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LerTER IV, ffom the Bithop of Landaff to Thomas Paine.

I JAVING finifhed your objeftions to the genuinenefs of the
: books of Mofes, you proceed te your remarks on the book
of Jofhua ; and from it’s internal evidence you endeavour to prove
that this book was not  written by Jofhua.— What then? what is °
your conclufion ? — ¢ that it is anonymous and without authority.”

wStop a little; your conclufion is not connefted with your pre-

mifes 3 your friend Euclid would have been athamed of it. ¢ An-

onymous, and therefore without authority I’ I have noticed this

folecifm before; but as you frequently bring it forward, and, ine

deed, your book ftands much in need of it, I will fubmit te youe

tonfideration another obfervation on the fubje& : — The book cal-
led Fleta is anonymous; but it is not on that account without au~ .
‘thority, — Domefday book is anonymous, and was written above
fven hundred years ago; yet our courts of law da not hold it to
be without authority; as to the matters of fa&t related in it. Yes,
you will fay, but this book has been preferved with fingular care
amongft the records of the nation. And who teld you that the
Jews had no records, or that they did not preferve them with fine
gular care # Jolephus fays the contrary: and, in the Bible itfelf,
an appeal is made to many beoks, which have perithed; fuch as
the book of Jather, the book of Nathan, of Abijah, of Iddo, of
Jehu, of natural hiftory by Solomon, of the afts of Manafleh, and
others which might be mentioned, If any one, having accefs to
the journals of the lords and commons, to the books of the treafury,
war-office, privy council, and other public documents, fhould as
this day write an hiftory of the reigns of George the firft and fe-
¢ond, and fhould publifh it without his name, would any man,
three or four hundreds or thoufands of years hence, queftion the
authority of that book, when he knew that the whole Britith na=
tion had received it as an authentic book, from the time of it’s firlt
Jpublication to. the age in which he lived ® This fuppofition is in
peint. The books of the Old Teftament were compofed from the
rcords of the jewifh nation, and they have been received as true
by that pation, from the time in which they were written to the
prefent day.. Dodfley’s Annual Regifter is an anonymous book,
we only know the name of it’s editor; the New Annual Regifter
i an anonymous book ; the Reviews are anonymous books ; but do
We, or will our pofterity, cfteem thefe beoks as of no authority ?
~Un the contrary, they are admitted at prefent, and will be received
In ‘after ages, as authoritative records of the civil, military, and
Bterary hiitory of England and of Europe.. So little foundation is

there for our being Rartled by your aflertion, ¢ It is anonymous
and without authority.,”

If 1 am right in this reafoning, (and I proteft to you that I do.
not fee any error in it,) all the arguments you adduee in proof that
the book of Jofhua was not wristen by Joibua, nor that of Samuel
by Samuel, are nothing to the purpofe for which you have brought
them forward : thefe books may be books of autherity, though alk
ﬁm advance againft the genuinenefs of them fhould be granted.
V0. asticle of faith is injured by allewing that there is.no fuch:
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- chronological and hiftorical difficulties, which others before yoilf

‘can you expe& that there fhould, when there. is not a nation i

g2 Bifhop of Landdf’s Apology for the Bible.

pofitive proof, when or by whom thele,- and fome other booi«id
holy feripture, were written, as to exclude all poflibility of doubt
and- cavil. There is 'no neceflity; indecd, to allow this. Th

have produced, have been an{weredy and as to the greateft part of
them, {o well anfwered, that I will not walte the reader’s time by
-entering into a particular examination of them. '

You make yourfelf meérry with what you call the tale of the fuj
ftanding ftill upon mount Gibeon, and the moon in the valley of
‘Ajalen;-and you fay that ¢the ftory deteéts itfelf, becaufe therd
is not a nation in the world that knows any thing about it.”” How

