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PREFACE

| HAT I here offer to the Reader,
W s only part, of a difcourfe which I
 sntended to publifh, "tdl I bad read
she Trial of the Witnefles of the Refurrec-
tion of Chrift, Tk’ other pamphlets appear'd
ot that time wherein the objeltions of the ad-
verfaries were very well anfawer'd, yet I thought
that fome parts of the fubjelt were fiill capa-
ble of improvement; at leafl, that the [ame
 arguments might be placed in a new light ac-
cording to the particular apprebenfion, or ability,
of the Writer, by which means different rea-
ders might be comvinced, or affelted.  But the
abcvemention' d Author writes with [fuch a fupe-
riority of gemius, thatbehasleft no room for: any
new matter, and with fucha peculiar felicsty as
tomethod.and manner, #hat i feem’d as impof-

fible to fay the fame things after bim without*
injuring the argument, as to find out any thimg
which did not occur to bis uncommon: fagacity.
But I fhall (ay no more of this excellent per-
Jormance, fince I might aswell attempt to imi-
tate #, as to do jufbice to its charadier.

What
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Hhat then could induce me to trouble the

publick with any thing upon a fubject fo well
bandled, and ordy upon a particular part of 1t ¢

The f afon of the year obliging me to revif¢
my papers upon the RefurreCtion of Chrift, 1
found® I had confider'd fome qf the objections
agazzﬁ it with a different view from other
writers, which gave me amrg/' on to make fome
[eafinable remarks, and to obviate fome funda-
mental errors that run thro' all the moderr
writers on the wnhdel fide, I can’t tell whe-
ther this apology will be adwitted as a reafm-
able one, neither am I much concern’d about i,
I bave wery little regard to my reputation as
a writer, if I can but fhew the fincerity of my
ntentions as a Chrifhan, I bad much rather
be accufed of impertinence, than be fufpected
£0 want a vecoming zeal for Religion. I bave
one thing farther to add, that if the regder
fhould think lss time loft 1n perufing this dif-
courfe, I bave taken care, by making 1t wvery
fhort, that be fball lpfe but little,

May 1. 1731.
Temple Bar.

The



The Fitnefs of the

WITNESSES

OF

Chrift’'s Refarrection.

HE refurre&tion of Chrift being

! a matter of fact fo eflential o the

- truth of Jis religion, and the foun-
dation of our faith and hope, unbelievers
have been particularly induftrious to raife
objeCtions againft it. Among other difli-
culties that have been ftarced upon this
important {ubjed, it has been urged, that
his appearance after his refurrection was not
publick enough; and the witnefles, both fcr
number and quality, not aniwerable to the
weight which was to be laid upon their tef-
timony. ‘The hiftory of Chrift’s refurrec-
tion informs us that, tho' he appear’d gpenly,
yet he did not appear to 4/l the people, to
the multitude of the Fews, but only to a
Jeleét number of perfons appointed to be
witnefles of it to the reft of the world,
Thefe-chofen witnefles were the twelve Apo-
| B SHes




(2)
fles only ; for, though Chnift appeared to

others, as well as unto.them, even to five
hundred of his Difciples at one time, yet
only the Apoftles were appointed to bear
publick teftimony to the truth of his refur-
reCtion. It 1s farther urged, with regard to
the manner of his appearance, that the wit-
nefies were improperly chofen, in refpect to
their fation and circumfances.  The feveral
exceptions againft them may all be reduced
under the three following heads, which
fhall be the fubje¢t of my prefent difcourfe.

The fir} objection is, That Chrift did
not appear in a more publick manner to the
multitude of the unbelieving ews, when
his appearance was of fuch gublick and um-
verfal concern to them.

24y, Becaufe he did not appear to the
Priefts and Rulers, who, it is pretended,
were the perfons more immediately con-
cern’'d in matters relating to their religion,
and government.

2@, That he appeared only to his parti-
cular friends and followers, whofe teftimony
cannot be fo fatisfaltory to us as that of
his enemies would have been.

