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PART IL

OF THE AUXILIARY EVIDENCIS OF
CHRISTIANITY.

- CHAP L

.Z)i'ﬁpbffj'b

1. i 13, i © BEHOLDg my fervant
{hall deal prudently, he fhall be exalted, and
extoiled, and be very high. As many were
aftonifhed at thee ; his vifage was {0 marred
more than any man, and his form more
than the Tons of men: f{o fhall he {prinkle
many nations; the kings fhall fhut their
mouths at him; for that which had not
been told them fhall they fee; and that
which they had not heard {hall they coafi-
der. Who hath believed our report? and

to whom 1s the arm of the Lord revealed ?
Vor. 1. B ' For



L2 ]
For he fhall grow up before hin as a tender
rlant, and 25 a root out of a dry ground :
he hath no form nor comelinefs ; and when
vic thall fee him, there is no beauty that
we fhould delire him, | He is defpifed and
rejocted of men, a man of forrows, and ac-
quainted with grief: and we hid, as it were,

our face

s

from him; he was delpifed, and
we clicemed him not. Surely Lie hath borne
cur griefs, and carried our forrows : yet we
did efteem him ftrickeny {mitten of God,
and afflicted, But he was wounded for our
tranf{grefhions, ‘he was bruifed for our ini-

guitics : the chafiifement of our peace was

Tl s

upen him; and .with his {tripes we are
healed, All we like fhecp have gone aftray ;
we have turned every one to his own way ;
and the Lord hath lad on him the iniquity
of usall,  He was opprelled, and fie was
alllicCted, yet he opened not his mouth: he
is brought as a Jamb to the flaughter, and as
a {heep belore her fhearers is dumb, fo he
opencth not his mouth, He was taken
from: prifon and from judgement ; and who

fhall declare his generation ? for he was cut
q off

-
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off 6ut of the land of the living ¢ for the
tranfgreflion of my people was he firicken,

And he made his grave with the wicked,
and with the rich in his death ; becaufe he
had done no violence, neither was any de-
ceit in his mouth. Yet it plealed the Lord
to brutfe him ; he hath put him to grief
When thou fhalt make his {oul an offering
for fin, he fhall fee his feed, he fhall prolong
his days, and the pleafure of the Lord fhall
profper in his hand. He fhall fee of the
travail of his foul, and thall be fatisfied : by
his knowledge fhall my Trighteous fervant
jultify many; for he fhall bear their iniqui-
ties.  Lherefore will I divide him a portion
with the great, and he fhall divide the {poil
with the firong; becaufe he hath poured
out his foul unto death: and he was num-
bered with the tranfgreflors; and he bare
the fin of many, and made intercefhon for
- the tranfgreflors.”

Thefe words are extant in a book, pur-

portingto contain the preditions of a writer,
B2 ~ whe



L 4]

who lived {even centuueq before tl1e Chrif-
tian Lra,

L]

: 1o
l--‘ 1

- That material part. of every argument
{irom- prophecy, -namely, that the words
alledged were actually {poken or written.
before the fall to which  they are applicd
took place, or could by any natural means
be forefecn, 1s, in the prefent inftance, in-
conteftable.  The record comes out of the
cultody of adverfaries. The Jews, as an
ancient father well oblerved, are our libra-
rians. The patlage is-in their copies as
well as in ourss ~With many -attempts to
explain 1t away, none has ever-becn made
by them to difcredit its authenticity.

And, what adds to the force of the que-
tation 18, that 1t 1s taken from a writing
declaredly prophetic 5 a writing, profefling
to “defcribe fuch iutme tranfaltions and
changes in the woud as were connected
.mth the f“ttc and 111Lcreﬁs of the ]en vifh
nation. It is not a paﬂaﬂ*t, In an htﬁoucal

OF
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or devotional compofition, which, becaufe it
turns out to be applicable to fome future
events, or to fome future {ituation of affairs,
is prefumed to have been. oracular. The
words of Ifaiah were delivered by him in a
prophetic chara&er, with the {olemnity be-
longiny to that cliardter ; and what he fo
delivered, was all along: underfteod by the
Jewifh reader to refer to fomething thar was
to take place after’the time of the author,
‘The public fentiments of the Jews, con-
cerning the deflign of Iaiah’s writings, are
{et forth in the book of Lcclefiafticus: “ He
faw, by an excellent {pirit, what fhould
come to pafs at the laft,; and he comforted
them that mourned ‘in::Sion:  He fhewed
what fhould come to pafs for ever, and
fecret things or ever they came.” (ch. xlviii,

Vel, 24. )

It 15 alfo an advanta% w hn.h thlb pro-
phecy pollefies, that it is mfeumxed with
no other fubje@, It is entire, ﬁ,pamtbj and

uninterruptedly dueé’[ed to 011L {cene Of
thmns.

B3 The
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The application of the prophecy to the
evangelic hiftory is plain- and appropriate.
Here is no double {enfe: no figurative lan-
euage, but what Is {ufficiently intelligible to
cvery reader of every country. The obfcu-
rities, by which I mean the expreflions that
requite a knowledge of local di¢tion, and of
local allufion, are few, and not of great 1m-
portance, Nor have Tfound that varieties
- of reading, or a different conftruing of the
original, produce any material alteration 1n
the {enfe of the prophecy. Compare the
common tranflation with that of Bifhop
Lowth, and the difference is not coniider-
able. So far as they do differ, Bifhop
Lowth’s corre&ions, which are the faithful
refult of an accurate examination, bring the
delcription nearer to the New Teftament
hiftory than it was before, In the fourth
verfe of the fifty-third chapter, what ous
Bible renders “ firicken,” he tranilates *ju-
dicially ftricken :” and in the eighth verfe,
_the claufe ¢ he was taken from prifon and
from judgement,” the Bithop gives “ by an
pgprdﬁve judgement he was taken off.”

The
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The-next words to theie, ¢ who fhall de-
clare his generation ?” are much cleared up
in- their meaning by the Bithop's verlion,
¢ his manner of life who would declare ¥’
z. ¢. who would ftand forth n his defence 2
The former-part or th:c ninth verle, ¢ and
he made his grave with the wicked; and
with the rich in his death,” which 1mverts
the circumftances of Chrift's paflion, the
Bithop brings cut in an order perfectly
agreeable to the cevent ;  and his grave was
appointed with the wicked, but with the
rich man was his tomb.,” The woids In
the eleventh verfe, ¢ by his knowledge {hall
my righteous fervant juflify many,” are in
the Bifhop’s verfion “ by the fuewledge of
bim fhall my righteous fervant jultify many.”

It is natural to enquire what turn the Jews

themfelves give to this prophecy *, Thereis

* ¢ Vaticinium hoc Efaize eft carnificina Rabbino-
rum, de quo aliqui Judeei mihi confefli funt, Rabbinos,
fuos ex propheticis feripturis facile fe extricare potulffeg-
guody Efaias tacuiffee.” 1lalfe Theol Jud. p. 3105, qu{}t'tzd;-“_"h
by Poole 1n loc. SRITPEE L

By g0od



[ 8 |

wood proof that the ancient Rabbins explain-
-ed-it of their expe&ted Mefliah'* ; but their

modern expohtors concur, I think, in re-

. prefenting it as a delcription of -the cala-

!

mitous {tate and intended refloration of the

- Jewifh people, who are: here, ‘as they fay,

exhibited under ‘the ‘¢hara&er of a finole
perfon. I havenot difcovered that their ex-
pofition refts upon any, critical arguments, or

upon thele in:any other than a'véery minute
‘degree. The claufe in the ninth verfs,

which we render “ for the tranfgreffion of
my people was. he firicken,” and in the
margin “ was the firoke upon him,” the
Jews read * for the trarifgreﬂion of my peo-
ple was the {’croke upon them.” " And what

‘they a]ledge in iuppmt of the alteration

amounts only to this,:that the Hebrew pro-
noun is capable of’a plural, as well as of a

‘ﬁnﬂ'ular ﬁgmﬁcatmn that Is to fay, is capa-
ble 0 hetr conﬂru&mn as well as ours T.

e And

_ﬁ “'hlﬂﬁa TI}wl Iud p 430. | _
rB1fhop Lowth ad()pts in this place the reading

,1 TN (m )

of the qwenty whlch frms f:mft:.n to death,. ¢ {or the

I

dSHE T TSP 5 A
tran{s
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And this is-all the variation contended for
. the reft of the prophecy-they read as we do.

tranfgreffion of my péo,pi'e* was he [mitten to death.”
‘The addition of the words *'to dcath,” makes an end
of the Jewifh interprotation of the claufe. And the
authority, upon whicl this reading (though not given
by the prefent HLbI‘C‘W t{::-.t) 1s adopted, Dr. Kenmcot
Las fet forth by an '1rgur‘mnt, not only fo cogent, but
fo clear and popuilar; that I beg Icave to tranferibe the
fubftance of it into this'note. . Origen, after having
quoted at Jarge this prophecy concerning the Mefliah,
tells us, that having once made ufe of this paflage, in
P difpute againit fome that were accounted wife among
the Jews, one of them replicd, that the words did not
mean one man, but one people, the Jews, who werz
{mitten of GoJ, and difperfed among the Gentiles for
their converfion ; that he then urged many parts of this
prophecy, to thow the abfﬁr}mty of this interpretation,
and that he feemed to ‘prefs thern the hardeft by this
fentence—* for the tranfgreflion of my people was he
fmitten to decath,” Now, as Origen, the author of the
Hexapla, muft have underftood Hebrew, we cannot
fuppole that he would !hwc urrfcd this [aft text as fo de-
cilive, if the Greek verbon had not arrleed here with the
Hebrew text; nor that thefe wife Jews would have
been at all diftrefled by this quotanon unlefs the He-
brew text had read 1gtecnbly o the' W ords « to death,

on whicli the argument pnnmpally c’C:pendf:d' fdr, by

:I".l][‘H'

quﬂtmg 1t lmmedmtely, théy" wotild have triumphed

ovey
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"fhe probability, therefore,. of their expo-
{ition is a fubje&t of which we are as capable
of judging as themfelves. This judgement
15 open indeed to the good {enfe of every
attentive readey. 'The application which
the Jews contend for; appears to me to la-
bour under infuperable difficulties; in par-
ficular, it may be demanded of them to
explain, in wlhofe name or. perfon, 1f the
Jewifh people be the fufferer, does the pro-
phet peak, when be fays, ** he hath borne
our griefs, and carried our forrows, yet e

over lum, and reprobated his Greek verfion. This,
whenever they could do 1t, was their conftant practice
in their difputes with the Chriftians.  Origen himfelf,
who laborioufly compared the Hebrew text with the
Septuagint, has recorded the neceflity of arguing with
the Jews, from {uch paflagés only, as were in the Scp-
tuagint agreeable to the Hebrew,  'Wherefore, as Cri..
gen had carcfully compared the Creek verfion of the
Scptuagint with the Hebrew text; and as he puz-
zled and confounded the learned Jews, by urging upon
them the réading” *¢ to death” m this place ; it {eems
almoft impoflible not to conclude, -both from Origen’s
argument, and the filence of his Jewifh adverfanes,
that the Hebrew text at that time actually had the word
agreeablyto the ve..ﬁon of th*‘* bemtv " Lowth’s Ifaiah,
Do 242,0 . o T |
T did
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did efteem him flricken, fmitten of God and
affliGed; but he was wounded for oxr- tranf-
oreflions, he was bruifed for owr iniquities,
the chattifement of owr peace was upon him,
and with his {iripes 7ve ave healed.” Again,
the defcription 1n the {eventh verfe, “ he
was opprefled and he was affliCted, yet he
opened not his mouth j he is brought as a
lamb to the flaughter, and as a fheep before
her fhearers is dumb), {fo he openeth not his
mouth,’ quadrates with no part of the Jew-
ifh hiftory with which we are acquainted.
The menticn of the “ grave,” and the
“ tomb,” in the ninth verfe, is not very
applicable to the fortunes of a nation; and
ftill lefs {o 1s the conclulion of the prophecy
in the twelfth verfe, which expreisly repre-
ients the {ufferings as woluntary, and the
{ufferer as interceding for the offenders,
“ becauie he hath poured out his {oul unto
death, and he was numbered with the trani-

areidors, and he bare the {in of many, and
made intercefiion {or the tranfgreflors.”

slos Eissiiee—y

There are other prophecies of the Old
Tellament,
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Teftament, -interpreted by Chriftiars to re-
late to the gofpel hiftory, svhich are deferv-
ing. both of great regard, and of a very
attentive confideration : but I content my-
felf with ftating the above, as well becauie
1 think it the cleareft and the firongeit of
all, as becaufe moft of the reft, in order
that their value be reprefented with any to-
ferable degree of fidelity, require a difcullion
unfuitable to the limits and nature of  this
work, The reader will find them difpofed
in order, and diftinély explained, in Bithop
Chandler’s treatife upon the fubje&l : and he
will bear in mind, what has been often, and,
I think, truly, urged by the advocates of
Chriftianity, that there is no other eminent
perfon, to the hiftory of whofe life fo many
circumftances can be made to apply. "They
who object, that much has been done by
the power of chance, the ingenuity of ac-
commodation, and the induftry of relearch, -
qught 1o try whether the fame, or any thing
like ir, could be done, if Mahomet, or any
other perfon, were propofed as the fubject
of Jewith prophecy. -

- 1L A
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il. A fecond head of argument from pro-
phecy, 1s, founded upon our Lord’s predic-
tions concerning:the deftruction of Jerufa-

lem, recorded by, three out.of the four evan-

oelifts.

