neceffary
operation upon it, and fthould not be con-
fidered as a counter-evidence invalidating,
in proportion to their degree, its reports.
~=But tho’ this is true, it by no means

E e follows,
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follows, that they may notin many cir-
cumitances afteCt the credir of teftimony,

or caufe us to queftionits veracity. They
have {fometimes this effe& on even the ¥

reports of {enfe, and, therefore, may alfo
on the reports of teftimony. This will
happen, firft, when they are of fuch a

nature as to carry the appearance of /-

poffibilities. Every {uch appearance is in-
deed properly a counter-evidence; and

tctimony, when applied in fuch circum-
{tances, cannot gain credit any further
than thereis a greater probability of its
truth, than there is of the impoflibility of

the

* Were we to fee any thing very ftrange and incre-
dible, it would be natural at firft to doubt whether
our cyes did not deceive us. But if it appeared to us
repeatedly, and for alength of time, and others faw
the {ame, we fthould foon be as well convinced of its
reality, as of any other objelt of fenfe.—The like
is true in the cafe of ¢eflimony. 1f any thing reported
to us is fo ftrange that we cannot truft any fingle
witncls {o far as to believe it, the agreement of a

number of independent mxmeﬂes: may _produce fuch
an increafe of evidence, as f{hall leave no more
poflibility of doubting about iz than if we had beein
oyrlelves witnelles of ir.
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the fac. Thus; if T was to heara report,
that a perfon was in one place at a time
when I appreéhended him to be in ano-
ther, I could not give my affent till it ap-
~ peared,: that I had lefs reafon for think-
ing myfelf right in this apprehenfion,
than for believing the report. 'The
{fame 1s true in all cafes where feem-
ing 1mpoflibilities or inconfiftencies are
reported. But, between zmpo/fbilities and
improbabilities, however apt we may be
to confound them, there is an infinite
difference’; and no conclufion can be
drawn from the one tothe other. There
are few of the moft zucredible fa&ts that
can, with any reafon, be called zimpoffible.
With refpe& to miracles, particularly,
there are no arfguments which have a
tendelicy to prove this concerning-them ;
or weére it even true, that there are fuch
arguments, their utmoft effe&, agreeably
to the obfervation juft made, would be,
not'to dftroy the evidence of chriftianity,
but to counter-balance it; and there might
be ftill reafon to believe chriftianity,

Eeo unlefs
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unlefs it appeared that their force was
{uch as to ocuwtweigh the force of the
evidence for 1t. Teftimony fometimes
has convinced men of facts which they
judged to be impoflible; thatis, it has
convinced them that they were wrong in
this opinion. Kindling {pirits by a touch
from 1ce would appear, to a common
perfon, impofiible. The evidence of
fenfe, however, would immediately con-
vince him of the contrary ; and from the
preceding reafoning, I think, itappears,
that there is nothing which f{fenfe is
capable of proving that teftimony may
not alio prove.

- But, Secondly, The chief reafonof the
effect of improbabilities on our regard to

teftimony is, their tendency to influence
the principiesof deceitinthe humanmind.
They have of #Lemfilves, Ihave faid, no

effect on the perceptions of fenfe, and
therefore nonc on any faithful reports
from fenfe. They may, however, when
percerted, lead us to qucttion the faith-

fulneis
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fulnefs of a report, and givejuit ground
to {ufpect a defign to mifreprefent or
cxaggerate. A given probability ot tefti-
mony commaunicates itfelf always entire
to an event; but an event may b¢ of
fuch a nature as to lead us to doubt,
whether there is that probability or not.
—My meaning here will be explained by
the following confiderations.

Whenever any part:cular improbahili-
ties appear, or a fa&t has any thingof the
air of the marvellous, the pafiions are ne-

ceffarily engaged, and we know that a
temptation to deceive takes place in order

to draw attention andexcitewonder. On
the contrary ; wiien a factis {uch as not
at all to wuzere/f, or to give any room for
imagining that men can intenddeceit, we
immediately believe it, without minding
any previousimprobabilities. It is for this
reafon, that we eafily believe any ftory of
a common nature, however complicated,
tho’ improbable, when the {upportof ref-
tunony is taken from it, almoft as infAini-

1 ' "
I: e :" tnhr
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ty to one. DBt when a ftory is teld us,
which 1s attended with anycircumitances
not common, or in any way calculated to
produce {urprize, we place ourfelves on
our guard, and very reafonably give our
afient with caution, becauicwe fee thatin
this caie there is room for fearing theope-
ration of the principies of deceit.—Thus;
were we to recelve an account that nume-
ber 1 oo was the fr/f drawn in a lottery,
we fhould immediately believe it; but

were we to ‘hear that number 1 was the
Jjir/t drawn, we fhould hefitate and doubt,

though the improbability of the event
oives no more reafon for hefitation in the
one cafe than the other; it being cer-
tainly no more unlikely, that number »
thould be f7//drawn, than number 1 500.

Were we {ure in inftances of this kind,
thattheftory which furprizes, and theftory
whichdoes not furprize, came tous from
perfonswho had no more thoughtof de-
ceiving in one cafe than in the other, we

{hould in beth cafes give our affent with
equal
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equal readinefs; and it would be unrealon-
sble to do otherwife. For inftance; were
a perfon to tell us that, in pafling thro’
Guildhallat the timeof drawinga lottery,
he happened to hear his age, the day of
the month, and the date of theyeardrawn
together, we fhould fcarcely believe him,
though we know that he was not more
unlikely to hear thefe numbers drawn,
than any other particular numbers. But
if the {fame perfon was only to tell us the
numbers themfelves, and the co-inci-
dence which ftrikes us was entirely our
own difcovery, we fhould have juflt the
fame reafon for believing his account, as
if there had been no {uch co-incidence.
In like manner; if before the beginning
of drawing a lottery, we fuppole a wager
iaid 1n a company, that a particular num-
ber thall be firft drawn, and if afterwards

one who only knows of the wager, with-
out being any way interefted in it, thould
come and report to the company that he
had heard that very number firft drawn,

he would not eafily gaid credit. But if

Ee 4 a {tran-
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a {tranger, 1gnorant of the wager, was to
come accidentally, and to make the fame
repoit, he would be believed. The rea-
{on isobvious. It would appear that pro-
bably the laft of thefe reporters had no-
thing but the reality of the fac to lead
him to report this number rather than
any other ; whereas the contrary would
appear to be true of the other.