the world whole annals reach this xra by many hundred years? It
happens, however, that you are probably miftaken as to the faft:
a confufed tradition concerning this miracle, and a fimilar one in
the time of Ahaz, when the fun went back ten degrees, has been
preferved amongflt one of the molt ancient nations, as We are ins
formed by one of the moit ancient hiftorians. Herodotus, in his
Euterpe, fpcaking of the Egyptian prielts, fays——¢ They told mé
4¢ that the fun had four times deviated from his courfe, havﬁxg
¢ twice rifen where he uniformly goes down, and twice gone
¢ down where he uniformly rifes. This however had produced
¢ no alteration in the climate of Egypt ; the fruits of the cartl
¢ and the phenomena of the Nile had always been the fame.”
(Beloe’s Tranfl.) The laft part of this obfervation confirms’ the
conjetture, that this account of the Egyptian priefts had a refers
ence to the two miracles refpeing the fun mentioned in {cripture;
for they were not of that kind, which could introduce any changg
in climates or feafons. You would have been contented to admit
the account of this miracle as a fine piece of poetical imagery ; —
you may have feen fome jewifh dottors, and fome chriftian com:
mentators, who confider it as fuch ; but improperly, in my opinion,
1 think it idle; at leaft, if not impious, to undertake to explain
how the miracle was performed; but one who is not able to explain
the mode of doing a thing, argues ill if he thence infers that the
thing was not done, We are perfettly ignorant how the fun was forme
ed, how the planets were projefted at the creation, how they are
ftill retained in their orbits by the power of gravity ; but we admit,
notwithftinding, that the fun was formed, that the planets were
then projefled, and that they are {iill retained in their orbits, The
machine of the univerfe is in the hand of Gobp ; he can. ftop the
motion of any part, or of thc whole of it, with lefs trouble and
lefs danger of injuring it, than you can ftop your watch. In tefli-
mony of the reality of the miracle, the author of the book fays—
¢: Is not this written in the book of Jather?* — No author in his
fenfes would have appealed, in proot of his veracity, to a book
which did not exift, or in atteftation of a faft which, though it
did exift, was not recorded in it ; we.may f{afely therefore conclude,
that, at the time the book of Jofhua was written, there was fach
a book.as the book of Jafher, and that the miracle of the fun’s
fanding fill was recorded in that book, ~ But this obfervation,
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you will fay, does not prove the faét of the fun’s having ftood ftill
1 have not produced it as a proof of that fatt; but it proves that
the author of the book of Jofhua believed the fa&t, and that the
people of Ifrael admitted the authority of the book of Jather. An
appeal to a fabulous book would have been as fenfelefs an infult
upon their underftanding, as it would have been upon our’s, had-

Rapin appealed to the Arabian Nights’ Entertainment, as a proof
of the battle of Halftings, ’

I cannot attribute much weight to your argument againft the ge-
nuinenefs of the book of Jofhua, from it’s being faid that = ¢ Jo-
fhua burned Ai, and made it an heap for ever, even a defolation
_unto this day.’’ Jofhua lived twenty-four years after the burnin

of Ai: and if he wrote his hiftory in the latter part of his life,
what abfurdity is there in faying, Al is ftill in ruins, or Aiisin
ruine to this very day? A young man, who had feen the heads
of the rebels, in forty-five, when they were firft ftuck upon poles
at Temple-Bar, might, twenty ycars afterwards, in atteftation of
his veracity in fpeaking of ‘the faft, have juitly faid = And they
are there to this very day. Whoever wrote the gofpel. of St.
Matthew, it was written not many centuries, probably (I had al-
moft faia certainly) not a quarter of one century after the death of
Jefus; yet the author, {peaking of the potter’s field which had
been purchafed by the chief priefts with the money they had given
Judas to betray his mafter, fays, that it was therefore called the
field of blood unto this day:; and in another place he fays, that
the ftory of the body of Jefus being ftolen out of the fepulchre
was commonly reported among the jews until this day. Mofes,
in his old age, had made ufe of a fimilar expreffion, when he put
tthe Ifraelites in mind of what the Lord had dong to the Egyptians
in the Red Sea, ¢ The Lord hath deftroyed them unto this day.”
{Deut. xi. 4.) :

In the laft chapter of the book of Jothua it is related, that Jo-
fhua affembled all the tribes of Ifrael to Shechem ; and there, in
the prefence of the elders and principal men of Ifracl, he recapi-
tulated, in a fhort {peech, all that God had done for their nation,
from the calling of Abraham to that time, when they were fettled
in the land which God had promifed to their forefathers, In
finithing his fpeech, he faid to them --- ¢ Choofe you this day whom
you will ferve, whether the gods which your fathers ferved, that
were on the other fide of the flood, or the gods of the Amorites,
in whofe land ye dwell; but as for me and my houfe, we will ferve
the Lord. And the people anfwered and faid, Gop forbid that we
thould forfake the Lorp, to ferve other gods.”  Jofhua urged far-
ther, that God would not fuffer them to worfhip other gods in fel-
~ lowfhip with him; they anfwered, # that they ‘would ferve the
Lord.,” Jofhua then faid to them, ¢ Ye are witnefles againft your-
- felves that ye have chofen you the Lord to ferve him. And they

faid, We are witneffes.””  Here was a folemn covenant hetween
Jothua, on the part of the Lord, and all the men of lfrael, on
their own part, --- The text then fays «.- ¢ So Jofhua made a cove-
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34 Bifhop of Landaff’s Apology for the Bible.