Luke xxi. s—235.+ “. And as{ome fp.ake
of the temple, how- it was adorned with
goodly ftones and gifts, he'faid, As for thefe
things which ye behold, the days will come,
in the which there fhall not be left one
{tone upon another, that fhall not be thrown
down. And they alked him, faying, Mal-
ter, but when fhall thefe things be? and
what fign fhall there be when thefe 'thingé
fhall come to pafs ? And he {aid, Take heed
that ye be not deceived, for ninay thall conie
in my name faying, I- am Chrift; and
the time draweth near. . Go ye not there-
fore after them. Dut, when ye thall hear
of wars and commotions, be not terrified;
for thefe things muft firft come to pals, but
the end is not by.and by. ‘Then faid “he
unto them, Nation fhall rife againft natton,
and kingdom againft kingdom, and great

carth-
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earthquakes fhall be in divers places, and
famines and peftilences ¢ and fearful fights,
and great {igns fhall there be-from heavens
But before all thefe; they fhall lay their
hands on you, and perfecute you, delivering
you up to the {ynagogues, and 1nto prifons,
being brought before kings and rulers for -
iny name’s fake. And it -fhall turn to you
for a teftimony. Settle it therefore in your
hearts, not to meditate before what ye {hall
anfwer ; for I will give you a mouth and
wifldom, which all your adverfaries fhall not
be able to gainfay nor refift.  And ye fhall
be betrayed both by parents and brethren,
and kinsfolk and friends; and fome of you
fhall they caufe to be put to death. Andye
{hall be hated of all men for my name’s
{ake, But there fhall not an hair of your
head perith. In your patience poflels ye
your fouls. And when ye fhall fee Jerula-
lem compafled with armies, then know that
the defolation thereof is nigh. Then let
them which are in Judea flee to the moun-
tains ; and let them which are in the midit

of it depart out ; and let not them that are
in
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“n the countrics enter thereinto. Tor thefe
be the days of vengeance, that all things
which are written may be fulfilled, Bat
woe unto them that are with child, and to
them that give {uck, in thofe days; for
there fhall be great diftrefs in the land, and
wrath upon this people, And they fhall
fall by the edge of the fword, and fhall be
led away captive 1nto all nations ; and Jeru-
{alem fhall be trodden down of the Gena

tiles, unul the time of the Gentiles be ful-
filled.” |

In terms nearly fimilar, this difcoutfe is
related in the twenty-fourth chapter of Mat-
thew, and the thirteenth of Mark, The
pioipet of the {fame evils drew from our
vaviour upon another occafion, the follow-
ing afle@ing expreffions of conccrn, which
arc prelerved by St, Luke (xix. 41) : “ And
when he was come near, he beheld the city,
and wept over it, faying, If thou hadit
known, even thou, at leaft 1n this thy day,
the things which belong unto thy peace;
hut now thev are hid from thing eyes, for

the
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the days fhall come upon thee, that thine
enemies {hall caft a trench about thee, and
compals thee round, and keep thee in on
every fide, and fhall lay thee even with the
ground, and thy children within thee, and
they fhall not leave in thee one ftone upon
another, becaulc thou knewelt not the time
of thy vilitation,” Thefe paflages are direft
and explicit prediétions.  Retferences to the
jame event, {ome plain, {fome parabolical,
or otherwile figurative, are found in divers
other difcourfes of qur Lord *.

The general agreement of the defeription
with the event, viz. with the ruin of the
Jewifh nation, and the capture of Jerufalem
under Vefpafian, thirty-fix years after Chrifi s
death, 1s moft evident: and the accordancy
in various articles of detail and circumfrance
has been thewn by many lcarned writers. It
s alfo an advantage to the enquiry, and to

“the argument built upon i, that we have.

Luke xiit. 3—g. xx. g=—20. 3X1. §~—13.
recetved -
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recetved a copious account of the tranfaction
from Jofephus, a Jewifh and contemporary
hiftorian,  This part of the cafe is perfely
iree from doubt. 'The only gueftion which,
In my opinion, can be raifed upon the {ub-
jedt, is, whether the prophecy was really de-
livered defore the event, Ifhall apply, there-
fore, my obfgi*v;ﬁions to this point {olely.

i. The judgement of antiquity, though
varying in the precife year of the publica-
tion of the three gofpels, concurs in affign-
ing them a date prior to the defiruction of
Jerufalem *, )

2. This judgement is confirmed by a
ftrong probability arifing from the courfe of
human life, The deftruction of Jerufalen:
took place in the {eventieth year after the
birth of Chrift. The three evangelifts, one
- of whom was his immediate companion;
and the other two affociated with his com-
panicns, were, it is probable, not much

* Lardner, vol, X1ii

'XITOTJ ’ II. C‘L ygl,]nwf:‘“

o~
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y:ju'{lérér‘ “than e wis: '+ TH@'y muft, “confe-
(ju‘émly, “have! bien T far” adviticed in -life
when-iTertufalémwas tikeit and 1ib reafon
has been given ivhyithey- fhou ﬁ ﬁefer wilt-
ing their hif*mles’fﬁ Tong, o bt
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g RP thé SvRNgRIiTEs) At #lie” dime of
writing the” gbf ﬁeléﬁ A kHEWH of ‘the 'de-
ftruction of- Tefuﬁ &, By whidli cataftr 0phe
the prophecies e’ plal‘[ﬂj‘f fulfilied; it s
moft probable, 'that, in 1ec01dmg the pre-
dictions, they would have "dropped fome
word or other aboiit the completion ; in like
manner as Luké, “after reldting the denun=
ciation of a dea?tﬁ'iﬁy:ﬂ’gﬁﬁif.é;fadds, ““which
came to ‘pafs ‘in the " days of® Claidius Ca-
{ar +:” whereas the’ bfépiiéciés Lare given
diftin@ly in one chapter of each of the three
firft gofpels, arid’ refetred to in feveral dif-
ferent paflages of ‘¢hch, “and, “in none of all
thele places, dd’éég*fhefe'iiﬁpéar the fr‘nallef’c
intimation that’the’ thmgs fpoLeu of Were

+I1
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come to pafs. . 1do admit that it would have
been the part of an impoftor, who withed
his readers to believe that.-his- book.  was
written before the event,; when in. truth it
was written after it,, to hayqfuppreﬁrsd.any
fuch intimation carefully. But this was not
the charater of the authors of the ‘gofpel.
Cunning was.no «quality,.of, theirs. Of all
writers 1n the world, they thought the leaft
of providing againft obje@ions. Moreover,
there is no clanfe in any one of them, that
makes a profeflion .of having written prior
to the Jewifh wars, which a fraudulent pur-
pole would have led them to pretend. They
have done neither oj:;e:tih%qunor‘ the other.
They have n;i:it_he,i' . i"n!:elrgc;d ‘any - words,
which might fignify to lﬂihe_lﬁﬁ(\lﬁr: that their
accounts were written defore the deftruGion
of Jerufalem, jwhich rg';_rfoplil_if’c would have
done ; nor have t,hey-d*ljggp,egf a hint of the
completion of the pmpheicijesf';gcoxjded by
them, which an wndefigning writer, weiting
after the event, could hardly, on fome or
other of the many occafions. tha! preiented
themfelves, have miffed of doing.

E'z ' 4‘“ Thﬁ
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4. 'The admonitions # which Chil i3 ve-
prefented to have given to lug folinwors to
fave themfelves by flicht, are noc eatily ac-
counted for upon the f{uppcfition of the
propheé‘y being fabricated after the event.
Fither the Chriftiuns, when the {lege ap-
preached, did make their efcape from Jeru-
{falem, or they did not: if they did, they
muft have had the prophecy amongf(t them:
if they did not know of any fuch predition
at the time of the ficge, if they did not take
notice of any fuch warmng, it was an im-
probable iction, in a writer publifhing his

* Luke xxt. 20. 21, When ye fhell fee Jerufalem
compafled with armies, then know that the defolation
thercof 15 nigh s then let them which are in Judea flee
to thc mou*‘tﬂi*ls, and let them which are in the midft

of it depart out, and let not them that are in the coun-
crics cuter thereinto,”

Mat. xive 18, © When ye fhall fee Jerufalem com.
safted with armies, then let them which be in Judea
flca unto the mountaing y let him which is on the houle
+op not cotie down to take any thing out of his houfe,
aeither let him which is in the field return back to take
his clothes.” | '
e v work
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work near. to that time (which, upon any
even the lowelt and moft difadvantaceous
fuppofition, was the cafe with the gofpels
now in our hands), and acdreffing his work
to Jews and to Jewifh converts (which
Maithew certainly did}, to ftate that the fol-
lowers of Chrilt had received admonitions,
of which they made no ufe when the occa-

fion arrived, and of which, experience then
recent proved, that thofe, who were moft
concerned to know and regard them, were
1gnorant or negligent. Even if the prophe-
cles came to the hands of the evangelifls
through no better vehicle than tradition, it
muft have becn by a tradition which {ub-
fifted prior to the event, And to {unpole,
that without any authotity whatever, with-
out fo much as cven any tradition to guide
them, they had forged thefe paflages, is to
impute to them a degree of frand and im-
pofture, from every appearance of which
their compofitions are as far removed as

pofiible,

5 T think t the prophecies had been

%y COI“‘"‘



compoled -after the event, there'would have
beer more fpecification. " The niiies or de-
{eriprions”of thé'ene m}éi"‘fh're" {:générzil; the
emperor, would have'beeri found in them.
The defignation of the time would have
been more determinate. And I am fortibed
1n this opinion by obferving, that the coun-
terfeited prophecies of the Sybilline oracles,
of the twelve parriarchs, and, I am inclined
to believe, moft others of the kind, are mere

tranfcripts of the hiftory, moulded into a

prophetic form,

It is objected that the prophecy of the
deftruction of Jerulalem is mixed, or con-
nefted, with exprefhions which relate to the
final judgemeat of the world ; and fo con-
nefted, as:to lead an:ordinary reader to
expeft, that thele two-events would not be
far diflant, from.each other. To which i
anf{wer, that the objeétion does not concern
our prefent, argument. If our Saviour ac-
tually foreteld. the deflruction of Jerufalem,
it 3s fufhcient; even although we fhould
aillow, that the narration of the prophecy

| ~ had
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had:combined. together what.had:been.faid
by bim_upon kindred, fubjeds, - without acs
curately. prelerying, the-order, or, always, no=
ticing the trapfition. of the difcourfe. ..
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In ftating the'iicrality of the ofpel as an
argument of'its trith ['am willing to admit
two pointsy firft, that the teaching of mo-
rality- was not thé' primary defign of the
‘miffion 3 fecondly, that morality, neither in
the gofpel, nor in any other'book; can be a
f ub]eﬁ, properly fpeaking, of dilcovery.
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If I were to defcribe in a very few words

the {cope of Chriftianjty, as a revelation ™,
i

I fhould fay, that it Was to influence the

* Great and incltimably beneficial effe&s may accrue
~from the mifhion of Chrift, and efpecially from his death,
which do not belong to Chriftianity as a revelation ; that
is, they might have exifted, and they might have been
accomplifhed, though we had never, in this life, been
made acquainted with them. Thelc effects may be very
extenfive. They may be intercfting even to other orders
of intelligent beings. I think it 1s a general opinion,
and onc to which 1 have long come, that the benefi-
cial ¢ffe@s of Chrift’s death cxtend to the whole human
Ipecics. It was the redemption of the woirld. ¢ He is
the propitiation for our fins, and not for ours only, but
for the whole world.” 1 John, it 2. Probably the fu-
ture happinels, perhaps the future cxiftence of the {pe-
cies, and more gracious terms of agceptance extended
to ally might depend upon 1t, or be procured by it. Now
thefe r:ﬂ'e&‘s, whatever they be, do not belong to Chrif.

