4 LETTER VIL
From the BisHor of LANDAFF to THOMAS PAINE.

: [ Concluded from page‘ 389. ]

OU want to know why Jefus did not thew himfelf to all the
people after his refurreion. --- This is one of Spinoza’s
objetions: and it may found well enough in the mouth of a jew,
withing to excufe the infidelity of his countrymen: but it is not
judicioufly adopted by deifts of other nations. Gop gives us the
means of health, but he does not force us to the ufe of them;
he gives us the powers of the mind, but he does not compel us
to the cultivation of thiem: he gave the jews opportunities of
feeing the miracles of Jefus, but he did not oblige them to be-
lieve them. They who perfevered in their incredulity after the
refurrection of Lazarus, would have perfevered alfo after the re
furretion of Jefus. Lazarus had been buriced four days, Jefus
but three : the body of Lazarus had begur to undergo corruption,
the body of Jefus faw no corruption; why fhould you expeét,
that they would have believed in Jefus on his own refurrection,
when they had not believed in him on the refurrection of Laza-
ms? When the pharifees were told of the refurreftion of La-
aarus, they, together with the chief priefts, gathered a council,
and faid --- ¢ What do we? for this man doeth many miracles.
If we let him thus alone, all men will believe on him ; --- then
fom’ that day forth they took counfel together to put him to
death.” The great men at Jerufalem, you fee, admitted that
Jefus had raifed Lazarus from the dead ; yet the belief of that
miracle did not generate conviftion that Jefus was the Chrift ;
it only exafperated their malice, and accelerated their purpofe of
deftroying him. Had Jefus thewn himfelf after his refurre&ion,
the chief priefts would probably have gathered another council,
have opened it with, What do we ? and ended it with a deter-
mination to put him to death. As to us, the evidence of the re-
furre@tion of Jefus, which we have in the New Teftament, is .
far more convincing, than if it had been related that he thewed
himfelf to every man in Jerufalem ; for then we thould have had
- @ fulpicion, that the whole ftory had been frabricated by the
Jews, - .
- You think Paul an improper witnefs of the refurrection, I
think him one of the fitteft that coald have been chofen ; and for
this reafon --- his teftimony is the teftimony of a former enemy.
He had, in his own miraculous converfion, fufficient ground for
changing his opinion as to a matter of fa& ; for bélieving that to
bivc'»bgc,n a fa&t, which he had formerly, through extreme pre-
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judice, confidered as a fable, For the truth of the refurreion
of Jefus he appeals to above two hundred and fifty living wit,
nefles ; and before. whom does he make this appeal ? --- Before
his enemies, who were able and willing to blaft his charattet,
if he had advanced an untruth. --- You know, undoubtedly, that
Paul had refided at Corinth near two years ; that, during a part
of that time, he had teftified to the jews, that Jefus was the
Chrift; that, finding the bulk of that nation obftinate in their
unbelief, he had turned to the gentiles; and had converted many
to the faith in Chrift ; that he left Corinth, and went to preacli |
the gofpel in other parts; that, about three years after he had
quitted Corinth, he wrote a letter to the converts which he had |
made in that place, and who after his departure had been fplit
into different falions, and had adopted different teachers in op-
pofition to Paul. From this account we may be certain, that
Paul’s letter, and every circumftance in it, would be minutely '
examined, The city of Corinth ‘was full of jews ; thefe mer
were, in general, Paul’s bitter enemies ; yet, in the face of them
all, ‘he afferts, ¢¢that iI]efus Chrift was buried ; that he rofs
again the third day; that he was feen of Cephas, then of the
twelve ; that he was afterwards feen of above five hundred bre-
thrén' at once, of whom the greater part were then alive. Ad
appeal to above 250 living witnefles, is a pretty ftrong proof ofd
fa& ; but it becomes irrefiftible, when the appeal is fubmitted to
the judgment of enemies. St. Paul, you muft allow, was 3
man’ of ability ; but he would have been an ideot, had he putit
in the power of his enemies to prove, from his own letter, thit
‘he was a lying rafcal. They neither proved, nor attempted ta
prove, any fuch thing; and therefore we may fafely conclude,
that the teftimony of Paul to the refurrettion of Jefus was true;
and it is a teftimony, in my opinion, of the greateft weight.