nant with the people that day, and fet them a ftatute and an ord;..
mance in Shechem, and Foftua wrote thefe words in the book of
the Law of God>* Hecere is a proof of two things---firft, that
there was then, a few years after the death of Mofes, exiftinga
book called The Book of the Law of God; the fame, without.
doubt, which Mofes had written, and committed to the cuftody:
of the Levites, that it might be kept in the ark of the covenant of
the Lord, that it'might be a witnefs againit them ---fecondly, that
Jothua wrote a part at leaft of his own tranfations in that very
book, as an addition to it. It is not a proof that he wrote all his
own tranfaftions in_any book ; but I fubmit entirely to the judg-
ment of every candid man, whether this proof of his having re-
corded a very material tranfa&ion, does not make it probable that
he recorded other material tranfaltions; that he wrote the chief
part of the book of Jofhua; and that fuch things as happened af-
ter his death, have been inferted in it by others, in order to render
the hiftory more compleat,

The book of Jofhua, ch. vi. 26, is ‘quoted in the firflt book of
Kings, ch. xvi. 44.- ¢ Inhis (Abab’s) days did Hiel the Beth-.
elite build Jericho: he laid the foundation thereof in Abiram his
firft-born, and fet up the gates thereof in his youngeft fon Segub,
according to the word of the Lord, which he fpake by Jofhua the
fon of Nun.” Here is a proof that the book of Jofhua is older
than the firlt book of Kings: but that is not all which may reafon-
ably be inferred, I do not {ay proved, from this quotation, --- It
may be inferred from the phrafe --- ¢¢ according to the word of the
Lord, which he fpake by Jofhua the fon of Nun” ---that Jofhua
wrote dswn the word which the Lord had fpoken. In Baruch
{which, though an apocryphal book, is authority for this purpofe)
there is a fimilar phrafe --- <¢ as thou {pakeft by thy fervant Molfes
in the day when thou didft command him to write thy law.”

I think it unneceflary to make any obfervation on what you fay
velative to the book of Judges; but I cannot pafs unnoticed your
cenfure of the book of Ruth, which you call--- ¢ an idle bungling
itery, feolifhly told, no body knows by whom, about a ftrolling
country girl creeping flily te bed to her coufin Boaz ; pretty ftuff,
indeed,” you exclaim, ¢to be called the Word of God!”--- It
feems to me that you de not perieftly comprehend what is meant
by the expreflion~-the Word of God---or the divine authority .
of the fcriptures:--- 1 will explain it to you in the words of Dr.
Law, late bifkop of Carlifle, and in thofe of St. Auftin, My
firk quotation is from bifhop Law’s Theory of Religion, a beok
not undeferving your notice, --- ¢ The true fenfe then of the divine
authority of the books of the Old Teftament, and which perhaps
is enough to denominate them in general divinely infpired, Teems
to be this; that as in thofe times God has all along, befide the in-
fpedtion, or fuperintendency of his general providence, interfered
upon particular occafions, by giving exprefs commiilions to fome .
perions (thence called propiets) to declare his will in various man-
ners, and degrees of evidence, as beft fuited the occafion, time,
and nature of the fubjeti; and in all other cafes, left them wholly
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1o themfelves : in like mauoner, he has interpofed his more imme-
diate afliftance, (and notified it to them, as they did to the world,}
"jn the recording of thefe revelations; fo far as that was neceffary,
amidft the common (but from hence termed Jfacred) hiftory of thofe
times; and mixed with various other occurrences; in which the
hiftorian’s own natural qualifications were fufficient to enable him
to relate things, with all the accuracy they required.” --- The paf-
fage from St. Aulftin is this--- 41 am of opinion, that thofe men,
"to whom the Holy Ghoft revealed what ought to be received as
authoritative in religion, might write fome things as men with hif-
torical diligence, and other things as prophets by divine infpiration ;
and that thele things are fo diftin&, that t:e former may be attri-
buted to themfelves as contributing to the increale of knowledge,
and the latter to God fpeaking by them things appertaining to the
authority of religion.” .-- Whetier this opinion be right or wrong,
1 do not here inquire; it is the opinion of many learned men and
ood chriftians: and, if you will adopt it as your opinion, you.
will fee caufe, perhaps, to become a chriftian yourfelf; you will
fee caufe to confider’ chronological, geographical, or genealogical
errors --—- apparent miftakes or real contradiftions as to biftorical
falts --- ncedlefs repetitions and trifling interpolations --- indeed you
will fee caufe to confider 21l the principal objetions of your bogk
to be abfolutely without foundation. Receive but the Bible as
compofed by upright and well informed, though, in fome points,
fallible men, (for I exclude all fallibility when they profefs to
deliver the Word of God,) and you muft receive it as a book re-
vealing to you, in many - parts, the exprefs will of God ; and in
other parts, relating to you the ordinary hiftory of the times, Give
but the authors of the Bible that credit which you give to other
hiftorians ; believe them to deliver the Word of God, when they
tell you that they do fo; believe, when they relate other things as
of themfelves and not of the Lord, that they wrote to the beft of
their knowledge and capacity ; and you will be in your belief fome-
thing very different from a deift : you may not be allowed to afpire
to the charalter of an erthodox believer, but you will not be an
unbeliever in the divine authority of the Bible ; though you fhould
admit human miftakes and human opinions to exift in fome parts
of it. This I take tv be the firft ftep towards the removal of the
doubts of many {ceptical men; and when they are advanced thus
far, the grace of God, affifting a teachable difpofition, and a pious
intention, may carry them on to perfettion,