'Thefe obfervations may be applied to
every cafe in which hiftorical evidence is
concerned. A given force of teftimony
never wants ability to produce belief pro-
portioned to its degree; but the {ituation
of reporters and the circumftances of
facts may be fuch as mayrender us doubt-
ful whether that given force 1s really ap-
plied. As far as it appears that there 1s
no ground for any doubts of this kind,
we are equally forced to believe in all
cafes. Were we even to receive an ac-
count that a lottery had been drawn in
the very order of the numbers, i1n a

manner which gave us as little reafon to
" {ufpect
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fupect the danger of miftake and deceit,
as there is when we are informed that it
has been drawn in any other order, we

thould be obliged to give our aflent,

All that has been here afferted may be
juftly applied to the cale of miracles re-
. ported by teftimony.—Uncommon faés,
as fuch, are not lefs fubject to the cog-
nizance of fénfé than the moft ordinary,
It 1s as competent a judge, for inftance,
of aman eight feet high, asof a man five
or fix feet high, and of the reftoration of
awithered limb, or the inftantaneouscure
of a difeafe, by {peaking a word, as of
the amputation of a limb, or the gradual
cure of a difeafe by the ufe of medicines :
And were a fet of {fuch facs to be related
to us by eye and ear-witnefles, who ap-
peared no more to mean deceit than per-
fons 1n general do when they relate any
thing of a common nature, we thould be
under a necefiity of believing them.—In
particular 3 ‘wei'e there no more reafon to
queftion the fincerity of the Apoftles

* | | when
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when they tell us, that they faw Jefus
perform his wonderful works, that they
converfed with him familiarly for many
days after his refurrection, that he ai-
cended to heaven before their eyes, and
that afterwards, in confequence of be-
ing endued with power from aon bigh,
agreeably to his promife, they went
about through all the world preaching

the doQrine of eternal life through binm, .
and converting men from idolatry and

vice, God himfelf bearing witnefs with
them by divers miracles, and wonders,
and gifts of the Holy Ghoff *: Were
there, If{ay, no more reafon to queftion
the honefty of the Apoftles when they
deliver this part of their hiftory, than
when they give an account of the affairs
.of the Jews and Romans, of the igno-
miinious f{ufferings and crucifixion of
Chrift underPilate, of Peter’s denial, Ju-
das’s treachery, and other events of a {i-

milar nature, we thould be obliged alike
to

* Heb. i1, 4g.—~Rom. xv, 18, 19,
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to receive both. This, indeed, feems to
me to be nearly the truth . The extra-
ordinary facts they relate are {o blended
with the common, and told with {o much
of the appearance of a like artlefs impli-
city in both calfes, as has, I think, a
ftrong tendency to imprefs an attentive
and impartial mind.

+ ¢« The Gofpels and the Adls afford us the fame
¢¢ hiftorical evidenceof the miracles of Chrift and the
<¢ Apoftles, as of the common matters related in
¢¢ them. ‘This indeed could not have been affirmed
¢¢ by any reafonable man, if the authors of thefe
¢ baoks, like many other hiftorians, had appeared to
¢ aim at an entertaining manner of writing, tho’
¢ they had in their works interfperfed miracles at
¢ proper diftances and on proper occafions. Thefe
¢¢ might have animated a dull relation, amufed che
<¢ reader, and engaged his attention.—But the faéts,
¢ both miraculous and natural in fcripture, are re-
¢ lated in plain unadorned narratives ; and both of
¢ them appear in all refpeéis to ftand upon the fame

¢ foot of hiftorical evidence,” Butler’s Analogys
Part I11. Chap, 7e
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S E CT. III.

Of the Credidility of Miracles, and the
Force of Teftimony when employed ta

prove then:.

T has, I hope, been fufficiently proved
in the laft fecCtion, that the influence of
improbabilities onhiftoricalevidence i1s by
no means {uch asMr. Hume afferts, and
that therecannot be any {uchincredibility
in miracles as renders them incapable of
being proved by teftimony. We have {een
that teftimony is continually overcoming
greater improbabilities than thofe of its
own falfehood, and that, like the evi-
dence of fenfe, the capacity of doing this
1s implied in its very nature.—T he objec-
tion therefore, grounded on the {uppofed
abfurdity of trufting a feebler experience
in oppofition to a ftronger, or of believ=~
i ine
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ing teftimony, when it reports fa&s
more improbable and extraordinary than
falfehood and deception, is fallacious.

I muft add what deferves particular
notice, that what has been {aid thews us
that Mr.Hume’s argument would prove
nothing even tho’ one of the principles
betore oppofed were granted, namely,
that we derive our regard to teftimony
from experience in the fame manner

with our affurance of the laws and courfe
of nature.

It 1s not neceflary to the purpofe of
thisDiffertation thatI fhould proceed any
further. The improbability, however,
attending miracles being a point that
ftrongly affets the mindsof many perfons,
I cannot helpentering a little further into
the confideration of it, in order to thew
more fully how much it has been magni-
fied, and with what propriety and effe&
teftimony may be employed to gain cre-
dit to the {upernatural facs of Chrifti-
anity.—This fhall be my bufinefs in the

2 greateft
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greateft part of what remains of thisDif-
fertation.

There are many events, not miraculous,
which yet have a previous incredibility
in them fimilar to that of miracles,. and
by no means inferior toit., ‘The events
¥ mean, are all fuch pbenomena in na-
ture as are quite new and ftrange to us.
No one can doubt whether thefe are ca-
pable of full proof by teftimony.—1I
could, for inftance, engage by my own
fingle teftimony to convince any reafon-
able perfon, that I have known one of the
human fpecies; neither deformed nor an
1diot; and only thirty inches high, who
arrived - at his mofl mature ftate at feven
years -of age,. and weighed then eighteen
pounds ; but. from that' time gradually
declined, and died at feventeen, weigh-
ing only twelve pounds, and with almoft
every mark of old-age upon him. Now,
according to Mr Hume’s argument, no
teftimony can prove fucha fact; for it
might be faid, that nothing being more
common than the falfehood of teftimony,

nor more uncommor than fuch a fa&t, 1
mufit
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mulft be contrary to all reafon to believe
it on the evidence of teftimony.