tianity as a revelation ; becaufe they exift with refpe:

{0 thofe to whom ## is sot revealed,

condudk
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condud of human life, by eftablifhing the
proof ot a future ftate of rewardand punifh -
ment—*¢ to bring life and immortality to
light.” The diret objett, therefore, of the
delign is, to fupply motives, and not ruless
{anCtions, and not precepts. And thele were
what mankind ftcod moft in need of. The
members of civilized {ociety can, in all ordi-
nary cales, judge tolerably well how they
oucht to act; but without a future flate,
or, which 1s the fame thing, without credit-
ed evidence of that ftate, they want a mozrve
to thelr duty ; they want at leafl firength of
motive, fufficient to bear up arainft the
force of paflion, and the temptation of pre-
{ent advantage. Their rules want authority.
The moft important {ervice that can be ren-
dered to human life, and that, confiquently,
which, one might expect beforchand, would
be the great end and oflice ¢f a revelation
from God, 1s to convey to the world au-
thorifed allurances of the reality of a future
exiftence.  And although, in doing this, or
by the minifltry of the fame perfon by which
this is done, moral precepts, or examples,

or
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or illuftrations of moral pregepts, may be
occaftonally given, -and, be:highly, valuable,
yet ftill they,do not fmm the original pur-

At

pole of the miffjon,, . .., ..

i L]
] '] 1_

! ’:';!'- ',_‘r’i J] ” £Y

Secondly, morahtyj neither.in the n'ofpel
nor in any, other hook, a1 be:g fubject of
dicovery, properly .fo, called.,. By which
propofition, I mean that there cannot, In
morality, be, any thing fimilar to what arc
called difcoveries in natural philofophy, in
the arts of life, and in fome {ciences ; as
the fyftem of the univerfe, the circulation
of the blood, the polarity of the mqgge;,
the laws of gravitation, alphabetical writing,
decimal arithmetic, and fome other things
of the fame fort; faéls, or proofs, or con-
trivances, before tetal.ly;unlgqplwn and un-
thought of. \(\-"l}qe&terrtherefd%'e ,-el:;pe.&s, n
reading the Ne;qgl,‘Teﬁamendt, to be ftruck
with difcoveries in morals, in the manner
in which his mind was affeted when he
firflt came to the kﬁow]édge of the dilca-
veries above mentloned or rather in the

manner in which the Wmld was affeCted by
them,
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them, when they were {ifl publilhed  ex-
peds what, 48" T Gpprehend,’ the natare of
the fubje&t renders it impoflible that he
fhould meet with. And the foundation of
my opinion is this, that the qualities of ac-
tions - depend é’ri'tirely"l;lp"oix thelr effects,
which effe@s muft «all’ alongD have been the
{ubje of human experience, N

When it 1s once {e'tled, no matter upon
what principle, that to do good 1s virtue,
the reft is calculation. But fince the calcu-
lation cannot be inftituted concerning each
particular altion, we eftablith intermediate
rules: by which proceeding, the bulinefs of
morality is much facilitated, for then, it is
concerning our rules alone that we need en-
quire, whether In their tendency they be
beneficial 3 concetning our alticnsiwe have
only to afk, whether they be agreecable to
the rules. Werefer adtions to rules, and
rules to public happinefs., Now, in the
formation of thefe rules, there is no place
for difcovery pr0pr°1]y {o called, but there is

ample
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ample voom for the exercile of wildom,
judgement, and prudence,

As I wifh to deliver argument rather than
panegyric, I {hall treat of the morality of
the gofpel, 1 {ubjeftion to thele oblerva-
tions, And after all, 1 think it {uch a mo-
rality, as, confidering from whom it came,
is moft cxiracrdinary ; and fuch as, with-
out allowing fome degree of reality to the
charaCter and preteniions of the religion, it
is difficult to account for: or, to place the
arcument a little lower in the {cale, 1t s
fuch a morality as completely repels the
{uppofition of its being the tradition of a
barbarous age or of a barbarous people, of
the religion being founded in folly, or of
its being the produllion of craft; .and it
repels allo, in a great degree, the {uppolition
of its having been the cffufion of an enthu-
tiaitic mind.

The divilion, under which the fubjedt
may be meft conveniently treated of, is that

e
L
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of the things taught, and the manner of
teaching.

Under the firft head, I fhould willingly,

if the limits and . nature of my work ad-
mitted ol it, tranfcribe into this chapter the
whole of what has been faid upon the mo-
rality of the gofpel, by the author of Zhe
cnfernal evidence of Chrifiianity ; becaufe it
perfely aprees with my own opinion, and
becaufe it is impoffible to fay the fame
things fo well. This acutc obferver of hu-
man nature, and, as I believe, {incere con-
vert to Ghriftlanity, appears to me to have
made out fatisfaCtorily the two following
politions, viz.

. That the gofpel omits fome qualities,
which have ulually engaged the praifes and
aamiration of mankind, but which, 1n rea-
lity, and m their general efie@ls, have been
nrejudicial to human happinels.

IL, That the gofpel has brought forwards
fome virtues, which poflefs the higheft in-
Q rinfic
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tﬁflﬁc r'_t’ﬂluej bUt 'W’hiCh Lha,vecomin{}nl},
been overlooked and contemned,

_""'i ' !}l‘l"i‘

The firlt of theﬁ? prmo[mons he exem-
plifies, in he ln[’ranceq of fw.ndfhlp patriot-
ifm, allive comage - 151 the {enfe in which
thefe qualities are ufually undfn {tood, and
in the conduct which they often produce.

:I'II'

The {econd, ‘in:the inftances of paflive
courage or endurance of fufferings, patience

under affronts and injuries, humility, Irre-
{iftance, placability.

The truth is, there are two oppofite de-
{criptions of charalter; under which man-
kind may generally be‘clafled. The one
poffeffes vigour, firmnefs,- refolution ;' is
daring and altive, quick in its fenfibilities,
jealous pf its fame, eager in its attachments,
inflextble in 1its purpofe, violent in its re-
{fentments, ..

The other meck yleldmo, complying,
fg{ giving ;. not prompt to act, but willing te
{ufter
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{uffer; hientand getitle ufider fudenely and
infult, { uincﬁ for Fe€onciliation where othérs
would demand fat15f*1&10n gwmﬂ* way to

the pufhes of 1mpudenc cbncedmg and i 1n-

dalgent to the prejudmes, the wmng—-head-
ednefs, the ints a&..lbl lity 6f thofe with Whom
it has to deal OISR e |
The former of thefe chara&ers 1s, and
ever hath been, the favourite of ‘the world.
- It is the charater of great men. There is

a dignity in it which umvelfall} commands
refped.

The latter is poor-fpirited;’ tame, and ab-
jedt. Yet {6 it hath happened that, with the
founder of Chgiftianity; this latter is the
fubje@t of his commendaticn, -his précépts,
his example ; and that:thé former is fo, in
no part of its compolition,” This, and no-
thing elfe, is'the charaler defigned in the
following remarkable pafiges: ** Relift not
evil, but whofoever fhall fmite thee on the
right cheek, turfi” to fitm the ‘othet alfo-
and if any man Will fue thee at the'law, and

§) take
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cake avwvay thy coat, let him have thy cloke
aifo ; and wholfoever fhall compel thee to
go a mile, go with him twain ; love your
enemies, blcfs them that curfe you, de good
to them that hate you, and pray for them
which delpitefully ufe you and perlecute
you.”  This certainly is not common place
morality. It is very original. It fhews at
feaft {and it is for this purpofe we produce
“it) that no two things can be more different
than the Heroic and the Chrifttan charalter.

Now the author, to whom I refer, has
not only remarked this difference more
firongly than any preceding writer, but has
nroved, 1n contradiction to firlt impreffions,

)

to popular opinion, to the encomiums of

orators and poets, and even to the {uflrages
of hiftorians and moralifts, that the latter
charater poffefies the moft of true worth,
both as being moft diflicult either to be ac-

quired or fuftained, and as contributing moft
to the happirels and tranquillity of {focial
life. The flate of his argument is as fol-
lows

LIt



1 33 ]

1. If this difpofition were univerfal, the
tale 1s clear: the woild would be a fociety
of friends, Whereas, if the other difpoti-
tion were univerfal, it wonld produce a {cens
of univerfal contention, The werld could
not hold a generation of fuch men.

I1. If, what is the fa&, the difpofition be
partial ; if a few be altuated by 1t, amongit
a multitude who are not ; 1n whatever de-
sree it does prevail, in the fame proportion
it prevents, allays, and terminates quarrels,
the great difturbers of human happinefs, and
the great {fources of human mifery, fo far as
man’s happinefs and mifery depend upon
man. Without this difpolition enmities muft
not oily be frequent, but, once begun, muft
be eternal ; for each retaliation being a frefh
injury, and, confequently, requiring a frefh
faiufaéhion, no perlod can be affigned to the
reciprocation of affronts, «»nd to the progrefs
of hatred, but that which clofes the lives, or

at leaft the intercourfe, of the parties,

I would only add to thefe obfervations,
\TOLr IL: D t]'lfltﬁ,



L 34 ]
that, although the former of the two cha-
racters above defcribed may be occalionally
ufeful ; although, perhaps, a great general,
or a great {tatefman, may be formed by it,

and thefe may be inftruments of important
benefits to mankind, yet is this nothing

more than what 1s true of many qualities,
which are acknowledzed to be viclous.
Envy is a quality of this fort.  Iknow not
a fironger {timulus to exertion. Many a
{cholar, many an artift, many a foldier, has
been produced by it. Neverthelels, {ince
in its general effedls it 1s noxious, it is pro-
- perly condemned, certainly is not praifed, by
fober moralifts,

It was a portion of the fame charafer a3
that we are defending, or rather of his love
of the fame chara&er, which our Saviour
difplayed, 1n his repeated correction of the
ambition of his difciples; his frequent ad-
monitions, that greatnefs with them was to
confift in humility ; his cenfure of that love
~of diftin&ion, and greedinefs of {uperiority,
which the chief perfons amongft his coun-

trymen
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trymen were wont, on all occalicns, great
and little, to betray. ¢ They (the fcribes
and pharifees) love the uppermoft,rooms at
feafts, and the chief feats in the {ynagoguez,
and greetings in the markets, and to be
called of men, Rabbi, Rabbi, But be not
ye called Rabbi, for one is your mafter,
even Chrift, and all ye are ‘brethren ; and
call no man your father upon the earth, for
one \is your father, which is in heaven ;
neither be ye called mafters, for one is your
mafter, even Chrift ; but he that 1s greateft
among jox fhall be your {ervant, and who-
foever fhall- exhlt himfelf fhall be abaled,
and he that' fhall humble himfelf fhall be
exalted ®.”” 1 make no farther remark upon
thefe paffages, (becaule they are, in truth,
only a repetition of the doltrine, different
expreflions of the principle, which we have
already ftated ) except that fome of the paf-
{ages, efpecially our Lord’s advice to the
guefls at an entertainment, {Luke xiv. 7.)
fcem to extend the rule to what we call
* Matt. xxiil, 0. See allo Mark xit. 39.  Luke xx,

A3+ X1¥. 7.
D2 manners ;
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manicrs 3 which was both regular 1 point
of conliftency, and not fo much beneath
the dignity oi cur Lord’s miflion as may at
firft fzht be fuprofed, for bad manners are
bad morais.

