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REASONS FOR FAITH: -

~]0HA_'I_I HOLLIS, ESQ.

SIR,

SINCE you have thouu'ht fit to publlfh your -
doubts and - ob_]eéhons to Revealed Rehglon

you will naturally expect the public attention to
be excited, and will not, I flatter myfelf, be dif-
pleafed to- receive any anfwer, diftated by a

{pirit of candour, and exprefled in moderate
and refpeftful language:— requifites claimed

by .the temper and flile of your publication, if
there were no veneration due to the name of

HowrLis.

Your doubts will engender Othf:l.‘: and your
name and talents will give a Welﬂ‘ht and confe-
quence to fcepticifim, which may extend its.
influence. "If .my replies fhould not. give yox
fatistaltion, if they are of ule to others, by

checking the influence of your dangerous fpecu-
B lations,
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lations, and in confirming wavering believers,
my time will not be ill beftowed, nor my reafon-
ings in vain.

The candid manner in which you ftate the
workings of your own mind, and the progrefs
of your opinions, does you credit; and more
efpecially your manly and honourable refolution
no longer, ¢ by a folemn and public aét,’ to
declare yourfelf to be a chriftian, while you difbe-
lieve Chriftianity. Would to God your example
were In this refpe¢t more followed! and that
men would not affume this honourable name—
this ¢ higheft ftile of man’~without the leaft
claim to it, either in their principles or conduét!

While I commend your candour and ingen-
uoufnefs, permit me to remark another principle,
which feems to have been the parent of your
{cepticifim, and to -have led to the fucceflive
changes of your opinion.

~ * During a courfe of years,’ it feems, you con-
ceived yourfelf € to be a rational believer.” When
- the term sational is applied to faith, as refpefling
the grounds and authority on which we believe,
it is well: we ought not to receive any {cheme
as a divine revelation without the moft clear and
convincing evidence: but when Reafon is made
| the
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the fole judge of: the atticles of that revelation,
“after we are fatisfied of its authority, I conceive
fhe is placed in an office to which fhe is not
competent; fo that I do not wonder at the defec-
tion of fuch believers as make their own: redfon
alone the teft and criterion of truth. In oppos
fition to this, permit me to ftate to youw the
method in which I was led to embrace that
religion you have difcarded. |

Revealed religion being founded on written
documents, the firft thing to be invéﬁigated, 18
their- authority. If that can be proved divine,
by arguments which -appear fatisfattory and
unanfwerable, we ouglit not to rejeét the -doc-
trines they contain, merely becaufe they are
~in-fome things myfterious, and above our reafon,
or becaufe we find it difficult, or even impofiible,

to reconcile them to our philofophy, and pre-
conceived opinions. In all our affairs we pay
great refpett to credible teftimony, and reft con-
cerns of the firft importance in this life upon it.
Doétrines, if true, are but fals exrpreﬂed in the
torm of propofitions; and ¢ if we receive the
‘ witnefs of men, the witnefs of God is oreater!’
For my own part, even reafoning a priori, I
thould expeét to meet with difficulties; incom-
prehenfibles, and even apparent inconfiftencies,

B 2 ' In
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in-a Revelation from .above, and that for thefe
reafons:

1, Comparing myfelf with the Supreme Being,
and my own weak intellet with Omnifcience,
1. very naturally conclude, that. many -truths,
whlch it may be.ufeful” for me to kno_w;. and
proper for me to credit, may be above my limit-

“ed comprehenfion, and infcrutable to my weak

reafon.

2. Exammlng the book of nature, which has
been very properly called the « Bible of Crea-
tion,”. I there, among fome very obvious truths,
meet with many difficulties, and feveral things
which I can neither reconcile to-each other, nor
to my own notions of what they thould be. "To
give an inftance:. € The Earth is filled with the '

¢ goodnefs of the Lord—he prefelveth man and
‘ beaft—and giveth to all thEII‘ meat in due lea-

< fon.” This commands my admlratlon and my gra-

titude ; but when I confider that, by the {ame
dwme conftitution, the various claffes of crea-
tures fubfit by torturing and devouring onc
another: —when I fee the tyger attack - the
helplefs kid, the falcon the harmlefs lamb,
and the {pider the filly fly, and afk, Who is t the

author of thofe cruel propenﬁtles »—What can I
| faye
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fay? ' 1 cannot-reconcile, this: with ‘my-ideas: of
juftice- or proprlety, much léfs with’ thofe of ne
finite. goodnefs: and compaﬁion ~I take up the
volume - of Revelation with: the expe&ation: of
fimilar dlﬂicultles, and am not fhocked at ﬁndmg‘
them. | S

5. When I read the difcordant  opinions of
philofophers and naturalifts, on"fome of the moft
familiar ‘parts of ¢ the material word of God;’
it ‘prepares my mind for fimilar difcrepances
among the interpreters of Revelation; and I nei-

ther reje€ the one or the other on this account.: ,

. Having thus ftated the probability, thdt a -di-
vine revelation might contain difficulties, I.pro-
ceed to examine thofe you have found in- the
Chriftian Revelation ; “after which, I ﬂ]éll‘_nffer -
fome reafons for believing, derived chiefly from.
the fame topics which have furnifhed you with,
reafons for {cepticiim. | '

~ I Your firft and grand objettion to the Chrif-
tian Revelation, is derived from its doéfrine of
FUTURE PUNISHMENT, compared with that of
philofophical neceffity, and contrafted with the known
penevolence of the Deity. '

I agree
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- Tagree with you, that the pumihment of Hel
is reprefented in the New Teftament to be final,
and that the hopes which fome have entertained
of the reftoration of the damned, are vifionary, and
have not {ufficient foundation in the fcriptures *,
This I admit to be a very awful, and even fhock-
~ ing, reprefentation of the future ftate of finners;
efpecially when it i1s confidered, as you. have
fhewn, that the far greater part of adult man-
kind are, and have been, walking in the broad
road that leads to “this deftruétion ! — Being
thus far agreed Iproceed to {hew wherein we

differ.

1ft. We differ in refpe& of the number, and
proportion of thofe finally loft. You fuppofe a
vaft majority of the human race, (according to
the chriftian {cheme) eventually miferable ¥ ; but
{feem to forget that one half of mankind, at leaft,

die in infancy or childhood.

The Scriptures, (as I have elfewhere endea-
voured to fhew }) independent of rational argu-
ments, give us fufficient reafons to believe that

all thefe are certainly faved ; and to them may be
. added

* Reafons for Scept. p. 4. 1 Ibids p. 6, 7.
t Infant Salvationyan Effay to prove the falvation of all who
die 1n infancy.