I am not forward to dive into the fecret
counfels of the all-wife God, thinking it

moerc

by
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more becoming our limited capacities to
reft fatished with the methods of provi-
dence, than to undertake the folution of
them upon precarious conjeCtures; but, as
far as we are concerned in thefe queftions,
we are able, upon rafwnal grounds, to vin-
dicate the #ifdom and Goodnefs of God ;
which, by his affiftance, I fhall now endea-
vour to do.

Firft 1t 15 objelted, that Chrift did not
appear, after his refurre@ion, in a more
publick manner, to the multitude of the un-
believing Fews, when his appearance was of
{uch publick and univerfal concern to them.

This objeCtion muft be confider'd under
two different refpects.

I. As it concerns the convi®ion of man-
kind 1n general,

II. As 1t relates to the Jews in part-
cular.

1%, Then I am to confider this objection
in refpect to the convition of mantind in
general.  The objeCtion above mentioned is
founded wpon this fuppofition, that a more

publick appearance, to the multitude of the
Jews, would have givena more convincing

B2 evidence
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evidence of the truth of his refurreGion,
than the teftimony of a feleéf number of
perfons, however qualified, is able to give
us. But I cannot help thinking it morally
impoffivle that the world in general could
have had fo good evidence, if Chrift bad
appeared in fo publick a manner, as we have
now upon the teftimony of the twelve A-
poftles only ; unlefs we fuppofe, what can-
not be fuppofed, that a// the people would
have been converted by his appearance, and
have continued ftedfaft in the faith, For,
befides that 4/l the people were not gualified
to be witnefles of his Refurre&ion, a// of
them not being fufficiently acquainted with
his perfon, which muft have occafioned va-
riety of opinions concerning the reality of
it ; befides this, I fay, the Fews, (efpecially
the gricfts and rulers, who had a mighty

miluence upon the people) had obftinately
refifted the evidence of many and extraor-

dinary miracles, and confpired to put Chrift
to death only for raifing Lazarus to life; fo
that they were not likely to be converted by

the RefurreCtion of Chriff bimfelf. They
who had afcribed one of the greateft of his

miraculous works to the operation of the
Devil, might with equal reafon have refolved

2 this



(5)
this appearance of Chritt into a “delufion
and impofition upon their fenfes, by the ope-
ration of a diabolical power: At leaft, they

had impudence enough to have denied the
fa&, and to have ufed all pofiible means, as

well to prevent the belief of it in others,
as to force them to a denial of it. Their
fuborning the foldiers to {wear that the
Difciples of Chrift came by night and flole
bis body out of the fepulchre while they were
afleep, thews, beyond contradiction, that they
would have left no methods of corruption
unattempted, and that the pegple, either for
the lucre of a little money, or from the
dread of perfecution, would have afferted, or
deny’d any thing., This then being the cafe,

(and I think 1t a very clear and obvious
one) what would have been the confe-
quence? Why, that there would have been
contradiffory evidence upon record, fome

affirming, others denying the truth of Chrift's
Refurrettion ; nay, the very fame witnefes,

at different times, both gjfirming and denying .
it. Now, if Chrift had appeared to fuch a

large and mixed multitude of people, fome
of whom would have contraditted, not only

one another, but z‘bemﬁ’/ves how could we,
at this diftance of time, come at the rtrue

knowledge
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knowledge of fuch a variety of charafters,
and other intricate circumftances, in order
to judge whofe teftimony is the moft cre-
dible, or whether the fa& be, upon the
whole, worthy of our belief, or not. Much
lefs could fuch a contradictory teftimony be
equally fatisfaCtory to us with that of a
fele@ number of witneffes, all of them
competent judges of the fad, all of them
agreeing in their report, all of them con-
firming their teftimony by miracles, and at
laft fealing it with their blood.