It 15 [uiliciently apparent, that the pre-
cepts we have recited, or rather the difpofi-
tion which thefe precepts inculcate, relate to
perfonal condudt from perfonal motives ; to
cafes in which men a& from impulfe, for
themfelves, and from themfelves. When it
comes to be confidered, what is neceflary to
be done for the fake of the public, and out
of a regard to the general welfare, (which
confideration, for the moft pzirt, ought ex-

clufively to govern the duties of men in
public ftations) 1t comes to a cale to which

the rules do not belong.  This diftin&ion is

plain; and, if it were. lefs fo, the confe-
quence weuld not be much felt, for it is

very {eldom thaty in the intercourfe of pri-
vate lifc, men act with public views, The
perfonal motives, {rom which they do a&,
the rule regulates,

4 The
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The preferencé of the patient to the he-
voic chara&er, which we have here noticed,
and which the reader will find explained at
large 1n the work to which we have referred
him, 1s a peculiarity in the Chriftian inftitu-
tion, which I propofe as an argument of
wifdom very much beyond the fituation

and natural charalter of the perfon who de-
lvered it,

. A fecond argument, drawn {rom the
morality of the New Teftament, 1s the ftrefs
which 1s laid by our Saviour upon the re-
culation of the thoughts, And I place this
conflideration next to the other, becaule they
ate connected, The other rclated to the
malicious paflions ; this to the voluptuous.
Together they comprehend the whole cha-
racter,

“ Out of the Jeart proceed evil thoughts,

murders, adulteries, fornications, k.

Thele are the thinps which defile a man,”
Mat, xv, 19, -

D 3 € ¥Wo
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* Wo unto you feribes and pharifees, hy-
pocrites, for ye make clean the outfide of
the cup and of the platter, but within they
are full of extortion and excefs,—Ye are
like unto whited fepulchres, which indeed
appear beautiful outward, but are within full
of dead men’s bones, and of all uncleannefs:
even {o ye allo outwardly appear righteous
unto men, but within ye are full of hypo-
erify and iniquity, Mat, xxiii, 25. 27,

And more particularly that ftrong ex-
prefiion, (Mat. v. 28.) “ Whofoever look-
eth on a woman, to luit after her, hath com-
mitted adultery with her already in his
heart,”

There can be no doubt with any refle&t-
ing mind, but that the propenfities of our
nature muft be fubjefled to regulation ; but
the queftion is, where thecheck ought.to be
placed, upon the thought, or only upon
altion, In this queftion, our Saviour, in
the texts here quoted, has pronounced a
decifive judgement, e makes the control

9 .. of
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- of thought eflential. Internal purity wiih
him 1s every thing, Now I contend that
this 15 the only dilcipline which can {ucceed :
in other words, that a moral {yltem, which
. prohibits altions, but ieaves the thoughts at
liberty, will be inefletual, and is therefore
unwife. I know not how to go about the
proof of a point, which depends upon expe-
rience, and upon a knowledge of the human
conflitution, better than by citing the judge-
ment of perfons, who appear to have given
oreat attention to the {ubje, and to be well
qualified to form a true opinion about it.
Boerhaave, fpeaking of this very declaration
of our Saviour, “ Whofoever looketh on a
woman to loft after her, hath already com-
mitted adultery with her in his heart,” and
underitanding it, as we do, to contain an
injunion to lay the check uporn the
thoughts, was wont to fay, that “ our Sa-
~ viour knew mankind better than Socrates.”
Haller, who has recorded th:is faving of
Boerhaave’s, adds to it the following remarks

of his own ¥ 1 ¢ It did not efcape the obfer-

* Letters to s Daughier.
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vation of our Saviour,” that the reje@ion of

any evil thoughts was the belt defence
arainft vice ; for when a debauched perfon
fills his lmagmation with 1mpure piétures,
the licentious ideas which he recalls, fail not
to ftimulate his defires with a degree of vio-
lence which he cannot refift, This will be
followed by gratilication, unlels fome exter-
nal obfl:cle (hovld prevent him from the
commiffiun of a fin, which he had internally
refolved on.”” ¢ Hvery moment of time (fays
our author) that is {pent in meditations upon
fin, increales the power of the -dangerous
object which has pofiefled our imagination.”™
1 {uppole thele refleflions wili be generally
atlented to.

TY

il Thirdly, had a teacher of morality
ceen afked concerning a general principle
of conduéy, and for a fhort rule of life ; and
had he infiruted the perfon who confulted
him ¢ conftanily to refer his a&ions to
what he believed to be the will of his Cre-
ator, and conflantly to have m view, not
his own Intereflt and gratification alone, but

the
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the happinels and comfort of thofe about
him,” he would have been thought I doubt
not, in any age of the world, and in any
even the moft improved {tate of morals, to
have delivered a judicious an{wer: becaufe,
by the firtt dire@ion, he {uggefted the only
motive which alls fteadily and uniformly,
m fight and out of fight, in familiar oc-
cuirences and under prefling temptations ;
and in the fecond, he correéted, what, of
all tendencies 1n the human charaéter, {tands
molt in need of corre&ion, felfifbuefs, or a”
contempt of other men’s conveniency and
fatistaction, “In eftimating ‘the value of a
moral rule, we are to have regard, not only
to the particular duty, but the geoeral (pirit;
not only to what it dire&s us to do, but ta
the characler whick a compliance with its
direCtion is likely to form in us. So, i
the prelent 1aitance, the rule here recited
will never fail to make him who obeys it’
conficerate, not only of the rights, but of
ilie {eclings of cther micn, bodily and men-
tal, 10 great matters and in imally of the
rale, the accommodation, the felf-compla-

céncy
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cency of all with whom he has any concern,

eipecially of all who are in his power, or
dependent upon his will,

Now what, in the moft applauded philc-
{fopher of the moft enlightened age of the
world, would have been deemed worthy of
his wifdom, and of his chara&er, to fay,
our Saviour hath faid, and upon juft fuch
an occafion as that which we have feigned,

 Then one of them, which was a lawyer,
allked him a queftion, tempting him, add
faying, Mafter, which is the great com-
mandment in the law? Jefus {aid unto him,
“Thou ithalt love the Lord thy God, with all
thy heart, and with all thy foul, and with
all thy mind ; this is the firft and great com-
mandment : «nd the fecond is like uanto it,
Thou fhalt love thy neighbour as thyfelf s
on thele two commandments hang all the
law and the prophets,” Mat, xxit. 25—40

The {econd precept cccurs in St, Mat-
thew, on ancther occafion fimilar to this

(E{ifi’h
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{xix. 106.), and both of them upon a third
fimilar occalion in Luke (x. 27). In thefe

two latter 1nftances, the queition propofed

was, © What fhall I do to inherit eternal
life |

Upon all thefe occafions, I confider the
words of our Saviour as exprefling precifely
the fame thing as what [ have put into the
mouth of the moral philofopher. Nor do I
think that it derralts much from the merit
of the anfwer, thart thefe precepts are extant
in the Mofuic code : for his laying his fin-
oer, if I may {o fay, uvpon ticle precepts;
his drawing them out from the reft of that
voluminous inftitution 3 his Hating of them,
not imply amongft the number, but as the
oreatelt and the fum of all the others; in a
word, his propofing of them to his hearers
{or their rule and principle, was our Savi-
our’s own.

And what our Saviour had faid upon the
{ubject, appears to me to have fixed the fen-
ciment amongft his followers.

Ot
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St, Paul has it exprefsly, « If there be
any other commandment, it is briefly com-
prehended in this faying, Thou fhalt love
thy neighbour as thyfelf #;" and again,
“ For all the law 1s fulbilled in one word,

even 1n this, Thou fhalt love thy neighbour
as thyfelf {.”

St. John, in like manner, * This com-
mandment have we from him, that he who
Joveth God, love his brother allo .7

St. Peter, not very differently, “ Seeing
that ye have purified your fouls in obeying
the truth, through the {pirit, unto unfergued
love of the brethren, fec that ye love one
another with a pure heart fervently §.”

And it is fo well known, as to require
no citations to verity it, ‘that this love, or
charity, or, in other words, regard to the
welfare of others, runs in various forms

¢hrough all the preceptive parts of the apo-

* RDITI. K;H. ?l ',' Ga]- Y. IJ:].I
3 1 Johu iy, 21, § 1 Pet. i, 22,

ftolic
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ftolic writings, It is the theme of all their
exhortations, that with which their morality
begins and ends, from which all their details

and enumerations fet out, and into which
they return.

And that this temper, for fome time at
leaft, defcended in its purity to {ucceeding
Chriftians, is attefted by one of the carlie:
and beft of the remaining writings of the
apoflolical fathers, the cpiitle of the Roman
Clement. 'The meeknels of the Chriftien
charadter reigns throughcut the whole of
that excellent piece. The cccafion called
for it, It was to compole the difienfions of
the church of Corinth.  And the venerable
hearer of the apoftles does not fall thort, in
the difplay of this principle, of the fmeft
paflages of their writings. IHe calls to the
remembrance of the Corlnthian church its
former charalter, in which “ ve were @ll of
you (he tells them) humble-minded, not
boafting of any thing, deliing rather to be
fubjet than to govern, to give than to re-
ceive, belng content with the portion God

had
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had difpenfed to you, and hearkening difi-
gently to his word; ye were enlarged in
your bowels, having his fufferings always
before your eyes.  Ye contended day and
night for the whole brotherhood, that with
compaflion and a good confciencé the num-
ber of his ele&® might be faved. Ye were
fincere, and witliout offence, towards each
other. Ye bewailed every one his neigh-
bour’s {mns, efteeming their defeds your
own®.” His prayer for them was for the
¢ return of peace, long fuffering, and pa<

?

ticnce-+,””  And his advice to thofe, who
might have been the occafion of difference
in the fociety, is conceived in the true {pirit,
and with a perfet knowledge, of the Chrif-
tian charater. “ Who 1s there among you
that is generous? Who that is compaflionate!
Who that has any charity ? Let him fay,
if this {edition, this contention; and thefe
{chifms, be upon my account, 1 am ready
to depart, to go away whitherfoever yc

pleafe, and do what{oever ye fhall command

# Lp. Clem. Rom. c. 2. Abp. Wake’s Tranflation.
1 Ib. c. 58,

nie,
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tae, only let the flock of Chrift be in peace,
with the elders who are fet over it. He
that fhall do this, fhall get to himielf a very
great horour in the Lord; and there is no
place but what will be ready to receive him, -
for the earth is the Lord’s and the fulnefs
thereof. Thefe things they, who have their
converfation towards God, not to be repent-
ed of, both have done, and will always be
ready to do®,”

This fzcred principle, this earneft recoms
mendation of forbearance, lenity, and for<
givenels, mixes with all the wiitings of that
cage. there are more quotations mn the
anoftclical fathers, of texts which relate to
thefe points, than of any other. Chrift's
fayings had ftruck them. * Not rendering
t{aid Polycarp, the diiciple of John) evil

for evil, or 1allmg for railing, or friking for
{triking, or curling for curfing 1. Again,
fpeaking ot {ome wholc behaviour had given

great otience, ““ Be ye moderate (fays he)
upon this occafion, and look not upon fuch

#Ep, Clem. Rom, ¢, 540 4 Dol Ep. ad Phil. c. 2.

‘ ad



[ 48 ]
as enemies, but call them back as {uffernig
and errings members, that ye fave your

whole body*.”

“ Be ye mild at their anger (faith Ignatius,
the companion of Polycarp), humble at their
boaftings, to their blafphemies return your
prayers, to their error your firmnefs in the
faith ; when they are cruel, be ye gentle :
not endeavouring to imitate their ways, let
us be their brethren in all kindnefs and mo-
deration ; but let us be followers of the Lord,
for who was ever more unjuftly ufed, more
deftitute, more defpifed 2"

1V. A fourth quality, by which the meo-
rality of the gofpel is diftinguifhed, is the
exclufion of regard to fame and reputation,

“ Take heed that ye do not your alms
before men, to be {een of them, otherwile -
~ye have no reward of your father which is
in heaven T.”

*Pol, Ep. ad Phil, ¢ 11, 4 Mat. vi. 1.
“ VW hen

o
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““ When thou praycft, enter into thy
clofet, and when thou haft fhut the door,
pray to thy Father lwh'ich 15 in fecret ; and
thy Father, which {eethi in fecret, fhall re-
ward thee openly *.”