(7))
added ideots, and others, who, like them? are inca-
pable of difcerning good from evil. |

[ hope alfo, that many deduétions might be.
made for perfons, whofe lives indeed have been
irreligous, but who were converted in the hour of
ficknefs and death. The fcripture gives us fome
fuch inftances, and obfervation many more.~1
alfo flatter myfelf with a great number. of ex-
ceptions in the heathen and unenlightened world;
not fo much among the philofophers, (moft of
whom were vain fophifts) as among the fimpler
claffes. The poor Hindoo, the untutored Indian, '
the opprefled Negro, if-at any time they have
direfted their cry to heaven with the heart,.and
in the Janguage of the publican, have I doubt not
been heard by him, who is no refpééter of per-
fons;—for ¢ in "every nation, he that feareth
‘ God and worketh righteoufnefs is accepted of

But

* Als x,

4 That I may not be charged with a novel and unwarrant-
able attempt to foften the. gloomy {yftem of Calvin, as it has
been called, Ibeg leave to fubjoin the following fhort extraét
from one of its moft zealous and celebrated defenders.—¢ Why
tare Calvin’s doltrines reprefented as gloomy? Is it gloomy
‘to believe that-the far- greater frart of the human race are
* made for endlefs happinefs? There can, I think, be no rea-
* {onable doubt entertained, concerning the falvation of_ very

¢ young perfons. If about one half of mankind die in /-

¢ fancy—if a very confiderable number of the ‘remaining half
¢ die
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. But befide all thefe, we are encouraged to. look
forward to a period of at Ieaﬁ a thoufand: years,
and that at no great diftance, when the fituation
of the world will be greatly altered, and when
inftances of irreligion and infidelity will be as
few, as now are inftances of piety and faith *.
Thefe confiderations greatly alter the objettion,
" fo far as it refpetts the number of the miferable:

and fufficiently demonftrate that the whole com-
pany of the redeemed will be indeed a multitude

which no man can number!

- Butif we farther indulge ourfelves in the
pleafing conjetures of modern afironomers, and
fuppofe the mnumerable fyftems of ftarry worlds

to be mhabited by pure and happy intelligences,
| ~ then,

¢ diein early childhood,—and if (as there is the ftrongeft reafon
¢ to think) many millions of -thofe, who live to maturer years,
¢ in every fucceflive generation, have their names in the book
¢ of life: then what a very {mall poition, comparatively, of
¢ the human {pecies, falls under the decree of preterition and

¢ non-redemption !

* ¢ And I might have. added that the purpofe of God accord-
‘ing to eleftion, 1s not reftrained to men either of any par-
¢ ticular country, or age, or time, or religious denomination.

¢ Undoubtedly, there are elet Fews, ele& Makometans, and
‘eleft' Pagans. 1In a word, countlefs millions of perfons,
¢ whom Chrift hath redeemed unto God, by kis blood, out of
¢ every kindred, and tongue, and people, and nation.” Rev. v, 9.~

‘Torravy’s Chriflian and Philofophical Neceffity, p. 1204 121,
- * Rev.xx. o
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then, perhaps,. as Dr. Daddrzdge obferves € the
¢ whole human fpecies may be no more in the
¢ works of God, than an individual to the human
‘race *;’ and, confequently, the finally miferable
may bear a ftill lefs proportion to the happy.

2. We differ in our ideas of the nature and
degree of future punithment. You fpeak of the
pumfhment of hell, as extreme and terrible, and
fo it 153 but you {feem not to have accurately ob-
ferved the juft apportioning of degrees of punifh-
ment, according to the degrees of crime, when
every man fhall be °rewarded according to his
works,” and fome ¢ beaten with few,’ and others
with “many ftripes +.—You {eem alfo, I think,
to confider that punifhment as arbitary, or de-
pending on the will of the Supreme Legiflator,
like the punifhments appended to certain crimes
by human laws. I conceive the great God ori-
einally formed {fuch an eflential connection be-
tween fin and mifery, that nothing but his own
mercy can ever feparate them. Thus, I fuppofe,
that the poifonous nature of the forbidden fruit,
firft introduced the {eeds of death into the human
frame. So the drunkard and the debauchee, by
their intemperance, entail mifery and pain, both

upon themfelves and therr polterity, |
| Now

* Doddridge’s Lectures, Vol. IL. p. 473. 3d Ed.
+ Luke xii, 47, 48.
C
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Now admitting the natural immortality of the
foul, the queftion is not, Whether it be juft in
God to make finners for ever miferable? but ra-
ther, Whether his juftice, or goodnefs, oblige him
to diffolve this original connection between moral
and natural evil, and to work a miracle for the
falvation of finners, after they have voluntarily

plunged themfelves into deftruction?

You. ftrengthen your remark on the future
punithment of fin, by comparing the doftrine of
philofophical neceflity therewith; and 1t ftrikes
you with horror ¢ that men fhould be punifhed
“ eternally for a conduél, which you confider as
¢ inevitable *. That God has a perfet fore-
. knowledge of all events, and has even predeter-
mined them in his own mind, is a do¢trine ftrongly
exprefled m many parts of {cripture; - but it is
alfo afferted with equal clearnefs, that finners att
voluntarily, and are by no means neceflitated 1n
any manner that affe€ts the freedom of therr
attions, or leflens the magnitude of their crimes.
St. Peter has a ftriking expreffion on this fubjeét
in his addrefs to the Jews on the crucifixion of
- Chrift—¢ Him being delivered by the DETER-
‘MINATE coUNCIL and FOREKNOWLEDGE of
“ God, ye have taken, and by wicx ep hands have
‘ crucified and flain 1.’

My
® ‘Reafons, P. 10, 4 Ads 1l 23.
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My obje& is not, however, either to prove or
to explain thefe dofirines; but fimply to fhew
that, admitting them both, they do net fo clafh
as to form any juft objeCtion to the Chriftian.
{yftem. - |

In the firft place, the doftrine of neceflity can
no way affeét the doétrine of future punifhment,
unlefs it be by deftroying meral agency, and tak-
ing away. the moral evil of tranfgreflion. - If men
continue free agents, and accountable for their
conduét to their Maker, then are they fill liable
to punithment for difobedience; and f{uppofing
fin to have merited endlefs punifhment, if finners
were under no neceffity, they can merit it no
lefs while the moral evil of their condut continues
to remain the fame.

If indeed the do@irine of neceflity reduces us
to mere machines, incapable of moral agency,
then it fets afide not only eferna/ punifhments,
but 4/ punithments and rewards whatever, future .
or prefent; and it is as unjuft and ridiculous
to infli¢t punifhmerit upon a thief, as upona watch

or a windmull.

Farther, 'if the doétrine of neceflity fet afide
rewards and punithments, then does 1t alfo, in my

apprehenfion, that of a future ftate, the moft
C2 effential
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effential charafer of which is, that it is a ftate
of rewards and punifhments. Confequently, this
objection will deftroy your hypothefis refpetting
a future [tate, as well as mine.