But, if the teftimony of others may be
to us the ground of a reafonable affent to
the truth of any fa& (which, I prefume,
will not be difputed) the queftion will
be, not whether a more publick manifefta-
tion of Chriflt to 4/ the people, to the
whole multitude of the Fews, would have
been more fatisfatory to them; or whether
their teftimony would not have been to s
a {tronger evidence of his refurrection, than
the teftimony of the Apoitles; I fay, this
will 7ot be the queftion ; but whether the
teftimony of the Apoftles, who were cho-
fen by God to be witnefles of it to the
world, be not a fuficient evidence of it. For,
whenever God is pleafed to require our

affent
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affent to any matter of fa®, he is not
obliged to give us 4/ the evidence, where-
of the fa@ is capable, but only fuch a de-
gree of evidence upon which we may build
a rational conviction. Suppofe, for inftance,
that any matter of fact done at any diftant
part of this kingdom were attefted by a cer-
tain number of credible perfons, would any
of us think it a reafonable objection againft
~ the truth of ir, that it might have been at-

tefted by a greater number, if it be already
fufficiently attefted? We are very ready to

allow, that, in proportion to the weight and
confequence of any dofirine, or fa&, it

feems reafonable that we fhould have clearer
and ftronger proof. In-fome cafes, of leffer
moment, buman laws are {atisfied with - oze
witnefs, in others of a more important na-
~ ture, they proceed with more caution, and
require the pofitive evidence of #wo perfons.
So likewife in the bufinefs of religion, the
making of a new revelation to mankind,
upon which depend our efernal life, or death,
we may here expet to meet with ftronger
evidence than any femporal concern requires-
Yet this kind of reafoning muft be managed
with a great deal of caution, or it will lead
us 1nto infidelity. As to the point now

under
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under confideration, the truth of Chnift’s
Refurredtion, it being 2 matter of {uch infi-

nite moment, it feems reafonable that the
evidence thould bear fome degree of proportion
to the mportance of the truth. But if we
argue too clofely from the smfimife diftance
berween the importance of things femporal
and efernal, requiring a degree of evidence
proportionably greater in one cafe, than in the
other, we may require fuch an srrefiflible
evidence as will leave no room for the exer-
cife of humility, and a due regard to the
wif{dom of God in his difpenfations; or, in-
deed, for the exercife of our faith, confi-
dered under any proper notion of it. 'Where-
fore in all our relizious enquiries let us at-
tend principally to #bis confideration, whe-
ther the thing be highly credible 7z 2££/f,
and fuch as would fausfy us in affairs relat-
ing to the grefent hfe, without attempting to
determine exalfly what degree of evidence
any particular truth requires. If infinite
Wifdom had thought it fitting, the Refurrec-
tion of Chrift might have been manifefted
1n 2 more publick manner, and attefted by a
greater number; but if it be already fuffi-
ciently attefted, it is highly unreafonable to
reject a credible teftimony, only becaufe the

.. goodnefs



(9)

goodnefs of God might have granted us 2
teftimony f#/) more convincing, tho' his ju/~
tice did not oblige him to do 1t, and his i/
dom did not think it expedient. Thus far I
have confider'd the objettion, as it affects
the convi&tion of mankind in general; which
is a confideration more worthy the wifdom
and goodnefs of God, than the unreafonable
demands of bardened infidels. S
23y, As to the Fews, in particular, if 2
more extraordinary method of convition
feems requifite for the converfion of fuch
inveterate enemies, than for others who
were better difpofed to beliéve the truth of
Chrift'sRefurrection, This gave them no right
at all to demand it ; neither was it confiftent
with the fettled purpofes of God that they
fhould have been convinced in fuch an ex-
traordinary manner. Their obdurate tem-
per, which arofe from their own lufts and
paflions, was in 1tfelf highly criminal, de-
{erving rather the Divine vengeance, than any
particular marks of favour and goodnefs.
Their flownefs of heart to believe the mi-
racles of our Saviour, and to embrace his
doctrine, proceeded from their inveterate
malice, and their malice was the ¢ffeét only
of their pride and ambition, which difdain’d
C | Cl'UCi:
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a crucified Redeemer; and of their impure
and carnal affeGions, which were impatient
of the reftraint of his holy precepts. But
vas God obliged to have any regard to their
wicked indifpofition, {o as to proportion the
degree of evidence to the exigency of their
wants, which they had waluntarily brought
upon themielves ¢ Or how could he do it
confiftently with his predictions concerning
their deftruction for not believing in him
{ooner? God had afforded them {ufficient
means of conviction by the many miracles
which Chrift had wrought among them in
his life-time, for rejec¢ting which they jultly
merited that judicial vifiration which God
determined and denounced againft them. If
therefore, after this, God had ufed any ex-
tracidinary means for their conviction, he
had not only done more for them than they
had any reafon to expect, but he muft have
deftroy’d his own immutable purpofes, and
falfified his own unerring predictions.

