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ADVERTISEMENT.

]IN drawing up the following Analyfis, the
Editor had no other objett in view, than to
obtain a more general difcuffion of this moft

important of all queftions—/s Chriftianity

true 2 For the event of the inquiry he is un-

der no apprehenfion. The extenfive and

accurate view which Dr. PaLeY has taken of

its evidences, merits the applaufe of every
friend to revelation, and, it is hoped, will
be the means of exciting that degree of at-

tention, among the friends to freedom gf in-

quiry, which the fubjet feems to demand.

The very able account given of Dr.PALEY'S
work in the Analytical Review, the Editor
of this pamphlet had never heard of, till af-
ter he had finithed his own Analyfis. Hg

has compared them, and, in confequence, has

altered a few paflages.

APRIL 20, 1%9%.



PREPARATORY CONSIDERATIONS.

WITHOUT attempting to prove the neceflity of a
revelation, it may be obferved, that in judging of
Chriftianity, the queftion lies between this religion,
and none : for if Chriﬁiahity be not credible, no one,
with whom we have to do, will fupport the pretenfions
of any other. Suppofe, then, there be a Creator, who,
in his works, has confulted the happinefs of his fenf-
tive creation j=—fuppofe a part of his creation to have
received from their maker faculties capable of rendering
a mora) obedience to his will ;—fuppofe the Creator in-
tends for thefe rational agents a fecond {tate of exiftence,
in which their fituation will be regulated by their beha-
vior in the fir/f;—fuppofe the knowledge of it be con-
ducive to the happinefs of the {pecies; under thefe cir-
cumftances is it impoflible thata revelation thould be
made to acquaint them with it? P, 1=-a,

A revelation cannot be made, but by miracles; con.
fequently in whatever degree it is probable, that a re-
velation fhould be made; in the fame degree it is pro-
bable miracles fhould be wrought. ¥. 3.

The attributes of the Deity, or the exiftence of a
future ftate, are not. affumed, in order to prove the
reality of miracles. That reality muft be proved by

B 2 evidence.
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svidence. We affert only, that in miracles adduced to
the fupport of revelation, there is not any fuch antece-
dent improbability a5 no teftimony can furmount. In
maimiining which, we mntcn::l, that the incredibility
of miracles is not greater, than (1.) that a future ftate of
exiftence fhould be deftined, by God, for the human
race: and, (z.) that, being fo deftined, he fhould ac-
quaint them with it. The proof of thele propofitions is
not necefiary ; it is fuficient that they a-re not {o vio-
lently improbable, {o contraditory of the divine power,
and character, that either the propofitions ﬂleln'felves,
or the fadis connected with them, oughttoberejected at
firft ight. To this length does a modern objé&ion tQ
miracles go, viz. * that us human teftimony can in any
cafz render them cregdible, becaufe i1l is contrary to
expzrience that a nuracle fbould be true, but not con-
trary to experience that teftimony fhould be falf e.”” Strift-
ly {peaking, the narrative of a fa(t is then anly contrary
to experience, when the fadt is related to have exifted
at 2 time and place ; at which time and place we, being
prefent, did not perceive itto exift. The improbability
arifng from the want of experience, is only equal to
the probability, that, if the thing were true, fuch things
would be geirerally experienced. Admitting that mi;
racles were wrought upon the firft promulgation of
Chriftianity, it is not certain, or a probability approachi-
ing to certainty, that {uch miracles would become ob.
jeds of genzral experience. The force of experience,
{iippofes the courfe of nature rvariable ; of 1ts var:a-

frons
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tions general: but the courfe of nature, may be called
the agency of an intelligent Being; and then it is not
unreafonable to expedt that fuch a Being may, upon oc-
cafions of peculiar importance, interrupt the order
which he had 4Appointed, yet, that {uch occafions thould
{eldom return, and confequently be confined to the ex-
perience of a few. P. 4==10.

It has been faid, that miracles gre effe@s without
caufes; as if the cure of the pally were afcribed to the
touch; or of blindnefs to the c/ay. Thefe are merely
the figns to connect the miracle with itsend, The effect
we afcrible fimply to the volition of the Deity, of whofe
exiftence, and power we have previqus, and indepen-
dent proof. P. 10, 11. |

According to Mr. Hume, the queftion is, whether it
be more imj;robab[e that the miracle fhould be true, or
the teftimony falfe? Upon this ftate of the controverfy,
fuppofe twelve men, whole probity and good fenle Thad
long known, fhould ferioufly and circumftantially re-
fate an account of a miracle, wrought before their eyes,
and in which it was impoffible for them to be deceived;
that rather than acknowledge that there exifted any
impofture in the cale, they fhould {uffer themfelves, when
examined {eparately, to be racked, burni, or ftrangled,
and that 1 m'y!'elf was witnefs to the ftory and fufferings;
by Mr. Hume’s rule I am not to believe them. Now I
undertake to fay, no man would difbelieve them.

]). 1 1-'151
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PART L

OF THE DIRECT HISTORICAL EVIDENCE OF
CHRISTIANITY, AND WHEREIN IT IS DIS-
TINGUISHED FROM THE EVIDENCE AL-
LEDGED FOR OTHER MIRACLES.

CHAP. L

=

PROPOSITION 1. There is fatisfallory evidence
sbat maity, profeffing to be the original witneffes of the
Chriftian miracles, pafled their lives in labours, dan-
gers, and fufferings, voluntarily undergone in atteftation
of the accounts which tbe] delivered, and folely in confe-
guence of their belief of thufe accounts ; and that they
alfo fubmitied, from the fame motives, tonzw rules af
canduct, P. 1.

To fupport this propolition two points muft be made
qut: firff, that the founder of the inftitution, his afloci-
ates, and 1mmediate followers, acted the part which the
propofition imputes to themr: fecondly, that they did {o,
in atteftation of the miraculous hiftory recorded in our
fcriptures, and iolely in confequence of their belief of
the truth of this hiftory. But previous to our pro-
ducing any particular tefimony to thele affertions, we
obferve, that the falt of the exertions and voluntary
- fufferings of the firft Chriftians, is probable from the
aature of toe cefz. Pl o1g.

I. The Chriitian religion exifls, and was eftablifhed.
It iz, theretore, probable, that its author and his difci-
les exeried tiemielves in publifhing, and propagating

this
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this religion j=~in the profecution of which, they, like
other miflionaries of a new faith, muft have devoted
themfelves to conftant and laborious preaching, and
fubmitted to a fequeftration from the pleafures of the
world. In thefe undertakings, perfons are not likely to
engage, or, however, toper/iff in them, from any other
motive than convittion. P. 2o.

II. It is probable, that the propagation of Chriftianity

was attended with difficulty and danger.
" 1. As addreffed to the Yews ; it contradicted the po-
pular expe&a’tion concerning the Meﬂiah, and their pre-
judices refpe&ting other nations: inftead of exalting
their nation above the reft of the world, Chriftianity
was to advance thofe, whom they defpiled, to an equa-
lity with themfelves.—The Jewith religion laid great
ftrefs on ceremonies; the Chriftian fcheme prefcribed
in their ftead, moral retitude, and inward purity :—~the
Jews had crucified ‘Chrift, which the preachers of his
ligion would reprefent as a cruel murder ; they would
alfo raife jealoufy in the Roman Government, by avow-
ing an unqualified obedience to a new mafter, whom
they confidered ‘as the perfon, foretold to the Jews un-
der the title of King ;—they had, likewife, to oppofe a
priefthood ‘poflefled of municipal authority, and were
under a foreign government conftantly furrounded with
enemies. P, 22=28.

2. ¥rom the Heathen, the preachers of Chriftianity’
had but little favour to expect. F¥or, (1.) The Chrif-
tian religlon was exclufive ; 1t denied the truth of
every article of the heathen mythology ; if it prevailed,
it muft be by the overthrow of all their ftatues and
temples ; it pronounced all their gods falfe, their wor-
fhip vain. (2.) The firft Chriftians did not merely pro-
pofe their doubts, or difbelief ; but they collected pro-
felytes, formed focieties among the common people, and
enjoined their followers to withdraw from the public.

WOI"fhi[_\l
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worfhip of their country. (3.) This oppofition would
ﬁleECE them to the danger of private enmity, evenwhere

public perfecution was denounced by the ftate ; nor
wou_ld they find protetion, in that general difbelief of
the Pcpular theology, which 1s, then, fuppofed to have
prevailed ; fince, unbelievers are not ulually tolerant;
examples of which, we bave in Pliny and Trajan. Be-
fides, religion was confidered as an affair of the ftate ;—
it had the veneration of long eftablifhment ;—it was
{plendid and gaudy ;—and upon the eflablifhment of its
rites, the profperity of the country was fuppofed to de-
pend. Neitheér could the Chriftian miflionaries expect
proteétion or impunity from the peoplé, who confidered
all religions as equally #rue ;—nor from the philofopher,
who confidered them all as equally falfe ;—nor from
the magiffrate, who held them all to be equally ufeful.
P. 28—36.

3. The firft preachers, muft, in*canf'equence of their
new profeflion, have conformed themfelves, to the in-
ftitution they preached to others. This muft have made
an eflential change in their habit of life, which is very
dificult to effe®. Men are brought, almoft, to any
thing fooner than to change their habit of life, efpecially
when the change is attended with any confiderable de-
gree of {eli-denial. Hence, from the nature and exigency

¢f the cafz, the truth of the propofition may be inferred,
P. 36—10.

; CHAP:
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CHAP 1L

Evidence of the Sufferings of the firft Propagators of
Chriftianity, from Prorane TesTimony, P. 4z.

TACITUS, who wrote {éventy years after the death
of Chrift, {peaking of the burning of Rome, in the reign
of Nero, relates, ¢ that this emperor, to do away the
“ fufpicions entertained againft himfelf of having order-
¢ ed the city to be {et on fire, laid the guilt, and inflidted
¢ the moft cruel punifhments, upon a fet of men called
‘“ Chriftians. The founder of that name, was Chrift,
“ who had been put to death in the reign of Tiberius.
“ He adds, that this fuperftition, thus checked for a-
¢ while, broke out again and {pread over Judea, and
¢ through Rome, &c.”” This paflage proves, (1.) that
the founder of the inftitution was put to death ;—(2.)
that, in the {ame country in which he was put to death,
his religion, after a fhort check, broke out again and
{pread ;—(3.) that it {fo {pread, as that, within thirty-
four years after his death, a great multitude of Chnf-
tians were found at Rome. Hence, the original teachers
could nothave been idle ; nor could their exertions have
been without danger. P. 43—0. SveTonNiUs, contem-
porary with Tacitus, fays, ¢ the Chriftians, a {et of men
¢ of new, and mifchievous fuperitition, were punithed.”
JuvenaL probably alludes to thele executions, Sat. i.
v. 154. Thefe things, it is likely, took place in the
life-time of fome of the Apofties, certainly m the life-
time of {fome of their converts. If then the founder, and
the firft race of converts were put to death, it is hardly
croedible, that his companions could efcape in fafetys
P. 47—9. |

The teftimony of PLiny relates, (1.) to the great

number of Chriftians of both fexes, and to the progreis
C of
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of Chriftianity which extended to {mall towns, and even
to the open country, as well as to cities. (2.) To their
{fufferings in confequence of anonymous informations
witboui {overeign authority ; a clear proot that the pro-
feMon of Chriflianity was attended with danger. P. 5o.
Prixy’s account is confirmed by Apr1aX, who enjoins,
that for the future, Chriftians fhould be/egally brought
to trial. MarTial’s tefimony proves, that the {uffer-
ings of the firft Chriffians were voluntary. EricTeTUs
imputes their firmnefs in {uffering, to madneis, or fa-
fhion; and M. Avurerius afcribes 1t to obftinacy.

P. 52=54. :

CHAP.
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CHAP. 1,

Indirelt evidence of the fufferings of the firft propagators
of Chriftianity, from the Scriptures, and other anticnt
writings. P. 5s.

WE have four hiftories of Chrift :—=A hiftory taking
up the narrative at his death ; and a collection of letters:
written by principal agents which attefts the {ufferings
of the witnefles of the hiftory, direétly and indiredtly,
exprelsly and incidentally, by narratives of falts, and
by arguments and difcourles built upon thefe fatts. P. 56.

I. Thefe books relate that Chrift was, in confequence
of his undertakimg, putto death at Jerufalem ;—that his
religion was, notwithftanding, {et forth in the {ame city,
propagated throughout Judea, and preached in other
parts of the Roman Empire. Thefe points are alfo
fully confirmed by Tacitus, What then could the dii-
ciples of Chrift expe& for themfelves, when they faw
their mafter put to death? They could not hope to
elcape the dangers, in which he had perifhed. P, 57.

11, All the hiftories reprelent Chrift as foretelling the
perfecution of his followers. See Mat. xxiv. 9. Mark
iv. 17. alfo x. go. Luke xxi. 12==16. alfo xi. 49. John
xvi, 4. alfo xv. 20. and xvi. 33. Either, then, the Evan-
oelifts have delivered the words of Chrift, and the event
correfponded with the prediction ; or they put the pre-
diction into his mouth, becauie, when they wrote their
hiftories, the event had turned out fo. P. s8—60.

ITI. Thefe books abound with exhortations to patience,
and with topics of comiort under diftrefs. See Rom.
vill, 354 37. 2 Cor. 1v. 8, 9, 10, 14, 16, 17. James v. 10,
11, Heb. x. 32=36. 2 Thefl. i. 1—5. Rom. v. 3, 1.
1 Pet. v, 12, 13, 19. Thele paflages would be deftitute

of meaning, unlefs the times called for patience and
conftancy, . 6103,

CHAPV.
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CHAP IV.