But fo far is the dorine of neceffity from
taking away the evil of vice, and the juftice of
punifhment, that Dr. PrR1EsTLEY, and other able
defenders of this {cheme, deny the poffibility of
vice or virtue, reward or punifhment, or any
‘_other *. Lord Kaimes f{ays, very emphatically,
that without it, ¢ Man would not be capable of"
¢ either rewards or punifhments, he would not be
‘ fitted either for divine or human government,
‘ he would be a creature that has no refemblance
‘to the (prefent) human racet.” Even Dr.
Price, the great advocate of philofophical liber-
ty, 1s quoted by his friend PRIESTLEY, as confef-
{ing the fame thing. In anfwer to an objeétion
drawn from the inconfiftency ot virtue and necef-
fity, he remarks, ¢ by the neceflity which is faid
° to diminifh the virtue of good attions, muft be
‘ meant not a natural, but a moral neceflity, or
‘ fuch as arifes from the influence of motives,
¢ and affeftions of the mind; or that certainty of
‘ determining one way which may take place
f upon the fuppolition of certain views, circum-

‘ ftances,

* See PriesrrLey on Philofophical Necefiity, Setion vil,
t Sketches on Man, Vol, 11, page 300.
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‘ ftances, and principles of an agent. Now'it is
- < undeniable, that the Vefy greateft neceflity of
“ this fort is confiftent with, nay 1s implied in, the

‘ idea of the mofl perfeét and meritorsous virtue,-and,
; confequently, can by no méans be what, of itfelf,
“ever leflens it. The more confidently we may
“ depend upon a being’s doing an aftion, when
‘ convinced of its propriety, whatever obftacles
‘may lie in his way, or morally {peaking, the
‘more efhicacious and unconquerable the -
fluence of confcience is within him, the more‘
f amiable we muil think him.

~ ¢In like manner the moft abandoned andj

‘ deteftable ftate of wickednefs implies the great- .

“eft neceffity of finning, and the greateﬁ degree. of
‘ moral impotence. He is the moft vicious man

‘who is fo enflaved by vicious habits, or in
‘ whom appetite has-fo far gained the afcen-
¢ dant, and a regard to virtue and duty is {o far
‘ weakened, that we can at any time, with
‘ certainty, foretel that he will do ewl, When

‘ tempted to it *.

J

Now it neceffity be that which chleﬁy aggra-

vates the malignity of fin, and, effential to its
very being, it.is furely inconceivable that it

- {hould

¥ Quoted, Pricitley on Neceffity, page 6o, 61.
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fhould make punithment appear the more {evere.
To fuppokfe this would be tantamount to {uppof-
ing, that the punifhment of fin ought to be lefs,
becaufe its criminality is greater. |

How far it may be fit for the Divine Being
thus exemplarily to punifh fin, is not for us to
judge: it would be prefumptuous to attempt it.
Nor is it fafe to reafon from our own feelings.
Our compaffion is a compound of love and
weaknefs ; and we often remit puntthment either
from a fenfe of our own infirmity, or from the
pain it gives us to fee judgment executed ; but
thefe things can have no place in God: his
goodnefs 1s pure and unmixed, and his mercy
perfettly {pontaneous and difinterefted.

We may, indeed, infer from the infinitude of
the divine goodnefs, taken in conneétion with
his power and’ wifdom, that our fyftem of nature
and providence is the beft that could have been
adopted: and that even the introduction of evil,
both natural and moral, will be attended with
advantage to the fpffem ; but it does not therefore
“follow that advantage will refult to every In-

dividual.

If we confider God as the parent of his crea-

tures, yet can we not therefore reafon fafely in
all
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all cafes from our own parental condutt and
affeftions. 'There have been inftances in which
the beft of fathers have been compelled to dif-
own and abandon their -offspring through therr
exceflive perverfenefs and difobedience: and who
dare affirm that our heavenly Parent may not m
fome inftances do this, in perfett confiftency
with his divine perfeétions? Nay; who dare to
fay but that his divine perfections (his holinefs
and juftice, more particularly) may in fome cafes
cven require this?

That ¢ 4// punifhment ought to be fo applied,
“ that while it operates for an example it {hould
“‘reform ‘the offender*,’. may be a dppma of
modern philofophy, but is not, I think, agreeable
to the common {enfe of mankind in general,
who, in all ages and countries, with a very few
exceptions, have thought that fome crimes de-
ferve capital punifhment, and ought not to be
atoned but by the life of the offender. And
there are certainly inftances in which mercy to
individuals would be cruel to {ociety at large.

Thefe hints are’offered with a view of Joffening
{ome of the difficulties of the Chriftian {cheme;

not with the expettation of being able wholly to
: | account

* Realons, page 10.
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account for them, or fully juftify the divine cons
duét. We have feen there are difficulties in
natural as well as in revealed religion, which
cannot be accounted for in the prefent flate.
Revelation, however, gives us this affurance,
which nature cannot, that what we know not
now, we fhall know hereafter *. What I have -
faid, may be, I hope, fufficient to {hew that the
{criptures do nor affert ¢ that everlafting mifery is
“the deftination of the great mafs of human
¢ beings;’ much lefs that the benevolent Deity
“ created beings 7 order to make them mife-

‘ rable 1.’

II. Your {econd objettion to Revelation refers
chiefly to the Old Teftament, and 1s drawn from

the enjoined ¢ extermination of the Ganaanites;
as I have confidered this at fome length elfe-
. where] 1 fhall only recapitulate the topics
of argument there employed. They are—The
{overeignty of God, and that he has an un-
doubted right to refume the life he gave: that

{uppofing men in innocence to have a claim on
their

* John xiil. 7. See alfo 1 Cor. xiil. g—12.

+ Reafons, p. 30, 36.

t Age of Infidelity, Part 1. p. 26—31. I beg pardon for
the apparent vanity of repeated reference to my own tracts;
but as concifenefs is an objet in a’ pamphlet, I flatter my{elt

the reader will admit it to be a more venial fault, to refer to
the arguments at length el{fewhere than to repeat them.
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‘their- Maker for- the continuarice of life; yet we
have all forfeited our lives by fin: that this was
particularly the cafe of the Canaanites, whofe
national charalter was extremely criminal and
vicious: ‘that the divine patience, notwithitand- |
ing, bore with them from generation to genera-
tion, and at the laft gave them the alternative
of faving themfelves either by flight, or the
renunciation of their idolatries; and commanded
their deftruttion on/y in cafes of obftinate refift-
ance, and perfeverance In 1dolatry and vice.
[ bave added, that thefe nations were confumed
not merely by the fword, but in part alfo by the
immediate hand of Providence, which often
deftroys cities and nations eminent for wicked-
nefs:—and, 1n fome mftances, the deftruétion has
been far more extenfive and terrible than what is
here complained of. |

The learned and worthy Bifhop of LANDAFF
has fince employed fome of the fame topics, In
anfwer to the fame objettion. You think his
arguments inconclufive, and give your reafons.
I- have not the prefumption to appear as his
Lordfhip’s advocate; but fo far as your remarks
affect alfo my reafoning, I may be allowed to
notice them. The prelate has compared the
deftruction of the Canaanites to the deftruétions

“ brought on mankmd by the operations of the
D ‘ laws
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“ laws of ndture; as in earthquakes, &¢. when
infants as well as adults have been involved in
one common calamity. I had hinted at the
fame argument. You objeét to the coniparifor,
becaufe the one cafe is reprefented as the imme:
diate- punithment of heaven, the other as i
calamity produced in the -ordinary courfe of
nature. In the one cafe children are neceffarily
involved in the fate of their parents, in the other
they might be eafily difcriminated.