And the rule, by parity of realen, is ex-
tended to all otheyr virtues,

I do not think, that either in thefe, or in
any other paffage of the New Teftament,
the purfuit of fame is {tated as a vice; it is
only faid that an adtion, to be virtuous, mufk
be independent of it. I would al{o obferve,
that it 1s not publicity, but oftentation, "which
1s prohibited ; not the mode, but the motive,
of the action, which is regulated. A good

man will prefer that mode, as well as thofe
objects of his beneficence, by which he can

proauce the greatelt effel ; and the view of
this purpofe may dictate fometimes publi-
cation, and {fometimes concealment.  Either
the one or the other may be the mode of

¥ Mat. vi. 6.
Yor. Il. E the
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the adtion, according as the end to be pros
moted by it appears to require. But from
the z0/1ve, the reputation of the deed, and
the fruits and advantage of that reputation
to ourfelves, muft be thut out, or, in what
ever proportion tiey are not fo, the adtion
i that proportion fails of being virtuous.

This exclufion of regard to human Opi=
nion, 1s a difference,- not {o much in the
duties, to which the teachers of virtue would
perfuade mankind, as in the manner and
topics of perfualion.  And in this view the
difference 1s great. When we fet about to
olve advice, our leCtures are full of the ad-
vantazes of charaéter, of the regard that is
due to appearances and to opinicen ; of what
the world, efpecially of what the good cr
sreat, will think and fay; of the value of
public elteem, and of the qualities by which
men acquire it.  Widcly different from this
was our Oaviour’s inftrution ; and the dife
ference was founded upon the beft reafons.
Yor, howcver the care of reputation, the
authority of public opinion, or even of the

opinion
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mpmmn of ¢ood men, the {atisfa&ion of be-
ing well received and well thought of thf=*

F

benefit of being known and diftinguithed,
are topics to vwhich we are fain o 11:1*:@ re-
courfe in our exhortations, the true virtue
3s that which difcards thefe confiderations
abfolutely, and witch retires from them alt
to the fingle internal purpole cf plealing
God. This at leaft was the virtue svhich
our Saviovr taught. And in teaching of
this, he not only confined the views of his
followers to the proper mealure and prin-
cinle of human daty, but ated in con-
fiftency with his ofhice as a monitor from
heaven.

Next to what our Saviour taught, may
be conhidered thie manner of his teaching ;

which was extremely peculiar, yet, I think,
precifely adapted to the peculiarity of his
charaGer and fituation, His leffons did not
confift of dilquilitions ; of any thing like
moral eflays, or like fermons, or like fet
treatifes wpon the feveral points which he
mentioned.  When he delivered a precept,

EZ la
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it was feldom that he added any proof ot
argument ; {ull feldomer, that he accom-
panied 1t with, what all precepts require,
limitations and diftinéions. His inftruc-
- tions were concelved in {hort emphatic fen-
tentious rules, in occafional refiettions, or
in round maxims. I do not think that this
was a natural, or would have been a pro-
per method for a philofopher or a moralift ;
or that it is a method which can be fuccell-
fully imitated by us. But I contend that it
was fuitable to the charalter which Chrift
affumed, and to the fituation in which, as a
teacher, he was placed. He produced him-
felf as a meflenger from God. He put the
truth of what he taught upon authority®.
In the choice, therefore, of his mode of
teaching, the purpole by him to be con-
{ulted was impreffion 5 becaufe convilion, -
which forms the principal end of our dif-

courfes, was to arife in the minds of his fol-

* I fay unto you, Swear not at all ; I fay unto you,
Refift not evil; 7 fay unto you, Love your enemies 1.

t Mat, v. 34, 39, 44
lowers
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lowers from a dirfferent fource, from their
refped to his perfon and authority,  Now,
for the purpofe of impreflion {ingly and ex-
clufively (I repeat again, that we are not
here to confider the convincing of the un-
derftanding) I kinow nothing which would
have {o great force as {trong ponderous
maxims, frequently urged, and frequently
brought back to the thoughts of the hearers.
I know notli:ng that could in this view be

(.I

faid better, than “ Do unto others as ye
would that others fhould do unto you : the
firft and great commandment 1s, Thou fhalt
love the Lord thy God; and the fecond is
like unto 1t, "T'hou fhalt love thy neighbour
as thyfelf.” It muft alfo be remembered,
that our Lord’s miniftry, upon the fuppofi-
tion cither of one year or of three, com-
pared with his work, was of fhort duration ;
that, within this time, ke had many places
to villt, various audiences to addrels; that
his perfon was generally befieged by crowds
of followers ; that he was, lometimes, driven
away from the place v-*here he was teaching
by perfecution, and, at othier times, thonghi

E 3 fit
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fit to withdraw himfelf from the cominos
tions of the populace. *Under thefe circums-
{tances nothing appears to have heen fo
praQlicable, or likely to be fo cfficacions, as
feaving, wherever he came, conrife leflons
of duty., Thele circumflances at leall thew
the necellity hie was under of compriling
what e deliversd within a fmall compals,
In particulary Lis fermon upon the mount
ought always to be conlidered with a view
to thelc obflervations. The qucﬁion 1s noft,
whether a tuller, a more accurate, a more
fyltematic, or a more arcumentative dif=
courle Hon morals might not have beenJ
pronounced ; but whether more could have
been faid in the fame room, betier adapted
to the exigencics of the hearers, or better
calculated for the purpofe of imprefiion?
ocen 1n this light, 1t hath always appeared
to me to be admirable, Dr. Lardner thought
that this difcourle was made up of what
Chrift had [aid at different times, and upon
dilterent occaficas, feveral of which occa-
itons are noticed in St. Luke’s narrative, I
can percelve no reafon for this opinlon. 1

believe
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believe that cur Lotd delivered this difcourfe
at one time .and place, in the manner rclated
by St. Mattiew, and that hc repeated the
fame rules and muxims at difereat times,
as opportunity or occafica {uggeied 5 that
they were often in his mouh, were rep:u:ed
to different audiences, and in various con-

vei{ations.

It 15 1ncidental to this mode of moral in-
ftru@ion, which proceeds not b)r prouf but
upon acthoriry, not by difguuiici but by
precept, that the roles will be cancmved In
abfolute terms, leavirg the application, and
the dithinctions that attend 1, (0 the realon
of the hearer. Tt 1s Exewil- to be expe@ed,
that they will be doliverad in terme, by fo
much the morc forcic.c and encrpctic, as

..‘
-!‘

they have to encounter natural or goncral

propentiries, It is {urther zlo t be re-
marked, that many of thote flrong 1nit inces,
which appear in oui Lord’s fermon, fuch as
s If any man will {mite thee on the noht
check, turn to lum the other 2o 1 any
man will fue thee at the laww, and take avay

K4 th}r
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thy coat, let him have thy cloak alfo: Who-
foever fhall compel thee to go a mile, go
with him twain: though they appear in
the form of fpecific precepts, are intended
as delcriptive of difpofition and characler,
A fpecific compliance with the precepts
‘would be of liitle value, but the difpofition
which they inculcate is of the highett, He
who fhould content himfelt with waiting
for the occafion, and with literally cblerv-
ing the rule when tic occalion offered,
would do nothing, or worle than nothing;
but he who confiders the charaéter and dif-
polition which is hereby inculcated, and
places that difpofition before him as the mo-
del to which he fhould bring his own, takes,
perhaps, the beft poflible mcthod of im-
proving the benevolence, and of calming
and rectifying the vices of his temper.

If 1t be faid that this difpofition is unat-
talnable, 1 anfwer, {o is all perfe&ion ;
ought thereforc a moralilt to recommend
imperfeCtions ¢ One excellency, howerver,
nf our Saviour’s rules is, that they are

either
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sither never miftaken; or never {o miftaken
as to do harm. [ coula feign a hunidred
cafes, in which the literal application-of the
rule, ¢ of doing to others-as we would that
others fhoull) do unto us,” might miflead
us : but I never yet met’ with the man who
was actually mifled by it NotwithHund~
ing that our Lord bid his followers ** not
to refift evil,” and * to forgive tae encmy
who [hould trefpals againit them, no' ¢}
feven times but till feventy times feven,”
the Chriffian world has hitherto futlerel it~
tle by too much placability or for-eai.nce,
I would repeat once more, what hus ol cady
been twice remarked, that the.e rules werg
defigned to regulate perfonal condul irom
perfonal motives, and for this purpofe
alone.

I think that thefe obflervations will affift
us greatly in placing our Sdview’s condu&,
as a mora] teacher, in a propwr ponut of
view ; cfpecially when it is confidered, that
to deliver moral difguilitions was ne part. of
his defign, to teach morality i ail wus only

a {ubs
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s fubordinate part of it; his great bulinefs
being to fupply, what was muach more
waniing than leflons of moralitv, ftronger
moral fan&tions, and clearer allurances of a

o

future judgement ™,

The parables of the New Teftament are,
many of them, fuch as would have donc

Lonour to any book in the world ; I do not

-+

# Some appear to require a veligious fyftem, or, In
the Yooks which prc;%':.:fa to dehwver that fyfiem, minute
direCtions tor eviry cale and cceurrence that may arife.
This, fay they, is necefiary to render a revelation per-
fect, ::fpcciully one whici: Las {or its objel the regula-
tioy o human conduct, Now, how prolix, and yet
how incomnicte and unavaling, fuch an 'uthpt mufk
have been, is proved by one notable eample: * The
Indoo and Mufulnan rehgion ave inflitutes of civil
e, regulating the iinuteit quellions both of property,
andd of all gueltions which come vader the cognizance
of the megifirate. And to what length details of this
kind are ncceiiarily carried, when once begun, may be
underfltood {rom an anecdote of the Muffulman code,
»hich ¢ have reccived fiem the mott refpectable au-
thority, that not Iefs than feventv-five thoand traditional

11‘:

precepis have becu promulgated.”  Hamilton’s trandla-

T

tion of the Hedova, or Guida.

ncan
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mean in {tyle and diction, but in the choice
of the fubje&s, in the firulture of the nar-
zatives, in the aptnels, propriety, and force
of the circumftances woven inte them; and
in fome, as that of the good Samaritan, the
prodigal fon, the pharifee and the publican,
in an union of pathos and fimplicity, which,
in the beft crodutions of human genius, 1
the froit only of a much exerciled and well-
cultivated judgement.

The Lord's Pirayer, for a {ucceflion of fo-
lemn thoughts, for fixing the attention upon
a few great polats, for {uitablenefs to every
condition, for {ufhciency, for concifenels
without oblcurity, for the weight and real

importance of 1ts petitions, 1s without an
equal or a rival.

From whence did thefe come? Whence
had this man this wifdom? Was our Savi-
our, In fact, a well-inftrufted philofopher,
whilft he is reprefented to us as an 1lliterate
peafant ! Or fhall we {ay that fome eatly
Chriftians of talte and education compeled

thele
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thefe pieces, and afcribed them to Chrift ?
Belide all other incredibilities in this account,
[ anfwer, with Dr. Jortin, that they could 1ot
doit. No fpecimens of compofition, which
- the Chriftians of the firft century have left
{IS, authorile us to believe that they were
equal to the tatk.  And how little qualified
the Jews, the countrymen and con:panions
of Chrifl, were to afliiit kim in the under-
taking, may be judged of {rom the traditions
and writings of theirs which were the nearelt
to that age. 'lThe whole colleciion of the
Talmud 15 one continued proof, into what
follies they fell whenever they lelt their
Bible; and how little capable they were of fur-

nithing out {uch leflons as Chrift delivered.

i a—

But there is fillanother view,in which our
Tord’s difcourfes deferve to be confidered ;
and that is, in their #egative charaller, not
in what they did, but in what they did nor,
contain, Under this head, the following re-

fle@ions appoar to me to pollels fome wweight.