Diredt evidence of the fuffcrings of the firft propagators

of Chriftianity, froi the Scriptures, and other antient
wriiings. P. oy,

THE fcripture account of the exertlons and fuiferings
of the firft preachers of Chriftianity (being mixed in the
general hiftory, negatives the fuppolition ef fraud) is
detailed with the urmoft particularity of names and cir-
cumftances. It flates that Chrift, during bis minifiry,
employed bimfelf wholly in Judea and Galilee;—that
he was affifted in his labours, by twelve perfons, chofen
from ameng his followers, who conftantly attended upon
him wvntil his death, and who were commiffioned by him,
when his own miniflry was concluded, to publifh his
gofpel, and colle diiciples to it from all countries ;—
thar they began their work at Jerufalem, and made

many converis; which alarmed the Jewith government,

and two of the twelve were apprehended and imprifon-
ed ; who, being examined and dilmiiled, reported what
had pafied to their companions, and apprized them of
the dangers connected with their undertaking ;—~that
in a {hort time after, the twelve were thrown Into
prifon, and being punifhed, were fuffered to depart ;—
thar they neither quitted Jerufalem, nor ceafed from
preaching, but only excluded themf{elves from the tem-
poral affairs of the fociety. P. 66—~71. The people at
length joined their fuperiors, and a gencral perfecution
commeirced with ftoning one of the community. This
perfecution raged with fo much fury, as to drive molt
of the new converts from Jerufalem ; the twelve, how-
ever, Temained 1 tite city, and continued to correfpond
v.ith, and confirm: the labours of thofe {cattered abroad.
Precepts were now 1liued by the Jews, to perfecute the
Chriftians 1n every piace wiere they had authority ;

and
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and one of the perfons employed in this bufinefs became
a profelyte to the religion, which he was going to ex-
tirpate. He thus brought upon himfelf the enmity of
his party, and narrowly efcaped with his life. P.22.=4,
‘This perfecution, after a {hort intermiflion, the caufe of
which 1s not certainly known, was renewed under the
government of Herod Agrippa, who beheaded one ot
the original Apoftles; and attempted to put another to
death, who elcaped from prifon. The facts are record-
ed with great particularity, and without any propenfity
to exaggerate. P. 758,

Our hiftory, leaving the other apoftles, proceeds
with the memoirs of St. Paul, who, with a companion,
carried the new religion through the provinces of Lefler
Afia; during this whole journey, their pertons were in-
fulted, and their lives endangered. P, 78—80. Thele
two afterwards, owing to a difpute, fet out on different
routs. The hiftory goes on with St. Paul, whofe enter-
prifes were attended with {imilar dangers. Ee crofled
the Agean Sea, taking with him our hittorian, and ar-
rived at Philippi, where he was whipped and inprifon-
ed. They then pafled on to Theflalonica, where the
populace were excited againft them. At Bercathe Jews
excited fuch commotions amang the people, as obliged
the Apoftle to efcape to Athens. He was brovzht Lefore
the Roman tribunal, at Corinth, whence he was dif-
mifled, through the contempt which the magiftrate had

for the controverfies of the Jews, of which he account-
ed Chriftianity to be one. The fuccefs of his miniftry
at Ephefus had nearly coft him his life. He arrived
again at Corinth, whence he was driven by a con{pi-
racy back to Philippi. At Jerufale:n the populace would
have killed him, had he not been refcued by an officer
of the guard, who afterwards treated him with great
cruelty. And in his way to Rome he encountered the
perils of fhipwreck, neverthelefs, wpon his arrival he

was
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was not deterred from preaching the new religion. The
hiftorian, in thefe facts, is fupported by the teftimony of
St. Paul’s own letters, which correfponds with the hif-
tory, in many circumitances, relative both to his own
{ufferings, and thofe of his fellow-labourers. P.8owq.

CrenmenT fpeaks of the martyrdom of Peter, Paul,
and many others. Hermas, Porycare, IeNaTiUS, at-
teft the fame. A circular letter from the church of
Smyrna, foon after the death of Polycarp, defcribes the
nature of a perfecution in thofe days, P. go=1.

CHAP,
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CHAP. V.
Obfervations on the preceding Evidence. P. gs.

I. THE fcripture hiftory, though principally contfined
to one Apolile, thews the nature of the fervice. The
~ Apoftle, in his various letters refers to the fufterings of
the others, as well as to his own. The former part of
the hiftory gives a fhort lketch of the {eizure and impri-
icnment of two; afterwards of the ftoning to death of
Stephen; and the beheading of John. P. g5—7.

I1. No credit, at prefent, is taken for the miraculous
part of the hiftory, nor for the correGnefls of fingle pa/f-
fages, but only for the general falts. P. g7.

HI. Thereality of the Apoftolic hiftory, is only aflign-
ing adequate caufes for effects produced ; and the details
are perfeltly agreeable to what might reafonably be ex-
pected from the nature of their undertaking, compared
with the charatter of the age and country in which it
was carried on. P. g8.

1V. Thefe records fupply evidence to prove, that.
the primitive followers of Jefus aflumed a new, and pe-
culiar courfe of life ; and became eminent for piety,
purity an benevolence. For, (1.) the injunctions of
their teachers were very ftrit, which, if not com-
pletely obeyed would produce a difference in their con-
dult, fee Alts 1. 14. alfo ii. 46. and xii. 12. (2.) Their
new character is perpetually referred to by the letters of
their teachers. See Eph. ii. 1.=3, Tit iil. 3. 1 Pet.
V. 3y4. 1Cor.vi.2. Rom. vi. 21. (3.) This agrees

al{fo with the chara&er afterwards given of the chriftians
by Pliny. P. 100—~104.

CHAP,
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was not deterred from preaching the new religion. The
hiftorian, in thefe facts, is fupported by the teftimony of
St. Paul’s own letters, which correfponds with the hif-
tory, in many circumftances, relative both to his own
{ufferings, and thofe of his fellow-labourers. P.8o—g.
CremeNT fpeaks of the martyrdom of Peter, Paul,

and many others. Hermas, Porycare, IeNaTIUS, at-
teft the fame. A circular letter from the church of

Smyraa, {oon after the death of Polycarp, defcribes the
nature of a perfecution 1n thofe days. P. go=—4.

—

CHAP.



(19 )
CHAP. V.

Obfervations on the preceding Evidence. P, gs.

1. THE feripture hiftory, though principally corifined
to one Apoftle, thews the nature of the fervice. The
~ Apoftle, in his various letters refers to the fufferings of
the others, as well as to his own. The former part of
the hiftory gives a fhort fketch of the feizure and impri-
fonment of two; afterwards of the ﬁoriing to death of
Stephen; and the beheading of John. P. g5~—7.

II. No credit, at prefent, is taken for the miraculous
part of the hiftory, nor for the correfinefs of fingle pa/f~
fages, but only for the general fats. P. g7.

111, The reality of the Apoftolic hiftory, is only aflign-
ing adequate caufes for effelts produced ; and the details
are perfeltly agreeable to what might reafonably be ex-
pected from the nature of their undertaking, compared
with the character of the age and country in which it
was carried on. P. g8.

IV. Thefe records fupply evidence to prove, that.
the primitive followers of Jefus aflumed a new, and pe-
culiar courfe of life; and became eminent for piety,
purity and benevolence. For, (1.) the injun&ions of
their teachers were very ftrict, which, if not com-
pletely obeyed would produce a difference in their con-
duct, {ee Adts 1. 14. alfo ii. 46. and xii. 12. (2.) Their
new character is perpetually referred to by the letters of
their teachers. See Eph. ii. 1.=3, Tit 1ii. 3. 1 Pet,
1v. 3,4. 1 Cor.vi.2. Rom. vi. 21. (3.) This agrees

allo with the character afterwards given of the chriftians
oy Pliny. P. 100—=104.

CHAPY.
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CHAP. VL
That the fiory, ﬁi}‘ which the firft propagators of Chrifli-

anity fuffered, was miracurouvs. P. 106,

L

(1.) THE prevzlence of the religion; (2.) The a&i-
vity of the founder; (3.) The oppofition which his adti-
vity excited; (4.) His fate as attelted by heathen Wri-
térs; (5.) The fame teftimony to the fufferings of the firft
chriftians; ,6.) The founder’s predictions of the fuffer-
ings of his followers; (7. .) Letters written by the prin~
apa] agents, referring to their fufferings; (8.) A hiftor y,
written by a companion of one of the néw teachers ;==
prove, that a number of perfons, at that time, advanced
an extraordinary ftory, and for the {ake of pl‘opagating
it, endured perfecution; and from a perfuafion of its
truth, entered upon a new courle of life. P. 106—8.
They pretended alfo to have miraculous evidence
for this flory; for there could te nothing elfe, upon
which to reft their claim to attention. A Galilean pea-
fant was announced to the worid, as a divine lawgiver.
Without fome proofs of his miffion, the pretenfion could
claim no credit. It could only be fupported by miraca-
Isus evidence, without which he could not have excited
a doubt amons the Jews, whether he was the Mefhah;
nor could his followers, without an appeal to fuch a to-
ken, have had any ground to {tand upon, in attempting to
propagate his religion. That the ftory was miraculous,
may alfo be inferred from the powers laid claim to by
Chriftians in fucceeding ages. P. 108<=12.

CHAP, VIL
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CHAP, VI

That it was, in the main, the flory which we have NOW,
is proved by indireck can_{:demtwrz. P. 114,

1. THERE exifls no trace or veftige of any other
ftory. The remote, and incidental notices of Chriftia-
nity, whith are found in the eathen writers, are. that
it originated with Jefus, who was afterwards crucified
at ]erufalem, and that it was propagated into diftanc
countries. The manners of the Chrlﬂlans, they like-
wife delcribe in terms conformable with the accounts
of our books. P. 115==118.

The Jewifh w-iters of that period advance no other
hiftory of the tranfation, than that which we acknow-
ledge. Jofephus mentions ]ohn the Baptift 1 w1th cir-
cumftances agreeing with the Chriftian ftory. In ano-
ther paflage, the authenticity of which is controverted,
he fpeaks of Jefus as the Mefliah. This paflage was
genyine, or the filence of the hiftorian was defigned : if
defigned, it may be imputed to the difficulty which he
found in reprefenting the bufinefs ; on a fimilar account,
the principal circumfitance in the life of Conftantine was
omitted by Eufebius. P. 113-23,

Il. The whole f{eries of Chriftian writers, from the
firft age of the inftitution down to the prefent, proceed
upon the general flory which our {criptures contain,
P.123. |

The Jetters of the Apoftles, tranfmit, incidentally,
the principal circumitances of the hiftory. P. 124. Bar-
nabas relates the fufterings’of Chrift, the choice of his
Apoftles, and refers to his miracles. P. 126, By Cle-
ment we have the refurrection of Chrift recorded, and
the miflion of his Apoftles. P. 127. Polycarp recognifes
the virtues and fufferings of Chrift; and is {aid to have
received accounts of his miracles from eye witnefles.

D P, 128,
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P. 1238, Ignatius frequently alludes to the hiftory of
Chrift; and Quadratus to his works. P. v29. From
the writings of Juftin Martyr, a lite of Chrift, agreeing
with our fcriprures, might be callected. P. 130. After
this time, the hiitory, as given by the Evangelifts, oc-
curs 1n antient Chriftian writings, as familiarly as in
modern fermons.

I11. The religious rites of the early Chriftians, {prung
out of the narrative »ow 1n our hands. P. 133.

In 527 account Chrift directs his difciples to be baptized.
The firft Chriftians were baptized. He direfts them to
hold religious aflemblies. They did hold réligious af-
femblies. OQOur accounts inake the Apoftles affemble on
a flated day in the week : during the firft century, fia-
ted days for affembling were obierved. Ous hiftories
record the inftitution of the Lord’s fupper. The early
Chriftians univerfally celebrated it, Thefe rites were
obferved in Chriftian {ocieties of different nations and
languages. P. 134

IV. Our account, bears proof thatitis an account of
facts known and believed at the time ; therefore the gof-
pels were not the c.fz of the Chriftian hiftory, but the
confequence of belief in1t. This is exprelsly declared
by Luke in his preface. See Lukei. 1—4. Itisalfo
inferred from St. John’s golpel, as the hiftorian refers
to facts which he does not relate; an inftance of this kind
is the afceirfion, which is not mentoned inits place, but
is referred to~=Chap. vi. 62.and xx. 17. Hence the noto-
riety of the afcenfion, among thofe who were likely to
read his book. The general notoriety of the ftory, is
intimated by the manner in which the narrative is in-
troduced, chap. 1. 15. ¢ John bare witnefs, &c.”” fuppo-
{es, that the reader knew who John was. The reference
to Ychn’s imprifonment, chap. iii. 24. could only come
from awritsr who fuppoied the fat well known. P.135—q.

| CHAP.
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'CHAP. VIIL

The fame proved from the authority of our Hifforical
Scriptures. P, 142,

BEFORE this proof is ftated, it muft be premifed, -

I. Thatif any one of the four Gofpels be proved ge-
nuine, this is {ufficient to eftablith the identity of the
hiftory. P. 193 | |

The received author of the firft, was an original
apoftle ;—of the fecond, an attendant upon one of the
apoftles ;—of the third, the companion of the moft
altive teacher of this religion ;—of the fourth, an apof-
tle. They all lived at the time, and on the {pot,
and give circunifiantial accounts of the miracles. If the
Gofpels of Matthew and John proceeded from them,
they muft be true in fubftance; or wilful fallehoods, If
falfe, the authors were villains, without the profpeé of
advantage. P. 143~—o0. _

At prefent we only aflert, that what the gof'pels con-
tain, is the fame as what the apoftles preached. ‘How
flands the proof? A fet of men publifhed 2 miraculous
ftory, upon the firength of which, they called upon
mankind to embrace new rules of ation ; and in atrefia-
tion of which, they voluntarily expofed themfelves to
dangers. The particulars of this ftory, if our books be

cenuine, are derived from the beft authority, For if
the firit gofpel were written by Matthew, we have the
narrative of an eye-witnels, and apoftle, to judge what
miracles were attributed to Jelus: if the gofpel of John
“alone were genuine, we have the {fame deoree of evi-

dence. If both thele were fpurious, yet if the gofpel
of Luke, or Mark, were written by the perfon whofe
name 1t bears, or by any other perfon in the fame {itva-

tion, we ftill have the account of a contemporary, and
D 2 aflociate
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affociate of the apoftles, which auth'orfty feems {ufficient,
when the queftion is {imply, what it was the apoftles ad-
vanced. P. 117—31. Siace the New Teftament con-
tains four 4iffinf? hiftories, the genninenefs of any one
of which is perfectly {ufficient, we are at leaft intitled
to the advantage of {o many feparaie probabilities. Dut
if it fhould appear, that the Evangelifts had féen ‘each
others works; it may, perhaps, fubtra@® from their
charaéters, as teftimonies f/ri¢fly independent, but it di-
minifhes very hittie from the authority of any one that is
genuine, or their mutual confirmation. By the paralle-
lifms between Matthew and Luke, it may be fuppofed,

that Luke had confulted Matthew’s hiftory, or that
brief memoirs of Chrift had been committed to writing
which both confulted ; either fuppofition will agree
with Luke’s profeilions, who declares that he had dili-
gently inveftigated the {ubject. The gofpel by St. John
is admitted as inndependent tefbmony ; therefore if any
siz¢ of the four be genuine, we have in that one, ftrong:
reafon to believe, that we poflefs the accounts which the
original propagators of the religion delivered. P.151—3,

II The aggregate authority of the Scriptures is to be
confidered. P. 155.