But 2¢%, 1t may be objected that, tho’ God
was not obliged to fatisfy the unreafonable
demands of harden’d infidels by manifefting
the Refurrection of Chrift to 4/ the people
of the Jews, yet why did he not appear to

the
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the priefls and rulers, who may be thought
the moft proper perfons to be concerned 1n
a tranfaGion that related to their relrgron
and government ¢

But this objeftion has no foundation but
in the impotent wifhes of unbelievers, no
force befides what it may chance to acquire
from the pofitive air with which they en-
deavour to hide its weaknefs. If there be
any real ftrength in the argument, it muft
arife either from the nature of the thing,
that is, from the confideration of their pub-
lick flation and authority, which gave them
a right to demand {uch a perfonal appearance
to them ; or from fome exprels prom:fe of
God, that Chrift fhould appear perfonally,
after his Refurreétion, to the preefls and
rulers.

1. But there 1s no reafon in the nature of
things that obliged Providence to grant them
that particular evidence; they could not
claim it 1n right of their publick flation and
guthorsty, Even in a tranfation between
two independent nations, kings do not appear
in perfon, but {fend others in their name,
with proper credentials, to a& for them.
But this affair, of the Refurredtion of Chrift,
was a tranfaétion between the Sovereign of

Ca2 the
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the world, and his creatures, who were all
equally obliged to {ubmit to his will, and
not entitled to make any demands for /-
gular privileges. In this cafe, therefore,
which was a tranfation between God and
them, and not between them and their 77-
feriors, there was no diftinétion of governors
and people; they were all, both rulers and
people, as creatures, upon a Jevel ; and God
was not obliged to afford them, as being
governors, any other evidence than what he
thought proper for the reft of the nation,
and of mankind in general. No body can
pretend that the priefis and #wlers could not
have fofficient reafon to telieve the Refur-
rection of Chrift, without being eye-witne/fes
of it, becaufe then there would be no ratio-
nal ground for our aflent to any fact unlefs
we had feen it. This affertion, fure, is too
grofs to be offer'd, or admitted, by any one.
But if any part of the Jew:/b nation, or man-
kind in general, might be required to believe
the Refurreétion of Chrift upon the teftimo-
ny of thofe who were eye-witneffes of it, why
not the preefs and rujers, as well as private
perfons, as well as diffant ages and nations?
They might have fufficzent evidence, with-
out the evidence of /fenfe, and it is abfurd to

s fay,

“‘j
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fay, that they might rationally demand more

evidence than what was {ufhcient for a ra-
tional conviltion.

2. And as to any exprefs promife of God,
that Chrift ‘thould appear perfonally to the

priefls and rulers after his Refurrettion, no-
thing of that kind is -to be found in his

word. God did, indeed, promife that the

gofpel thould fi7/ be preached to the Fews.
And in order to fx/fil his promife, and pre-
ditions relating to the life and ations ef
Chrift, Chrit did appear publickly among
them, in their freets and market-places; in
the [ynagogues, and in the femple; he con-
verfed with them, and explained the fcrip-
tures to them; he wrought various and
mighty works among them, the truth of
which they acknowledged, tho’ they de-
nied the Divine power by which they were
wrought ; but where is there any promife
that the priefls and 7ulers {hould be eye-wit-
neffes of this particular falt? Or how was
providence obliged to grant them any fuch
favour ! It has been very juftly obferved, by
the author of the Trial of the Witneffes, that
Chrift's particular commiffion to the Fews
ceafed at his death ; that they having finally
rejeked him, he took his final leave of #hem,

