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CCLETTER X - |

m the Bisgor of LANDAFF to THOMAS PAINE.
' o [ Continued from page 441. ]
FTVH E- remaining part of your work can hardly be madeé the
L - fubject of animadverfion. It principally confifts of un-
#Hupported affertions, "abufive appellations, illiberal farcafms,
rifes of words, profane babblings, and oppsfitions of [cience falfely
4called. 1 am hurt at being, in mere juftice to the fubjed,
nder the neceffity of ufing fuch harfh language ; and am fin-
crely forry that, from what caufe I know not, your mind has
geeived ‘2 wrong bias in every point refpeting revealed religion.
[ou’ are -capable of better things; for there is a philofophical
iblimity in fome of your ideas, when you fpeak of the Supreme
ng, as the creator of the univerfe. ‘That you may not accufe
of difrefpect, in pafling over any part of your work without
eftowing proper attention upon it, I will wait upon you through
what you call your — conclufion. ‘ '
. You refer your reader to the former part of the Age of Rea-
ofon; in which you have fpoken of what you efteem three frauds
i—myftery, miracle, and prophecy. — I havc not at hand the
dook to which you refer, and know not what you have faid on
thefe fubjefts; they are fubje&s of great importance, and we,
probably, thould differ eflentially in our opinion concerning them;
but, I'confefs, I am not forry to bec excufed from examining
what you have faid on thefe points. The fpecimen of your rea-
foning, what is now before me, has taken from mc every inchi-

nation to trouble either my reader, or myfelf, with any obferva-
tions on your former book. - ’

- Yot admit the poflibility of Gobp’s revealing his will to man ;
yet ¢ the thing fo revealed,” you fay, ¢ is revelation to the
gerfon only to whom it is made; his account of it to another s:
“:not revelation,” — T'his is true ; his account is fimple teftimony.
You add, there is m ¢ poffible criterion to judge of the truth
of what he fays.” —This I pofitively deny; and contend, that
real miracle, perfprmed in atteftation of a revealed truth, is a
rain criterion by which we may judge of the truth of that at-
flation. I am perfeétly aware of the objections which may be
sMmade to this pofitiony I have examined them with care ; I ac-
knowledge them. to be.of weight ; but I do not fpeak unadvifedly,
~as withing to diftate to other men, when I fay, that I am
rfuaded the pofition is true.  So thought Mofes, when, in the
atter of Korah, he faid to the Ifraclites — ¢ If thefe men die
¢ ¢ommon death of- all-men, then the Lord hath not fent Iéle."
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—So thought Elijah, when he faid—¢ Lord Gop of Abrahj
Ifaac, and of Ifrael, let it be known this day, that thou art G
in Ifrael, and that I am thy fervant; "—and the people, bef
whom he fpake, were of the fame opinion ; for, when the-fire gf-
the Lord fell, and confumed the burnt-facrifice, they faid— -
The Lord, he is the Gop.” —So thought our Saviour, when he.
faid—¢¢ The works that I do in my Father’s name, they bear -
witnefs of me ;”—and, ¢ If I do not thc works of my Father,
believe me not.” What reafon have we to believe Jefus fpeak.
ing in the gofpel, and to difbelieve Mahomet fpeaking in the
Koran? Both of them lay claim to a divine commiffion; and -
yet we receive the words of the one as a revelation from Gop,
and we reje&t the words of the other as an impofture of man,
The reafon is evident; Jefus eftablifhed his pretenfions, not by
" alledging any fecret communication with the Deity, but by work-
ing numerous and indubitable miracles in the prefence of thou-
- fands,. and which the moft bitter and watchful of his enemies
could not difallow; but Mahomet wrought no miracles atall,
—Nor is a miracle the only criterion by which we may judge of
the truth of a revelation. If a feries of prophets thould, thro’
a courfe of many centuries, predi¢t the appearance of a certain
perfon, whom Gop would, at a particular fime, fend into the
world for a particular end; and at length a perfon thould appear,
in whom all the predictions were minutely accomplifhed ; fucha
completion of prophecy would be a criterion of the truth of- that
revelation, which that perfon thould deliver to mankind. Orif
a perfon fhould now fay, (as many falfe prophets have faid, and
are daily faying,) that he had a commiffion to declare the will of
Gob; and, as a proof of his veracity, fhould predict — that,
after his death, he would rife from the dead on the third day;—
the completion of fuch a prophecy would, I prefume, be a fuffi
cient criterion of the truth of what this man might have faid con-
cerning the Will of Gop. Now I tell'you, (fays Jefus to his difci- |
ples, concerning Judas, who was to betray him, ) beforeit come, that -
when it is come to pafs ye may believe that I am he.  In various
parts of the gofpels our Saviour, with the utmoft propricty,
" claims to be received as the meflenger of Gop, not only from
the miracles which he wrought, but from the prophecies which
were fulfilled in his perfoen, and from the preditions which_he
himfelf delivered. Hence, inftead of there being no criterion
by which we may judge of the truth of the chriftian revelation,
there are clearly three. It is an eafy matter to ufe an indecorous
flippancy of language in fpeaking of the chriftian religion, and
with a fupercilious negligence to clafs Chrift and his apofd‘?
amongft the impoftors who have figured in the world; butitis
not, I think, an eafy matter for any man, of good fenfe and
found erudition, to make an impartial examination into any ?{‘8
of -
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¢ thee grounds of Chnﬁlamty which I have here mentioned,
rejectit. -