G

I They exhibit vo particuiar defeription

(; | of
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of the invifible world, The future happi-
nels of the good, and the milery of the bad, H
which is all we want to be aflured of, is
dire&tly and politively affirmed, and is re-
prefented by metaphors and comparifons,
vhich were plainly intended as metaphors
and comparifons, and as nothing more. As
to the reft, a folemn referve 1s maintained,
The queflion concerning the woman who
had been married to feven brothers, “Whofe
fhall fhe be on the refurrection ?” was of a
nature calculated to have drawn from Chrift
a more circumitantiai account of the ftate
of the human fpecies in their future exifl-
ence, He cut fhort, however, the enquiry
by an aniwer, which at once rebuked in=-
truding curiolity, and was agreeable to the
beft apprehenfions we are able to form
upon the fubjet, viz. “That they who are
accounted worthy of that reflurrection, fhall
be as the angels of God in heaven.” 1 lay
a ftrels upon this referve, becaufe 1t repels
the fufpicion of enthufiafm ; for enthufiafm
IS wont to cxpatiate upon the condition of

the
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the departed, above all other fubjefs; and
with a wild particularity, It 1s moreover
a topic which 1s always liftened to with
oreedinefs. The teacher, therefore, whofe
principal purpofe is to draw upon himfetf
attention, is fure to be full of it. The Koran
of Mahomet is half made up of it.

I1. Our Lord enjoined no aufterities. He
not only cnjoined none as ablolute duties,
but he recommended none as carrying men
to a higlier degree of divine favour. Place
Chriftianity, in this refpect, by the fide of
all inftitutions which have been founded in
the fanaticiim, either of their author, or of
his firlt followers: or rather compare, in
this refpe&, Chriftianity as it came from
Chrift, with the fame religion after 1t fell
into other hands ; with the extravagant me-
rit very foon afcribed to celibacy, {olitude,
voluntary poverty ; with the rigours of an
afcetic, ard the vows of a monafiic life;
the hair hirt, the watchings, the midnight
“prayers, the obmutefcence, the gloom and
| IO ki~

7



P
| 63 |

4 re » » » . + !
mortincation of religious orders, and of

thefe who alpired to relizious perfeliion.

Iil. Gur Saviour uttered no impaffioned
devotion. 'There was no heat 1n his piety,
or in the language in which he exprefled
it; no vehement or rapturous cjaculations,
no violent ureency in his prayers. The
Lord’s nraver is a medel of calm devotion.
His words 1n the garden are unafleCted ex-
prefiions, of a deep indeed, but fober piety,
He never appears to bave been worked up
into any thing like that clation, or that
emotion of pirits; which is occefionally ob-
ferved 1n moft of thole, to whom the name
of enthuliaft can in any degree be applied.

i feel a refpelt for methodifts, becaufe I

oty bd

T

believe that there I3 to be found among(t

thern, much [incere plety, and availing,
heuga not Lﬂva)s well-informed, Chriftia-

pity: yet I never attended a meeting of

thewrs, but I came away with the refleion,

how diiierent what I heard was from what

T

Lreadgs I do not mean in do@ripe. with

ALiN. i

which

i.
¥
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which, at prelent, [ have no concern, but
in manner; how different Irom the calme
nefs, the {obricty, the good fenfe, and,qI may
add, the firength and authority, of our
Lord’s difcourles.

IV. Itis very ufual with the humaa mind,
to {ubftitute forwardnefs and fervency in a
particular caufe, for the meﬁ‘t of general
and rezular morality ; and 1t is natural, and
politic allo, 1n the leader of a {et or party,
to encourage fuch. a difpofition in his fol-
lowers, Chrift did not overlook this turn
of thought: yet, though avowedly placing
himfelf at the head of a new 1nflitution, he
notices 1t only to condemn 1t.  * Not every
one that faith unto me, Lord, Lord, fhall
enter 1nto the kingdom of heaven, but he
that doeth the wiil of my Father which is
in heaven. DMany will {ay unto me in that
day, Lord, Lorg, have we not prophefied
in thy namc? and in thy name have calt
out devils? and in thy name done many
wonderful, works ?.and then will I profefs:

unte

-
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unte you, I never knew you, depart from
me, ye that work iniguity *.° So far was the
author of Chriftianity from courting the
attachment of his followers by any facrifice
of principle, or by a condefcenfion to the
errors which even zeal in his fervice might
have infpired ! This was a proof both of
finceriry aid judgement,

V. Nor, fhfthly, did he fall in with any
of the depraved fafhions of his country, or
with the natural bias of his own education,
Bred up a Jew, under a religion extremely
technical, in an age and amonglt a people
more tenacious of the ceremonies than of
any other part of that religion, he delivered
‘an inftitution, containing lefs of ritual, and:
that more fimple, than is to be found in
any religion, which ever prevailed amongft
mankind, We have known, 1 do allow,
examples of an enthufiafm, which has fwept
away all external ordinances before it. -But
this {pirit - certainly did not diCate our Sa-
viour's icbndué’f-,- either in his treatment of

# Mat, vii. 21, 22.

Vor, 1L 13 the
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the religion of his country, or in the forn:-
atton of his own inftitution, In both he
difplayed the foundnels and moderation of
his judgement, IHe cenfured an overflrained
ferupuloufnels, or perhaps an affecation of

[zrupuloufnels, about the Sabbath ; but how
did he cenfure it? not by contemning or
decrying the inftitution 1tfeli, but by de-
claring that “ the fabbath was made for
man, not man for the fabbath ;" that 15 to
{ay, that the fabbath was to be {ubordinate
to its purpole, and that that purpofe was
the real good of thofe who were the {ub-
je&s of the law. The fame concerning the
nicety of fome of the pharilees, in paying
tithes of the moft trifling articles, accom-
panied with a negle& of juﬂice, fidelity,
and mercy. He tinds fault with them for
mifplacing their a'nlety He does not {peak
difrefpeGiully of the, hw of tithes, or of
their cbiervance of it, but he afligns to each
clafs of dunes its proper ftation in the feale

of moral importance. All this might be
:xpe&ed perhaps from a well-inftrued,
co_pl, and judicious philofopher, -but was

| not
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ot to be looked for from an illiterate Jew,
certainly not from an impetuous enthufiaft.

VI. Nothing could be more quibbling,
than were the comments and expoflitions of
the jGWiﬂl doltors, at that time; nothing
fo puerile as their diftinctions, Their eva-
fion of the fifth commandment, their expo-
fition of the law of oaths, arc fpecimens of
the bad tafte in motals which then prevail-
cd. Whereas in a numerous colle&tion of
our Saviour’s apothegms, many of them
referring to fundry precepts of the Jewifh
law, there 15 not to be found one example
of fophiftry, or of falfe fubtlety, or of any
thing approaching thereunto,

VI The national temper of the Jews
was 1ntolerant, narrow-minded, and ex-
cluding. In Jefus, on the contrary, whether
we regard his leffons or his example, we fee
not only benevolence, but benevolence the
moft enlarged and comprehenfive, In the
parable of the good Samaritan, the very’
pomnt of the ftory is, that the perfon re-

Fa - heved
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lieved by him, was the. national, and. reli
gious enemy of his benefa&or. Our Lord

declared the equity of the divine admini-
ftration, when he told the. Jews (what, pro-
bably, they were furprifed to hear) *'That
many fhould come from the ealt and weft,
and fhould fit down with Abrabam, Ifaac,
and Jacob, 1n the kingdom, of heaven, but
that the children of the ngdom{lﬂlould be
calt into outer darknels *.”” = His reproof of
the hafty zeal of his difciples, who would
needs call down fire from heaven to re-
venge an affront put upon their Mafter,
{hews the lenity of his charater, and of
his religion 3 and his opinion of the manner
in which the moft unreafonable opponents
ought to be treated, or at leaft of the man-
ner in which they ought not to be treated.
The terms, in which his rebuke was convey-
ed, deferve to be noticed :—* Ye know not

what manner of fpirit ye are of T.”
VIIL Laftly, amongft the negative quali-

» Mat. viil. 11. 1 Luke 1x. 53.

tles
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tles of our religton, as it came out of the
hands of its founder and his apoltles, we
may reckon its complete abftraGiion from
all views either of ecclefiaftical or civil po-
licy ; or, to meet a language much in fathion
with fome men, from the politics either of
priefts or ftatefmen, Chrift’s declaration,
that  his kingdom was not of this world,”
recorded by John ; his evalion of the quel-
tion, whether 1t was lawful or not to give
tribute unto Cazfar, mentioned by the three
other evangelifts ; his reply to an application
that was made to him, to interpofe his au-
thority in a queftion of property, “ Man,
who made me a ruler or a judge over you?”
afcribed to him by St. Luke ; his declining
to excrcife the oflice of a criminal judge in
the cafe of the woman-taken 1n adultery, as
related by John, are allintelligible lignifica-
tions of our Saviour’s fentiments upon this
head, And with refpelt to politics, 1n the
ufual fenfe of that word, or dilcuflions con-
cerning different forms  of ~government,
Chriftianity declines every queftion upon
the fubject, Whilft politicians are difputing

F 7 about
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about monarchies, ariftocracies, and repub-
lics, the Gofpel is alike applicable, ufeful,
and friendly to them all ; inalmuch as, 1f,
it tends to make men virtuous, and as it is
eafter to govern good men than bad men
under any conftitution : ‘as, 2dly, it ftates
obedience to government in ordinary cales,
to ve not merely a fuomifhon to force, but
a duty of confcience: as, 3dly, 1t induces
difpefitions favourable to public tranquillity,
a Chriftian’s chief care being to pals quietly
through this world to a better: as, gthly,
it prays for communities, and for the go-
vernors of communities, of whatever de-
fcription or denomination they be, with a
folicitude and fervency proportioned to the
influence which they poflefs upon human
happinefs, All. which, in my opinion, is
juft as it fhould be, Had there been more
to be found in fcripture of a political nature,
or convertible to-political purpofes, the worft
ufe would have been made.of it, on which-
ever {1de it {feemed to lie.

\When, therefore, we confider Chrift as a
‘ moral

!
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moral teacher (remembering that this was
only a {econdary part of his office ; and that
morality, by the nature of the fubje&, does
not admit of difcovery, properly fo called) ;
when we confider either what he taught,
or what he did not teach, either the fub-
{tance or the manner of his inftruction ; his
preference of folid to popular virtues, of a
charadter which is commonly-defpifed, to a
charalter which is univerfally extolled ; his
plactng, in our licentious vices, the check

in the right place, viz. upon the thoughts;
his colleCting of human duty into two-well-
devifed rules, his repetition of thefe rules,
the ftrefs he laid upoen them, elpecially in
comparifon with politive duties, and his
fixing thereby ‘the fentiments of his fol-
lowers 3 his exclulion of all regard to repu-
tation in our devotion and alms, and, by
parity of reafon, in our other virtues : when
we confider that his infiru@ions were de-
livered in a form calculated for imprefiion,
the precife purpofe in his fituation to be
confulted ; and that they were illuftrated by
parables, the choice and firu&ture of which

¥a would
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~ would have been admired in any compofi- |
tion whatever : when we obferve him free
from the ufual fymptoms of enthufiafm,
heat and vehemence in devotion, aufterity
in inftitutions, and a wild particularity in
the delcriptions of a future flate; free allo
from the depravities of his age and country;
without {uperftition amongft the moft {u-
perftitious of men, yet not decrying po-
Ative diftin&ions or external obfervances,
but {oberly recalling them to the principle
of their eftablithment, and to their place in
the fcale of buman duties; without {ophif-
try or trifling, amidft teachers remarkable
for nothing {o much, as frivolous fubtleties
and quibbling expofitions; candid and li-
beral in his judgement of the reft of man-
kind, although belonging to a people, wha
~affe@ted a feparate claim to divine favour,
and, in confequence of that opinion, prone
to uncharitablenefs, partiality, and reftric-
tion: when we find, in his religion, no
{cheme of building up a hierarchy, or of
miniftering to the views of human govern-~
meuts : in a word, when we compare Chril-
tlanity,
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tianity, -as it came:from. its author,. either
with other religions, or with itfelf in other
hands, the moft reluctant underftanding will
be induced to gqlgnomledge the probity, I
think alfo the good fenfe, of thofe to whom .
it owes .its origin; and that fome regard is
due to the teflimony of fuch men, when-
they declare their knowledge that the reli-
gion proceeded from God ;. and when they.
appeal, for the truth of their afertion, to -

miracles which they wrought, or which
they faw,

Perhaps the qualities which we obferve -
in the religion, m:—iy be thought to prove
{fomething more. They would have been
extraordinary, had the religion come from
any perfon; from the perfon from whom
1t did come, they are exceedinglj fa, ‘What
‘was Jefus in externalappearance? A Jewith
peafant, the {on of a carpenter,- living with
his father and mother in.a remote province
of Paleftine, until the time that he pro-
duced himfelf in his public character, He
had no mafter to inftru&t or.prompt him.