and
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and declared that they thould fee him no
more, and confequently that he could not
appear to them without falfifying his own
declarations. But bad the claim of the
Fews 1o fingular advantages, as being the
peculiar people of God, ftill fubfifted in the

ftrongeft manner, this nafwnal prerogative
did not give the rulers in particular a right
to be eye-witneffes of any particular fa&t, or
miracle, relating to their religzon and govern-
ment: Neither could any genera/ promife
made to the Fewifb nation be the foundation
of any fuch claim, becaufe it might be ful-
fill'd, if cthe rulers, by any means whatfo-
ever, had fufficient evidence of the truth of
fuch facts, whether from the report of their
ewn fenfés, or the credible feffimany of private
perfons. Their publick capacity gave them
no diffinttion in this cafe. Their authority
over the pesple gave them no claim upon
God, the abfolute Governoer of the world.
This 15 a fact that fome people were to be-
licve upon the teftimony of others, and
whether the rulers or private perfons were
to be the witneffes, was matter of favour,
and God was the beft judge upon whom to
beftow it. So that if we could nof fee any
reafons why the ralers were difqualified to

be
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be witnefles, "twould be a {ufficient anfwer to
fay, that they were mof chofen by God, who
1s infinitely wife in the choice of his inftru-
ments. But we can fee the plaineft and the
ftrongeft reafon why they were utterly wzfit
to be witnefles of Chriff's Refurre&ion, be-
caufe they would not have believed the
truth of it, if they bad feen him after he was
rifen, and then the reft of the world would
have wanted a proper evidence of this im-
portant truth. And we can add farther, that
if they Aad been in a difpofition to receive
convidtion from his perfonal appearance to
them, fuch extraordinary means of convic-
tion could not be granted them, becaufe by
the determinate counfel, and declared pur-
pofe, of God, they were devoted to deftruc-
tion for their former infidelity.

But fee the unreafonablenefs and perverf~
nefs of thefe gainfayers! They are conti-

nually calling out prigficraft, prieficraft, and
yet are objecting againft the methods of efta-
blithing Chriftianity, becaufe they were not

enforced by the weight of authority, which
would have given a much jufter occafion

for the fufpicion of frand. The witnefles

were private, and mean, and obfcure perfons,
too 7nconfiderable to be employ’d in an affair

of
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of fuch moment: Men of education, it feems,
and learning, and dignmity, and power, were
much fitter for the purpofe. But who fees
not that the Apoftles were the lefs likely to
sntend a fraud, and the lefs able to execute
it, by reafon of the meannefs of their edu-
cation, and the obfcurity of their charadters,
their ignorance of the world, and the arts
of addrefs; their poverty and want of
power ?

1. But 'us farcher objefted againft the
witnefles of Chriff's Refurretion, that they
were his particular frzends, ftrongly attached
to his caufe, and affeCtionate to his perfon,
for which reafon they fhould have been ex-
cepted as partial and prejudiced perfons; but
that if the witnefles had been taken out of
the number of his enemies, whofe prejudices
and paffions ran ftrong againft him, #heir
teftimony would have had the more weight,
becaufe #hey could not be fufpetted to believe
the truth of his Refurreftion but upon the
cleareft evidence, or to teftify it but upon
the ftrongeft conviction.