What is it, you afk, the Bible teaches ?—The prophet Micah
all-anfwer you: it teaches us,—<“to do Juﬁly and to love
ercy, and to walk humbly with our Gob ;”"—juftice, mercy,
- gfid'piety, inftead of what you contend for—rapine, cruelty, and
“surder. What is it, you demand, the Teftament teaches us ?
“You anfwer your queftion — to belicve that the Almighty com-
-mitted debauchery with a woman. — Abfurd and impious affer-
“tin! No, fir, no; this profane do&rme, this miferable ftuff,
this blafphemous perverfion of feripture, is your doftrine, not
it of the New Teftament. I will tell you the leffon which
it teaches to infidels as well as to believers ; itis a leffon which
philofophy never taught, which wit cannot ridicule, nor fophiftry
‘difprove ; the leffon is this —¢¢ The dead fhall hear the voice of
. the SoN of Gop, and they that hear fhall live : —all that are in
 their graves fhall come forth ; they that have done good, unto
- the refurreCtion of life; and they that havc done evil, unto the
refurreéhon of damnation.”

The moral precepts of the gofpel are fo well fitted to pro-
mote the happinefs of mankind in this world, and to prepare hu-
man nature for the future enjoyment of that blcﬁ'ednefs, of which,
in our prefent ftate, we can ferm no conception, that I had no
expectation they would have met with your difapprobation. You
fay, however,— ¢ As to the fcraps of morality that are irregu-
larly and thinly fcattered in thofe books, they make no part of
the pretended thing, revealed religion.” — ¢¢ Whatfoever ye
would that men fhould do to you, do ye evenfo to them.” — Is
this a fcrap of morality ? Is it not rather the concentered effence
of all ethics, the vigorous root from which every branch of mo-
ral duty towards each other may be derived ? Duties, you know,,
are diftinguithed by moralifts into duties of perfeét and imperfe&
obligation : does the Bible teach you nothing, when it inftruéts
jou, that this diftin&tion is done away ? when it bids you ¢ put
on bowels of mercies, kindnefs, humblenefs of mind, meeknefs,
lbng-fuffermg, forbearing one another and forgiving one another,
if any man have a quarrel againft any.” "Thefe, and precepts

fuch as thefe, you will in vain look for in the codes of Frederic,
or Fuftinian; you cannot find them in our ftatute books ; they
“Wwere not taught, nor are they taught, in the fchools of heathen
philofophy ; or, if fome one or two of them fhould chance to be
r(lanced at by a Plato, a Seneca, or a Cicero, they are not bound
Upon the confciences of mankind by any fan@ion. Itisin the
gofpel, and in the gofpel alone, ‘that we learn their importance ;
" aés of benevolence and brotherly love may be to an unbeliever
'Yoluntary adts, to a chriftian they are mdxfpcnfable duties.— Is a
new