With refpeét to the punithment of childrén,
-1 would remark, that if death itfelf be a punifh-
ment, children are punifhed evéry day; if it be
nof, then the kind of death only conftituted the
punifhment; and I cannot conceive the {word
~of war more dreadful than a burning fever, or 4
wafting plague, efpecially as infants could fuffer
nothing from apprehenfion.

I readily grant that the extermination of the
Canpanites was a fevere and terrible punifhment
to the parents; but if we admit the future hap-
pinefs of all dying infants, it will hardly be pre-
tended that the {paring of their lives, while their
parents were deftroyed, would have been privi-
lege or a blefling.

But



(19 )
But if the juftice of God required the death of

thefe nations, why not deftroy them by an earth—
quake or peftilence, or fome other general cala— |
of the Ifreelltes by makmg them a nation of
execut,loners? It mlght be {ufficient to refer this
« not account of any of h1s matters *.”-—-But if
the attempt be not too preflumptuous, I would
hint {everal probable reafons, on the part of God,
of the Canaanites, and of the Ifraelites. |

1. On the part of the CaxaaniTESs, I have
already obferved, and have ellfewhere endeavour-
ed to prove T, that the [fraelites were ordered to
make them the tender of life and mercy, if they
would renounce their idolatry, and acknowledge
the God of Irael; and this command was
backed -with the moft fatisfattory evidence of its

divine authority, in the miracles wrought in
Egypt, at the Red Sea, and in the Wildernefs;

the fame of which fpread rapidly among the
furroynding nations f. But the earthquake, the

tempeft, and the peftilence, give no fuch warning.

2. On the part' of God this method gave
honour to his divine perfections:—his mercy in

glving

% Job xxxiil, 13. 4 Age of Infidelity, Part ii. p. 28~~30,
1 Jofhua il g==11. !
| D2



(20 )

giving {uch -an offer, and his juffice in publithing
the canfe of his fentence; whereas,” in general
calamities, the juft and unjuft perifh commonly
together: and had they been deftroyed by any fuch
judgment, a f{weeping peftilence, for inftance,
themfelves -might have {uppofed as well as you,
that 1t was not a punifhment, only a calamity.

3. On the part of the Ifraelites; they had
hereby- the: fulleft proof of that extraordinary
Providence, under which they were placed, in
~ the miraculous aififtance afforded to their arms:

The Bithop of Landaff adds, that God, 'inl

making the Ifraelites ¢ the executors of his ven-
‘ geance—gave fuch an evident and terrible
¢ proof of his abomination of vice, as could not
‘ fail to ftrike the {urrounding nations with afto-
‘ nithment and terror; and to imprefs on the
“minds of the Ifraelites what 'they were to
< expedt, if they followed the example of the
‘ nations whom he commanded them to cut off’
You admit the ftrength of the impreflion; but

fuppofe that its tendency  would be very per-
‘ nicious.’

‘ By learning that it belonged to the charac-

“ ter of the governor and judge of the world, to
“nthict errel and wnjuff punifiment, they would not
‘ be.
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« be infpired with veneration’ for hini; not- was
it {you think)-likely to teach them himanity, or
juftice ¥. This 1s well faid on the {uppofition, that
the excifion of .thefe nations was wnuf#; but. if,
as it appears to me from the above conﬁdefatlons
that punifhment was jnf in itfelf; infliCted by the
higheft anthority, and accom};amed with overtures
of mercy, then I hope you will-admit it was cal-
culated to infpire them with veneration for

God, hatred to vice, and love to juftice, if not
humanity.

I cannot conclude this fubje&t, as it refpeéts
‘the Canaanites, better than by reciting -the fol-
lowing paffage from a very ancient Jewifh writ--
ing, traditionally, though I apprehend unjuftly,
afcribed to Solomon: and which -confirms moft
of the ideas I have advanced. ¢ O Lord’ (fays
the pious' Hebrew) ¢ it was thy will to deftroy
‘by the hands of our fathers both thofe old
“ inhabitants of thy holy land, whom thou hatedft
“for doing' mof odious works of witchcrafts; and
‘wicked facrifices; and alfo thofe ' mercilefs
‘ murderers of ch‘ildren, and devourers ‘of mans’
‘ fleth, and the feafts of blood ; with their priefts
“out of the midft of their idolatrous crew, and
¢ the parents, that killed with their own hands
“fouls deftitute of help: that the land, which

‘ thou
* Reafons, p. 18, 19,
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< thou efteemedft above all other, might receive
¢ 2 worthy eolony of God’s children. .

¢ Neverthelefs even,thoﬁe thou fparedff as men,

< and didft fend wafps, forerunners of thine hoft,
‘ ‘to deftroy them by little end fittle. Not that
f:t_h,ou waft unable to bring the ungodly -under
“the hand of the righteous in battle, or to de-
‘ firoy -them at .once with cruel beafts, or with
‘.one rough word: But executing thy judgments
‘ upon them, by little and little, zkon gavef them
< place of repentance, not being ignorant that they
‘gvere a naughty generation, and that therr
‘malice was bred in them, and that their
‘.cogitation would never be changed. Fer it
¢ was a curfed feed from the beginning; netther
< didft thou for fear of any man give them pardon
‘for thofe things wherein they finned. For
‘ who fhall fay, What haft thou done? or who
‘ {hall wathftand thy Jud_gméﬂt? or -who fhall
“accufe thee for the mations that perith, whom
¢ thow. haff made # or swho fhall come fo ftand
‘. againft thee, -to be revenged for the upurighteons
‘men? . ..

¢ Forafmuch then, as thou art rightequs _thy—
“felf, thou ordereft all things righteoufly: ,think-
‘ ing.it not agreeable with thy power to condemn

“him that hath not deferved to be punifhed.
‘ For

el
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 For ‘thy powet is the beginning of righteouf
 nefs; and becaufe thou art the Lord of all, it
< maketh thee to be gracious unte all. . . .