I have already obferved, that the only pro-
per queftion in refpedt to this and 4/l other
religious truths, is, whether we have fijfi-
csent evidence, and therefore in anfwer to

1 this
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this objection we need not enquire whether
Chriff's enemies, or friends, were the fitteft
perfons to be witnefles of his Refurreflion,
or whofe teftimony would be mof? fatisfactory
to the reft of mankind, but whether the
teftimony of the chofen witnefles be credible
in itfelf 5 yet it may not be improper to ob-
ferve, that unlefs the perfons appointed to
be witnefles had frequently feen Chrift, and
intimately converfed with him in his /fe-
time, as well as after bis Refurreftion, they
would have been, in zhat refpec?, lefs quali-
fied than his particular friends, to teftify the
truth of the fa&, becaufe they would have
been lefs competent judges of the reality of
it; and if we fuppofe Chrift to have ap-
pear'd, after he was rifen, to fuch of his
enemies as had been thus converfant with
him, they muft have been witnefles of his
other miracles, Now, if they were proof
againft the force of {fo many, and {uch great
miracles, what reafon is there (as I remark’d
under a former head of this difcourfe) to
imagine that they would have been converted
upon his appearance to them after his Re-
furrection, without fuch an over-ruling in-
fluence as would have deftroy'd their free
will: {o that if thefe objectors had been in
the direction of this important affar, thcy

D i
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in their abundant wifdom, would have chofen
{uch witnefles of the Refurré&ion of Chrift
as were either incompetent judges of its rea-
lity, or not at all hkely to believe it them-
felves: Very fit perfons thefe to fet in coun-
cil with Ommifcience, and prefcribe to their
Maker in thegovernment of the world! The
more we examine into the difpenfations of
God, the more reafon we fhall have, not
only to acknowledge his fuftice, but toadore
his?V1/dom, and to be thankful for his Gaod-
nefs. But to quarrel with the evidence for
the truth of Chriit’s Refurrelion becaufe it
1s not exattly fuch as we could wifh 1t to
be, or wantonly imagine that it ought to
be: To objeét againft the witnefles becaufe
there were not more of them, becaufe they
were private perfons, not the rulers, becaufe
they were chofen from among Chrift’s fo/-
Jowers and friends, not fuch as were before
unbelievers and enemies; all this 1s not argu-
ment, but grefumption; not reqfoning, but re.
belling againft God, No matter what their
niember was, provided it was fufficient ; no
matter who, or what they were, provided
they were compefent judges of the faét, and
faithful relators of it. If we indulge our
fancy in imagining what forf of evidence
we fhould have liked beft, and object againtt

I
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it only becaufe we think it might have been
ftronger, and more fatisfattory ; this objec-
tion will hold equally againft any degree of
evidence that is not abfolutely rrefiftible,
and fubverts s/ religion, natural, as well as
revealed, becaufe it deftroys the very notion
of a ftate of trial and probation, and takes
away the foundation of rewards and puni/b-
ments ; becaufe, upon this principle, we
never can be obliged to belzeve any religious
truth ’till it is impoffible for us to drsbelreve
it. This 1s the unavoidble confequence of
fuch objetions, and it is the avow’d opinion
of fome of our celebrated modern reafoners. 1
{hall inftance in one who feems to be fo much
admired and extolled, that we mﬁy well fup-
pofe him tofpeak their fentimel}é Mr. Ghub,
in his previous quefton, {peaking about fpecula-
t1ve doirines, fays, “ that God will either fo
“ clearly deliver {uch points, as that there
¢ fhall be no place for error, or elfe he will
« excufe all errors which may arife from
“ them, it being moft abfurd to fuppofe,
“ that a wife and good Being fhould give
« a revelation in a way in which it is sable

«“ to be mifunderfiood, and then be difpleafed
« with his creatures if they miffake hjs

« meaning of it, feeing fuch errors are not,
“ in the nature of the thing, a proper foun-

D2 “ dation



(20)
« dation for refentment.” This is a pro.
pofition that could not drop baflily from a
writer, but muft be the refult of oo/ and

deliberare thought ; and he lays it down

aravely as a fundamental point. Now if all
ecrrors in (peculative dof¥rines be innocent be-

caufe they are not o clearly revealed as to
leave 7o reom for miftake, then all error in
relpect to the truth of revelation in general
muit be equallyinnocent, unlefs the evidence
be fo clear and flrong as o exclude all poffibi-
lity of being miflaken, which is the very
principle 1nto which all che abovemention’d
objections againft the Refurrection of Chrift
muft finally be refolved.