It deferves particular notice here, that
in judging from experience concerning
the probability of events, we fhould
always take care to fatisfy ourielves,
that there is nothing wanting to render
the cafes, from which we argue, per-
feétly alike. Our knowledge that an
event has always or generally happened
in certain circumfltances, gives no reafon
for believing that the fame event will
happen, when thefe circumfitances are
altered: And, in truth, we are fo
ignaorant of the conftitution of the world
and of the fprings of events, that it is
feldom pofiible for us to know what dif-
ferent pbenomena may take place, on any
the leaft change in the fituation of nature,
or the circumitances of objelts. It was
inattention to this that occafioned the
miftake of that king of Szzz, mentioned
by Mr. Locke, who rejected, as utterly
incredible, the account which was given

2 | him
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him of the effects of cold upon water in
Europe. His unbelief was plainly the
effet of ignorance. And this indeed is
almoft as often the cafe with unbelief,
as with its contrary. Gtve to a common
man an account of the moft remarkable
experiments in natural philofophy : Tell
him that you can freeze him to death
by blowing warm air upon him before
a good fire; or that you often divert
yourtelf with bottling up lightning and
difcharging it thro’ the bodies of your
acquaintance; and he will perhaps
look upon you as crazy, or, atleaft, he
-~ will think him{felf {ure that youmean to
deceive him. Could we {fuppofe him to
have adopted Mr. Hume’s method of rea-
foning, he might fay, ¢ That what
¢ you acquaint him with 1s contrary to
¢ uniformexperience; that hecannotbe-
¢¢ lieve youwithout quitting a guide that
¢¢ has never deceived him, to follow one
<« which is continually deceiving him;
¢¢ and that, therefore, fuch faéts, when
¢¢ reported by teftimony, are more pro-

“ perly
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¢ perly f{ubjects of derifiorn than argu-
s« ment.” But, how obviouswould be the
weaknefs of his reafonin g r—A perion i
fuch circumftances, who thought juftly,
would confider how complicated and ex-
tenfive the frame of._nature i1s, and how
little a way his obfervations have reached.
This would fhew him that he can be no
competent judge of the powers of nature,
and lead him to expect to find in it things
{trange and wonderful, and confequently
to enquire what regard is due to the tef-
timony which informs him of {fuch fa&s,
rather than haftily to reje&t them.—One
cannot help being greatly difgufted with
the inclination which thewsitfelf in many
perfons, to treat with contempt what-
ever they hear, be it ever {o well 2tteted,
if it happens that they are not able to ac-
count for it, or that it does not coincide
with theirexperience, juft as if they knew
all that can take place in nature, or as if
their experience was the ftandard of truth
and the meafureof poffibility. This is to
give themfelves up to the influence of a
| Ff prin-
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principle which has a tendency to unfit
"them for fociety, _and, in effe&, barring
their mindsagain{tlightandimprovement.
If we would be truly wife, we ought, at
the fame time that we are upon our guard
againft deception, to avoidcarefully a vain
{cepticifm, preferving opennels with re~
'fpe& to azy evidence that can be offered

to usonevery {ubje&, from a fenfeof our
own ignorance and narrow views.—But
to come more directly to the fub_]e& un-

‘der confideration.

There is, I have faid,- no greater in-
credibility in a miracle, than in fuch
facts as thofe I have mentioned. It has
been already thewn, p. 393, &c. that the
moft uniformexperience affords no reafon
for concluding, that the courfe of nature
will zever be interrupted, or-that any na-
tural event which has hitherto ‘happened,
will alwoays happén. It has appeared, on
the contrary, that'there muft be always
reafon aguainft this conclufion. There
gmay, I have faid, be fecret caufes which

. will
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will fometimes counteract thofe bywhich
the courfe of nature i1s carried on. We
are under no more neceflity of thinking
that it muft be the famein all gges than in
all c/imates. During the continuance of a
world, there may be periods and emer-
gencies in which its affairs may take a
new turn, and very extraordinary events
happen.—In particular, there are, for
aught we know, fuperior beings who may
fometimes interpofe in our affairs, and
over-rule fhe ufual operations of natural
caufes *. We are fo far from having
any reafon to deny this, that if any
end worthy of fuch an interpofition ap-
pears, nothing is miore credible.—"There
was, undoubtedly, a time when this
carth was reduced into its prefent ha-
bitable fltate and form. This muft

Ffo2 have

* Sure it is, that Mr. Hume, at leaft, cannot
difpute the credibility of this, who has faid of the
fyftem of pagan mythology, that it feems more than
probable that fomewhere or other in the univerfe, it
1s really carried into execution. Natiural Hiflory of
Religion, Seét. 11th.
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have been a time of miracles, or of the
exertion of fupernatural power. Why
muft this power have then fo entircly

withdrawn itfelf, as never to appear af-
terwards ? The vanifthing of old ftars,
and the appearance of new ones, is pro-
bably owing to the deftruétion of old
worlds, and the creation of new worlds.
It 1s realonable to believe that events of
this kind are continually happening in
the immenfe univerfe ; and it is certain,
that they mult be brought about under
the direction of fome {uperior power.
There 1s, therefore, the conftant exertion
of {uch power in the univerfe. Why
muft it be thought that, in the lapfe of
ix thoufand years, there have been no
occafions on which it has been exerted on

our globe?

What I amn now faying is true on the
fuppofition that a miracle, according to
the common opinion, implies a vidlation
or fufpenfion of the laws of nature. But,

in reality, this is by no means necefiarily
2 included
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included in the idea of a miracle. A
{fenfible and extraordinary effec? produced

by fuperior power, no more implies that a
law of nature is violated, than any com-

mon effect produced by buman power.
This has beenexplained in thediffertation
on Providence, p. 8o, 81. and it has a
confiderable tendency to render the ad-
miflion of a miracle more eafy.

Thefe obfervations demonftrate, that
there is nothing of the improbability in
miracles which fome have imagined. I
may even venture to fay, that they have in
them amuch lefs degree of improbability,
than there was, antecedently to obferva-
tions and experiments, in {uch phenomena
as comels, or fuch powers as thofe of 7ag-
netyfm and electricity. My reafon for this
aflertion is, that it is far more likely that
the courfe of nature thould fome time or
other fail, than thatany particularpowers
or effets thould exift in nature, which
we could before-hand guefls,