" You come, you fay, to the laft fcene, the afcenfion ; upon
which, in your opinion, ¢ the reality of the future miffion of
the difciples was to reft for proof.” --- I do rot agree with youin .
this, The reality of the future miffion of the apoftles might
have been proved, though Jefus Chrift had not vifibly afcendéd
into heaven, Miracles are the proper proofs of a divind
miffion ; and when Jefus gave the apoftles a commiffion to preach
the gofpel, he commanded” them to fiay at Jerufalem, till they
¢« were endued with power from on high.” Matthew has omit:
ted the mention of the afcenfion ; and John, you fay, hasnot
Baid a fyllable about it. I think otherwife. John has not given
an exprefs account of the 2fcenfion, ‘but has certainly faid fome:
thing about it; for he informs us, that Jefus faid to Mary -
% Touch me not; for I am riot yet afcended to my father but
go to my brethren, and fay urito them; ‘I afcend unto m}"fa?;e’
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gnd you fuher, and to my Gop and your Gop.” This s furcly
ﬁymg fomething about the afcenfion ; and if the fact of the af-
genfion be not related by John or Matthew, it may rcafonably
f,e fuppofed, that the omiflion was made, on account of the no-

toriety of the fa&, “T'hat the fa& was generally known, may be
jutly colleéted from the reference which Peter makes to it in the
hearing of all the jews, a very few days after it had happéned
¢ This Jefus hath Gop raifed up, whereof we all are wit-
nefles.” Therefore being by the right hand of God exalted.” ---
Paul bears teftimony alfo to the afcenfion, when he fays, that
Jefus was received up into glory. -As to the difference you con-
- tend for, between the account of the afcenfion, as given by Mark
and Luke, it does not exift; except in this, that Mark omits the
,gaﬁiCulars of Jefus going with his apoftles to Bethany, and
lefling them there, which are mentioned by Luke. But omis~ -
fions, I muft often put you in mind, are not contradittions.
You have now, you fay, ¢¢ gone through the examination of
the four books afcribed to Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John;
‘and when it is confidered that the whole fpace of time, from the
crucifixion to what is called the afcenfion, is but a few days, ap-
parently not more ‘than three or four, and that all the circum-
flances are reported to have happened ncar the fame fpot, Jeru-
falem, it is, I believe, impoffible to find, in any flory upon re-
¢ord, fo many, and fuch glaring abfurditics, contradittions, and
falfchoods, as are in thofe books.” — What am I to fay to this?
Am I to fay that, in writing this paragraph, you have forfeited
your character as an honeft man? Or, admitting your honefty,
im I to fay that you are grofsly ignorant of the fubjeét? Let
the reader judge. — John fays, that Jefus appeared to his difci-
ples at Jerufalem on the day of his refurretion, and that Tho-
mas was not then with them. —The fame John fays, that after .
tight days he appeared to them again, when Thomas was with -
them. — Now fir, how apparently three or four days can be con-
fitent with really eight days, 1 leave you to make out. But this
I not the whole of John's teftimony, either with refpeé to place
or.time— for he fays — After thefe things (after the two appear-
-ances .to the difciples at Jerufalem on the firft and on the eighth
day after the refurreGtion) Jefus fhewed himfelf again to his
dilciples at the fea of Tiberias. The fea of Tiberias, I prefume
Jou know, was in Galilez; and Galilee, you may know, was
ﬁ;{ty or feventy miles from Jerufalem ; it muft have taken the
@,_j_iplcs‘ fome time, after the cighth day, to travel from Jerufa- .
lem into Galilee. What, in your own infulting language to the
Priefts; what have you to anfwer, as to the fame fpat Ferufalem,
&1 your apparently three or four days 2— But this is not all,
Lpke, in the beginning of the Adls, refers to his gofpc;l,,and
N ays
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fays - ~ ¢ Chrift thewed himfelf alive after his paffion, by may
infallible proofs, being feen of the apofiles forty days, and fpei.
ing of the things pertaining to the kingdom of Gob :”’ — infty
of four, you perceive there were forty days between the crug.
fixion and the afcenfion. :