But if this argument be conclufive, it
renders all errors 1n Morality, as well as in
fpecalative points, innocent, and fubverts the
foundation of rewards and punifbments, be-
caufe it deftroys the notion of a flate of
trial and probation, which fuppofes room for

errer and fin. See the parallel bctween the
Lwo propoﬁuons

It 15 abfurd and ridiculous n God to be
DISPLEASED with us for ERRING, if he bas
made us LIABLE [0 error.

It is abfurd ard ridiculous in God to be D1s-

PLEASED Wifh us for SINNING, f be bas
made us LIABLE lo fim.

Of
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Of the fame kind, and equally deftructive,
is another popular maxim, which is this .
that all meceffary articles gf faich fhould be o

plain and obvious that the moft s)izerare per-

fon without any pains and difficuley, with-
out any inftruchion or affiftance, may under-

ftand them. As nothing can be believed
without fuch a degree of evidence as forces
the affent, fo That evidence muft appear
without the trouble of any fearch or enquiry ;
from whence it follows, that we cannot be
obliged to give our aflent to any truth but
what is felf-evident, and offers itlelf cafually
to the mind, without any aftention. For,
if we may be obliged to ufe a7y means of
information and conviction, we may be o-
bliged to ufe a// the means within our power;
and if we cannot be obliged to the ufe of
all poffible means, ’tis impoflible that we can
be obliged to the ufe of 47y. The reafon-

ing is conclufive both backward, and forward.
What makes us accountable beings is, our
free Will; if then we may be accountable
at all, we may be accountable for every
thing within our power ; whatever we have
a capacity of doing, God may oeblige us to
do, and pumifbus for the negle& of it. There

1s as much reafon why we may be required
to apply to athers for their inftruGion in or-
der
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der to underftand any religious doétrine, as
toapply ourfelves to the knowledge of itat all ;
to enquire and fearch into the evidence for
the truth of any particular doftrine of reve-
lation, as of revelation in general 5 of reve-
lotion, and its particular doCrines, as of the
truths of natural religion and moral duties,
There is no pofiibility of maintaining their
pofition without deftroying the very notion
of probation, which implies a power of do-

ing, or negiecling our duty. Therefore all
thefe queftions muft at laft refolve into this

fingle one, Is it confiftent with the known attrie
butes of the Divine nature to put us into a
Jlate of trial? They muft anfwer in the 7e-
gative, or elle give up their notions about
irrefiftible evidence, and the plainnefs of all
necellary points. Reafonable evidence, and pro-
per means of knowledge, is all that can be
demanded by accountable creatures. This
1s what the adverfaries know, and mean; as
appears more plainly from their way of grov-
ing their pofitions. They argue from the

Goosdnefs of God. The fironger, fay they; the
evidence for truth, and the more eafily we

difcover and apprehend That evidence, the
greater is the Gosdnefs of God in granting us
fuch evidence, and a good Being will thew a/l
poffile Goodnefs to. his creatures, But this

way
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way of arguing is inconfiftent with a ftate
of ¢rial ; for would not any of us think it
bester with regard to our own particular bap-
pinefs, that God fhould have put it out of
our power to make ourfelves miferable? And
if it would have beenan alt of greater Good-
nefs 5 according to them, a good Being muft
have done it. It will prove farther, that the
attribute of Goodnefs obliged God to create

us as perfett, and bappy, as a creature can
be; in fhort, to communicate a// poffible per-

feCtion and happinefs to as many beings as
Omnipotence could create, and to create them
all eternal ;5 {o that there ought not to be
any difference between them, either in point
of duration or perfeifion, which is contrary
to what every man knows to be fa&t, Wild
and extravagant as thefe confequences are,
they muft follow neceffarily if we reafon
from the auribute of Goodnefs, feparately
taken; we fhall have but a partial and im-
perfect notion of it without wifdom to diret
and regulate. We cannot argue from what
would be good to a particular being, Good
confider’d abfiractly and independently of other
beings, to what is abfolutely good upon the
whole of things ; which nothing can judge
of but unlimited knowledge and wifdom,
becaufe nothing but Omniicience can fee ac

one
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one view all poffble relations of things, and
the fitneffes arifing from them. But this is
fully explain'd and proved in a piece lately
publifi’d by Mr. Law, in anfwer to Chri-
fliansty as Old as the Creation,