In the evangelic hiftory there is an accumulation of
tefimony which harcly belongs to any other. Each
cofoel is a confirmation of the others ; the exiftence of
four feparate hiftories is a proof that the fubje@ had a
foundation, and the fats common to all may be confi-
dered as fixed 1n credit and publicity. The « A&s of
tne Apoefties,’”” as a {upplement to thefe hiftories, efta-
blifkes the acccunt; and the various epiffles written by
the principal agents 1n the buiinefs, and upon the bufi-
nefs, fupport the conclufion. P. 156—8. The New
Teftament 1s often confidered as one book, as Jimgle evi-
deizezy and its different parts not as diffincl atteftations,

WhiC].l
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which the diferepancies among the feveral documents
prove they were. The hiftories were probably not im-
inediat’ely written, but were the creatures of emergency,
either to inftruct the converts, of to prevent the circu-
lation of erroneous narratives, P. 158—03.

[I11. The genninenefs of the hiftorical books of the
New Teftament is nof eflentidl to the fate of our argu-
ment. P. 164. The queftion now is—Whether the gof-

pels contzain the flory whi. = the apoftles publifhed. If
it be granted that they were written by fome of tle early
difciples of Chriftianity, and received by the f{ocieties
founded by the apoftles, as containing authentic ac-
counts of the fats upon which the religion re’l’(ed;
this reception would be a valid proof, that thefe books
muft have accorded with what the apmtJe:, taught.
Their early exiftence, and reputation is made out by
antient teftimony ; befides, that two of the gofpels fix
the time and {itvation of their authors; and the third
purports to have been written by the author of the
‘ Aéts,”” who declares hnnfelf to have been the com-
panion of one of the original preachers of the religion,

Y. 164—7,

CHAP.
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CHAP, IX

Of the autbenticity of the Hifforical Scriptures, ix
eleven Sections, P. 168.

PRELIMINARY OBSERVATIONS.

I. WEK are able to produce a great number of antient
manufcripts found in different countries, all anterior to
the art of printng, together with verfions of great anti-
quity, in languages which have not been fpoken for
many ages ; which prove, that the {criptures were not
of modern conirivance, and were long ago much read

and {ought after. P. 16g.
I1. The language of the New Teftament is {uited to

the age, and the fituation of the apoftles. Itis Greek
coming from Hebrew origin, and abounds with Hebrew,
and Syriac Idioms. P. 171

I1I. The miraculous relations contained in thefe
books do not directly affect the queftion of their genu-
inenefs. The works of Bede exhibit many wonderful
relations, yet no one doubts whether they were written
by him. Y. 172,

IV. Had it been eafly to have forged the Chriftian

writings, it is probable, that fome would have appeared
under the {anSion of the name of Chrift himfelf ; as in

the unfuccefsful attempt of the epiftle of Chrift to Ab-
garus, which was not mentioned by any writer during
the three firft centuries. P. 174

V. If the afcription of the gofpels, to their refpetive
anthors, had been conjectural, they would have been
afcribed to more eminent men. P. 175.

V1. Chriftian writers and churches {oon agreed on
this {fubject. The diverfity of opinion in ether points,
and concurrence in this, feems to fuppofe it to have been

the refult of private and free inquiry. P. 176.
SE CT.
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SECT. I

The hiftorical books of the New Teftament are quoted,
or alluded to, by a feries of Chriftian writers, pro-

ceeding in regular fucceffion from tne time of the
Apoftles to the prefent. P. 183,

THE medium of proof, in this propofition, is unquef-
tionable. Bifhop Burnet, in his hiftory, inferts extraéts -
from Lord Clarendon’s hiftory. One fuch infertion
proves, that Clarendon’s hiftory was extant when the

Bifhop wrote, and had been read, and received by him
as authentic,

TESTIMONIES,

I. In the epiftle afcribed to Barnabas, we have tlus
paflage ; ¢ Let us beware left it come on us, as it is
written, * there are many called, few chofen.”” Hence
we infer, that the author lived, when there was a book
extant, and well known among the Chriftians, contain-
ing the words, * many are called, few chofen:” in
Matthew’s gofpel they are twice found, and in no other
book now known. The phrafe, as it is written, de-
notes the author to have been a Jew ; it was the form
the Jews ufed in quoting their {criptures. In this epif-
tle there are feveral other paflages found in St, Mat-
thew’s gofpel. P. 184—7.

II. We have an epiftle written by Clement, a con-
temporary of St, Paul, in which the words of Chrift, as

recorded by the evangelifts, are quoted with great re-
fpect, veneration, and without any doubt whether they
were the real words of Chrift. P. 187—go.

Objection. As Clement hath n#o# ufed words of quota-
tion, it is not certain that he refers to any book what-
ever. Anfwer, (r.) He, without any reference, ufes

4
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a paflage manifeftly taken frem the Epiflle to the Ro-
mans. (2.) There are many {entences of St. Paul to the
Corinthians, ftanding in Clement’s epiftle, without any
fign of quotation. (3.) This method of adopting words
of {criprure, without acknowledgement, was in general
ufe. But admitting that Clement had thefe words from
the apoftles, or firft teachers of Chriftianity, flill the
fcriptures contain what the apoftles taught, P. 1913,

1II. At the conclufion of the Epiftle to the Romans
St. Paul fays, ¢ Salute Hermas,” &c. Probably the
auther of the Shepberd of Hermas, in which are firik-
ing allufions to the goipels of Matthew, Luke,-and
John. P. 19z—s. )

IV. Ignatius became Bithop of Antioch 37 years after
Chrift’s afcenfion ; in his eptitles are undoubted allu-
fions to the gofpels of Matthew and john, but not mark-
- ed as quotations. P. 195—7.

V. Polycarp, who had been tanght by the apofiles,
and converfed with many who had {een Chrift, has
nearly forty alluflions to the New Teftament in one
fhort epiftle ; feveral of them quoted without hefitation,
as the words of Chrift. P. 197—200.

VI. Papias, a hearer of Jonn, afcribes the refpective
gofpels to Matthew ; and Mark mentions the materials
from which he collected his account, and in what lan-
guage Marthew wrote. Hence itis certain, that thele
books, at that time, bore thefe names. P. 200.

VI1I. Juftin Martyr, who came twenty years after,
has feveral diftinct and copious extradts from the gofpels
and Acis. {n all his works there are but two :uftances, int
which he refers to any thing, as faid or done by Chrift,
which is not related in our goipels. All his references
{tppoie the books notorious, and that there were no
other accounts of Chrift received and credited. P. 202
0.

V1l
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VIII. ‘Hegefippus, who came 30 years after Jultin,

{ays, that, in his journey from Paleftine to Rome, * in
¢ every city the fame doftrine was taught, which the
« law, and the prophets, and the Lord teacheth.”’
P, 207.

IX. About the year ‘170, the churches of Liyons, and
Vienna fent an account of their fufferings to Afia.
Pothinus their Bifhop, being at that time go years old,
his early life muft have joined onwith the times of the
apoftles. 1n this epiftle there are exaét references

to the gofpels of Luke and John, and to the Aéts of the
Apoitles. P. 208,

X. lrenzus, {ucceflor to Pothinus, gives pofitive tef-
timony to the books of the New Teftament, He allerts
that the ftory which the golpels exhibit, is the flory
which the apoftles told ; and that the gofpels were writ-
ten, % as the foundation and pillar of our faith;”’ he
then defcribes the authors, and the origin of their
hiftories. By another paflage it appears, that in his

time, there were four, and only four gofpels; which by
his references were thofe which we have ; his teftimony
to the Alts1s generally explicit.  P. 209—13.

Remark, Theteflimony of thefe perfons, is the con-
curring tefimony of writers, who lived in countriesre-
mote from one another : Clement flourifhed at Rome ;
Ignatius at Antioch ; Polycarp at Smyrna; Juftin Mar-
tyr i Syria; and Irenzus in France. P. 214.

Xl. In the works of Athenagoras are clear references
to Mark and Luke. And in thofe of Theophilus evident
allufions to Matthew and john. Clement of Alexan-
dria, who followed Irenzus, at the diftance of 16 years,
i%ves an account of the order in which the four gofpels

ere written, mentions the names of their refpeltive
authors, and afcribes the A¢%s to St. Luke, P. 214—17.

E XIL
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X1I. Tertulban, joins on with Clement, who fays,
“ among the Apsftles, John and Matthew teach the
¢“ faith ; among apoffolical men, Luke and Mark refrefp
““ 1t.”” Hence the number of the gofpels,and the names
of the evangelifts. He affords allo a complete attefta-
tion to the authority of our books, by enumerating the
churches which received them ; the Alls of the Apoftles
he calls Luke’s comnmentary. P. 218—20.

Xill. During an interval of 30 years, we have the
fragments of feveral writers, in all of which there is
fome reference to the gofpels ; and in Hippolytus, there
s an abfiract of the golpel hiftory. Afterwards we come
to Origen, whofe declaration is peremptory, he fays
¢ the four gofpelsare received, withoutdifpute, by the
¢ whole church of God under heaven :”” he {ubjoins
alfo a hiftory of the refpective authors, and cenfures the
Apockryphal gofpel. £, 221-=3.

A1V, Gregory and Dionylius were {cholars of Ori-
gen, their teiimony 1s but a repetition of his. In the
writings o Uyprian, who flouriflied 20 years after Ori-
gen, there are coplous citations from the {criptures.
P. 221,

RV. Iu the next 40 yezrs, the remains of a crowd of
writers are to be met with, in which the hiftorical {crip-
tures are always cited with profound refpect. The tel-
tirscny of victorin is pofitive. P. 225.

AVI. Arnobivs and Lactantius, about the year oo,
in defending Chriflianity, derive their arguments from
our gofpel. P. 226

XVIi. Eufebius, who flourifhed about the year 315,
compofed z hiftery of Chriftianity, in which he gives
quetations from each evangelift, and makes remarks
upon their writings. From this time the works of Chri-
ffian writers are full of references to the New Tefta-
ment. P.227-0.

SECT,
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SECT. IL

The Scriptures are quoted with peculiar refpeét, as

books poffefling an authority belonging tono others, and
as concluftve in all matters of controverfy. P. 230.

TESTIMONIES.

(1.} THEOHPILUS, Bithop of Antioch, fpeaking of
the prophets, and gofpels, fays, 4/l being infpired, {poke
by one, and the fame {pirit of God. (2.) A writer,
about 158 years after the publication of the {criptures,
calls them divine. P.231. (3.) Hippolitus, in quoting
the books of the New Teftament, profefles ¢ to draw
“ out of the facred fountain” (4.) Our affertions,
faith Origen, are unworthy of credit, we muff receive
the fcriptures as witneffes, P. 232, (3.) Cyprian ex-
“horts the Chriftian teachers to go back to the fountain ;
—to recur to the gofpels, and apoftolic writings. P. 233.
(6.) Novatus fays, the {cripture detects and confutes

fraud ; but never deceives. (7.) Anatolius calls the
| [criptures divine. P.234. (8.) The Arians rejeted
certain phrafes, becaufe they were not in fcripture, and
one of them fays to Auguftine, ¢ if you alledge any
¢ thing from the divine fcriptures, 1 muff hear.”” And
Athanalius calls the feriptures the fountains of falvation.
P. 235. (g.) Cyril {ays, ¢ concerning the faith, not the
¢ Jeaft article ought to be delivered without the divine
¢ feriptures.”’ P.236. Epiphanius, Phabadius, Bafil,
Kphraim, and Jerome, all teftify to the fame purport.
P, 236—8.

¥ 2 SECT,



SECT. IIL

The Scriptures were, invery early times, collefled into
a diffinct volune. P\ 239,

(1.) THE term gofpe/ 1s probably ufed by Ignatius,
for a collection of writings, as oppoled to the prophets.
Clement of Alexandria commonly exprelled the writings
of the New Teftament by thefe two names, * the gof~
“ pels, and apoffles.”” P.239——41. (2.) Eufebius fays,
that Quadratus and others, the immediate fucceflors of
the apoitles, in their travels, carried the gofpels with
them. P. 242. (3.) Irenzus refers to a colletion of
Chriftian facred writings. (4.1 Melito {peaks of the 0/d
Teflament; hence it is deduced, that there was then a
colleciion of writings called the New Teftament. P. 243.
(5-) Clement’s teltimony has been mentioned, (6.)
Tertullian divides the Chriftian fcriptures into the go/~
p2ls and apsffles, and calls the whole volume, the New
Teftament. (7.) The fame divifion is referred to, by
many writers of the third century. 8.) Eufebius took
fome pains to fhew, that John’s gofpel had been juffly
placed fourth in order. Hence the four gofpels had
been collected. P. 24s. |

S ECT. IV,

Our Scrigtures were foon diftinguifbed by appropriate
titles of refpect. P. 247.

POLYCARP calls them the Aoly feriptiures ;= Juftin
Martyr, the gofpels ;—Dionyfius, the feripture of the
Lord ;=—Irenzus ftyles them the divine feriptures, di-
vine sracles ;3—Natthew’s gofpel is calied by Theophi-

lus,

‘ﬂl
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lus, “ the evangelic voice ;”’—Clement flyles the New
Teftament, “ the divinely infpired feriptures ;7 —Ori-
gen {peaks of the “ O/d and New Scriptures ;”’ =By
Cyprian they are calléd the books of the fpirit. Hence
the pecyliar refpect paid to the fcriptures, P. 24751,

SECT. V,

Our Scriptures were ufed in the public religious affem-
blies of the early Chriftians. P. 252.

(1.} Juftin fpeaking of the Chriftian worfhip, {ays,
the memoirs of the apofties are read,”’ &c. which elfe-
where he calls the gofpels. (2.) Tertullian, on the {fame
fubject, fays, we come together *to recollect the divine
¢ feriptures.”” P.as3. (3.) At Palefline, Origen was
defired to expound the feriptures publicly. (4.) Cyprian
fays, “ the go/pel of Chrift fhould be read in the church.”
P. 254. (5.) Auguftine mentions the reading of the

feriptures, as the advantage of the Chriftian religion.
P. 255.

SECT., VL

(ommentarieswere antiently written upon the [criptures;

harmonies formed out of them; copies collated, and
verfions made into different languages. P. 257.

"~

(1.) TALJAN, about the year 170, compofed a har-

mony of the go/pels, entitled “ of the four.”” (2.) and
(3.) Pantenus, and Clement wrote explications of the
Old and New Teftament, 'P. 258. (4.) Tertullian ap-

peals from a later verfion to the authentic Greek. (5.)