I need not, I truft, after this, trouble myfelf about the falf.
hoods and contradictions which you impute to the evangelift;
your readers cannot but be upon their guard, as to the credit du
to your aflertions, however bold and improper. You wil
fuffer me to remark, that the evangelifts were plain men; why,
convinced of the truth of their narration, and confcious of thei
own integrity, have related what they knew with adminbl
fimplicity. They feem to have faid to the jews of their*tim,
and to fay to the jews and unbelievers of all times—We hay
told you the truth ; and if you will not believe us, we have n
thing more to fay.—Had they been impoftors, they would hav
written with more caution and art, have obviated every cavi,
and avoided every appearance of -contradition. This they haw
not done ; and this I confider as a proof of their honeftyan
veracity. ' _ ,

John the baptift had given his teftimony to the truth of o
Saviour’s miffion in the moft unequivocal terms: he afterwars
fent two of his difciples to Jefus, to atk him whether he wa
yeally the expected Mefliah or not. Matthew relates both thel
circumftances : had the writer of the book of Matthew been
impoftor, would he have invalidated John’s teftimony, by bring:
ing forward his real or apparent doubt? Impoffible! Matthew,
having proved the refurre&ion of Jefus, tells us, that the eleven
difeiples went away into Galilee into a mountain where Jefus
had appointed them, and ¢ when they faw him, they worthip-
ped him : .but fome doubted.”—Would an impoftor, in the very
laft place where he mentions the refurreétion, and in the conclu-
fion of his book, have fuggefted fuch a cavil to unbelievers, a
to fay—fome doubted ? Impoffible! The evangelift has left usta
collett the reafon why fome doubted :—the difciples faw Jefus,
at a diftance, on the mountain; and fome of them fell down
and worfhipped him ; whilft others doubted whether the perfon
they faw was really Jefus; their doubt, however, could not have
lafted long, for in the very next verfe we are told, that Jefus
came and fpake unto them. :

Great and laudable pains have been taken by many learned
men, to harmonize the fcveral accounts given us by the evange-
lifts of the refurre@tion. It does not feem to me to be a mat-
ter of any great confequence to chriftianity, whether the ac-
counts can, in every minute particular, be harmonized or not;
fince there is no fuch difcordance in them, as to render the f;&
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in.a:court of juftice, thould give pofitive evidence of a fackt;
und three others thould afterwards be examined, and all of them
‘fhould confirm the evidence of the firft as to the fa&, but
fhould apparently differ from him and from each other, by be-
ii\g more or lefs particular in their accounts of the circumftances
attending the fact; ought we to doubt of the fa&, becaufe we
could not harmonize the evidence reipecting the circumftances
refating to it? The omiflion of any one circumftance (fuch as
that of Mary Magdalene having gone twice to the fepulchre ;
“or that of the angel having, after he had rolled away the fone
from the fepulchre, entered into the fepulchre) may render an
harmony impoffible, without having recourfe to fuppofition to
fupply defect. You deifts laugh at all fuch attempts, and call
them prieftcraft. I think it better then, in arguing with you,
10 admit that there may be (not granting,- however, that there
is} an irreconcileable differance between the evangelifts in fome
of their accounts refpeting the life of Jefus, or his refurrection.
—Beit fo; what then? Does this difference, admitting it to
be real, deftroy the credibility of the gofpel hiftory in any of
its eflential points? Certainly, in my opinion, not. As I
Jook upon this to be a general anfwer to moft of your deiftical
chjedtions, F profefs my fincerity, in faying that I confider it
satrue and fufficient anfwer; and I leave it to your confider~
ation, I have, purpofely, in the whole of this difcuffion, been
filent as to the infpiration of the evangelifts; well knowing that
joi would have rejeéted, with fcorn, any thing I could have
fiid on that point : but, in difputing with a deift, I do moft
folemnly contend, that the chriftian religion is true, and wor-
tiy of all acceptation, whether the evangelifts were infpired
or ‘not. :