 Thou mayeft ufe power when thou wilt:
“But by fuch works kaft thow iaught ihy people thar
 the juft man flonld be MERCIFUL, and haft made
“thy children to be of a good hope that thou
‘giveft repentance for fins. For if thou didft
‘punith the ehemies of thy children, and the
‘ condemned to death, with fuch deliberation, giving
“them #ime and place whereby they might be
“delivered from their malice: With how great
¢ citcumfpection didft thou judge thine own fons,
“unto whofe fathers thou haft fwotn and made
“ covenants of good promifes? Therefore, whereas
‘ thou doft chaften us, thou {courgeft our enenies
‘a thoufand times more, to the intent that, when
‘ we judge, we fhould caretully think of thy goodnfs,
“and when we ourfelves are judged we fhould
“ look for mercy * I’

To pfoceed.—Y ou think the cafe of the Ama-
LEXI1TES peculiarly hard; and hard indeed it
was, if, as you fuppofe; their only crime was, that
“ they took up arms againft their invaders I but, with
your leave, we will examine the circumftances of
their hiftory. '

- The

* Wifdom of Solomon, chap. xii.
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" The’ Amalekites were not inhabitants of Ca:
niaan, but refided on-its borders. " They were
defcendants of Efau and of the ftock of Abraham,
and fo far related to the Ifraelites. But when
theéy- heard that the latter were coming to take
~ pofleffion of their long-promifed country, though
themfelves were not originally among the devoted
nations, t ey were the firft to. meet and to oppofe
~them ; and there were fome circumftances (as ‘we
fhall-fee immediately) which made their conduét
peculiarly offenfive to the God of Irael, who
therefore gave his people a great and. decifive
-v-i&ory over them, and afterward declared, that
‘ he ig;buld utterly put out their remembrance
¢ from under heaven.” Mofes therefore builded
an altar, by xw;ay of memorial, and called it ¢ JEno-
‘ yaH-N1ss1, the Lord 1s my banner: For he fdid,
‘ becaufe the Lord hath {worn that he will have
- ¢ war with Amalek from generation togeneration’
—>So our tranflators, following the ancient Jewifh
- commentators ; but many others take the paflage
more literally, as in our marginal verfion. < Be-
Scaufe the hand (to wit, of Amalek) is againft
¢ the throne of the Lord, therefore the Lord will
“war with Amalek from generation to genera-
“tion!” If this be the true rendering, it implies
.that the Amalekites were acquainted with the
divine decree 1n favour of Ifrael, and fet thems-
Helves to oppofé it :—they ¢ lifted up their hand
“ againit
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« aggainit the throne of God *.’ However this may
be, there is no doubt but they were apoftates
from the religion of their father Abraham, that
they fymbolized with the Canaanites in themr
sbominations, and united with the 'Midiahites
and Moabites to opprefs the Hebrews . o

Therefore, when feveral years afterward they
were about to enter the promifed land, this con-
dutt was recolletted, and fome material circum-
ftances were added in the recapitulation of their
crimes. ¢ Remember what Amalek did unto thee
“by the way, when ye were come forth out of
‘Egypt; how he met thee by the way and fm@ige the
‘hindmofl of thee, even all that were feeble behind
‘thee, when thow waff faint and weary, and he
‘feared not God J." So that it appears, Amalek
not only ated in 1mpious oppoiition to JErROVAH,, |
the God of Abraham ; but alfo took a cowardly
advantage of the weak and feeble fituation of
[fracl at the time. Many years after this, the
fame people, perfevering, no doubt, in their ido-
latry and iniquities, the order was given for their

immediate deftrution, and it is then particularly
mentioned,

* See Ainfworth in loc.—A later writer hath {uggeited the
followine tranflation: ¢ For he faid, becaufe my hand hath been
“ upon the enfign of the Lord [the miraculous rod, ver. 9.] fo
‘ Jehovah will have war with Amalek,’ &c.

1 See Judges v, 13. + Deut. xxv, 17, 18.

1D
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mentioned, that they ¢ laid wait for Ifrael by the
‘ way, when he came up from Egypt*.” After
reading thefe paffages, I hope you will not again
affert, that the only crime of the Amalekites was
‘ refifting their invaders,’ fince they never were
invaded by the Ifraelites; but, coming voluntarily
- .and treacheroufly upon them, were the aggreflors
againft them, as well as by thelr impiety enemies
~to God. |

But you objelt, it was not the fame generation
of men who committed the offence that fuffered
the punithment: True, Sir, but it isa maxim, both
with the God of Ifrael, and the God of Providence,
‘ to vifit the {ins of the fathers upon the children,
when the children copy the iniquities of then
parents t. |

From the hiftory of the Amalekites you pals
immediately to the imprecations 1n the pfalms, con-
nefting them in this manner. ¢ We need not,
‘furely (you fay) be furprifed that the Jewiih
‘people have been charaterifed by the qualities
‘of cruelty and malice. Neverthelels we find
 thefe qualities appearing fometimes where we
¢ fhould not expe& it —we find them in their

“ devotions.

This

* 1 Sam. xv. 2. 4 See Age of Infidel. Part 1, p. §1.
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This is not an age to be furprifed at any thing,
much lefs at a groundlefs accufation; and fuch,
in great meafure, I confider this againft .the Jews;

fince T know of no reafon for believing them
to be more cruel or malicious than were the moft

boafted nations of antiquity. Of this I am cer-
tain, that there were feveral things in their reli-
gion, and m the conduét of God toward them,
mtended to {often and civilize them, as well
as to make them religious: I will flightly men-

tion a few.

1. In the Jewifh law there were feveral pre-
‘cepts Inculcating, not only love to their brethren,

but pity to ftrangers, compaflion to enemies, and
mercy to the brute creation, as may be {een in
the texts below referred to *.

2. It appears to be one defign of Providence in
permitting their flavery in Egypt, to teach them
{ympathy and compaflion .

3. There are many inftances in the facred

books of thefe vittues, particularly of mercy to
enemies —as 1 the conduét of David toward

Saul .
4. It

* Exod. xxil. 21~—-27. xxiil, 4—g. Deut. xxli. 1—1c.,
Xxiv, 1022,  + Exod. xxiii. 9.  } 1 Sam. xxiv.

E 2
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4. It muft be admitted, however, there was g
difference between Judaifm and Chriftianity : the
charafter of the latter is mercy and benevolence,

of the former, equity and juftice. We are taught
to forgive, and pray foisthe falvation of our ene-
mies: They went no farther, in general, than to
“pray for juftice. Paul {peaks the language of the
old difpenfation, when he fays of Alexander the
copperfmith, ¢the Lord reward him according to
“ his works ;” but the language of the new, when
he fpeaks juft afterward of the defertion of his
timid friends,—¢ I pray God that it may not be laid
‘ to their charge*;’ in both cafes, I fuppofe, his
mind and pen equally under a divine {uperin-
tendancy.

5. In the paflages which feem moft bitter, the
Plalmift prays not for the eternal ruin of his
enemies, but for their temporal deftruction t;
and as God was the King of Ifrael, and they
were under a particular providence, as a theo-
cracy, this was nothing more than an application
to the fupreme magiftrate for juftice.