An
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An anonymous author appeals to the antient copies of

the {criptures. (6.) Eufebius refers to feveral writers
as the nterpreters of the {eriptures. P. 259, (7.) Ju-
lius Africanus wrote upon the genealogies in Matthew
and Luke. Ammonius compofed a harmony of the four
gofpels; and Origen wrote commentaries on moft of the

books in the New Teftament. P.260. (8.) Dionyfius
harmonized the accounts of the refurrection. Lucius,

and Helychius put forth editions of the New Teftament.
P. 261. (g.) The fourth century fupplies fourteen
writers on the books of the New Teftament, At the be-
ginning of this century, Eufebius wrote upon thedi/cre-
pancies of the gofpels. Damafus correfponded with
Jerome on the diificult paflages of {cripture. Gregory
of Nyfen undertook to reconcile the accounts of the re-
furrection. Numerous other commentators {ucceeded.
A Syriac verfion is now extant, which, as Syriac was
the language of Paleftine, when Chriftianity was firft
eftabhifhed, is probably very antient; it wants <he 2d of
Peter, zd and 3d of John, and the book of Revelation;
in other refpects it differs little from our texi, P. 262—7.

SE CT. VIL

The fcriptures were received, and appealed to, by diffe-
rent fecls of Chriftians, P. 208,

(1.) BASILIDES, who lived about the year 120, re-

jected the Jewifh inflitution, and oppofed the general
~ doCtrine of the Chriftian church ; yet admitted the gof-
pel by Matthew. P. 269. (2.) The Valentinians, about
the fame time, applied to the evangelic, and apoffolic
writings. P. 270. (3.) The Carpocratians are charged
with perverting a paflage in Matthew, which proves,

that
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that they receved that gofpel. P. 271, (4.) Several
other {ects of heretics, between the years 150 and 200,
admitted the fcriptures of the New Teftament. (3.)
Tatian, a founder of a {eft, made a harmony of the
gofpels. (6.) Thofe who contended for the mere hu-
manity of Chrift, argued from the fcriptures. P. 272.
(7.) The advocates, and adverfaries of Origen’s opi-
nions, acknowledged the authority of the f{criptures.
(8.) Paul of Sarmofata is not charged with rejeting
any book of the New Teftament. P. 275. (9.) The
Sabellians, in an oppofite extreme to Paul, received all
the {criptures. P. 274. (1o.) The teftimony of a Bifhop
of Carthage, is, that the heretics, who pervert the

[feripures, ought to be execrated. (11.) The Millenium,
&c. divided the opinions of Chrifhans, yet every one

appealed to the {eriptures. P. 275. (12.) The Donatiits
ufed the fame {criptures as we do. (13.) In the Arian
controverly both fides appéaled to the {fame {criptures.
P.277. (14.) The Prifcillianifts, and Pelagians received
our {criptures. {15.) The teftimony of Chryfoftom, is,
¢ that though many herefies have arifen, yet all have
“ received the gofpels, either entire orin part.”” P, 278,
Marcion rejected the Old Teftament, and every paflage
in the New, which recognized the Jewifh fcriptures;

but he publifhed a chaftifed edition of St. Luuke’s gofpel.
P. 280.

SECT.
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SECT. VIHI.

The four Gofpels, the Acts, thirteen Epiftles of St. Pail,
the 1f7 of ki, and the 1/7 of Peter,were received by
thofe who doucted concerniig ather parts of our canon.
P. 23z,

(1.) JEROME relates, that the Epiftle to the Hebrews
wasnorreceived as St. V'aul’s, by the Romans. (2.) Ori-
gen fpeaks doubziully of the Epifile to the Hebrews, and
the 2d of Peter, and the 2d and 3d of John, and then
he quotes thofe parts which were undoubted. P. 284.
(3-) Dionyiius has his doubts concerning the book of
the Revelation, but entertairs no f{ufpicion of the au-"
thenticity of the four goipels. P. 285 (4.) Eufebius
treats of the [eripsures which are umiverfally acknow-
ledged, and of thoie which are nof” /6. Among the for-
mer, he ranks the Gofpels, Ads, the Epifiles of St.
Paul, the 1ft of John, and the 1ft of Peter. This opi-

nion a2pgears to have been founded upon the tefiimony
of writers whom Eufebius, and his contemporaries,
called Aiicients. P.286—g1.

SECT. IX,

Ourhiffsrical Scriptures were confidered, by the early
Adverfarics of Chriftianity, as contaiming the Ac-
counts upsin which the Religion was founded. P, 292.

(1.) CELSUS, in the {econd eentury, writing againft
Chriftianity, alludes to books, written by the difciples
of Jefus. He accufes the Chriftians of altering the
gofpely, which refers to lome variations; but various
readings do not occur 1n moedern publications; he fays,

his
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his arguments were from their own writings, evidently
referring to the gofpels. Celfus refers to no fpurious
gofpels. P. 292—7. (2.) Porphyry, in the third century,
gave a large treatife againft Chriflianity., He thought,
by overthrowing the Golpels, and the Ads, that he
fhould overthrow the religion itfelf. Speaking of
Matthew he calls ‘him your evangelift. P.2¢8. (3.)
Julian, in the fourth century, mentions Matthew and
Luke by name j=—recites the {ayings of Chrift in the
very words of the RKvangelifts ;—ftates the early
dates of thefe records;—and calls them by the names
they now bear, without queﬁioning their genuinenefs.
P. 3003,

SECT. X

-

Formal Catalogues of authentic Scriptures were pub-
lifbed, in all which our prefent facred Hiflories were
included, P. 304.

ENUMERATIONS of thiskind are given by Origen,
Athanafius, and Cyril. In the latter the book of Reve-
lation 1s omitted ; asitis alfo in an authoritative catd-
logue of canonical {criptures delivered by the council of
Laodicea. Other catalogues are given by other writers
about the {ame period, in which no books are admitted
befides thofe we now receive. P. 305==7.

¥ SECT.
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Sk CT. XL

The atsve Propofitions cannot be predicated of the Apo-
cryphal Basks of the New Teftament. P, o4,

(1.) NO Chrifian Hiftory, befides our Gofpels, and
the Ads, claiming to be written by an Apeffle, or
dpsficlic ¥an, 1s quoted within 3oc years after the
birth of Chrift. An Hebrew Goipel may {eem to form
an excep:ion; it is szc2 mentioned by Clement, and twice
by Origen, with marks of difcredit. P. 309—11. (2.)
Of apocryphal writags only fwo are mentioned in the
three firft centuries, without exprefs terms of condemna-
tion. Y.a312. We may alio add, (1.) That there is no
evidence, that any apscryphal bosks exifted in the firft
century, 1 which century all sur hiftorical books are
proved to have been extant. (2.) Thele apocryphal writ-
ings were #5¢ read in the churches. (3.) Were not admit-
ted into their voiume. (4.) They donot appear in their
catalozues. (35.) Were not noticed by their advarfaries,
(6.) Nor reierred to by duierent parties. (7.) They
were nct the {ubjects of commentaries, &c. {8.) And
they were reiected by Chrithan writers in fucceeding
ages. Burall thefe books go upon the fame fundamental
niftory of Chrift, as that of our Scriptures; they are

no: contradiciions, but unauthorized additions to our
hiitories, P, 314=—17.

CHAP.
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CHAP. X

RECAPITULATION.

THERE are two points which form the {ubje& of
our difcuffion. *

Firft, The founder of Chriftianity, his aflociates, and
followers, pafled their lives in labours, and fufferings.

Secondly, They did {o 1n atteftation of the miraculous
hiftory recorded in our {criptures.

The former is rendered highly probable, from the
nature of the undertaking ;—the characters employed ;—
the oppofition of their tenets to the docirine of the
country ;—their condemnation of all other religions j—
and their want of authority. The probability is en.
creafed, by the fate of the founder, and the firft con-
verts attefted by Heathen writers ; and is advanced to
hifforical certainty by the evidence of our own books.
P, 520, .

That it was for a miraculous ftory is manifeft ;—Dbe-
caule the defignation of Jefus, as Mefliah, could have
nothing but miracles to ftand on. That the exertions of
the apoftles were for the flory which we have now, is
proved, by the ftory being tranfmitted to us by two of
their own number; and by #wo others perfonally con--
nected with them; therefore, if any one of thefe ac-
counts be genuine it is fufficient; and their genuinenefs
1s made out, by the general arguments which evince the
genuinenefs of other antient writings, viz. by the cita-
tions from them in writings belonging to a period conti-
guous to that in which they were publithed ;—by the
regard paid to them by the early Chriftians ;—by an
univerial agreement with refpe® to thefe books ;—by
contending {ets appealing to them ;—and by a defeé?

S A of
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SECT. XL

The above Propofitions cannet be predicated of the Aps-
cryphal Buoks of the New Teftament. P, 309,

(1.) NO Chrifian Hiftory, befides our Gofpels, and
the Ads, claiming to be written by an Apeffle, or
Apsficlic Afan, 1s quoted within 3oo years after the
birth of Chrit. An Hebrew Goipel may feem to form
an excepiion; 1t 18 6262 mentioned bv Clement, and #wice
by Crigen, with marks of difcredit. P. 30g=-11. (2.)
Of aPocrj,fphd writings only fwo are mentioned in the
three arft centuries, without exprefs terms of condemna-
tion. P.a312. VWe may alio add, (1.) That there is no
evidence, that any apocryphal tosks exifted in the firft
century, in wihich century a// our hiftorical books are
proved to have been extant. (2.) Thele apocryphal writ-
ings were #5f read i the churches. (3.) Were notadmit-
ted into their voiame. (4.) They do not appear in their
catalosues, (5.) Were not noticed by their advarfaries.
(6.) Nor referred to by diiferent parties. (7.) They
were nci the {ubjects of commentaries, &c. (8.) And
they were rejected by Chrithan writers in fucceeding
ages. Burall thele books go upon the {fame fundamental
niftory of Chrift, as that of our Scriptures; they are
noi contradiciions, but unauthorized additions to our
hiitories, P. 31.4=—17.

CHAP.



CHAP. X,

RECAPITULATION,.

THERE are two points which form the {ubje& of
our difcuflion.
Firft, The founder of Chriftianity, 1115 aflociates, and

followers, pafled their lives in labours, and {ufterings.
Secondly, They did fo in atteftation of the miraculous

hiftory recorded in our {criptures.

The former 1s rendered highly probable, from the
nature of the undertaking ;—the characters employed ;—
the oppofition of their tenets to the doctrine of the
country j~their condemnation of all other religions ;=
and their want of authority. The probability is en-
creafed, by the fate of the founder, and the firft con-
verts attefted by Heathen writers ; and 1s advanced to
hiftorical certainty by the evidence of our own books.
P. 320.

That it was for a miraculons ftory i1s manifeft j—be-
caufe the defignation of Jefus, as Mefliah, could have
nothing but miracles to ftand on. That the exertions of
the apoftles were for the ftory which we have now, is
proved, by the ftory being tranfiitted to us by #wo of
their own number; and by 7w others perfonally con-~-
nected with them; therefore, if any one of thefe ac-
counts be genuine 1t is fufiicient; and their genuinenefs
is made out, by the general arguments which evince the
genuinenefs of other antient writings, viz. by the cita-
tions from them in writings belonging to a period conti-
guous to that in which they were publithed ;—by the
regard paid to them by the early Chriftians ;—by an
univerf{al agreement with refped to tnele books ;—by
contending fets appealing to them ;—and by a defel?

I of
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of this evidence to other hiftories on the -fame f{ubje®.
P. 323,

Bur the (fricf genmnenefs of thefe books is zo¢, per-.
haps, neceflary to the fupport of the propofition. If we
did nof know who were the authors of the four-gofpels;
—vyet, if they were received as authentic accounts at,
or near the time of the apoftles ;—if they corroborated
each others tefimony ;a=1t they are corroborated by a
contemporary hiitory ;—confirmed by the Epiities from
the Apoftles; and this connected with the reflection,
that 1f the apoitles delivered any other ftory it is loft;
it is {ufficient to prove, that this 1s the-ftory told by the
apoftles, for which they acted and fuffered. P. 325, If
it be fo, the religicn muft be #rue. Thefe men could
asi be deceivers. By an oppoiite condudt they might
have lived guzetly. In fuch circumitances men would
net pretend to have {een, what they never faw, nor
affert fadis of which they had no knowledge, when they
were aware the confequences would be dangsr and
death. P.527.

PR OUD.
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PROPOSITION 11. That there is wot fatisfaltory
evidence, that perfons pretending to be the original wit-
neffes of any other fimilar miracles, have acted in the
[ame manner, in atteftation of the accounts which they
delivered, and folely in confequence of their belief of the
truth of thefe accounts. P.330.

In comparing our evidence, with that of our adverfa«
ries, the diftinctions are of two kinds; thole which re-
late to proofs;—and thofe which relate to miracles.
Under the former head, we may /ay out of the cafe,

I. Such accounts of {upernatural events, as are found
only in hiftories by fome ages pofterior to the tranfaction.
Ours is contemporary hiftory. This difference removes
the miraculous hiftory of Pythagoras ;—the prodigies of
Livy’s hiftory ;—the fabies of heroic ages ;—the Greek,
Roman, and Gothic Mythology ;—and the legendary
hiftory of Popifh faints. It applies to the miracles of
Apollonius T'yaneus; and to {fome of the third century.
P. 333. .

II. Accounts publithed in one country of what hap-
pened in a diftant country. In the cafe of Chriftianity,
the ftory was publithed in the place_in which it was
atted. This diftinction difpofes of the miracles of Apol-
lonius Tyaneus, faid to have been performed in India ;
thofe of Francis Xavier, and many others. P. 336.

11]. We may lay out of the cale tranfient rumours.
Future confirmation, permanency, increafling in noto-
riety, and {ubfequent independent ‘accounts, are prin-
ciples which muft diftinguith folid truth, from fugitive
lies. P, 337.

IV. Naked hiftory may be laid out of the cafe. If we
had no vifible effe@ts connefted with the hiftory, no

fubfequent
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fubfequent or collateral teftimony to confirm it, it
would not be deferving of credit. Thisis not our cafe.
The books are combined «with the mftitution ; with the
religion of #/is day; with the time and place of its ori-
gen ; and with the circumftances of its rife and progrefs.
P. 338,

V. A mark of hiftorical truth, 1s particularity in
names, dates, places, &c. fuch is the defcription of St.
Paul’s voyage and fhipwreck. The cure and examina-
tion of the blind man in John’s gofpel, and many other
examples in the four gofpels. P. 340.