G He
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He had read no books, but the works of
~ Molfes and the Prophets. He had vifited no
poiifhed cities, He had received no leflons
from Socrates or Plato ; nothing to form In
him a talte or judgement, different from
that of the reft of his countrymen, and of
perions of the fame rank of life with him-
felf,  Suppoling it to be true, which it is
not, that all Lis points of morality might be
picked out of Greek and Roman writings,
they were writings which be had never feen,
Suppofing them to be no more than what
fome or other had taught in varlous times

and places, he could not colle&t them toge-
ther,

Who were his coadjutors in the under-
taking, the perfons into whofe hands the
relirion came after his death? A few filler-
men upen the lake of Tiberias, perfons juft.
“as uneducated, and, for the purpole of fram-
ing rules of morality, as unpromifing, as
himfelf. Suppole the miflion to be real, all
this 1s accounted for ; the unfuitablenels of
the authors to the production, of the cha-

4 radiers
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ralters to the undertaking, no longer fur-
prifes us; but, without realify, it 1s very
difficult to explain, how {uch a fyftem
thould proceed from fuch perfons. Chrift

was not like any other carpenter ; the apo-
files were not like any other fithermen.

But the {ubjeét'is not exhaufted by thefe
oblervations. That portion of 1it, which is
moft reducible to points of argument, has
been flated, and, I truft, truly. There are,
however, {ome topics, of a more diftufe na-

ture, which yet delerve to be propofed to
the reader’s attention,

The charailer of Chiift 1s a part of the
morality of the Gofpel : one {trong obfer-
vation upon which 1s, that, neither as repre- -
icnted by his foliowers, noi as attacked by
his enemies, is he charged with any perflonal
vice, This remark 1s as old as Origen :—
“ Theugh innumerable lies and calumnies
nad been forged againft the venerable Jefus,

“none had dared to charge him with an in-

temperance.



[ 76 ]
temperance %, Not a refletion upon his
moral character, not an imputation or fuf-
picion of any offence againft purity and
chaflity, appears for five hundred years after
his birth, This faultleflnefs is more peeu-
liar than we are apt to'imagine. Some ftain
poliutes the morals or the morality of almolt
every other teacher, and of every other Jaw-
giver 7. Zeno the ftoic, and Diogenes the
cynic, fell into the fouleft impurities; of

32

which alfo Socrates himfelf was more than
fulpetted. Solon forbade unnatural crimes
to flaves. Lycurgus tolerated theft as a part
of education, Tlato recommended a com-
munity of women,-. Ariftotle maintained
the general right of making war upon Bar-
barians. - The-elder ‘Cato was- remarkable
for the ill ufage of his flaves, - The younger
cave up the perfon of his wite.  Onc loofe
principle is found in<almoft all the Pagan
moralifts ; 15" diffinétly, Liowever, pereetved
n the wi‘i'ti‘m'rrs of Plato, Xenophon, Cicero,
* Or Ep. Celf L 3. num. 36. cd. Bened.

x Sce nl"fl',r’*"nﬂ’mceq colleied b}r Grotius de Ver. in

the riotes to his fecond book, n, 116, Pocock’s edition,
- Seneca,
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Seneca, Epictetus, and that is, the allowing,
and even the recommending to their difci-
ples, a compliance with the religion, and
with the religious rites, of every country
into which they came. In {peaking of the
founders of new infiitutions, we cannot
forget Mahomet. His licentious tranforef«
{1ons of his own licentious rules: his abufe
of the character which he aflumed, and of
the power which he had acquired, for the
purpofes of perfonal and privileged indul-
cence; his avowed claim-of a {pecial per-
miffion from heaven of unlimited fenfuality,
18 known to every reader, as it 1s confefled
by every writer, of the Moilem ftory.

Secondly, in the hiftories which are left
us of Jefus Chrifi, although very fhort, and
although dealing in narrative, and not in
obfervation or panegyric, we perceive, be-
fide the ablence of every appearance of vice,
traces of devotion, humility, benignity, mild-
nefs, patience, prudence. I {peak of #races
of thefe qualities, becaufe the qualities them-
felves are to be colleCted from incidents ;

inafmuch



[ 78 ]
inalmuch as the terms are never ufed of

Chrilt in the gofpels, nor is any formal cha-
ra&ter of him drawn In any part of the
New Teftament.

Thus we fec the devoutnefs of his mind, in
his frequent retirement to [olitary praver® ;
in his habitual giving of thanks?; in his
reference of the beauties and operations of
nature to the bounty of providence I in his
carncflt addrefles to his Father, more parti-
cularly that fhort but {folemn one before the
raifing of Lazarus from the dead §; and in

the deep picty of his behaviour in the gar-
den, on the lalt evening of his hifel}; s
bumility, in his conftant reproof of conten< -
tions for fuperiority§ : the lerzgnity and
aifectionatenefs of his temper, in his kind-
nefs to children ##, in the tears which he {hed

¥ Mat. xiv. 23, 1ix. 28.  xxvi. 36.

+ Mat. xi. 23, Mark viil, 6. John vi. 23, Luke
XXit. 17.

T Mat, vi. 26. 28,

§ John xi. 41.
I} Mat. XXVi. "*6-—-— 170

it Mdlk X270 % Mark v 16.

L W
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over his falling cc‘;mtr}f‘-‘:"‘5'9 and upon . the
death of his friend { ; in his noticiog of the
widow’s mite] ; in his parables of the good.
Samaritan, of the ungrateful {ervant, and of
the pharifee and publican, of which parables
no one but a man of humanity couid have
been the author ¢ the mulduefs and lenity of
his character is difcovered, in his rebuke of
the forward zeal of his difcipies at the Sa-
maritan village§ ; in his expoitulation with
Pilate || ; in his prayer for his encmies at
the moment of his fuffering §l, which,
though 1t has been fince very properly and

frequently imitated, was then, I apprchend,
new. His prudence is difcerned, where pru- .
dence is moft wanted, in his cordu&t upon
trying occalions, and in_ anfwers to artful -
queftions. Of thefe thE:}:Ol;Om]l}g are ex- -
amples :—His withdrawing, in various in-
flances, from the firlt fymptoms of tumult *#,
and with the exprefs care, as appears from

* Luke xix. 41, + John xi. 25. 1 Mark xii. 42.
§ Luke ix, 53, i Johnxix, 11, 9 Luke xxiit. 34.
»% Mat, xiv, 22, Luke v. 15. 16, Johnv. 12.vi. 13,

Ote
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St. Matthew®, of carrying on his mintftry
in quietnefs ; his declining of every {pecies
of interference with the civil affairs of the
country, which difpofition is manifelted by
his behaviour in the cafe of the woman
caught in adultery T, and in his repulfe of
the applicaiion which was made to him, to
interpofe his decifion about a difputed inhe-
ritance § : his judicious, yet, as it fhould
feem, unprepared an{wers, will be confefled
in the cafe of the Roman tribute § ; in the
difficulty concerning the interfering relations |
of a future ftate, as prepofed to him in the
inftance of a woman who had married feven
brethren||; and, more efpecially, in his re-
ply to thofe who demanded from him an
explanation of the authority by which he
ated, which reply confifted, in propounding
a queftion to them, fituated between the
very difficulties, into which they were inf1-
dioufly endeavouring to draw Aim .

QOur Saviour’s leflons, befide what has al-

* Mat. xii. 19, 4 Jobnviii, 1. § Luke xii, 14
§ Mat. xxii. 19, Ib. 28. € xxi. 23 et feq.

ready
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ready heen remarked in them, touch, and
¢hat oftentimes by very affecting reprefen-
tations, upon fome of the moft interefting
topics of human duty, and of humman medi-
tation ; upon the" principles, by which the
decifions of the laft day will be regulated #;
upon the f{uperior, or rather the fupreme,
importance of religion {; upon peuitence,
by the moft prefling calls, and the moft en-
couraging invitations { ; upon felf-denial §,
watchfulnefs ||, placability %, confidence in
God “*, the value of ipiritual, thatis, of
mental worlhip -+, the neceflity of meral
~obedience, and the direlting of that obe-
dience to che fpirit and principle of the law,
inltead of feeking for evafions in a techni-
cal conflruétion of its terms 1.

¥ Mat. xxv. 31 et {eq.

+ Mark viit, 35, Mat. vi. 931—33. Luke =11, 16, 271,
by § )

1+ Luke xv.

§ Mat. v. 2g.

| Mark xifi. 37. Mat. xxiv. 42.—~xxv, 13,

I Luke xvit. 4. Mat, xviii. 32

¥ Mat. v. 2 570,

1 Johniv. 23, 24. 1t Mat. v 11,

" Vor, IL G It
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If we extend our argument to other parts
of the New Teftament, we may offer, as
among(t the belt and fhorteft rules of life,
or, which is the fame thing, defcriptions of
virtue, that have ever been delivered, the
following paflages:

‘“ Pure religion, and undefiled, before
God, and the Father, is this to vifit the
fatherlefs and widows in their affli¢tion,
and to keep himfelf unfpotted from the

world #.”

““ Now the end of the commandment is,

charity, out of a pure heart, and a good con-
fcience, and faith unfeigned f. |

“ For the grace of God that bringeth {. al
vation, hath- appealed to all men, teaching
us, that, denying ungodlmefs and worldly
lufts, we thould hve fobelly, ughteouﬂy,
and godly, in this plefeg‘t_'wmld 1

Enumerations of virtues and vices, and

¥ Jamest 27 1 Timat s TNt 11, 120

thofe
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thofe fufficiently accurate, and unqueftion-

ably juft, are given by St. Paul to his con-
verts 1n three feveral epifiles #,

The relative duties of hufbands and wives,

of parents and children, of mafters and fer-
vants, of Chrifiian teachers and their flocks,

of governors and their fubjes, are fet forth

by the fame writer T, not indeed with the
coptoufnefs, the detall, or the diftin&inels, of

a moralift, who fhould, in thefe days, fit

down to write chapters upon the fubjed,
but with the leading rules and principles in

cach ; and, above all, with truth, and with
authority.

Laflly, the whole volume of the New
Teltament is replete with prety 3 with, what
were almoft unknown to heathien moralifls,
devational virtues, the moft profound vene-
ration of the Deity, an habitual {enfe of his
bounty and protetion, a firm confidence in

- # Gal.v. 19, Col. 3t 12. 1 Cor, xili.
+Eph.v. 23. vint.g. 2 Corvii 6,7, Rom, xiii.

G 2 | the
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the final refult of his councils and difpenfa-
tions, a difpofition to refort, upon al! occa-
fions, to, his mercy, for the fupply of human
wants, for afliftance in danger, for relief
from pain, for the pardon of {in,

CHAP,
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CHAP, 1L

The candouir of the writers of the New
Teftament,

E MAKE this candour to confift, in their
putting down many paflages, and noticing
many ciicumftances, which no writer what-
ever was likely to have forged ; and which
no wiiter would have cholen to appear in
his book, who had been caretul to prefent
the ftory in the moft unexceptionable form,
or who had thought himfelt at liberty to
carve and mould the particulars of that

ftory, according to his choice, or accordihg
to his judgement of the effect,

A firong and well-known exﬁmpie of the
fairnefs of the evangelifts, offers itfelf in
their account of Chrift’s refurreftion, name-
ly, in their unanimoully ftating, that, after
he was rifen, he appeared to his dilciples
alone, I do not mean that they have ufed

(= 3 the
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the exclufive word aone; but that all the
1nftances which they have recorded of his
appearance, are inftances of appearance to
his difciples j that their reafonings upon i,
and allufions to it, are confined to this {up-
pofition ; and that, by one of them, Peter is
made to Tay, “ Him God raifed up the third
day, and fhewed him openly, not to all

the people, but to witnefles chofen before of
God, even to us, who did eat and drink
with him after he rofe from the dead *.”
The commoneft underftanding muft have
perceived, that the hiftory of the refurrec-
tion would have come with more advantage,
if they had related that Jefus appeared, after
he was rifen, to his foes as well as his friends,
to the fcribes and pharifees, the Jewith coun-
cil, and the Roman oovernor: or even if
they had afferted the public appearance of
Chrift in genera unqualified terme, with-
out noticing, as they have done, the prefence
of his difciples upon each occafion, and

noticing it in fuch a manner as to lead their

* ACts X 40, AT

rcaderg



[ 8 ]

rcaders to fuppole that none but difciples
were prefent.  They cou/d have reprefented
it one way as well as the other. And if their
point had been, to have the religion believed,
whether true or falle ; 1f they had fabricated
the ftory ab initio, or if they had been dif
pofed, either to have delivered theirteftimony
as witnefles, or to have worked up their mate-
rials and information as hiﬁori;ms, in {uch a
manner as to render tlhieir‘ narrative as {pe-
cious and unobjc&tionable as they could ; in

a word, if they had thought of any thing
but of the truth of the cale, as they under-
ftood and believed 1t ; they would, 1n their
account of Chrift's. fev_ei'all_appea‘rances after
his refurreCtion, at leaft have omitted this
refiriéiion, At 1h1s dlﬁance of time, the
account as. we have it is pelhaps more Cre-
dible than it would have been the other way ;
becaufe this manifeftation of Lhe hiftorian’s
candour, 13 of more 1dvantage to their tef-
timony, than the diﬂ'e; ence in the circime
ftances of the ar‘couni vould ‘have bcer} to

the nature of the evidence. But this is an
effet which ¢he evangelifls would not forea

G 4 fec s
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fec 3 and I think that it was by no mearis

the cale at the time when the books were
compofed.