534  Bithop of Laxoarr’s Apolegy for the Brery, =
.new. commandment no part of revealed religion? ¢
commandment I give unto you, That ye love one.anotk
the law of chriftian benevolence is enjoined us by Chrift hi
in the moft folemn manner, as the diftinguithing badge o
being his difciples. | .
Two precepts you particularize as inconfiftent with the dignity.
and the nature of man — that of not refenting injuries, and thag
~ of loving enemies. — Who but yourfelf ever interpreted literally” |
~ the proverbial phrafe—¢¢ If a man {mite thee on thy right check,
turn to him the other alfo ?’—Did Jefus himfelf turn the other.
cheek when the officer of the high prieft fmote him? It is evis
dent, that a patient acquiefcence under flight perfonal injuries is.
here cnjoined; and that a pronenefs to revenge, which inftigates
men to favage acls of brutality, for every trifling offence, is for."
- bidden. As to loving enemics, it is explained, in-another place,
to mean, the doing them all the good in our power; ¢¢if thine
enemy hunger, feed him ; if he thirft, give him drink ;” and
what think you is more likely to preferve peace, and to promote
kind affe®ions amongft men, than the returning good for evil?
Chriftianity does not order us to love in proportion to the injury
— ¢t does not offer a premium for a crime,” —it orders us
to let our benevolence extend alike to all, that we may emulate”

the benignity of Gop himfelf,- who maketh < his fun to rife on
the evil and on the good.” . ' ,

In the law of Mofes, retaliation for deliberate injuries ha
been ordained —an eye for an eye, a tooth for a tooth.—Ariflatle;
in his treatife of morals, fays, that fome thought retaliation of
perfonal wrongs an equitable proceeding ;  Rbadamanthus is faid

‘to have given it his fanétion; the decimviral laws allowed it;
the common law of England did not forbid it; and it is faid to
be ftill the law of fome countries, even in chriftendom: but the
mild {pirit of chriftianity abfolutely prohibits, not only the reta-
liation of injuries, but the indulgence of every refentful pro-
penfity. :
~ <« It has been,” you affirm, ¢ the fcheme of the chriftian .

- church te hold man in ignorance of the creator, asitis of govern-

“ment to hold him in ignorance of his rights.” — I appeal to the
plain fenfe of any honeft man to judge whether this reprefentation

be true in either particular. 'When he attends the fervice of the
church, does he difcover any defign in the minifter to keep him
in ignorance of his creator ? Are not the public prayers in which
he joins, the leffons which are read to him, the fermons which

are preached to him, all calculated to imprefs upon his mind a

firong convition of the mercy, juftice, holinefs, power, and

wifdom of the one adorable Gobp, blefled for ever? By thele

means which the chriftian church hath provided for our inftruc-
: C o3 - tion,




———

Bithop of -LAﬁDAFg’s Apology fg;_&xe.BlnLg.‘ 538

I-will venture to fay, that the moft unlearned congregation
iFchniftians in Great Britain have more juft and fublime con-
gons of the Creator, a more perfe€ knowledge of their duty
ds him, and a fironger inducement to the practice of vir-
olinefs, and temperance, than all the philofophers of all
' the heathen countries in the world ever had, or now have. If,.
' indeed, your fcheme fhould take place, and men fhould no longer.
believe their Bible, then would they foon become as ignorant
of the Creator, as all the world was when Gob called Abraham
' from his kindred ; and as all the world, which has had no com-
" munication with either jews or chriftians, now is. Then would.
' they foon bow down to ftocks and ftones, kifs their hand (as
they did in the time of Job, and as the poor African does now,)
o the moon walking in brightnefs, and deny the God that is above s,
then would they worfhip Jupiter, Bacchus, and Venus, and.
emulate, in the tranfcendent flagitioufnefs of. their lives, the ims
pure morals of their gods. '