- As to Ruth, you do an injury to her charafter. She was not a
frolling country girl, She had been married ten years ; and being
left a widow without children, fhe accompanied her mother-in-law,

returning into her native country, out of which with her hufband
and her two fons fthe had been driven by a famine. The difturbances
in F‘rar;ce haye driven many men from their families to Amerie
ca: 1f, ten years hence, a woman having loft her hufband and her
children, fhould return to France with a daughter-in-law, weuld
you be juftified in calling the daughter-in-law a ftrolling couhtry
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36 Account of PuirLir MELANCTHON.

girl ? -.- But fhe * crept {lily to bed to her coufin Boaz.” — I da
not find it fo in the hiftory —as a perfon imploring proteftion,
fhe laid herfelf down at the foot of an aged kinfman’s bed, and
fhe rofe up with as much innocence as fhe had laid herfelf down,
She was afterwards married to Boaz, and reputed by all her neigh.
bours a virtnous woman ; and they were more likely to know her
charafler than you are. Whoever reads the book of Ruth, bear..
ing in mind the fimplicity of ancient manners, will find it an in-
terefting ftory of a poor young woman, following in a ftrange land

the advice, and affeCtionately attaching herfelf to the fortunes of
the mother of her deceafed hufband. '

[ To be continued. ]
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Interefting LETTERS of the amiable and celebrated Prrivie.
MEerLancTuON. To which are prefixed, The Life of that
Reformer, comprifing fome account of the Work of the Re.
formation : together with a view of the General Apoftacy of
the Chriftian World, with the oppofition occafionally made ta

 the Reign of Antichrift, previous to the Reformation.

To the Ep1ToR of the ARMINJIAN MAGAZINE.
Dear Sir,

T is really matter of furprife, that the admirable letters of that
great and good man, Pairip MELANCTHON, fhould be fo
little known in the Chriftian World, notwithftanding that for
their intrinfic excellence they may perhaps be ranked with any
of thofe of the moft illuftrious Writers of either ancient or mo-
dern times.
It will doubtlefs be no {mall recommendation to many readers,
to find that they were written during that great revival of religion,
which is generally termed the Reformation, by a man, not only
eminently wife and ufeful, but one who was much accuftomed to
the crofs : —a man afllited with many forrows, expofed to great
dangers, engaged in various labours, and perplexed with many em.
baraflments, in confequence of his peculiar fituation in the church
militant. :
 Melan&hon was certainly a man, who with uncommon talents
and great attainments, pofieffed much poverty of fpirit, and dead-
nefs to the world ; much chriftian charity and true benevolence:
and who was diftinguithed bv fuch meeknefs of {pirit and amiable-
nels of deportment, as has made his memory precious to the church
of Chrift, and his example worthy of the general imitation of the
fervants of our Lord. ' _
As his conne&@ions were very numerous, and his correfpondence
extenfive, fo his letters were written ona variety of occafions, under
different circumftances, and addreffed to perfons of all denomina
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