VI. We may lay out of the cale, flories upon which
nothing depends ; in which no intereft is involved ; and
nothing to be done. or changed in confequence of be-
lieving them. Nothing depends upon the truth, or falfe-
hood of moft vulgar errors and popular fuperftitions
But the miracles of Chrift claimed to regulate the opinions
of mankind, and to decide the moft important queftion
that can agitaie the human mind. It did not flop at
apinions, but they who believed Chriftianity aéfed upon
it. Pl s4a,

Vil. We have laid out of the cafe, accounts which
merely come in affirmance of opirions already formed.
Popifh miracles, happen in Popifh countries, and make
no converts. 1hey like other arguments confirm what
was believed before. Men are eafily fortified in' their
old opinions; driven from them with difficulty. The
Chriftian miracles, were wrought in the midft of ene-
mies; they made converts, who gave up to the teftimo-
ny, their moft favourite prejudices. There was no
énterisr perfuafion to lay hold of. The miracles of
Jefus gave birth to the fect. Frauds might mix them-
lelves with the progrefs, but could not take place in the
commenacement of the relicion. P. 345-=8.

f
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Of the diffinctions which relate to the miracles them-

[elves, the following fhould be carefully retained,
P. 351,

I. It is not neceflary to admit as a miracle, what can

be refolved into a falfe perception. Of this nature, was
the demon of Socrates ; the vifions of St. Anthony, and
Col. Gardiner, which may be accounted for, by a mo-
mentary infanity ; thefe appearances are fo/itary, mo-
mentary, and without permanent effets. But the blind
reftored to {ight, or a dead man to life, leaves an abid-
ing effe&t; the miracle may be fudden, but the proof
remains., P. g51. There are others of a mixed nature,
in which the principal miracle is momentary, but fome
circumftance combined with it is permanent, as Peter’s
vifion preparatory to the call of Cornelins. The vifisi
might be a dream, the meflage fent by Cornelius could
not. Either taken feparately might be a delufion; the
concurrence of the two was impoflible without a fuper-
natural caufe. P. 355

II. It 1s not neceflary to bring into the comparifon,
tentative miracles, 1. e. where, out of a great number

of trials, fome fucceed. This obfervation applies to
antient oracles, to cures wrought by relics, at the tombs

of faints; to the efficacy of the King’s touch ; but not to
the miracles of the gofpel. P. 358,

111, We may difmifs a}l accounts, 1n which, allowing
the falt to be true, it remains doubtful whether a miracle
were wrought, Such as the extraordinary obftruions
to the rebuilding of Jerufalem by Julian; the liquefac-
tion of St. Januarius’s blcod at Naples, &e. This diftinc-
tion applies to all narratives of cures in nervous com-

plaints, and of all difeafes affected by the imagination.
P, 561,

IV. To
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IV. To the fame head of objeion may be referred
f#ories which can be refolved into exaggeration. The
miracles of the gofpel cannot be explained away in this
manner. 1he feeding 5000 with a few loaves and
fithes furpafles all bounds of exaggeration. The raifing
of Lazarus from the dead comes not within the compafs
of mifreprefentation. P. 363. Removing from the
comparifon the cafes fairly difpofed of by thefe obferva-
tions, many will not remain. To thofe which do re-
main, we apply this difanction : ¢ That there is not {a-
“ tisfatory evidence, &c.”” P. 367. See Prop. Il

CHAP.
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CHAP. IL

C’a;g/z:zferation of fome [pecific inftances related by Mr.
Hume. P. 300.

I. THE cure of the blind,and lame man at Alexandria,
by Vefpafian, as related by Tacitusy who wrote his ac-
count 27 years after the miracle is {aid to have been
performed. He wrote at Rome of what paffed at Alex-
andris ; and he does not appear to have examined, or to-
have believed it, It labours under the fufpicion of hav-
ing been concerted between the patient, the phyfician,
and the emperor; it was calculated to confer honour
upon the emperor,and the god Serapis; it wasatchieved
in the midit of the emperor’s followers, and flatterers;
and in a city devoted to his intereft, and that of the God.
P, g70.

II. The reftoration of the limb of an attendant in the
Spanifh church, as told by Cardinal de Retz ; but it ap-
pears that the Cardinal did not believe the ftory; he
{feems not to have examined into the falt; and itis eafy
to conceive that fuch a ftory, managed by the priefts,
and backed by their authority, would obtain credit with
the ignorant populace. P. 375.

ITI. The miracles {aid to have been wrought at the
tomb of the Abbe¢ Paris. The patients werc {o affected
by their devotion, their expectation, the place, and by

the {fympathy of the multitude, that many were thrown
into convulfions, which, in certain circumftances, might

produce a removal of diforders depending upon obitruc-
tion. Similar effelts have been experienced by the ope-
rations of animal magneti{im..——And the circumitances
which indicate this explication, in the cafe of the Pari-
fian miracles, are, (1.) Thefe miracles were tentative;
out of many thoufands, the hiftory contains but nne

G cures.
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cures. (2.) The convulfions at the tomb are admitted,
(3.) The difeafes chiefly depended upon inaction, and
obftudtion. (4.) The cures were gradual. (5.) They

WEre mcomylete. (6.) Others were temporary : and
fome of the cafes do not reqmre this folution. -—-The

iiiiii

rife, but fink. In none of thefe mftances, was the mi-

racle unequivocal ;—by none, were eftablithed preju-
dices overthrown ;—of none of them, did the credic
make its way 1n oppofition to authmity, and power, and

by none of them, were many induced toa hfe of Jabour
c:ﬂd_.ﬁlﬁ-er mﬂ'ﬁ. P. 37 /-"8 3
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PART THE SECOND.

OF THE AUXILIARY EVIDENCES OF CHRISTIANITY.

CHAP L

PROPHECY Tfaiah Jii. 13 lui. Thefe w01ds :.-ue

extaiit i a book, purportmg to contam the predlfhons
of a wrlter wlio lived feven centurles before the Chrif-

tian Aora, It is certain, that they were elther written,

or {poker béfore the fa&t took P]ace, to whlch they are
applied. P. 1224, The quotation is from a writing de-
claredly prophetic; profefling to defcribe fuch future

changes in the world as were-conneéted with the fate
and interefts of the Jewith nation. Itisintermixed with
no other {fubject. 1ts application to the evangelic hiftory
1s plain and appropriate. P. g—7. The antient Rab-
bins explained it of their expected Mefliah, but the mo-
dern expolitors refer it to the calamitous ftate of the
Jewifh nation, The defcription in the feventh verfe,
‘¢ he was opprefled, yet he opened not his mouth, &c.”
anfwers to no part of the Jewiih hiftory. The mention
of the Grave, and the Toméb, is not applicable to the

G 2 fortunes
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fortunes of a nation ; ftill lefs, that part of the prophecy
which reprefents the fuflerings as voluntary. P.7—11.
Il, Another argument is founded upori our Lord’s
prediction concerning the deftruction of Jerufalem, re-
corded by #4ree of the evangelifis, See Luke xxi. 5—25
Mat, xxiv. and Mark xiii. Thefe paflages are dired,
and explicit prediciions. The general agreement of the
defcription, with the event, has been fhewn by many
writers. The only queftion is, whether the prophecy
was delivered before the event, P. 13—i17, And, (1.)
The judgment of antiquity concurs in afligning the three
gofpels a date prior to the deftrution of Jerufalem. {z.)
The evangelifts who wrote them muft have been far ad-
vanced in life, when Jerufalem was taken, and no rea-
fon has been given why they fhould defer writing their
hiftories fo long. (3.) Had the eventbeen accomplifhed
when the prediciions were recorded, fome hints about
the completion, would probably have been dropped.
P. 3. (4.) The admomtions which Chrift is faid 1o
have given his jollowers, to fave themfelves by flight,
is not eafily accounted for, if the prophecy had been
fabricated afier the event. P. 20. (5.) If it had been
compofed atter tae event, taere would have been more
~ipecification of perfons and incidents. P. 21,

CHAP,
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CHAP. 11

The morality of the Gofpel.

TWO points are to be conceded. Firff, that the
teaching of morality was not the primary defign of
Chrift’s miflion, but the eftablifhing a proof of a future
ftate. Secondly, that morality being the refult of the
experience of the effects produced by certain adtions,

cannot be a fubje@ of difcovery. Still the morality of

the Gofpel is e\traordmary, confidering from whom it
came. P. 24~8.

The fubject divides itfelf into things taught, and the
manner of teaching,

I. The Gofpelomits fome qualities which have ufually
engaged the admiration of mankind, fuch as friendfhip,
patriotifm, and and altive courage.

11. 1t has brought forward fome virtues, commonly
overlooked and contemned j—as pailive courage, patience
under injuries, &c. P. 29. The charaéters which pof-
fefs the former qualities have ever been the favourites
of mankind : with Chrift thefe who poffefled the /azter
were {ubjelts of commendation. P. 29—32. (1.) If the
latter difpofition were univerfal, the world would be a
lociety of friends, 1f the former, it would produce a
Icene of univerfal confufion. (2.) If the difpofition be
par ;‘ml in the fame proportion, it prevents the great
fources of human mifery. Without this difpofition, en-
mities once begun, muft be eternal. P. 33—=6. The
preference of the patient, to the heroic charalter, is pe-
culiar to the Chriftian inftitution. P. 37.

I11. A fecond argument, drawn from the morality of
the New Teftament, is the ftrefs laid upon the regula-
tion of the thonghts. This confideration is connelted
with the other: that related to the malicious, this to

the
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the voluptuous paffions. Together they comprehend the -
whole charadter. A moral fyftem which prohibits
actions, but not thoughts, muft be ineffectual, P. 37— 4.

HI. By the Chriftian fyftem we dre tiught to refer
our ations to the will of the Creator; and conftantly
to have in view the happinels of thofe about us.. The
firft direction fuggefts a motive which ad&s fteadily and
uniformly. By the fecond, all felfithnefs in the human
characer is correted. P. 4o, The fame fpirit appears
in the writings of the apofiles; and in the Epiftle of
Clement, and other apoftolical fathers. P. g5-~8. -

IV. The morality of the gofpel is diftinguithed by an
exclufion of regard to fame and reputation. Mat. vi. 1, 6.
Oftentation, not publicity, is prohibited—not the mode,
but the mstive of the aftion which is regarded. P. 48.

We next confider the manner of our Saviour’s teach-
ing. P.s1.

His leflons did not confaft of difquifitions. His precepts
were not accompanied with proofs, or arguments-; but
were {ententious, and {uited to the character he affumed
2s @ meffenger from God. His teaching aimed at zi-
preffisn.  Convidtion was to arile from a relpect to liis
authority. P. 52. This mode of inftruction was the
moft proper, confidering the fhortnefs of his miniftry,
and the difficulties atrending it. P. 53. By this mode
of inftruction, r1/es are conceived in general terms; the
application is left to the reafon of the hearer. A fpecific
compliance with the precepts would be of little value
the. difpofition which they inculcate is of the higheft.
P. 55

Objection. But this diipofition is unattainable. An-
{wer :—3o is all perfettion. Should imperfedtion, there-
fore, be recommended 7 Qur Saviour’s rales can never

be {o miftaken as to do harm. P. 56, The parables of
the New Teltament would do honour to any book. P. 53.

The
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The Lord’s prayer is without an equal or a rival
YWhence had this man this wildom ?  P. 59.

The negative charaéter-of ourLord’s difcourfes de-
ferves to be confidered. (1.) They exhibit no.particular
defcription of the invifible world ; this.repels the fu{'pi.
cion of enthufiafm, The teacher, whofe principal pus-
pofe is to draw attention to hzmfelf, 1sfull of it; witnefs,
the Koran. P, 60. (2.) Our Lord enjoined no aufte-
rities. P.62. (3.) He uttered noimpaflioned devotions
The Lord’s prayer is a model of calm devotion. His.
words in the garden are unafieCted expreflions of deep,
but fober piety. P. 63 (4.) He does riot fubflitute fer-
vency, in the place of regular morality. P, 64, (5.} He-
did not fall in with the fathions of his country, or the
natural bias of his own education, P. 65. (6.) In our:
Saviour’s apothegms, there is no example of fophiftry;
and falfe {ubtilty., (7.) The national temper of the-
Jews was narrow-minded : the leflons of Jefus were:the
moft enlarged benevolence. P. 67. (3.) His religion
was abftralted from all views of ecclefiaftical or civil
policy. Chriftianity declines all queftions upon govern-
ment ; it is applicable to all forms; as it tends to make
men virtuous;—-as it ftates obedience to government, in
ordinary cafes, to be a duty of conicience ;—as it in-
duces a {pirit favourable to public tranquillity j~-and as
it prays for communities, and their governors, of all
denominations, P,68. A relipion, with fuch qualities,
would have been thought extraordinary coming from
any perfon; exceedingly fo from him, from whom it
did come. Suppofe the miffion to be real, all is account-
ed for. Butwithout reality it 1s very difficult to explain.

Chrift was not like any other carpenter; che apoftles
were not like any other filhermen, P. 73,

The
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:—m——

The charaiter of Chrift is part of the morality of the
gofpel. (1.) He is charged with no vice by friends, or
enemies. Some {tain or other attaches to almolft all other
teachers of morals. P. 75, (2.) In every narrative of
Jetus,we perceive traces of devotion, humility, patience,
&c. which qualiiies are to be colletted from incidents.
His devouinefs, ivom his frequent retirement to {olitary
prayer ;—his humility, irom his endeavours to check
contentions among his difciples for fuperiority ;—his be-
nigniiy, irom his kindnefs to children, from the tears
he fhed over his country, and upon the death of his
iriend, &c.j=his mildunefs, 1n his rebuke to his difciples
at the damaritan village ; and in his prayer for his ene-
mies ;—his prudeizce in his condudt upon trifling quef-
tions. P. 738. The beft delcriptions of virtue are to be
found in the New Teftament. P.82. The whole vo-
lume is replete with piety, and with devotional virtues,

which were f{carcely known to Heathen moralits.
P, 8s.

CHAP.
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CHAP. ML

The candour of the writers of the New Teflament.