Ff 3 A due
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A duc attention to thefe arguments
will neceflarily difpofe a candid enquirer
to give a patient hearing to any teftimo-
ny which affures him, that there actually
have been miracles. Itappearsthat tode-
cline this, under the pretence that nothing
different from the common ccurfe of
things can be proved by teftimony, is ex-
tremely unreafonable.—"T"he miracles of
the New Teftament, in particular, have
many circumitancesattending them which
recommend ‘them {trongly to our good
opinion, and whichlay usunderindifpent-
able obligations to give the evidence for
them afair and patientexamination. Such
is the ftate of mankind, that there is no-
thing more credible, than that our affairs
have not always been {uffered to go on en-
tirely of themfelves. A revelation to in-
ftruct and reform a finful and degenerate
world is fo far from implying any abfurdi-
ty, that it is an effe& of divine goodnefs
which mightvery reafonablybehoped for.
There appears to have been great need of
it 3 and it feems to be certain, that there

muft
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muft have been a revelation at the begin-

ning of the world. -If we reject the mira-

cles mentioned in the New Teftament,

it will not be pofiible to give any tolera-

ble account of the eftablithment of fuch

a religion as the chriftian among man-

kind, by a few perfons of no education

or learning, in oppofition to all the pre-

judices and powers of the world. The ex-

cellence of the end for which they were
wrought; the myriads of mankind which
they brought over to piety and goodnefs,
and the amazing turn they gave to the
{tate of religion by deftroying, in a few
years, a {yftem of idolatry which had
been the work of ages, and eftablithing
on its ruins the knowledge and worthip
of the one true God; thefe, and various
other undeniable facts which might be
enumerated, give them a highcredibility.
We {ee here an occafionworthy of the ufe
of fuch means, and 2 probability that, if
ever fince the creation there has been any
“interpofition of {uperior power, this was
the time.

Ff a
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CONCLUSION,

Enough has been now f{aid in-anfwer to
the objection which has been the chief

{fubjectoi this didertation*. The necefiary
con-

* Some of the principalobfervations which I have
made may be found in the chapter of Bifthop Butler’s
Analogy on the fuppofed prefumption again/t a Reve-
lation, conficered as miraculous, Had 1 remembered
this, it is probable 1 fhould not have thought of
drawing up this differtation. "T'he greateft part of
the paflage I refer to I fhall here give, in erder to
fave the reader the trouble of turning toit, and alfo
to enable him to judge how far whatl have writ,
fhould it anfwer no other cend, may be of ufe to
illuftrate and iirengthen wilat this excellent author
has faid.

¢ Firft of all, there is a very {trong prefumption
<¢ again{tcommon fpeculative truths, and againit the
¢¢ moft ordinary facts before the proof of them,
¢« which yetis overcome by almoft aﬁy proof. "I'here
¢ 1s a prefumptionof millions to one againftthe {tory
¢¢ of Ciefar, or any other man. Yor, {fuppofe a num-
¢¢ ber of common fa&ts fo and fo circumitanced, of
¢¢ which one had no kind of proof, fthould happen to
<¢ come into one’s thoughts, every one would, with-
t¢ out any poflible doubt, conclude them to be falfe.

¢« And
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conclufion from it is, that the main bu-
finefs of thofe who oppofe chriftianity
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And the like may be {aid of a fingle common fatt.
And from hence it appears, that the queftion of
importance, astothematter before us, is concerning
the degree of the peculiar prefumpgion fuppofed
againft miracles; not whether there be any pre-
fumption at all againft them. For, if there be the
preflumption of millions to one againft the moft
common fats; what can a fimall prefumption,
additional to this, amount to, though it be pecu-
liar ? It cannot be eftimated, andis as nothing.
‘I'he only material quefltion is, whether there be
any {uch prefumption againft miracles, as to ren-
der them in any fort incredible.  Secondly, If we
leave out the confideration of religion, we are in
fuch total darknefs upon what caufes, occafions,
reafons or circumitances the prefent courfe of
nature depends, that there does not appear any
improbability foror againft fuppofing, that five or
fix thoufand years may have given fcope forcaufes, -
occafions, reafons or circumftances, from whence

* miraculous interpofitions may have arifen. And

from‘ this, joined with the foregoing obfervation,
it will follow, that there muft be 2 prefumption,

beyond all comparifon greater, againft the par-
t2culqr common fa&ts juft now inftanced in, than

againft miracles in general, before any evidence

¢ of
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fhould be, to invalidate the direc? evidence
for it. Every attempt of this kind would

14
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deferve

of either. But, thirdly, take in the confideration
of religion, or the moral [yltem of the world, and
then we fee diltinct particular reafons for' mira-
cles; to afford mankind inftrucétion, additional to
that of nature, and to attefl the truth of it.—

« La/lly, Miracles muft not be compared > com-
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mon natural events, but to the extraordinary pha-
nomena of nature, And then the comparifon will
be between the prefumption again{t miracles, and
the prefumption again{t {uch uncommon appear-
ances, {uppofe, as comets, and againft there be-
ing any fuch powers in naturc as magnetifm and
eleCtricity, {o contrary to the properties of other
bodies, not endued with thcfe powers.—Upon
all this, I conclude, that there iscertainly no fuch
prefumption againft miracles as to render them in
any wife incredible. That on the contrary, our
being able to dilcern reafons for them gives a pofi-
tive credibility to the hiftory of them, in cafes
where thofe reafons hold: And that it is by no
means certain, that there is any peculiar prefump-
tion at all, from analogy, againft miracles; as dif-
tinguifhed from otherextraordinary phanomena.”

Analozy of Religion, &c. p. 243, &c.

Since the firft publication of thefe Diflertations,

what is {aid in this paflage of << the improbability 1n

common
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deferve the moft ferious regard; and, it
is vain to think of overthrowing chrifti-
| anity

common faéts,”” has been controverted by perfons
of whofe judgment I have reafon to entertain a high
opinion. 1 muft, therefore, beg. leave here to recal
the reader’s attention to this {ubject, by laying before
him fome further obfervations upon it. - "T"hofe who
are already fatisfied, and to whom probably, in what
follows, I fhall appear too minute and tedious, will,

I hope, excufe me.
In order to difcover whether there 1s an 1M pro-

bability incommon facts, independently of the tefti-
mony on whofe credit they are believed, let the con-
nexion of {uch facts with teftimony be withdrawn,
and then let it be confidered what they are, If upon
doing this; thatis, if upon making them obje&ts of
1magination unfupported by any proof, they become
improbable, the point, I thould think, will bedeter-
mined : For to find that a fa&t, when its connexion
with teftimony is withdrawn, becomes improbable, is
the fame asto find, that, independently of teftimony,
it zs improbable. A fa& reported by teftimony, if it
has in itfelf no improbability, will continue to have
no improbability when the fupport of teftimony is
taken away. ‘This is true of fuch a fa& as that it
froze in England between the 1t and roth of Jaft
January ; but the contrary i1s true of fuch fa&s as
that the king was then ill, or that the miniftry was
thenchanged, and fuch and fuch perfons advanced tq

pOwEr,
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anity in any other way. As far as thereis
reafon to believe, that the Apoftles were

neither

power.—] cannot conceive of any clearer way of de-
ciding any point than this is. However, as to fome
it 1s not fatisfactory, let us confider this point in
other lights, taking along with us the following
definitions and propofitions.