6. In

# 1 Tim. 1v. 14, 10.
1 Pf. lv. 15. Indeed fays, ¢ Let death {eize upon them,
and let them go .down quick into hell;’—but the margin,

reads more properly -¢the grave,’—the allufion 1s to an earth-
guake,
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6. In fome cafes, I obferve, where the fevereft
judgments are imprecated, it is with a view to
‘their - reform and converfion ;:—¢ Fill their faces
“ with thame; that they may feek thy name, O
<Lord *’—In other inftances I remark, that his
prayer goes no farther than to the difappointment
of their {chemes:—* Arife, O Lord, difappoint

him '~ Let them be confounded and put to
y ﬂk A T |

7. In moft cafes I believe it would be found,
upon minute examination, that the Pfalmift is not
fpeaking of his private or perfonal enemies, but
of thofe of the church and ftate ; and that he does
not {peak as a fimple individual, but as a prophet.
And 1t 1s m this light that thofe pfalms are cited
in the New Teftament .
o

8. Accordingly, almoft the whole of the im-
precatory paflages might more literally be ren-
dered as preditions; for the Hebrews have the
imperative mood in the fecond perfon only ; con-
lequently all patfages which are in the third per-
lon, either fingular or- plural, are not, in the He-
brew, in the imperative, but in the future ; and
might all be fo rendered, when the other fenfe
appears exceptionable. Indeed the whole of the

plalms

* Pf, Ixxxiii, 16, + Pf. xvil. 13, xxxv. 4.
+ See Plalm Ixix. cix. &c.
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Pfalms moft objetted againft, are rendered in the
future, as prophecies inftead of imprecations,
by Bithop HorxE, and other of the beft Hebrew

critics.

III. Your laft objettion is formed from ¢ the
¢ difficulty attending the very notion of miracles
‘ and revelation * ;’ that is, youmean to fay, that
thefe things are “antecedently improbable,’ though
‘ not abfolutely incredible +. I hardly need, Sir,
to point out to a philofopher of your penetration,
the weaknefs, and I will add, the inadmiflibility
of this method of reafoning. 'The fcﬂptures
alledge miracles and revelation as falts, attefted
. by a variety of credible eye and ear witnefles:
you admit they are °not abfolutely incredible;’
nay, you confefs that fuppofing the Chriftian
Revelation to be fa/fe, ‘both the condytt of the
‘ apofiles and the rapid fuccefs of chriftianity are
< unaccountable ;” all you objeét is, that thefe faéts
are ¢ antecedently improbable!” But ¢faéts are
‘ ftubborn things,” Sir, and will not yield to pro-
bability, nor give way to theory, or hypothefis. A
great number of exifting fatts, both in hiftory and
philofophy, were ¢ antecedently improbable.”  If
mtelligent creatures exifted before moral evil
(as will not be denied) that muft have been to
them the greateft of all antecedent improbavilities ;

yea,

# Reafons for Scep. p. 24. 1 1bid. p. 28.
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yea, I doubt not it muft have appeared impoffible.
That a magnet fhould attract iron, that it fhould
point always to the poles, and efpecially, that it
fhould by attrition communicate that power to a
needle, are fatts ¢ antecedently improbable ;’ but
that it thould be poflible for human art to form
artificial magnets muft have feemed antecedently
impoﬁible. The like may be faid of a thoufand
phenomena of nature, and of ten thoufand cir-.
cumftances 1n providence: What then is the
weight of your antecedent improbability?

But, weak as this objettion His, I am perfuaded
that it is alfo unfounded; and that neither
miracles nor revelation are any otherwife ante-
cedently improbable, than as they are extraordi-
nary, which is implied in the term miracles.

The defirablenefs of Revelation 1s generally
admitted, even by thofe who deny the fatt.
Socrates, the wifeft of heathen fages, not only
felt this, and thought the thing ¢ antecedently
probable 3’ but perfuaded himfelf that it would
take place, and led his dilciples to look and
wait for fo defirable an event *. o

Mr. Hume, though an avowed enemy to

Chriftianity, {eems to admit fome kind of Reve-
lation

% Plato in Alcibiade 2,
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lation highly delirable and antecedently proba.
ble. - ¢ The moft natural {entiment (he fays)
‘ which a well-difpofed mind will feel on this

¢ occafion, 1s a longing defire and expettation,
‘ that heaven would be pleafed to diflipate, or
“at leaft alleviate, this profound ignorance, by
¢ affording fome more particular Revelation to
¢ mankind, and making difcoveries of the nature,
¢ attributes, and operation of the divine objett
‘of ou faith. A perfon feafoned with a juft
‘ fenfe of the zmperfection of natural reafon will fly
‘ to revealed truth with the greateft avidity. To
“ be a philofophical Scepric 1s, in a man of letters,
‘ the firft and moft eflential ftep towards being a
¢ found and believing Chniftian *.’—1 with, S,
you may be an inftance in point to prove the
truth and juftnefs of the laft remark!

But your objeftions feem levelled, not fo
much againft the probability of any Revelation,
“as agamft 74at contained in the {criptures. You
are particularly offended with that kind of collo-
qual difcourfe, which paffed between the-Deity
and Abraham, Mofes, &c.—It 15, to be {fure,
very becoming fuch creatures as we are, to
dictate to the Supreme Being, what kind of a
Revelation we pleafe to accept of! or what is
the moft {uitable language for our Maker! But

pafiing

* Dialogues on Natural Religion, page 363.
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pafling this abfurdity, I conceive there is nothing
unworthy of Deity, but rather highly honourable
~ to his charactter, in affluming a vilible and created
form, that his glory may not overpower us—or
in {peaking to us In our own language, as a
parent to his children. ¢ Thus faith the high
‘and lofty One that inhabiteth Eternity, whofe
‘name 15 Holy! I dwell in the high and holy
“place; with him alfo that 1s of a contrite and
‘ humble {pirit, to revive the {pirit of the humble,
“and to revive the heart of the contrite ones*.
Surely this 1s an 1dea every way becoming the
Infinite Deity, the Univerfal Parent; and to this .
-may be reduced the whole of the Old Teftament
appearances, though, in the compafs of a pamph-
let, 1t 1s not p(;ﬁible to examine them {eparately

and minutely.

" If God were pleafed to reveal himfelf, it is
antecedently probable he would {eal the difco-
very by fome extraordinary events or circum-
ftances, as marks and evidences of the divine
power: thefe would be miraculous, and ‘thence
the antecedent credibility of miracles. Objettions
to the number, or particular circumftances of
thefe events, are trifling and inconfiderable; and
the whole  controverfy, refpetting miracles, has
been fo fully and ably difcufled on both fides,
| | | that

% Ifaiah Ivii. 13.

F -
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that {carcely any thing more can be expetled
on either: 1n me it would be folly to attempt it.