What defign has government to keep men in ignorance of their
rights? None whatever.—All wife ftatefmen are perfuaded that
the more men know of their rights, the better fubjeéts they-
will become. Subjedts, not from neceflity but cheice, are the
firmeft friends of every government. The people of Great
Britain are well acquainted with their natural and focial rights ;-
they underftand them better than the people of any other country-
do;:they know that they have a right to be free, not only from.
the capricious tyranny of any one man’s will, but from the more
afli¢ting defpotifm of republican fations; and it is this very,
knowledge which attaches them to the conftitution of their coun-
ty. I have no fear that the people fhould know too much of
their rights: my fear is that they fhould not know them in all
their relations, and to their full extent. = The government does
not defire that ‘'men fhould remain in ignorance of their rights ;
but it both defires, and requires, that they thould not difturb the
| public peace, under vain pretences; that they thould make them-
~ felves acquainted, not merely with the rights, but with the duties
alfo of men in civil fociety. I am far from ridiculing (as fome
have done)- the rights of man; I have long ago underftood, that
the poor as well as the rich, and that the rich as well as the poor,
have, by nature, fome rights, which no human government can
juftly. take from them, without their tacit or exprefs confent;
and fome alfo, which they themfelves have no power to furren-
der to any government. One of the principal rights of man, in
a ftate either of nature or of fociety, is a right of preperty in
the fruits of his induftry, ingenuity, or good fortune. — Does
government hold any man in ignorance of this right? So much
~ Vor. XX. Nov. 1797. - the .
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the contrary, that the chief care of government is to decliy:
afcertain, modify, and defend this right; mnay, it gives ﬁg‘hﬁ
where nature gives none; it protects the goods of an intefiate;
and it allows a man, at his death, to difpofe of that PIOPCﬁyZ‘
which the law of naturc would caufe to revert into the comme
flock. Sincercly as I am attached to the liberties of manking,
¥ cannot but profefs mylclf an utter enemy to that fpurious ph.
Iofophy, that democratic infanity, which would equalize g
property, and level all diftinctions in civil focicty. Perfon)
diftinctions, arifing from" fuperior probity, learning, eloquenc,
fkill, courage, and from every other excellency of talents, are
the very blood and nerves of the body politic ; they animate the |
.whole, and invigorate every part ; without them; it’s bone
would become reeds, and it’s marrow water ; it would prefently
fink "into a fetid fenfelefs mafs of corruption. — Power may be
ufed for private ends, and im oppofition to the public good;
rank may be improperly conferred, and infolently fuftained; '
riches may be wickedly acquired, and vicioufly applied: butas
this is neither neceffarily, nor generally the cafe, I cannot agree -
with thofe who, in- afferting the natural equality of men, fpum

the inflituted diftinctions attending power, rank, and riches, —

But- } mecan not to enter into any difcuffion on this fubjed,

farther than to fay, that your c¢rimination of government appears

to me to be wholly unfounded ; and to exprefs my hope, thatno

one individual will be {o far nnifled by difquifitions on ihe rights

of man, as to think that he has any right to do wrong, asto

forget that other men have rights as well .as he,

- [ T be concluded in the next. |
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A Short Account of Mr. Wizriam ErLioT, who departed this
Life, May 5, 1797; in'a Letter from Mr. DixxEn, toth
Ebpiror, -

WILLI‘AM ELLIOT was born in the city of Cork,
Auguft 14, 1780. His parents being religious, took
great pains to inftruét him in the leading truths of the Gofpel;
and the Lord was pleafed to blefs their pious endeavours, fo that
he had the fear of Gop from his youth; was obedient to his
parents, . courteous to; all, and manifefted a defire to ufe the
means of Grace. At length l1c became a member of the Metho-
dift Society, in which he ccmtinued for fome time: But neg-
ledting to watch and pray, he:loft his ferioufnefs, adopted a light
and trifiing {pirit, was drawn, afide from the good path, and nar-
rowly efcaped the infidelity cif the day. The Lord, whofe Vt'l-f-:
dom is a great decp, vifited ] 2im with affli&tion about laft Chrift:
mas: the diforder at firft, fcemed to be a heavy cold, but ter-
fminated in a rapid confumpti on. One