Definition 1{t. Anevent is probable, when theodds
for its happening are greater than thofe agarn/? itshap-
pening ; wunprobable, when the odds agazn/? are greater
than thofe for; and neither probable nor improbable
when thefe odds are equal.-——"This 1s the proper fenfe
of thefe words ; but the writers on the docZrine of
chances ufe theword probable in a2 more general fenfe.

Definition 2d. T'wo events are independent, when
the happening of one of them has no influence on

the other.

Propofition 1ft. T'he improbabilities of ndependent
events are the fame whether they are confidered josntly
or feparately. 'That is ; the improbability of an event
remains the fame, whether any other event which
has no influence upon it happens at the fame time
with it, or not. This 1s felf-evident.

Propefition 2d. The improbability thattwoindepen-
dent events, each of them not improbable, fhould
both happen, cannot be greater than the odds of #hree
to one ; this being the odds that two equal chances
fhall not both happen; and an equal chance being

the
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neither deceived, nor intended to deceive,
we are under a neceflity of receiving the

fa&s

the loweft event of which it can be faid that it 18 not
improbable, Thus, in throwing up a half-penny, 1
have an equal chance for turning up beads. Another
alfo, in doing this at the fame time, has an equal
chance for turning up heads. It iszmprobable that we
thould both of us turn up heads, and thisimprobabi-
lity is the odds of zhree to one, If twe events are in
any degree probable, there is not fo much as thefe
odds againft their co-incidence.

From thefe premifes will arife a demonffration that
common facts, or (to fpeak more properly) particular
facts of a common nature, have a very high impro-
bability in them which is conquered by teftimony.
Yor, in order to be {ufficiently explicit, let us take
the two following faéls: ¢The laying of awager that
‘¢ number 1500 fhall be firft drawn in a lottery ;”?
and < the altual drawing of that number frft.”
T'hefe are independent events; for laying the wa-
ger cannot of itfelf have any influence on the pro-
bability or improbability of drawing the number about
which 1t is laid. "They are alfo, when taken fepa.
rately, common falls, and would either of them, if
reported feparately, be believed without {cruple on
common teﬁimony. When reported together; that
is, when it is faid that they have both happened, every
one 1s necelfarily fenfible of an improbability, and
that this improbability is at leaft 49,999 to 1, fuppof-

ing
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fats to which they gave witnefs, tho’

miraculous. Let then unbelievers prove,

T;
ing the numberof tickets in the lottery to be 50,000.
But, by propofition 2d, there could not be a greater
improbability in the happening of both thefe events
(if {eparately not improbable) than theoddsof 3to r,
It follows, therefore, with the ftri&eft evidence, that
this is a falfe fuppofition.

Let us nextconfider what the degree of this feparate
improbability muft be.—1t appears that at leaft it muft
be 1o great as to be capable of producing an impro-
bability of 49,999 to 1 in the happening of both
events. But it is obvious that, after the wager, .this
is the improbability of one of theevents, or ofdraw-
ing number 1500 ; and by propofition rit, .if it has
this improbability after the wager, 1t muit have had it
before. 49,999 tO I, therefore, was the feparate im-
probability of this event ; thatis, itis the improba-
bility of it when reported by itfelf, and independently
of 1its having been before-hand named. And thers
bei ng: no reafon to think that the improbability in the
otherevent, or in laying a wager about this particular
number, is not at leaft equal, the refulting improba-
bility that both fhould happen, muft, according to

the laws of chance, be 2599’.999,999 to 1.
Further. This point may be otherwife proved thus.

T he fame event cannot be both improbable and not
improbable at the fame time. Different perfons 1n
judging of the fame event will form the fame judg-

ment, as far as they judge rightly. Suppofe then that
. s two




and- Mairacles. 447
if it be pofiible, that there is no {ufficient
reafon to believe this. Let them thew,

that

¢wo different pe:fons'are told {fuch a common {alk
as that nmumber 1500 was firft drawn in a lottery,
one of whom knows that a wager had been laid about
it, -or -that it had been before-hand named, and the
other knows nothing of any circumitance of this
kind. The former would judge the event improba-
ble, and the latter would be {enfible of no improba-
bility in it. ‘Which of thefe perfons judges rightly ¢
the former, without doubt. “I'here was indeed an
improbability that this rnumber fhould bedrawn : and
it makes nodifference, thatone man happens:to be in
-circumf{tances that force himto perceiveit, andanother
not. That thisnumber Lioproned to be named before-
‘hand, no more affelts the improbability of drawing
it, than that I yelterday writ a letter or tock a walk ;
and the improbability of drawing it after being {o
named, is no more than the improbability of drawing
‘any other particular number. So true is this, that
were two witnefles, apparently of gqual credit, to re-
port, -one that this number had beendrawn, and the
other that another had been drawn, there would not
arife the leaft reafon, merely from the improbability
that the number fhould be drawn which ‘had been
'named, for any preference of one report to theother.
Suppofe a trial at law about the number firft drawn,
and one witnefs todepofe that number 1500 had been

firft drawn, and another, number 1600, how ridi-

culous
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that Chrift and his Apoftles were either

entbufiafls or impoftors, and account for
their

culous would it be to alledge as a cireumfitance ren-
dering one of the depofitions lefs likely to be true
than the other, that fome time ago, and unknown
to the witnefles, there had been a wager laid about
drawing the former number ?