Having thus far examined, and, in fome mea-
fure at leaft, as I would hope, obviated your ob-
jeftions to Chriftianity, permit me now to offer a
few arguments in its favour. You will not ex-
pett, me on this occafion, to enter into the general
evidences of Chriftianity, efpecially as you are
aéquainted with the recent and mafterly writings
of Bithop Warsox and Mr. Parey. 1 fhall
confine myfelf therefore to a few hints of argu-
ments, which might be derived from the fame
topics which have furnifhed your objettions, and
which may ferve to thew that we have no reafon
to fear any difcuffions connefted with tiis {ub-

jett.

1. My firft argument is derived from the c/a-
raéter of Cur1sT.~—I conceive no impoftor would
have advanced a fyftem of morals {o firiCtly pure,
and even feverely holy, as are thofe of the New
Teftament. The thing is not probable in itfelf,
nor have we any inftance in fact to render it fo.
Mahomet certainly, In many things, confulted the
tafte.and paflions of his followers, and owed great
part of his fuccefs to the corporeal indulgencies
he gave them, particularly as to women. Other
feClaries have indeed made great pretenfions to

{antlity ;
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fanftity ; but it has been chiefly in external (hew.
If they have fafted, it has been that they might
appear unto men to fat. If they have prayed,
it has not been in the fecret chamber. In fhort,
their regard has been confined chiefly to ex:
ternals; and their religion has not been the reli-
gion of the heart. |

Neither would an impoftor have pafled fo
fevere a cenfure on his own countrymen. He
might have condemned the heathen, and nothing
would have been more hkely to ingratiate himfelf
with the Jews: but, on the contrary, Jefus taught
that it would be ¢ more tolerable for Sodom
and Gomorrah, in the day of judgment,’ than for
his unbelieving countrymen.

[t is probable, then, from thefe confiderations
(for I am now ftating probabilities) that Jefus was
not an impoffor 5 becaule 1t 1s not probable that an
impoftor would have atted thus. But if Jefus
was not an impoftor, he muft have been what

he pretended to be, the Mefiak {ent by God;
and, confequently; Chriftianity muit be true.

Indeed the charatter of an impoftor is in itfelf
fo deteftabie and criminal, that 1 find {ceptical,
and even deiftical writers, very wnwilling to

Ia apply
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apply it to Jefus Chrift.  Ronffean, the excentrical -
Roufleau, prefers him mfinitely to Socrates. Even
1homas Paine, n the firft part of his Age of Rea-
fon, calls him a ¢ virtuous and amiable reformer ;’
and, 1n the fecond part, feems to think it more
reafonable to queftion his exiftence than his
virtue *.—Y ou, Sir, have faid feveral things hon-
ourable to Chrift and Chrifhanity. It is your
“fincere opinion that a purer, a more digniﬁed,
‘ or a more amiable religion was never exhibited
“to the {ons of men, than we find in what is
¢ called the Lord’s Praycr, in the parable of the
< prodigal, and other parts of Chrift’s difcourfes 1.
Now, dir, 1t Jefus were wifer than Socrates, and
his religion {o very pure, dignified, and amiable,
1s 1t not potlible that you, who do not claim a
character of fuch diftinguithed wifdom and ex-
cellence, may be miftaken in your conceptions of
the propriety and truth of other parts of his doc-
trine, rather than that {o divine a teacher thould
grofsly contradi¢t himfelf in his fundamental
principles? Is 1t not poflible that even the {crip-
ture doltrine of future punithment may be more
worthy of the Divine Being, than is confiftent
with your pre-conceived opinions, or (in anocher
word) your prejudices:
| | [t
® See Age of Inhaelity, Part I, p. 22, Part I p. 124,
1 Realons for Scept. p. 33, Sce allop. 353,
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It fecms to me, that this fingle confideration
of the charaéter of Chrift might be fuflicient
to decide, as to the truth of Chriftianity. For
if Jefus Chrift were only a wife and good man,
it feems impoflible to fuppofe he could form the
defign of impofing a falfe religionupon mankind ;
and to fay that he was not {uch, {eems to fhock
the feelings even of the hardieft advocates of in-

fidelity. :

This alfo appears decifive as to the queftion
of miracles. It is certain on all hands, by the
confeffion of Jews and Heathens, as well as
Chriftians, that Jefus pretended to miraculous
powers; and aflually did many wonderful things.
Now, if Jefus Chrift did work miracles, there
isan end of the queftion ; if he did not, he could
not be a wile and good man, but a juggler and
impoftor ; which is a fuppofition too fhocking to
common fenfe (as well as piety) to be openly
mamntained; and yet there isno medium. Admiut,
therefore, but the moral character of Chrift, and |
lo much of his. extraordinary powers as was ad-
mitted by his Jewifh and Pagan enemies—add,
that he {uffered and diéd in confirmation of his
doftrines, and that his apoftles did the fame—

and you have difficultics to account for in rejcéi-
ing Chriftianity, much greater than what are to

be
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be found 1n 1t, becaufe they are not difficulties of
theory, but of faét.

1. 'The Hifory of the Fews, trom firft to laft,
affords ftrong evidences of a divine interp‘Oﬁtion;
and confequently in favour of revelation. Their
rife, rapid increafe in flavery, deliverance from
Egypt, fojourning in the wildernefs, conqueft of
‘Canaan, fafety and profperity in obedience, cala-:
mity and fufferings for difobedience, thefe are all |
topics fruitful of argufneﬁt. To thefe may be
added, that their origin, and all the changes of
their fate and circumftances, were plainly marked
out in ancient prophecy, as hath been excellently
* fhewn by Bifhop Newton. But the moft decifive
and wonderful circumftance in their hiftory, is
the deftruétion of their city, and confequent dif-
perfion, with their diftinét prefervation to the
prefent time, n exact harmony with the predic-
tions of our Saviour. It was this induced Mr. |
Addifor to conlider every Jew as an evidence for
Chriftianity, which indeed he is, of the moft un-
exceptionable nature, his teftimony being that
of an enemy, and not delivered verbally but m

1. I might reafon from the antecedent probability
of a Divine Revelation, conlidering its utility to us,

in connettion with the benevolence of the Deity.
| I have



{ 39 )
[ have already touched upon this fubjelt, in an-
fwering your third objection.” The neceffity and
importance of a divine revelation hath been very
ably arguéd by Dr. Leland, and other learned ad-
yocates of Chriftianity, whofe writings I doubt
not but you have confulted, and whofe arguméﬁts'
muft, I think, make {fome impreflion on. a reader

of your penetration and 111te1]1gence —Suppoﬁng :
a divine revelation, many reafons might be given

for its being communicated to individuals, rather -
than to mankind- at large; and for thofe in-
dividuals not being, for the moft part, princés;
heroes, or philofophers, but men of plain under-
ftanding, of and fimple modes of life, fuch as were
the firft preachers of chriftianity.