THIS candour confifts in noticing many circumftances
which no writer would have forged, or woulgi*have In-
ferted, had he thought himfelf at liberty to mou/d the
particulars of that ftory according to his choice. For
example, (1.) Relating unanimoully, that Chrift’s ap-
pearances, after his refurre&ion were to his difciples
alone, and not attempting to conceal this, at firft fight,
unfavourable circumitance. P. 85~—7. (2.) John the
Baptift’s meflage ftating his doubts, concerning the cha-
ratter of Chrift, muft have afforded handle to cavil and
objection. The fame obfervation holds concerning the
apoftacy of Judas. P. 88.—~—John vi. 66. ¢ Frem that
“ time many of his diftiples went back, and walked no
“ morewith him,”” Wasit the part of a writer who dealt
in difguife to put down this anecdote ? or this—* He
“ did not many mighty works there, becaufe of their un-
“ belief.” See alfo, Mat. v. 17, 18, A&s xxv. 19. and Adts
viil. 14. P. go. Laftly, where do we find lefs difpofi-
tion to magnify, than where Paul is faid to have preach-
ed from morning to might; and adds, and fomme believed
the things {poken, and fome believed not? Mat. xxi. 21.
carries with it a difficulty, which no writer would
have brought upon himfelf officioufly. P. ¢2. The
anfwer of Chrift, to him who withed firft to go and
bury his father, though very expreffive of the import-
ance of religion, was harfh, repulfive, and fuch as would
not have been made for Chrift. P. ¢3. The anfiver to

Mary, “ Touch me not, &c.”” probably referred to 2
tormer converfation, for want of knowing which, the
meaning is hidden from us; the obfcurity is a proof of
genuinenefs. Y. g4, John vi. labours under obfcurity,

H which
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which renders it unlikely to have been fabricated. P. g5.
The account of the infltution of the eucharift bears in-
ternal marks of genuinenefs, had it been feigned, it
would have been more full and formal. P.¢6. The
writers of the gofpel difcover no deceit, or cunning ;
ule no precaution to obviate objections; they appear to
tell the truth, and attend to nothing elfe. P. 8. Add
allo the extreme nafuralnzfs of fome things related in
the New Teflament. Mark ix. 24. The firuggle in the
father’s breaft between {olicitude for his child, and an
involuntary diitruft in the power of Chrift, is exprefled
with an air of reality which could hardly be counterfeit-
ed. Mat. xxi. 9. The eagernels of the people to in-
wroduce Chrift inio Jerufalem; and their demand, in a
fhort time after, to crucify him, reprelents popular fa-
vour, and agrees with nature and experience, ‘'lhe
rulers rejecung Chrifty while many of the common
people recelved him, was the zatural effect of prejudice.
The converfztion of our Lord with the Samaritan wo-
nian, at the weil, was of the {ame kind. See feveral
other inftances: p. 100—101.

CHAP.
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CHAP 1V,
Identity of Chrift’s Characler.

'1his argument applies Principally to the COmpal‘iﬁJIl
of the three firft Gofpels, with that of John. John
wrote after the other Evangelifts, and fupplies omiflions
in their narratives; but in relating different a&tions,
and difcourfes, he preferves a fimilarity of manner
which indicates, that the altions, and difcourfes pro-
ceed from the {ame perfon.

I. This agreement is moft ftrong in our Saviour’s mede
of teaching ; and in that property of it which confifts in
his drawing of the dofZrine from the occafion ; or raifing
refletions from the objects, and incidents before him.
P. 105==7. [The author here points out this »aniei, in
the three frft evangelifts, and thews its agreement with
the examples of Chrif¥’s dilcourfes preferved by John,
Thefe examples cannot be abridged, the reader muft,
therefore, be referred to the book itfelf. P. 108—13.7
‘Lhere is nothing of this manner perceptible in the
ipeeches recorded in the Adts, nor in any other, but
thofe which are attributed to Chrift.

II. There feems an affinity between the hiftory of
Chrift’s placing the little child in the midft of his difci-
ples, in the three Evangelifts, and the hiflory of Chrift’s
wathing the feet of his difciples, recorded by John.
P, 116.

1. "The phrafe, ¢ the Son of Man’" is found, as ap-
plied, by Chrift, to himfelf, in 4/l the Golpels, but is
never ufed of Aim by any other perfon. P. 117,

I'V. Chrift is reprefented by the different hiftorians as
wilhdrawing himfelf out of the way, whenever the mul-
titude indicated a difpofition to tumult, See Mat, xiv.
~2. Liuke v. 15, 16, with which compare John v. 33 and
vi. 15, P 118,

H 2 V. The
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V. The relerve, which, for {fome time, Chrift ufed
1t announcing his own character, is recorded by all the
Evangelifts. Mat. xvi. 20. Markiil. 4. Luke iv, 41. and
John xxiv. 35, P. 110,

V1. The difficulty which the difciples had in under-
itanding Chrift when he {poke of his paflion, and refur-
rection, and their anxiety in defiring an explanation,
are noticea 1n Luke ix. 45. Mark ix. 32. and in John
Xvi 16, &c. P.izr.

VIL. Qur Lord’s meeknels during his laft fufferings,
which is confpicuous in the three firft evangelifts, is
preferved by John under /feparate examples. John
xviil. zo. 1s very fumilar to Mark xiv. 48. Luke xxii. 52.
In both, there is the {ame tranquillity, and the {ame re-
ference to his public teaching. P.123. Matthew and
Aark make the charge upon which our Lord was con-
demned to be a threat of deftroying the temple; but
they do ssf {ay upon what crcumftance this calumny
was founded. John, n the early part of his hiftory,
fupplies the defect. See Mark xiv. 5. and John ii. 1.
P. 126. The appointment of the twelve Apoftles is men-
rioned by the three firft Evangelifts, who have OIVEr
their names. John, through his whole narrative, fip-
tofes Chrift to be accompanied by twelve difciples; and
whenever he notices any one of them, it is one included
in the catalogue of the other Evangelifts. All this be-
fpeaks reality. P.127.

CHAP.
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CHAP. V.

Originality of our Saviour’s Character.

THE Jews were expe(ting a perfon who fhould ad-
vance their nation to independence and profperity. Had
Jefus been an enthufiaft, he would have fallen in with
the popular delufion. P. 129. Had he been an impof-
ter, he would have flattered the prevailing hopes,
All the pretended Mefliahs did fo, of whom Jofephus
mentions many. P. 130. A miffion, the operation of
which, was to take place in another life, was a thing
unthought of as a {ubje& of thele prophecies. Hence
Jefus came in a charatter, inconfiftent with enthufiafm

and impofture, both of which have ever followed pre-
vailing opinions, Y. 131.

CHAP.
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CHAP. VI

Conformity of falls mentisned or reférred 1o in Scrip-
ture, with the ffate of things in thofe times, as re-
préfented by foreign and independent accounts.

IF this conformity be made out, it proves, that the
writers poflefled a fpecies of knowleage, which could
only belong to an inhabitant of that country, and to one
living in that age. Hence the genuinenefs of their
writings. P. 133. -

The authors by their {ituation muft have inowsn the
faCts which they relate ;—the argument is {tronger from
the mixed nature of the ailufions in this book ;—the
fcene of action is difplayed in the greateft cities of the
Roman empire j—allufions are made to the manners, and
principles oi the Greeks, Romans, aad the Jews, which
renders forgery very dificult. A Greek or a Roman in
the {econd, or third century, would have been wanting

in Jewith literature; a Jewilh convert would have been
deficient in the knowledge of Greece and Rome. P.134.

[1Tnis argument depending, entirely, upon an induc-
tion of particulars, the author has colleted a great va-
rieiy of examples, which he has {o far abridged and
coniracied, as to render any farther abridgement of
them unintelligible, the reader muft therefore confult
the examples themielves. P. 136-=181.]

The refuls of the detail 15, that {1.) thefle agreements
appear not only in articles of public hiftory ; but in mi-
nute and peculiar circumitances. (2.) The deftruction
of Jerufalem produced fuch a change in the ftate of the
country, that 2 writer who was unacquainmd with the
circumitances of the nation before that event, would
find it difncult to avord miftakes in endeavouring to give
detailed accounts of tranfactions conneéted with thoie

cirenmitances.
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mrcumﬁances. ¢3.) There appears, in the writers of
the New Teftament, a knowledge of the affairs of thofe -
times, which we donot find in authors of later ages,
P, 182,

There have, however, been fome difficulties ftarted ;
and it has been objefted, (1.) That the faxing d_uxing
which Jefus was born, “ was firft made whilft Cyrenius
« qwas governor of Syria.”’ Lukell 2, Now Cyrenius
was not governor of Syria until ten years after the
birth of Chrif}, and a taxing was made in the beginning
of his government. |

Anfwer. The fentence in Luke may be tranﬂated
“ this was the firft affcf[nent of Cyrenius, governor Gf
“ Syria;”’ the words governor of Syria, being ufed af-
ter the name of Cyrenius, as his title; and this title be-
longing to him at the tuime of writing the account, was
naturally fubjoined to his name, although acquired
after the tranfaction which the account defcribes.
P. 185,

Objeftion (2.} Luke in his 3d chap. fays—=¢* Now in
« the fifteenth year of Tiberius Czfar, Jefus began to
¢ be about thirty years of age.”” At this period, ac-
cording to Jofephus, he muft have been at leaft 31, per-
haps 33 years old. Anfwer. This difficulty is {olved by
attending to the Greek, which fignihes, * that he was
‘“ ghout thirty years of age,” and the adverb about,
gives all the latitude that is wanted. P. 187.

Objedtion (3.) Adts v. 36. ¢ For about thele daysrofe
“ up one Theudas, &c.”” Jofephus’s account of Theu-
das referred to a tranfaction feven years after Gamaliel’s
{peech, of which this text is a part. Anfwer. There
might be two impofters of the {fame name ; for there
were four perions of the name of Simon within forty
years, and three of judas within ten years, who were
all leaders of infurrections, P. 189.

Objection
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. Objection {4.) Mat, xxiii. 34. ¢ Unto the blood of
“ Zacharias [on of Barachias, whom ye {lew between
¢“ the temple and the altar.”” Thereis a Zacharias,
whofe death is related in the 2d book of Chronicles,
which fupports the allufion ; but he was the fon of Je-
hoiada. There is alfo Zacharias the prophet, who was
fon to Barachiah, but of whofe death we have no ac-
count. Anfwer. The firlt Zacharias was probably the
perfon, and the name of the father has been added

firice, by fome tranicriber, who took it from the title of
the prophecy. Y. 191,

T

CHAP.
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CHAP. VI

Undefigned Coincidences.

BETWEEN the letters of St. Paul, and the hiftory of
the A&s of the Apoltles, there exift many notes of un-
defigned correfpondency ; a perufal of which is fufficient
to prove, that neither the hiftory was taken from the
letters, nor the letters from the hiftory; and the coin-
cidences are too clofe and numerous to be accounted for
by the accidental concurrences of fition, P. 195. [In
tupport of this argument, Mr. Paley refers to his Hore
Pauline, and fhews how it bears upon the general
queftion of the Chriftian hiftory. P. 1¢6.]

I. St. Paul, in thefe letters, affirms his own perform-
ance of miracles; and that miracles were the figns of
an Apoftle.

1I. It fhews that the feries of attion reprefented by
ot. Paul was real, which proves, that the original wit-
nefles of the Chriftian hiftory, devoted themfelves to

lives of toll and fuffering in confequence of the truth of
that hiftory. P. 197.

I11. It proves that the author of the «“ A&s” was well
acquainted with St. Paul’s hiftory, and a companion of
his travels, which eftablifhes the credit of Luke’s gof-
pel.—"The fimilitude between John’s gofpel and the firft
Epiftle of St, John, is remarkable ; it is alfo valuable, as
the Epiftle aflerts the writer’s perfonal knowledge of
Chrift’s hiftory, Chap. i, 1—3. P. 1.
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CHAUP VI

Of the Hiftory of the Refurreétion.

THE firength of this part of the evidence of Chriftia~
nity, does not arife from its being a more-decifive proof
of fupermatural azency than -other miracles, but from
the certainty we have, that the apofiles and firft teach-
ers afferted the fact; which would have been known if
the gofpels had never been written. Every piece of
Scriprure reccgnizes the refurredtion. Every writing
from that time to the prelent; for, or agarnft Chriftia-
nity, {peaks of this article as received without doubt By
all Chrifbians. P. 2o1.

Queftion. Did the Apoftles knowingly pubiifh a falle-
hood ; or were they them{elves deceived ? The fir/?is
generally given up; the nature of the undertaking, and
of the'men, exempt their memory from the fufpicion of
impofture. The folution more deferving ofmbtice, is
that which woulid refolve the condud of the Apoftles
into enthufiafin ; and would clafs-the refurretion with
ftories of apparitions. This comparifon will not ftand;
for Chrift was feen by many perions, {eparately, and
togéther ; by day, as well as by night; who converfed
and ate with him, and who examined his'perfon. P.203.

Cbiection 1. But thefe accounts are upon the credit of
sitr records.

Anfwer. The refurrection was aflerted ; it was, there-
fore, incumbent on the enemy to have -produced the
dead body. P. z0u.

" Obiection II. The cifciples had ffolen the body.

Anfwer. This {uppofes fraud. Beflides it 1s loaded
with improbabilities; fuch as the {ituation and fears of
-he difciples ; the impoflibility of fucceeding in fuch an

attempt,
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sttempt, both from the guard fet over the tomb, and
from the lightnefs of the night, it being the time of full
moon ; and the inevitable confequences of dete&ion.
P. 203. |

It is evident alfo, that, if the body had been ftolen,
the Jews would have produced it, as the completef} an-
fwer to the flory of the refurredtion. P. 207.

12 | CHAP.
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CHAP. IX -

SECTION L
The Propagation of Chriflianity.

WE are to confider inwhat degree, within what time,
and to wrai extent, Chriftianity was actually propa-
gated. |

A few days after the aicenfion, about 120 difciples
met tozether, p.sobibly perfons connected with the
apoftles, and with one another. (Adsi. 5.) Itdoes not
appear that they were aware thata new religion was to
be eftablilted. On the day of Pentecoft three thoufand
were added to the {ociety, (Adts ii. 41.) many of whom
probably had before been believers in Chrift, and now
openly avowed their attachment to his caufe. In the
fourth chapter, 1t is {aid their numbers were 50003 and
in the next, we read, that believers were added to the
Lord, multittdes both of men and women. The fixth
chapter i_’peaks of the difciples being greatly multiplied ,
in Jerufalem, and thata great company of priefts were

obedient to the faith. It appears, farther, that the
preaching of Coriflianity was confined for more than
a year to the city of Jerufalem. P. 209—13.

A perfecution difperfed the converts threeghout Ju-
dea, and Samaria, and during this {econd period, of four
vears, Chrifhanity was propagated among Jews, Jewifh
profelytes, and Samaritans. T he apoftles did not know
tha: they were at hiberty to propofe the religion to man-
Kind atlarge, unul it was revealed to Peter by a miracle,
The third period commences, about feven years after
Chrift’s afcenfion, with the preaching of the gofpel to
the Gentiles of Cefarea; and before the clofe of this
period, or within thirty years after the death of Chrift

his
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his, religion had {pread itfelf through almoft all the
diftriéts of Afia Minor, through Greece and the I{lands
of the Agean Sea, the fea coaft of Africa, and had ex-
tended to Rome; Jerufalem continuing the centre of
the miflion, P. 215—=22. Hence the following obferva-
tions. (1.} The account comes from a perfon who was
concerned in a portion of what he relates, and was con-
temporary with the wholeof it. P.222. (2.) The ac-
count is an incomplete account of the propagating of
Chriftianity ; therefore, if what we read in the hiftory
be true, much more than what the hiftory contains muft
be true alfo. P. 223. (3.) Thatthe account is, for this
reafon, more credible. Had it been the author’s defign

to have difplayed the early progrefls of Chriftianity, he
would have colletted accounts of the other apofiles.