In the latter end of the preceding fection I have
aflicned the reafon of the greater reluétance with
which, after being previoufly named, we fhould
believe that number 1500 had been drawn than any
other, It is only when the reporter is known to be
acquainted with this circumftance, that there would
be any reafon for {uch reluctance.—In cafes where
there appears any ftriking co-incidence, we are led
to entertain a diftruft of teftimony, or to apprehend
shat it wants the probability it would otherwife have,
on account of the temptation which there isin fuch
cafes to deceive. Where we fee nothing of this kind,
we at once receive its reports without regarding 1m-
probabilities. Oun the contrary; where any circum-
ftance appears which may be the foundation of a de-
fign to deceive, we receive its reports with almoft
equal difidence, whether the improbabilities are little
or great: And it i1son this account that, 1n many
cafes, we are much affected with particular impro<
babilities, though in others we are not at all fenfible
of equal or greater improbabilities.—I do not know

how
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their cenduc and writings on one of
thofefuppofitions, takingalong withthem
. | ‘the

kow better to illuftrate this than in the following
manner,

Suppofe a heap of 1000 bits of white paper, mark~
ed with the numbers 1, 2, 3, &c. up to 1000, withone
black paper among them. Were it reported that out
of fuch a heap a perfon had drawn the firft trial the

* white paper marked 512, we fhould eafily affent
without minding, or even feeing any improbability.
But were itreported, in the fame manner, that the
black paper had been drawn, we fhould hefitate, and
think what we heard improbable. Now, the impro-
bability in both cafes i1s the fame; and, there being
no more danger of a deception of /enfe in one cafe thar
in the other, the true reafon of the difference mufk
be, agreeably to whatl have cbferved, that in the
former cafe, we fee nothing that can be a foundation
for a defign to deceive, number §12 having nothing
in it to recommend it to a preference; whereas in the
latter cafe we fee the contrary. For this reafon we
thould, in like manner, give a readier aflentto a re-

port that number §12 had been drawn than number 1,

or any other number which feemed to have any thin;al-,
diftinguifhing in it that could tend to prejudice.the
mind in its favour. And for this reafon alfo, we
fhould believe an account that this number had been

drawn outof fucha heap, more réadily than that a
G g black
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the confideration, how wid and frants
they muft have been if the former, and
how

black paper had been drawn out of a heap of only ten

white and one black, tho’ the unprobability in the

one cafe is a2 hundred times greater than in the othier.

It is thus chiefly, m my opinion, we arg t@ ac-

count for the difference in our regard to the reports of
teftimony, and for our beingdetermined HY fqgh-qaﬁeg,

much more by fome particular ciscumftaneces 1 facts
than by any intrinfic improbgbilities.whigh they have.
Were a perfon to tell us that in throwing /fix
common dies together, he had thrown the /iy numbers
I, 2, 35 4 55 6, our aflentwould be gained: with fome
diﬂicujty‘, though the improbability of deing this is
only 64 to 1. But were the {ame perfon to tgll us
any ftory of a common and uninterefting nature, we
fhould receive it without fcruple, thpugh perhaps,
on account of, the variety of particylar, ciscumitances
in it, previoully improhable in a higher degree than
can wcll be computed.—As feqfe, wherever it is
cqually free from the danger of deception, convines
equallyof anevent, whatever its improbabilities 3z8:
As, for inftance, it convinces equally that a hlack
paper has bgen.drawn out of a heap of whitg papers,
whether the chance againft it was.a hundsed,. a:thau-
fand, or amillion to ope; f{p hikewife daes. t¢femvony
unlefs there appears fomething that way. bae- likely
_th give occafion to deceity

1In
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how profane and abandored if the latter:
But let them not petend that they are able

to

Fn what I have faid, I Have all along kept to the
proper fenfe of the word improbable, asit has been
definéd 4t the begirining of this note. But it is gene-
rally wled with fuch laxnefs dnd ambiguity, ascane
ot but miflead us, if we are not attentive.—Were
we to be told that there was a {torm of thunder and
lightning at fuch a place in the month of July, we
fhould fay that it was not improbable. And we fthould
fay the fame, were we to hear that it happened on
fuch a day, at fuch'an -hour, and that fuch and fuch
perfons weré Killed : In both cafes meaning only in
general, that events of this kind frequently happened,
and that there was no reafon to corfider them as in-
credible, But if we aimed at {peaking with ftri&t pro-
priety, we fhould ufe differént language; for, if a
ftorm  of thunder in July is only not improbable,
that 15, an event not more unlikely to happen than
not; a ftorm on fuch aday, and at {uch an hour,
doing fuch’ and fuch particular damages, is an event
of which the corntrary muft be true.—In like manner;
fhould we be told that {fuch a perfon had got the
10,000l prize in the lottery, it might be faid that
it was not improbable, meaning that as fome perfon
muft have it, we can eafily believe that this perfon
has had'it: mot that there were no odds againit his
having it'; for all know that there muft have been
very great odds  againff his having it, though a

| Ggo2 report
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to provea priori, thatno accountsof mira«
cles can be true; or {atisfy themfelves with
faying

report which comes through a2 hundred hands, and
for the truth of which perhaps the odds are very
inconfiderable, would convince us that he really has
had it. Should it be added, that he had but one
ticket, we fhould receive the report as readily as if
we knew he had 20, though this makes a great

difference in the improbability of the évent.
- Thefe obfervations, [ hope, may be of ufe to ex-

plain and confirm thofe which have been made before
on the nature of Hiflorical Evidence. 1t feems to fol-
low from them undeniably, that the previous impro-
babilities of events do by no means affet the credit
of teftimony in the manner implied in Mr. Hume's
argument. The pofition, therefore, on which this
argument 1s founded, cannot be maintained. 1In or-
der to gain allent to a report, it is not neceflary that
there thould be greater probability or odds for its

truth, than agasn/? the happening of the event.
There is a very itrong prefumption againit the
fimpleft common ftory before any evidence for it.
On the contrary ; againit miracles 1z general there is
no prefumption ‘at all ; for it has been proved that
we have no reafon for thinking that the courfe of na-
ture will continue always the fame. Miracles, there-
fore, in general, are in theftriCteft fenfe, notimprobable.
Thatis; 1tis as likely as not, that {fome time or other,
during the continuance of a world, the ufual ope-
rations
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faying lazily, that deceit and falfehoed are
very common, and miracles very extraord:-
nary; and that, therefore, the wholequel-
tion is decided, and there can be no oeca-
fion forany further examination. A perfon
who thould reafonin this manner, inother
inftances, would bequite ridiculous. Tef-
timony is an evidence which admitsof an
infinite - variety of degrees, and which,
{ometimes, is {carcely fhort of demon-
ftration. Tho’ it often deceives, yet there

are {ame kinds of it that have never de-
.ceived, and that canpot deceive. It is
one of the principal {ources of all our