~.Unbelievers, in general, wifh to conceal their fentiments ;
they have a decent refpect for public opinion; are cautious of
affronting the religion of their country; fearful of undermin-
 ing the foundations of civil fociety. Some few have been more
daring, but lefs judicious; and have, without difguife, pro-
fefled their unbelief. But you are the firft who ever fwore that
he was an infidel, concluding your dciftical creed with—So help
meGod! I pray that God may help you; that hc may,
through the influence of his holy fpirit, bring you to a right
mnd: convert you to the rcligion of his Son, whom out of his
abundant love to mankind, he fent into the world, that all who
Believe in him fhould not perith, but have everlafting lifc.

'YO'u fwear, that you think the chriftian religion is not true.
Tgive full credit to your oath: it is an oath in confirmation—of
¥hat?—of an opinion.—It proves the fincerity of your. de-
- i claration
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claration of your opinion ; but the opinion, notwithftanding t
qath, may be either true or falfe. Permit me to produce toyy
an oath net confirming an opinion, butafaét; it is the oath of §,
Paul, when he fwears to the Galatians, that, in what he'tol}
them of his miraculous converfion, he did not tell a li:
« Now the things which I write unto you, behold, before Gy,
1 lie not.”—Do but give that credit to Paul which I givey;
you, do but confider the difference between an opinion and
fa&, and 1 fhall not defpair of your becoming a chriftian,
Dcifm, you fay, confifts in a belief of one God, and a
imitation ‘of his moral charafter, or the ‘practice of what i
called virtue ; and in this (as far as religion is concerned) you
reft all your hopes.—There is nothing in deifm but whatisi
chriftianity, but there is much in chriftianity which is not'n
deifm. “The chriftian has no doubt concerning a future flate;
every deift, from Plato to Thomas Paine, is on this fubjed
overwhelmed with doubts infuperable by human reafon. The
chriftian has no miigivings as to the pardon of penitent finnen,
through the interceffion of a mediator; the deift is harrafi
with apprehenfion left the moral juftice of God fhould deman,
with .inexorable rigour, punithment for tranfgreffion. The
chriftian has no doubt concerning the lawfulnefs and the effica
of prayer; the deift is difturbed on this point by abftra& con.
fiderations concérning the goodnefs of God, which wants nott
be intreated ; concerning his forefight, which has no needd
our information; concerning his immutability, which cannot
be changed through our fupplication. The chriftian admits the
providence of God, and the liberty of human acions ; the deif

is involved in great difficuities, when he undertakes the proof of

either. The chriftian has affurance that the Spirit of God will
help his infirmities ; the deift does not deny the poffibility that
God may have accels to the -human mind, but he has no groun
to believe the fa&t of his either enlightening the underftanding
influencing the will, or purifying the heart. .

LIFE OF PHILIP MELANCTHON,

‘ [ Cuntinued from page 395. ] :
CHAP 1V. The Providence of Gop watches over the Affai
of the Church. Strange notions refpefiing the Rcformatin
Seme Account of Luther. . Licentioufnefs of Pope Leo X, 3
bas Recourfe to the Sale of Indulgences. Tetzel wvends them i
Saxony.  Luther oppofes Tetzel — Publifbes Ninety five Thefe
and begins the Reformation. The Servants of God poorly 1
warded for their Labours. Remarkahle Dream of the Eltjz
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