P.224. (4.) The inumations of the number of converts,
and the {uccels of the apoitle’s preaching, come out, for’
the moft part,incidentally ;which removes the fufpicion of
a delign to exaggerate or deceive. P. 225. The account
is confirmed by parallel teftimonies, in the letters of the
apoftles ; thofe of St. Paul are addrefled to the churches
of Corinth, Phillippi, &c. at which places his minifiry
is recorded. P. 220.

It is now to be confidered, how far thefe accounts are
confirmed by other evidence.

Tacitus {peaks of a valt multitude of Chriftians at
Rome in the tenth year of Nero. P. 228, Pliny’s let-
ter to Trajan, written not quite eighty years after the
afcenfion, proves that the Chriftians in Pontus and Bi-
thynia were very numerous, and had fubfited there fome
confiderable time; now there 1s 70 evidence that Chri-
{Yians were more numerous in thofe places, than in other
parts of the Roman empire; hence the truth of the re-
prefentations given of the general flate of Chriftianity
wm the world of Chrifian writers, P. 230—4. Juflin

- Martyr,
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CHAP IX o

SECTION L

LY

Thz Propagation of Chriftianity.

WE zre to confider inwhat degree, within what time,
and to wrai extent, Chrifianity was actually propa-
gated. |

A few days aiter the alcenfion, about 120 difciples
met tozether, psobibly perfons connected with the
apoftles, and with one another. (Adsi. 5.) Itdoes not_
appear that they were aware thata new religion was to
be eftablifhed. On the day of Pentecoft three thoufand
were added to the {ociety, (Acts 1. 41.) many of whom
probably had before been believers in Chrift, and now
openly avowed their attachment to his caufe. In the
fourth chapter, it Is faid their numbers were 50003 and
in the next, we read, that believers were added to the
Lord, multitudes both of men and women. The {ixth
chapter {peaks of the difciples being greatly multiplied ,
in Jerufalem, and thata great company of priefts were
obedient to the faith. It appears, farther, that the
preaching of Cnriftianity was cenfined for more than
a year to the city of jerufalem. P. 209—13.

A perfecution difperfed the converts threughout Ju-
dea, and Samaria, and during this fecond period, of four
vears, Chriftianity was propagated among Jews, Jewifh
profelytes, and Samaritans, The apoftles did not know
tha: they were 2t liberty to propofe the religion to man-
kind a:large, unulit was revealed to Peter by a miracle.
The third period commences, about feven years after
Chrift’s afcenfion, with the preaching of the gofpel to
the Gentiles of Cefarea; and before the clofe of this
reriod, or within thirty years after the death of Chrift

his
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his, religion had fpread itfelf through almoft all the
diftrilts of Afia Minor, through Greece and the Iflands
of the gean Sea, the fea coaft of Africa, and had ex-

tended to Rome; Jerufalem continuing the centre of
the miflion. P. 215~—22. Ilence the following obferva-
tions. (1.) The account comes from a perfon who was
concerned 1n a portion of what he relates, and was con-
temporary with the wholeof it, P, 222. (2.) The ac-
count 1s an incomplete account of the propagating of
Chriftianity ; therefore, if what we read in the hiftory
be true, much more than what the hiftory contains muft
be true alfo. P.223. (3.) Thatthe account is, for this
reafon, more credible. Had it been the author’s defign
to have difplayed the early progrefs of Chriftianity, he
would have colletted accounts of the other apoftles.
P.224. (4.) The intimations of the number of converts,
and the luccefs of the apoitle’s preaching, come out, for
the moft part,incidentally ;which removes the fufpicion of
a defign to exaggerate or deceive. P. 225. The account
is confirmed by parallel teftimonies, in the letters of the
apoftles ; thofe of St. Paul are addrefled to the churches
of Corinth, Phillippi, &c. at which places his miniffry
is recorded. P. 220.

Itis now to be confidered, how far thele accounts are
confirmed by other evidence.

Tacitus {peaks of a vaft muliitude of Chriftians at
Rome in the tenth year of Nero. P. 228, Pliny’s let-
ter to Trajan, written not quite eighty years after the
afcenfion, proves that the Chriftians in Pontus and Bi-
thynia were very numerous, and had f{ubfifted there fome
confiderable time; now there is 10 evidence that Chri-
{tians were more numerous in thofe places, than in other
parts of the Roman empire ; hence the truth of the re-
prefentations given of the general ftate of Chriftianity
i the world of Chriftian writers, P. 230——4. Juftin

- Martyr,
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Martyr, who wrote thirty yearsafter Pliny, fays, there
Is not a nation, either Greek or Barbarian, amongft
whom prayers are not offered to the Father by the name
of jefus. P.235. The rapid and general diffufion of
Chrifianity is noticed by fucceeding writers to the
time of Conftantine, who probably declared him{elf on
the {ide of the Chriftians, becaufe they were the power-

ful party. Jerome, in the year 392, reckons up 120
Coriffian writers. P.236—4s.

SECT., IL
Reflections on the preceding Account,

IN viewing the progrefs of Chriftianity, our firft at-
tention is due to the number of converts at Jerufalem,
after the founder’s death ;—then, to attend to the efta-
blifhment of Chriftian focieties in Judea ard Galilee ;—
afrerwards, to recollect the fuccefs of the apoftles in their
mravels ;—fnally, to confider the fubfequent fpread of
the religion. In all thele ftages the hiftory is without a
parallei, inafmuch, as it was the prevalency of a doctrine
depending on 2 matter of fact, in oppofition to the pre-
judices of education, fafhion, and worldly policy.
P, 246—q.

If the widely difproportionate effects which attend the
preaching of modern miflionaries of Chriftianity, in com-
parifon with what followed the ~miniftry of Chrift and
his apofiles, under circumitances either alike, or not fo
unlike as to account for the difference, be duly confider-
ed, it will appear reafonable to conclude, that they pof-
fefed means of conviction, which we have not; that they
had proofs to appeal to, which we want. P. 250—061.

SLCT.
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SECT. IIL
Of the Religion of Mahomet.

MAHOMETANISM refembles Chriftianity, in the
rapidity of its progrels; the recency of its hiftery; and
the prophetic character aflumed by its author. But there
are points of difference, which feparate the two cafes
entirely.

1. Mahomet did not found his pretenfions upon mi-
racles, capable of being known, and attefted by others, he
exprefsly difclaims the power. P. 261. Hence no cre-
dit is due to the miraculous ftories related of Mahomet
by Abulfeda, who wrote the account 6oo years after his
death ; or which are found in the legend of Al Janabi,
who came 200 years later. P. 264. Admitting the
whole of Mahomet’s authentic hiftory, as far as was
witnefled by others, to be true, he might flill be an 1m-
pofter, or enthufiaft, or an union of both: but admit
almoft any part of Chrift’s public hiftory to be true, and
he muft have come from God. P. 266.

Objedtion. If one religion could make its way with-
out miracles, why might not another ?

Anf{wer, This is not the queftion. The proper quef-
tion is, whether a religion, founding itfelf on miracles,
could fucceed without any reality to reft on? As Ma-
homet did not take this courfe, it may be prefumed very
difficult, 1f not impoflible. He knew the importance of
miracles by inceflantly referring to thofe of preceding
prophets. P. 267.

II. The eftablifhment of Mahomet’s religion was af-
felted by caufes, which in no degree, appertained to
the origin of Chriftianity.

During the firft ten years, when Mahomet ufed only
perfuafion, and confined his exertions to Mecca; it ap-

pears,
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pears, that he could reckon upon no more converts than
83 men and 18 women, yet this progrefs was aided by
the following important advantages: 1. He was the
orand{on of the moft honourable and powertul family in
Mecca. - 2. He conducted his defign with great art and
prudence. 3. The Arabs probably acknowledged one
fupreme Deity, which, at firft; was the leading dodtrine
of Mahome:. 4. Mahomet {feems to have had thefe two
- purpoies In view, {35 make converts, and thofe converts
[ildiers, as the following varticulars will fhew. (1.) He
aflures the Jews, Chriftians, and Arabs, that Ais religion

ad been originally their own. (2.) He never cealed
from defcribing the furure anguifh of unbelievers. (3.)
His voluptuous paradife. (4.) The higheft heavens for
thofe who fought hisbattles, or expended their fortunes
1n his caufe. {5.) He applied the doctrine of predeftina-
tion to fortify the courage of his adherents. (6.) He al-
lowed a plurality of wives, in compliance with the cli-
mate of the counory. P. 268—70.

Vi hen Mahomet was received into the city of Medina,
he changed his condudt, pretending that he had received
a commiflion to deffroy infidels, and to fet up the true
faith by the fwurd.  An early vitory over a very {upe-
rior force eftablifhed his renown ; we have, therefore,
from this atme nothing left to account for, but, that he
{nould be able to collet an army, and that his army
fhould conquer. P.280—j;.

1T'he fuccefs of Mahometanifin during this, and every
iuture period cannot be {tated in prejudice of the Chri-
fian argument; nor does it ftand in the way of this im-
portant conclufion, that the propagation of Chriﬁianity‘,
in the manner, and under the circumftances in which it
was propagated, is an #n:guc, in the hiftory of the {pe-
cies. A Jewilh pealant overthrew the religion of the
world, P.285~=7.

PART



PART THE THIRD,

A BRYEF CONSIDERATION OF SOME POPULAR OBJECTIONS,

CHAP L

The difcrepancies between the feveral Gofpels.

A STORY fhould not be rejelted, by reafon of fome
diverfity of circumflances with which it is related ; for
the charaéter of human teftimony is, {ubftantial truth
under circumftantial variety ; but a clofe agreementin-
duces fufpicion of confederacy, and fraud. Important
variations, and even coniradillions, are not always
deemed f{ufficient to fhake the credibility of the faét. The
embafly of the Jews to Claudian, Philo places in barvef?,
Jolephus 1n [eed time. Lord Clarendon ftates, that the
Marquis of Ar gyle was condemned to be sanged, which
was performed on the fame day. Four other hiftorians
(ay, that he was beheaded upon the Monday, having
been condemned on the Saturday. This contradi@tion
never led a perfon to doubt, whether the Marquis was
executed or not. Dr. Middleton thought the different
hours of the day afligned to the crucifixion, by John,

K and
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and the other Evangelilts, did not admit of reconcile-
ment. But this does not injure the hiftory of the prin-
cipal fadt. P. 23¢g—g2. ‘

A great deal of the dilcrepancy arifes from omiflion,
which is always an uncertain ground of objeltion. Sue-
tonius, Tacitus, and Dio Caflins, have all written of
the reign of Tiberius, and each has omitted many things
mentioned by the reft. Thefe difcrepancies will be
more numerous, when men do not write hiftories, but
memoirs, which, perhaps, is the true name of the got-
pels, (i. e.) when they do nof undertake to deliver, in
the order of time, a regular account of 4// things of im-
portance, which, the fubjet of the hiftory, did and
faid, but only {uch paflages as were fuggefted by theiy
particular defign, at the time of writing, P, 2923,

"CHAP.
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CHAP. Il

Erroneous opinions imputed to the Apofties.

OBJECTIONS have been raifed concerning the qua-
tations of the Old Teftament, found in the New ; they
are faid to be applied contrary to the fenfe of the origi-
nal, Itis aniwered, that many of thefe quotations were
only intended as accommodaiions, common to writers of

all countries. P. 298. Another error imputed to the
firft Chriftians, was the expected approach of the day of
judgment. Similar to this, was their aflurance that
John would nof die, which arofe from a mifinterpreta-
tion of our Saviour’s words ; hence it is objetted, that
admitting the fallibility of the apoftolic judgment, and
on what can werely? Anfwer. Give me the apoftles’
teftimony, and I donot ftand in need of their judoment;
give me faéts, and I have all that 1 want, P. 299—301.
The two following cautions will exclude all uncertainty
on this head.

I. To feparate what was the objedt of the apoftolic
miflion, and declared by them to be {o; from what was
extraneous. Of points c/ear/y extraneous nothing need
be faid. Of points incidentally connelted with ir, de-
moniacal poflellion 1s one. The doéfrine Chrift did not
bring into the world. The malady was real, the cure
was real ; the matter of fact was in either cafe the fame.
P, jor1.

IT. In reading the apoftolic writings, we are to diftin-
guifh between their doflrines, and their arguments.
‘The former came to them by revelation, but they were

wont to {upport them by fuch coniiderations as their
own thoughts {uggefted. P. 30z

K - CHAP.
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CHAP. Il

oy g

Tkz connedtion of Chriftianity with the jewifh Hiffory.

CHRIST aftumes the drvire origin of the Molaic
in{fitution, and recognizes the prophetic charalter of
many of the antent jewiin writers.

Thus far we are bound to go: but we are not tomake
Chriftanity anfwerable for the circumftantial truth of

each fe])ar re pafluge in the Cld Teflament. In our
Saviour’s time, the books were univerfally read, by the
lews: he and his apofiles uled them, and referred to
them.  Yert encept where he exprefsly afcribes a divine
autbority 1o particular predictions, we cannot, ftrictly,

drzw any conciufions irom the boolks Dﬁlnﬁ' {fo uled.
P. 508~—11.,

CHAP.
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CHAP 1V, *
Rejection of Chriffianity.

IT is acknowledged, that the Chriftian religion did
not produce an univerfal, or even a general conviction.
in the minds of men, of the age and country in which it
appeared : and this has been called the rejection of the
Chriftian hiftory and miracles. This objection divides
itfelf into two parts. P. 312.

I. Astothe Few. With us there is but one queftion s
were the miracles really wrought? Admitting this, we
acknowledge the whole, This does not appear to have
been the cafe with the Jews. John vii. 21—31. exhibits
the reafoning of different forts of perfons, upon the oc-
cafion of a real miracle. The account of Lazarus’s re-
{urreftion is obfervable for the fame purpofe. The
{petators did not perceive, that the works of Jefus bore
witnels to the truth of his pretenfions. P. 313—18.

In the ninth chap. of John’s golpel, we have a full ac-
count of the cure of the hlind man ; a miracle fubmitted
to all the fcrutiny which a {ceptic could propofe; yet
the rulers rejelted its force ; but to the mind of the man
reflored, it had its proper and natural operation. P. 21¢.