G g 3 information

rations of phyfical caufes fhould, in fome inftances,

fail, and fupernatural power interpofe. And with re-
Ipect to particular miracles, or miracles f2id to have
been wrought at fuch a time, and attended with fuch
and fuch particular cireumftances, they are capable
of being proved by teftimony in the fame manner with
any other particular faCts. And if it is any proof of
the contrary, that they are more improbable and ex-
traordinary than it is that the reports of teftimony
fhould be falfe, there is likewifea proof, that we
ought not to believe teﬂ:imony when it reports num-
berlefs fadts, which every one in the common courfe
of life is continually ready to belicve without diffi-
cul'ty on its credit. ﬂ
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information and knowledge. To argue,
therefore, again{t chriftianity from the
general topic of the commonnefs of falfg
teftimony, is trifling and unjuft, ynlefs it
can be thewn, that it has been common
for fuch teftimony as that of the gpoftles to
be falfe *.  Hiftorical evidence being of
all

* It has appeared in this Diflertation, that the ob-
je&tion, which is the main fubjed of ity 1s applu.ablem
facts for which we ha.s.re the evidence of fenf, as well
as thofe which depend on the ev1dence of ¢e ﬂzmarz;
Were we to be eye-witnefles to any thing quite new
to us, and out of the ufual courfe of nature, it mlght
be {aid, that what we percewe being cont:radr&ory
to uniform experience, hut deceptlons of our fenfes
tommon ; therefore, it muﬂ' be wrong tp helieve the
reahty of it; becaule, this would be truﬁmg 2
feebler experience in oppofition to aﬁronger, OFr,
receiving a faét upon an evidence, the falfehood of
which would be lefs uncommen than the fact itfelf.
He, therefore, that will guide himfelf by the princi-
ples which are the foundation of this.pbj;&igp{z and
balance oppolite experiences 13 the manner it re-
quires, muft have been an unbeliever, though he
had feen the miracles relatﬂd 1n the New Teﬂéi;nent
Though our fenfes have often decewed us,
we cannot help relying, In general wxchqujg diffi~
dence on their mformatlon. There are mnume;able

c1rcumﬁanccs

*
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all degrees, what is trueof ozber hiftorical
evidence is nothing to 4.  If the fa&s
are extraordinary, there may be peculiar
circumftances attending them taking off
all improbability from them on this ac~
count ; and 1t may be even lefs wonderful
that they thould be true, than that the
teftimony reporting them fhould be falfe,
It has been fhewn indeed, that, in order
to our reception of the chriftian miracles,
it 1s by no means neceflary to prove this.
A great deal, however, has been faid to
Prove it with much {trength of reafon, by
Gg 4 the

eircumftances and inftances in which they have
mever deteived us: And, therefore, when in any
particular inftance they convey to us any informa-
tion, ‘it is trifling to object, that they have informed
us wrong in fome other inftances, except thofe other
inftances were of a fimilar natur¢é, And even fuppof-
ingthe fimilarity, theobj¢Ction will beof littleweight,
uhlefs the number of fuch inftances in which théy
have deceived us, is nearly equal to or greater than
thofe in which they lave not deceived ys.—It has
been  fhewn that thete obfervations are apphcable,
with 'like propriety and force, to the information we
receive from teftimony,



446 On Hiftorical Evidence,

the defenders of Chriftianity *. - Why

thould not fome notice be taken of the
-~ argu-

* See Dr. Adams’s Effay on Miracles.—~When
Mr. Hume, in a pailage before quoted, p. 387, lay3 it
down as a maxim, ¢ T hat no teftimony is fufficient to
s¢ eftablifh a miracle, unlefs the falfehood of it is more
¢¢ miraculous thanthe faét itendeavours toeftablifth ;”
his meaning, I fhould think, muft be, that as, accord-
~ ing to him, no téftimony is {ufficient to prove an or-
dinary falt, unlefs its falfehood is zmprobable in a high-
er degree than the fact 1s improbable, in the cafe of
a miraculous fat the falfehood of the teftimony muft
be miraculous in a hlgher degree than the fa& is
miraculous : that i is, it muft be certain, that there is
no other account to be given of the falichood of the
teftimony, befides a miraculous deception of the
fenfes and fubverfion of the faculties of the perfons
who give it. We fhould not, thetefore, be able to
convince Mr. Hume of the truth of chnfhamty,
though we could prove fo « dez.rza::_rﬂmtfm, that the
apoftles did not intend to deceive, and were not-
themfelves deceived except miracles were employed
to deceive them. It muft be further proved to him,
that a miraculous deception of. their fenfes and fub-
verfion of their faculties would be greater miracles
than the fa&ts they atteft. At this rate,. agreeably
to what was obferved in the laft note,. it is; plain,
that had we ouriclves feen the miracles of- Chrift and

his apoftles, wc muft have been enttrely doubtful
about
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arguments they offer? Why fhould not
thofe who reje€t chriftianity tell us, in

particu-

about them, unlefs we were perfuaded that a decep-
tion of our fenfes required a greater exertion of fuper-
natural pon;r, than the reality of i.vhat*we faw, -
Surely, an argument that proves fo much cannot
have any real weight. Ifjuft, we are under a necei-
fity of concluding, that there is no reafon to believe
the reality of any thing we hear, fee or feel in any

other fenfe, than as an idez or mode of perception in
our minds. This, however, cannot ftartle Mr.

Hume; for it 1s the very conclufion to which his
philofophy carries us, and which; in his Treatife on
Fuman Naturé and Philofophical Effays, he has, with
an ingénuity that diftinguifhes all his writings,
taught us to draw.

I hope I fhall be excufed if I give room here to an
obfervation which is a little foreign to the prefent
purpofe.~—~It has been objected, that fuppofing the
reality of the miraculous fa&s of chriftianity, there is
no connexion between them and the truth of its doc-
trines. This, in my opinion, is to trifle inexcufa-
bly ; nor can it be worth any chriftian’s while to fay
a word in anfwer to it, till one perfon is found who
can honeftly declare, that he believes the miracles of
Chrift, but denies his divine miffion ; that, in par-
ticular, heis convinced that he raifed feveral perfons
from the dead, and at laft rofe himfelf from the dead
ahd afcended to heaven, and afterwards poﬁred forth

oR
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particular, how they account for the rapid
progrefs it made in the world; for the
manner in which St. Paul mentions the
miraculous gifts in his epiftles; and for
the fortitude with which the apoftles, in
giving their teftimony, facrificed every
worldlyinterefl, and at laft laiddown their
lives? Why, inftead of making apy at-
tempts of this kind, do they, iy general,
infifton topickswhich affe not the direl?
evidence, or found theirobje@ionson the
adulterationsof chriﬁianitj by human in-
ventions and civil eftablifhments, witha
out taking pains to difcover what it is as
it lies in the New Teftament ?