It might be fhewn highly neceflary and pro-
per, that thefe communications fhould be evi- -
denced to others by fuch extraordinary. events
‘as we call miracles, which are only deviations from
the ufual courfe of nature and providence. It
is admitted that the univerle 1s a great mackine,
and governed, in general, by laws as certain and
invariable as the principles.of mechanics: yet
furely, he that made this wonderful machine is
at liberty, if he think proper, to put his hand
upon-it, to {fufpend or mvert 1ts motions on par-
ticular occafions, and in fo doing, without con-
fufion, or injury to the work, he unqueftionably

demonftrates
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demonfirates his power and wifdom even more
than in the u111f01 m regularity of its motions,

There 1s a ﬁriking and beautiful analogy
between all the works and ways of God with
which we are acquainted. The analogy between
natural and revealed. refigion hath been very fully
fhewn, and ably reafoned from, by the late Bithop
Butler, whofe excellent work on that {ubjett
has not, I dare fay, e{'caped your reading and
attention. This analogy 1s much in favour_ of
revelation ; becaufe it thews that God has con-
ftructed the natural and moral -world on fimilar
plans, and governs them by nearly the {fame laws,
Infomuch, that moft of the objeciions to revelation
will apply with equal force (as I have endea-
voured to thew Mr. Paine *), againft the religion
of nature, and the being and attributes of God.

Chriftianity, however, goes much farther than
the religion of nature, and may be confidered as a
~ Jequel to 1t.  Some truths, common to both, ap-
pear more clearly and with {uperior evidence in
revelation; and others are thereby difcovered
which were before unknown. The doétrine of
redemption 1s in itfelf {however ridiculed,) of
more value than all the difcoveries of nature, and
more honourable to the divine perfeftions.

Revelation

* Age of Infidelity, Part 11, p. 100—107.
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Revelation gives light to feveral queftions of
the firft importance, on which nature is invariably
filent; and where both fpeak on the fame-fub-
jett, the language of Scripture 'is fo much clearer,
and more f{atisfattory, as to admit of no com-
parifon: this 1s particularly the cafe on the fub-
jects of the origin of evil, the divine placability,
the method of reconciliation to God, and the
nature of our future exiftence. As revelation
excels 1 evidence, {o does 1if, confequently, in
the peace and comfort it affords under the various

trials of human life, and efpecially in the hour of
death *.

One other circumftance worthy of remark to
you, as a friend of literature and philofophy, is,
that Revelation perfeltly harmonizes with every
recent difcovery in the {ublime {ciences, and in
the hiftory of ancient nations; and acquires
firength from every real acceffion to the know-
ledge of mankind. This might be particularly
inftanced in the modern theory of aftronomy,
elettricity, and the late refearches into Afiatic
hterature: and, paradoxical as it may feem, I am
not afraid to affert, there are more occafional hints
of modern difcoveries and ilhprovelilellts in the
Bible, than in'the works of the immortal Bacos.

[V. Another
* See Age of Infidelity, Part II. p. 116—121,

(1
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IV. Another argument may be drawn from
the tendency of partial to unwerfal {cepticifm: I
mean that the {fame principles which lead us to
doubt and deny the truth of revealed religion,
would lead us farther to queftion the truth of
- alf religion. This 1s not mere Hypotheﬁs,_ but has
~ been realized in many unhappy inftances of per-
{ons who have degenerated from true chriftianity

to falfe, from thence to Deifm, to Atheifm, and
even univerfal Sceptici{m.

It is ealy to trace this tendency through all
the arguments for infidelity. I will give a few
inftances. 1 have juft obferved above, that many
of the objettions to Revelation apply alfo ina
greater or lefs degree to natural religion: and
confequently the fame mode of reafoning, purfued
a little farther, would carry us to Atheifm. The
- fame method by which Deifts get rid of the
evidences of Revelation, Atheifts employ to get
rid of Theifm. And the {fame libertine condutt
and principles, which lead men to wifh, and hope,
and conclude, that the Bible 1s a fable, will lead
them alfo to wifh, and hope, and conclude the
fame, as to the doétrines of a Deity and a future

ftate.

Sceptictfm has a no lefs evil tendency in civi/

matters. The undervaluing credible teftimony
| n
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in favour of Revelation, leads to univerfal diftruft
among mankind. If we are to believe ﬁc)thing
but what we fee with our own eyes, or hear with
our own ears, adieu to all hiftory, efpecially that
of early times. For if twelve men are not to be
believed ‘in faéts they uniformly atteft, as having
feen and heard, and after having fealed their
teftimony with their blood, where fhall we find
evidence to be depended on as ‘the materials of
authentic hiftory?

But I fuppofe the moft general temptation to
infidelity, among men of a literary and fpeculative
~ turn, is the ambition of accounting for every thing
on natural and philofophic principles.

¢ In pride, in reafoning pride, our error hes,
¢ All quit their {fphere and rufh into the fkies.
¢ Pride ftill is aiming at the bleft abodes,

¢ Men would be angels, angels would be gods:
¢ Afpiring to be gods, if angels fell,
¢ Afpiring to be angels, men rebel.’

PorE.

The great teacher of Chriftianity lays 1t down
for a firft principle in his religion, that we muft
‘ be converted, and become as little children *,’
ere we canbe admitted as his genuine difciples.

To

* Matt, xviil, 3. XiX. 14, &C.
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"~ To be converted 1s.to be regenerated *.  This
new birth is the beginning of a new life, com-
municated by the grace of God, and which places
us as infants in the hand of our heavenly parent;
who infiruéts us, iIn many refpetts, as the wifeft
and beft of us do our young children; and re-
quires of us that fame kind of difpofition which
we expect from them. Now if we expeét our
children to recewe nftrution (as we often necef-
farily do) with implicit credit, and very properly
affure them that many things are true and right,
the propriety or fitnefs of which they are by no
means capable of comprehending, why fhould
not our heavenly Father demand the fame from
us? If this is but < the infancy of being,” furely
the fimplicity of children better becomes us than
either dogmatifm or incredulity.

- Your letter concludes with hoping, that your

chriftian friends will fhll permit you to indulge
the profpett of a future and more perfeét fiate.
Your ¢ chriftian friends’ would certainly with you
to enjoy all the comfort and felicity of fuch views;

but at the {ame time, Sir, they muft be concerned
to fee you looking weftward for the rifing fun. It
1s by the Gofpel that ¢ life and immortality are
‘brought to light;’ thither therefore may your
views be again diretted! May the Sun of nighte-
| oufnefs

* Johniii, 1—8. -
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oufnefs djfpel the gloomy apprehenfions: that
difturb your prefent peace—may all your remain-
ing days be gilded by his beams—and may this
glory and happinefs give place only to that which
is eternal !

Such, Sir, are the prayers and wifhes with which
[ have the honour moft cordially to fublcribe

myfelf,
¥ our friend and f{ervant

in the caufe of truth,

T. W.
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