Queftion. How could fuch a turn of thought obtain
with the antient Jews?

Anfwer (1.) Their expetation of a Mefhah, was of
a nature totally diiierent, from what the appearance of
Jefus befpoke him to be, (2.) Their perfuafion of the
arency of demons in the produltion of {upernatural
etfelts. The firff would put them to {eeking for an ex-
cufe, why they fhould not receive Jefus in the charac-
ter he claimed. The other {upplied {fuch an excule.
Let Chrift work his miracles, the an{wer was ready, he
wwrought them by the afliftance of demons. P. 320.

IL.The
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i1, The infidelity of the Gentile wérld is to be refolv
ed, into the contempt they bad for Chriftianity, prior to
examination. P. 323.

The ftate of religion among the Greei{s, and Romans,
had 2 tendency to induce this difpofition ; Chriftianity
had nothing to attralt their notice; 1t mixed with no
politics ;—it produced no fine writers;—the nature,
office, and miniftry of Jefus would be alien to their

conceptions. Its connection withjudaifm would injure
it with the learned Heathen, who regarded 7ehoval

himfelf as the ids! of the Jewilh nation ; and this would

preclude all imguiry among men of education ; which
accounts alfo for their jfilence on the {ubject. In this
manner Chriftianity was treated by Pliny the younger,
and by Tacitus. Without inguiry Tacitus difpofes of
the whole queition, by calling ita “ pernicions fuperfti-
““ #7pm,”" a proof how litrle he knew, or concerned him-
felf about the matter. Read the inflructions of Paul to
the Roman converts: ch, xii. g—x1il. 13. and then judge
of this pernicisus fuperftitisn. Or take Pliny’s defcrip-
tion of the conduct and principles of this fect, and then
call Chnifhanity a pernicious (uperflition, P. 323124,

Upon the words of Tacitus we may build thefe obfer-
vations, (1.) | he learned men of that age beheld Chri-
{hanity in 2 diftant and obfcure view. P.32;5. (2.)DBut
tittle reliance can be placed upon the moft acute judg-
ments in fubjects which they are pleafed to detpife. Had
not Chriftianity furvived to tell its own flory, it muft
have gone down to poflerity as a * pernicious Superfti-
tiop.’”” (3.} This contempt prior to examination, is an
intellectual vice, from which the greateft faculties of
mind are not free. P. 236, (4.) We need not be {ur-
crifed that many writers of that age did m0¢f mention
Chriftianity, when thofe who did, appear to have mif-
conceived 15 nature ana character. P. 337.

The
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The Heathen public were probably divided into two
clafles; thofe who defpifed Chriftianity before hand ;
and thofe who received it. Therefore the writers would
be, thofe who were {ilent about Chriftianity, and thofe
who were Chriftians. The notion of magic was refort-
ed to, by the seathen adverfaries, as that of diabolical
agency was by the Jews. P, 337-=40.

CHAP,
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CHAP. V.

That the Chriftian miracles are not recited, or appealed
t5, by early Chriftian writers themfelves, [o fully or
freguently as might have been expecied.

I. THIS objection applies to the letters of the Apoftles,
which are either horiatory, or argumentative. ln the
former there appears no place for more references than
we find ;—the nature of the argumentative epitles ac-
counts for the infrequency of the allufions. They were
not written to prove the truth of Chriftianity, but to

fhew 1ts defign and efiecis ; and of thole effects the value
and exient. :Viraculous evidence muit be the ground of
all the epiftles. P. 34z. The apsffolic epifties, refemble
the apsfislic fpecchzs.P.344. Peter,in lix fpeeches, refers
but fwice to the miracles of Chrift; and siice to the mi-
raculous powers which he himfelf poflefled. Stephen’s
long fpeech contains no reference to miracles. St. Faul,
beifore i'eftus, appeals to Chrift’s refurrection, and his
own coaverfion, to which there are references in his
epiftles, and #bree indubitable references to the miracles
which he himfelf wrought. Hence the agreement be-
tveen his fpeeches and letters.

The miraczlsus hiftory was prefuppofed, and there-
fore the point which occuppied the writer’s thonghts
was this; a/lswing the hiftory to be true, ought Jefus
to be received as the Meffiab ; if {o, what was the objedt,
and benefit of his miffion. P. 315—0.

II. The {ame obfervations will apply to the writings
of the Fathers; the fubjets of which they treated, did
not lead them to any direct recital of the Chriftian hif-
torv. P.219. The next clais of writers is the Apolo-
gifts, the avowed defenders of Chriftianity. Quadratus,
the moft antient, appealed to the miracles of Chrift, in

rerms
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terms as exprefs as we could defire. P. 351, Juftin
Martyr afferts the performance of miracles by Chrift, in

words as flrong as language will admit; and alfo affigns
the reafon why he had recour{e to the argument from

prophecy, rather than from miracles, viz. that his op-

- ponents would afcribe the latter to magic. P. 3j52.
Irenzus, and Laltantius notice the fame evafion in the
adverfaries of Chriftianity. P. 353. Similar obferva-
tions may be made refpecting Tertullian, Origen, and
Jerome, which prove that the miracles of Chrift were
appealed to, in their literal fenfe, by the early Apolo-
gifts for Chriftianity, which is an an{wer to the objec-
jeftion. P. g54-8.

L CHAP.
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CHAP VI

Want of univerfality tn the knowledge and reception of
Ckriftianity, and of greater clearnefs in the evidence.

OBJECTION. If revelation came from God, no part
of the human Ipecies would remain ignorant of it, no
underflanding could fail of being convinced by it.

Anfwer. The advocates of Chriftianity do not pre-
tend that their relizion poflefles thefe qualities, nor-do
they deny it to have been within the compals of divine
power to h:ve communicated to the world,-a flronger
and more extenfive influence. P. 360. The not having -
‘more evidence is not, however, a {ufficient reafon for
reieCting that which we have. If this difpenfation la-
bour uader no defects, but what are common to others,
we are not juftified 1n rejecting it. Throughout nature,
which is a {yftem of beneficence, we are {eldom able to
make out a fyflem of optimiim. To inquire what the
Deicy might have done, is a mode of reafoning which
will n#5¢ do in natural hiftory, nor in natural religion,
and therefore cannot, with {afety, be applied to r eveia-
tici. 1 he ceneral charalter of the works of nature, 1s
on the one hand, goodnefs in defign and effet, and on
the other a liabiliry to difficulty and objections. Chril-
tiallit}f par*'cipates in the fame charalter ; neverthelels
the rea! {y%em in both cafes, may be a {yftem of {trict

IIH.HLHOHG"I the proof be hidden from us. P.301—3.
Chriftianity be compared with the ftate and progrefs

Opiim
1f
cf naturzl religion, the objector will gain nothing by the
comparifon. Natural religion is not univerfal : the ex-
iftence of the Deity 1s not known to all, but 1t cannot
be argued, that therefore, he does not exift. P. 366. If
Chri{liznity be regarded as an inftrument for the melio-
ration of mankind, its progrefs refembles that of other
caules
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taufes by which human life is improved; it has put
things into a ¢rain.; it may become univerfal ; and the
world may continue in that {tate [o long, as that its du-
ration may bear a vait proportion to the time of its par-
tial influence. P. 367. Befides,

1, Irrefiftable evidence would reftrain the voluntary
powers too much, to anfwer the purpofe of trial, or pro-

bation. P. 268.

2. It would leave no place for the admiffion of internal
evidence, which applies itlelf to the knowledge, love,
and practice of virtue, and which operates in proportion
to the degree of thole qualities, which it finds in the
perfon whom it addreffes. P. 36q,.

3. It may be queftioned, whether the perfect difplay
of a future {ftate, would not make a degree of impreffion

upon the mind, incompatible with the duties of life.
P
P, 372,

L - CHAP,
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CHAP. VIL
The fuppofed Effects of Chriftianity.

IT has been contended, that Chriftianity has had a
bad effed upon public happinefs. P. 375.

1. The influence of religion is {ought In a wrong
place. It is not to be looked for in the councils of
princes; in the refolutions of popular aflembiies ; in the
conduct of governments towards their fubjedts, of {ove-
relgns to one another, of conquerors at the head of ar-
mies ; topics which fill the page of hiftory : but 1t muft
be perceived in the {ilent courfe of private life. The
fubftance of religion is neceflarily invifible. Much of -
the influence of Chriftianity may be felt in times of pub-
lic diftrefs. The Chrildan religion 4ffs upon public
ufagesand inftitutions, refpecting war, government, mar-
riage, public amufements, and the ftate of the poor.
P. q76—281.

Bur the argument depended on is, the benefit of reli-
gion in private ftations. It has been the author of virtue
and happine{s to millions; 1t hath had 2 Jfenfible intluence
on the public judgment of morals; hence many may be
kept in order by Chriftianity who are nof Chriftians.
But it is not to be appreciated by its temporal effeils ; its
infiuence upon the whsle of human exiftence muft be
eftimated. P. 361—1.

II. Chriftianity is charged with many confequences
for which it is not anfwerable.

Religion has #5¢ made perfecuting laws; itis an{wer-
able for no part of the mifchiefs of perfecution. Had
there been in the New Teftament, what there are in the
Koran, grecepts authoriling coercisn, in the propagation
of religion, tiie cafe would have been difterent. If
Chriftianity be charged with every miichief, of which
it has been the cccafizn, though not the motive; the
anlwer is, that 1f the malevolent paflions be there, the
world will never want occafions. P. 584—.

CHAP,
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C H A b. VIIL

TAE CONCLUSION,

IN religion much depends on the order of our inqui-
ries. He who takes up a {yftem of divinity, believing
every part muft be true, or the who/e falle, approaches
the difcuflion with great difadvantage. Under this pre-
judice weare all, in fome meafure, introduced to our
religious ftudies; the doctrines of religion come to us
before the proofs, hence perfons of hafty tempers have
rejeCted the whole. We ought firft to examine the ge-
neral truth of its principles, and then inquire into s
dodtrines. What is clear in Chriftianity is fuﬂicientiy
valuable; what is dubious,~unneceflary, and of {fubor-
dinate importance. P. 390-—3. |

The truth of Chriftiadity depends upon 1its leading
facts, and upon them alone. Of thefe we have fuflicient
evidence. We have uncontefted and inconteftible points
to which the hiftory of the human fpecies hath nothing
{imilar to offer. A Jewifh pealant without force, or
influence, changed the religion of the world. After he
had been put to death, his companjons aflerted his fu-
pernatural charaéter, founded on f{upernatural opera-
tions, and in teftimony of thefe aflertions they fuflered
perfecution and death. A very few days after, this per-
{fon had been publicly executed ; andin the very city in
which he was buried, thefe his companions declare,
with one voice, that his body was reftored to life; in
this fa&t they perfified, in the face of thole who had
killed him, and who were armed with the whole power
of the country. As to thefe facls, the Chriftian ftory
hath never varied ; nor has any other ever been fet up
in its room. Al feéts, in all ages, have concurred 1n
reprefenting thefe fadls in this manner, P, 394—7.

Thele
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Thefe propofitions prove the exiftence of the tranfac-
tion. The particulars we have from the perfons them-
{feives, and their companions, in fsur books, the au-
thensiciry of which is eitablithed by ftronger proofs, than
belong to almoit any other antient book. They alfo
bear {trong internal evidence of their truth, inafmuch
as the writers underftood the hiitory, and ufages of the
t uses to which they refer. In comvaring them with one
another, we find them varying, lo as to repel fufpicion
i canfedericy, and fo agreeing under this variety, as to
{hew they had one real tranfaction for their common
ioundation. P. 396—4100. - '

The four narrauves are confined to the hiftory of the
founder, and end with A5 miniflry. The flory is car-
Tied on by a perfon connecied with the bufinefs, and the-
fubilance is confirnied by a number of original letters,
written by a perion who is the principal {ubjedt of the

ifiory. Y. go1.

The miracles were not fecref, nor momentary, r.or
teptative, nor ambigisis, nor periormed under the
fanction of awtrority, with the {peciators on their fide,
nor in afirmance of tenets already eftablifhed. The
evidence of thefe miracles was contemporary ;—publifh-
ed on the {pot ;—involved quefiions of the greateft mag-
nimde ;—contradidied fixed prejudices;—and it required
from thofe who accepzed it, principles and conduct ex-
pofed to outrage and periecudon. P. 4o3.

The event, as might be expelted, was noticed in the
prophetic writngs of the jews; had the confequences
been more diftindtly revealed, it would have cooled
their ardour for an inflitution, which was eventually to

oive place to one meore perfect. P. 405.
The creat importance of revelation is to be eflimated
L
from the dudtrine of a refurrection from the dead; the
other
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other articles of the Chriftian faith are but adjunds to
this; its morality 1s wife, and pure, neither adapted to
vulgar prejudices, nor flattering popular notions, nor,
excufing eftablifhed practices, but calculated to promote
human happinefs. P. 400. |

The Deity to fix the inftitution, vouchfafed a miracu-
lous atteftation; he then committed its future progrefs to
~the natural means of human communication, In this,
Chriftianity is analogous to moft other provifions for
human happinefs. The provifion is made, and left to
at according to the laws of a more general {y{tem.
P, 408, |

Let the conflant recurrence to our cobfervation, of
contrivance, defign, and wildom .in the works of na-
ture, fix upon our minds the belief of a God, and all is
ealy. Inthe councils of fuch a being, it is not improba-
ble that there fhould be a future ftate, or that we-thould
be acquainted with it. A future ftate rectifies every
thing ; becaufe if moral agents be eventually happy, or
miferable, according to their condudt, in the ftations
afligned them here, it feems not very material by what
rules thele ftations are afligned; it therefore {olves all
objeltions to the divine goodnefs. Neverthelefs, 2 higher
degree of aflurance was neceflary than-that drawn from
the light of nature, to overcome the {hock which the
fenfes receive by the appearances of death. Abftratedly
confidered, perhaps, there is no more difficulty in ap-
prehending the refurrection of a dead man, than in the
conception of a child.

Since, however, a future flate, and the revelation of
a future ftate, is not only perfectly confiftent with the
attributes of God ; but alfo removes many difficulties ;—
fince there is fuch a firong body of hiftorical evidence
that fuch a revelation has been communicated, we may

fet
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fet our minds at reft with the aflurance, thatin the re-
fources of creative wildom, expedients cannot be want-
ed to carry into effe® what the Deity hath propoled.
P. 409. to the end.

%
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fet our minds at reft with the aflurance, thatin the re-
fources of creatrve wildom, expedients cannot be want-

ed to carry into effect what the Deity hath propofed.
P. 409, to the end.
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