If the chriftian religion is true, we have
clear informationon points the moftinte-
refting,
on the spoftles and firft chriftians thofé gifts of the
fpirit mentioned in the New Teftamernt; but; at
the fame time, doubts whether he faid triic wheh he
declared, that he was the refurreltion-and the life ;
that all perwer was given Kim i1 heaven and éarth s and
thut the hosir would come, when all that are i theit
- graves fhonld bear bis voice and-come forth; they that
bave done good to the refurreftion of lifz, and they that
bav: doneevil to the refurreiion of damnation, - JohR
xi. 25.~Ver. 28, 29.
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refting. A-vicious man has every thing o
fear, and a virtuous man every tng to
hope The qucftmn. themfore, whether
it is of divipe original, is, as I obferved
at the beginning of this diflertation, of
unfpeakable importance. It is inexcufa~
ble to treat it with indifference; or, with
congeited half-thinkers, tofufferourfelves
to be led inte infidelity by a few {pecious
dlﬂieultl,cs, without critically examining
the ergmal code iticlf, and Conﬁdermg
internal, exz‘emzal and prgﬁgmptzw taken
together. If, after fuchan exammation,
any perfon ihoqu judge; that the whole
amount of the evidence is inadequate to
the proof of the fa@s on which chrifti-
anity is founded, he Qught next to confi-
der how far it goestowards provin g them.
Tha,t it goes fome way towards this is
abfolutely certain. The furtheft that any
cnquirer can go in his rejection of chrifti-
anity is, tp. think that the objections out-
‘weigh. the-evidence ; but he cannot pof-
fibl y thmk that there 18 #0 evidence. [

fhould
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fould imagine indeed, that he cannot
poffibly avoid feeing, that there is very
confiderable and firiking evidence, tho’
he may judge it zfiyficiens. It is notcon-
ceivable, that any one can read theNew
Teftament, and obferve withwhat a force
and purity, before unknown, it teaches
morality and natural religion; thefublime
and fingular chara&ter it hasdrawn, with-
out the leaft appearance of art or effort,
in the hiftory it gives of thelife, difcourfes
and Miracles of JefusChrift; and the {pi-
rit of piety, goodnefs, love and heavenly
mindednefs which breathes thro’ all its
parts: It is not, I fay, conceivable, that
any perfon after fuch a perufal of the New
‘Teftament can be able eafily to perfuade
himfelf, that the writers of it were {uch
miracles of madnefs or profligacy, as they
muft bave been, if thefadts towhich they
bore teftimony were falfe, and the reli _glon
they taught an impofitien on mankind.—
But not to dwell on this. For the reafon
which has been affigned it is certain, that
ro infidels, who are mqulﬁtlve -and can-

did,
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did, can ge beyond a ftate of doubt. They
muft acknowledge that, atleafl, there is

evidence enough to give a chance for the
truth of chriftianity, and they ought to
confider “ferioufly to what  this chance

amounts, and whatobhgatmns in refpe&
of praéhce, their own f’cate of doubt lays
them under. Would they do this, they
could never make chufhamty a fub_] e& of
ridicule.or contempt. Though not con-
vinced of its truth, they would live un-
der the apprehenﬁon that it may pofii-
bly prove true. Thofe who do not a&
thus cannot reafonably complain of the
threatenings denounced in the fcrlp-
tures againft 1nﬁde11ty Thefe threat-
enings certainly fhould not be applied,
nor were they ever intended to be applied
to any honeft enquirers, be their doubts
what they will. Noth'ing is ﬁmdczmerz:
tal befides a fincere defire to know and
practife truth and right, or an honeft and
good heart. Speculative errors can be no
further criminal, than they proceed from
criminal dlfpoﬁtlons, and are made fanc-

2 tuanes
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tuaries for vice. The unbelief condemned
in the New7e ﬁamerzt is onIy fBat which
has this fource, as our Lord has hlmfeff
exprefsly told us. Johnm 18, 19. He
that believeth not 1s. condemned a/rem{y, be
canfe he bath not believed in the name of
tBe only begotten Son of God. And this is
the condemnation, the reafon of the con-
demnadtion, #hat l‘z:-g_lft ‘ z.r come into the
aworld, end men love déiz'}ngﬁ: fafﬁer than
light, becaufe th gir deeds are evil. For
every one who doth evsl bateth the I gbr,
neither cometh to the I g,é £, left bis deeds
fbould be reproved. How far thefe
words areapplicable to.any maedsrninfidels
they themf{clvesonly arecapable of deter-
mining. There is a wide difference be-
tween the fate.of thmgs now, and in the
times of Chrift and- his Apoftles.—The
favourablenefs of chriftianity to. virtue
muit-indeed be a Qawcrfﬁl'recommenda— |
tion of it to good minds; and is almoft
enough, without.the aid. of miracles, to
prove its heavenly original.. For this
reafon, thofe who db zhe will of God are

2 likely
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| iikeiy to kRnow of the dolrine whether s¢ be
of God*. Nothing is much more incre-
dible than that a religion fa calculated to
raife our affections above this world, and
to lead us to all that is holy and worthy,
{hould be theoftspring of fuch wickednefs
as thatof its firft preachers muft have
heen, if they were impoftors.—Buat what-
c¢vir effeft confiderations of this kind
hzve upon me, I am far from thinking
thai it is pecefiary they fhould have the.
farne «ffe€t upon others. The difficulties
which all. inquifitive and candid chriftians
muft themiclves feel, may undoubtedly
appear. to even good minds in {@ ftrong
alight, as te leave them unfatisfied. It
would be much better, if chriftians, in-
ftead of being fo free as they often are in
afcribing infidelity to the worit motives,
would take care that their own faith is
the refult of honeft enquiry, and at the
fame time {tudy todemonfitrate theexcel-
lence of their religion by the excellence
of their tempers and lives. Would

fo
* John vii, 17.
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to God, they could be engaged to this.
Chriftianity would then flourith, and the
whole world would be foon won to the
Iove and admiration of it.~—"Thofe chri-
ftians who, inftead of aing thus, difgrace
their religion by bitter tempers and evil
works, while they pretend zeal for it;
and, though they own the authority of
Chrift, break his laws and caufe his name

to be blafphemed ; f{uch chriftians have
more to anf{wer for than can be imagined.

They ought to afcribe to themfelves, in a
great meafure, that infidelity which they
are difpofed to lament, and which, per-
haps, they wifh to punifh. ‘Their faith
is a curfe to them, and their friendfbip an
exmity to Chrift, by which he is injured
more inexcufably and dangeroufly, than
by any open and avowed oppofition. |

THE E N D.
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