The confideration of thefe groundlefs ob-
jections againft Chriftianity naturally fuggefts
to us the wifdom of guarding againft the cap-
t10us temper, the prevailing inclination of the
age to ftart difficultiesupon all queftions. If we
give way to this #2ch of [peculating, and objeli-
tng, like an humour of the body that infedts
the whole mafs of blood, "twill gradually 1n-

fect the mind witha feeprical difpofition that
never fails of leading men into infidelity.

However well grounded the truths of re.
ligion are, we may, through pride and
other evil difpofitions, find room to cavil
and obje&t. It is impofiible n the nature
of things but that there will be diffcul-
f1es, unlefs our underftandings were -
nite 3 and while we are fubjet to pajffons and
prejudices, men will make difficulties where
there really are none. 'We are made hable to
error, that there may be room for wirfue, and
the reward of it ; finite and imperfei?, that
we may be bumble and modeff. An honeit
heart and a teachable difpofition are the beft
orefervatives againit error, not only as they
| have
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have the aflurance of God’s Grace to direét
us, but a§'they put us into the fitteft difpo-
fition for the reception of truth. A ftrong
underftanding, if it relies too much on its
own ftrength, foon begets a felf~fuficiency
that is the moft fruitful fource of error, the
common parent of nfidelity. Self-lve be-
trays men into this prde of the underftand-.
ing. From an inclination to make them-

felves as confiderable as they can, they flatter
themfelves into a perfuafion that their #sr2-

ral faculties ave a fufficient guide, without
any farther help from their Maker. Reve-
Jation confequently 1s fa/fe, becaufe it is
. needlefs. From Deifm to Atheifin the progrefs
is natural, and the way fhort. And if we
obferve the manner and Jiyle of their writings
we fhall fee the marks of this pride and felf-
conceit 5 the utmoft contempt of other peo-
plc s underftanding, and confidence in their
pwn ; as if the ref of the world were wholly
ignorant, and zhey ignorant of nothing ; at leaﬁ
capable of underftanding any thing that they
apply themfelves to. They talk of the awful
and tremendous attributes of the Divine Na-
ture, and the methods of God’s government
with a vaft deal more familierity than would
be thought decent if they were {peaking of a
 mnifter qf "fate, and the mcafurcs of his con-

E dué’c
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duct. They areas forwarfr to make objetfhdﬁg
againft the wildom of the création, and oF
Providence, as if they themfelves could have
made, or govern'd the world better. From
one man to ancther of a fuper:or underftand-
ing and ftation their language would: be

:hought, by all fenfible people, the highelt 2//
manners and impudence ; how then (hall we

ufe words fignificant enough to exprefs the ifi
folence, and.madnefs, and folly of thofe-who
prefume to ufe fuch freedom towardsthe /u-
preme Being,whofe nature is incomprehenfible;
and whofe ways are paft finding out ? We fhall
difcover a better underftanding, and more
judgment by diffruft, than by confidence; by
medefy, than prefumption ; becaufe moft {uit-
able to the nature and order of things. Itisa
thing fit and proper thatan imperfect and/i-
mz‘ed under{tanding fhould look upon:itfelf as
fallible, and that a fallible Being fhould al-
ways be ina ready difpofition to hearken'with
oreat humilify to the unerring dictates -and,
conduét of Omnifcience. A juft fenfe of ‘God
and ourfelves, awful fentiments of s Excél;
lency and perfection, and a low and mean’ OPI- :
nion of the weaknefs and defefts of’ bzzmafz
nature, this would be the moft convmcmg |
~ anfwer to all the cavils of zfgﬁde!zzy
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