Mr. Gibbon has argued for the genuine-
nefs of the Koran, from the confeflions
which it contains, to the apparent difad-
vantage of the Mahometan caufe *. The
{fame defence vindicates the genuinenefs of
our Golpels, and without prejudice to the
caufe at all.

"There are fome other inftances in which

the evangelifts honeftly relate what, they
muft have perceived, would make againtt

themu'

Of this kind is John the Baptift’s meflage;
preferved by St. Matthew and St. Luke,
(xi, 2. vil, 18.) “ Now when Joln had
heard in the prifon the works of Chrift, he
{ent two of his difciples, and {aid unto him,
Art thou he that thould come, or look we

* ol 1x. €. 50, note 96.

for
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{or another i” To confefs, ftill more to ftate,
that John the Baptilt had his doubts CON-
cerning the charadter of Jefus, could not
but afford a handle to cavil and objecion,
But truth, like honefty, neglelts appear-

ances. 1he fame obfervation, perhaps, holds
e 3 A~ ). . A~ ;‘!'.-:
concerning the apoitacy of Judas *.

* I bad once placed amongft thefe examples of fair
conceflion, the remarkabie words of 5t. Matthew, in
his account of Chrift’s appearance upon the Galilean
mountain : ¢ And when they faw him they worfhipped
him, dut fome doubted = 1 have fince, however, been
convinced, by what is obferved concerning this paffage
in Dr. Townfhend’s difcourfe 7 upon the refurretion,
that the tranfallion, 25 related by St. Matthew, was
really this: ¢ Chrilt appeared firft a7 a diffance ; the
greater part of the company, the moment they faw
him, worfhipped, but {fome, as yet, z. e. upon this fisft
diftant view of his perfon, doubted 3 whereupon Chrift
came up } Lo them, and {pake to them,” &c.: that the
doubt, therefore, was a doubt only at firft, for a mo-
ment, and upon his beirg {een at a diftance, and wus
afterwards difpelled by his nearer approach, and by his
entering mto converfation with them,

ARV, 17, + Page 177,
t St Matthew's words are, Neu weooeriwy o Ip5ey edarveey
voizig. This intimates, that, when he firft appeared, it was ata dif-

cance, at lealt from many of the freftators. Ib, poo1g7,

fi John
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Jonn vi. 66, ¢ From that time many of
his difciples went back, and walked no more
with him.”  Was it the part of a writer,

who dealt in fuppreflion and difguife, to put
down 2h1s anecdote &

. Or this, which Matthew has preferved,
(*{111. 58.)? ¢ He did not many mighty

works there, b,e(.aufe of their unbelief,”

Aﬂ'am, in the fame evangelift (v. 17, 18.)
“ Think not that I am come to deftroy the
]aw or the pro phets ; [ am not come to de-
ﬂm y» out to fultil; for, venly, I fay unto
you, till heaven zmd earth pafs, one jot, or
pne titile, fhall m no wile pals from the
Jaw, till all be fulﬁlr]ecil.’fi At the time the
é@i})ﬁlﬂ were written, the apparent tendency
of Chrift’s miflion was to diminifh the au-
thority of the Mofalc code, and it was fo
conﬁdmed by the ]ews themfelves. It is
very imprebable, therefore, that, without
the con’lramt of truth, Matthew fhould
have afcribed a faying to Chnit, which,

.Q.ru!fﬂ ZHZ'M&'ZJ mllltated with the ]udgemem
9{'
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of the age i which his gofpel was wiitter,
Marcion thought this text fo objeGionable,
that he altered the words, o as to 1nverg
the fenle *

Once more, Alls xxv. 19. “ They
brougih't none accufation againft him, of
{fuch things, as I {uppofed, but had certain
queftions againft him of their own fuperfti-
tion, and of one Jefus which was dead,
whom Paul affirmed to be alive.” Nothing
could be more in the charatter of a Roman
oovernor than thefe words. But thatis not
precifely the point 1 am concerned with,
A mere panegyrift, or a dithoneft narrator,
would not have reprefented his caufe, or
have made a great magiftrate reprefent it,
in this manner, z. . In terms not a little
difparaging, and belpeaking, on his part,
much unconcern and indifference about the
matter. The fame obfervation may be re-
peated of the {peech which 1s afcribed to
(Gallio (AQs viii. 14.) ““ If it be a queflion

* Lard, vol. xv. p. 422,

of
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of words, and names, and of your law,
look ye to it, for I will be no judge of {uck

matters, ;

Laftly, where do we difcern a ftronger
mark of candour, or lefs difpofition to extol
and magnify, than in the conclufion of the
fame hiftory ? in which the evangelitt, after
relating that Paul, upon his firlt arrival at

Rome, preached to the Jews from morning
until eveming, adds, “ And fome believed

the things which were {poken, and fome
believed not.”

The following, I think, are paffages
which were very unlikely to have prefented
themfelves to the mind of a forger or a fa-

bulift,
!

Mat, xxi, 21, “ Jefus anfwered and
faid unto them, Verily I fay unto you, if ye
have faith and doubt not, ye fhall not only
do this, which 1s done unto the fig-tree, but
allo, if ye fhall fay unto this mountain, Be

thou removed, and be thou caft into the
- feay
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fea, it fhall be done ; all things whatfoever
ye fhall afk in prayer, believing, it {hall be
done®.” Tt appears to me very improbable
that thefe words thould have been put into
Chrift’s mouth, if he had not a&tually
{poken them. The term ¢ faith,” as here
ufed, is perhaps rightly interpreted of con-
fidence in that internal notice, by which
the apoftles were admonithed of their power
to perform any particular - miracle, And
this expolirion renders the fenfe of the text

more ealy. But the words, undoubtedly,
in their obvious conftru&ion, carry with
them a difficulty, which no writer would

have brought upon himfelf officioufly.

Luke ix, 59, “ And he {aid unto an-
other, Follow me ; but he faid, Lord, {uffer
me, firft, to go and bury my father. Jefus
{aid unto him, Let the'dead Bury thelr dead,

but go thou and preach the kingdom of
Godt” 'This anfwer, though very exe

f

“* See alfo xvil. 20.  Luke xvit, 6.
1 S¢e allo Mat, viil, 21,

preflive
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preflive of the tranfcendent importance of
religious concerns, was apparently harth and
repulltve ; and {uch as would niot have been
made for Chrift, if he had not really uled
it. At leaft, fome dther inftanice would
liave been cliofen. |

The following pa{Tage, I, for the fame
reafon, think 1mpoflible to have been the
prodution of artifice, or of a cold forgery:
—* But I {ay unto you, that whofoever is
angry with his brother, without a caufe,
fhall be in danger of the judgement? and
wholoever thall fay to his brother, Raca,
fhall bein danger of the council ; but who-
foever fhall fay, Thou fool, fhall be in dan-
ger of hell-fire (Gehennz).”  Mat. v. 22.
It is emphatic, cogent, and well calculated
for the purpofe of impreflion ; but is in-
cotfiftent with the fuppofition of art or
warmefs on the part of ‘the relator.

.l.he fhort reply of our Lord to Mary
Magda én after his rmuue&ion (John xx,
16, 17) ¢ Touch e not, for I am not

6 yet
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vet afcended unto my Father,” in my opis
nion, muft have been founded in a refer-
ence or allufion to fome prior converfation,
for the want of knowing - which, his mean-
ing is hidden from us. This very obfcurity,
however, 1s a proof of genuinenefls. No
one would have forged fuch an anfwer,

John vi, The whole of the converlation,
recorded 1n this chapter, is, in the higheft
degree, unlikely to be fabricated, efpecially

the part of cur Saviour’s reply between the
hftieth and the fifty-eighth verfe. I need

only put down the firft fentence. “ I am
the living bread which came down from
heaven : if any man eat of this bread, he
{hall live for cver; and the bread that I will
give him 1s my fleth, which I will give for
the life of the world.” Without calling in
queftion the expolitions that have been
given of this paflage, we may be permitted
to fay, that it labours under an obicurity,
in which it is impoflible to believe that any
one, who made {peeches for the perfons of
}11.; narrative, would ha.vf: voluntarily in-

volved
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volved them., 'That this difcourfle was ob-
fcure even at the time, is confeffed by the
writer who has preferved.it, when h= rells
us at the conclufion, that many of our
Lord’s difciples, when they had heard this,
iaid, “ This is a hard faying, who can. bear

'l- bj?
N

Chrift’s taking of a young child, and
placing it in the midft of his contentious
difciples (Mat, xviii 2.), though as deci-
five a proof, as any could be, of the benig-
nity of his temper, and very expreffive of
the chara&er of the religion which he wilh-
ed to inculeate, was not by any means an
obvious thought, Nor am I acquainted with
any thing in any anclent writing which re-

fembles 1t

The account of the inditution of the
tuchartt bears flrony internal marks of
genuinenefs. If it had been {eigned,
would have been more full, It would have
come nearer to the a&ual mode of cele-
brating the 1ite, as that mode ebtained very

early



L 97 ]

early in Chriftian churches: and it would
have been more formal than it is. In the
forged picce called the Apofiolic Conftitu-
tions, the apoltles are made to enjoin many
parts of the ritual which was 1 ufe in the
fecond and third centuries, with as much
particularity as a modern rubric could have
done. Whereas, 1n the hiftory of the Lord’s -
fupper, as we read it in St, Matthew’s go-
fpel, there 1s not {o much as the command
to repeat 1t,  This, {urely, looks like unde-
fignednefs. I think alfo that the difficulty
arifing from the concifenefs of Chrift’s ex-
prefiion, - This is my body,” wrould have
been avoided in a made-up ftory. I allow
that the explication of thefe words, givert
by Proteftants, 1s fatisfa&dry; but 1t 1s de-
duced frem a diligent comparifon of the
words in quettion with forms of expreffion
ufed in {cripture, and efpecially by Chrift,
upon other occafions, No writer would
arbitrarily and unneceflarily have thus caft
in his reader’s way a difficulty, which, to
fay the leaft, it required refearch and erudi-
tion to clear up.

Vor. I1. 154 Now
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Now it ourht 0 'Be obferved, that the
crgnment which is built 'upoii thefe ex-
:-:unplf':s', extends botl to the authenticity of
the books and to the truth of the narrative ;
tor 1t 1s improbable, that the forger of a hif-
tofy in the name of another fhould have in-
{irfed fuch paffages into it: dnd it is im-
prebable alio, that the perfons whofe hames
the books bear fhould have fabricated fuch
paflages ; of even have allowed them a place
in their work, 1f they had not believed the
to expreis the tfuth,

The following obfervation, thérvefore, of
Dr. Lardner, the moft candid of all adve-
cates, and the moft cautious of all enquirers,
feems to be well-founded == Chriftians are
induced to believe the writers of the gofpel,
by obferving thz evidences of piety and
probity that appear in their writings, in
which ther¢ is no deczit or artifice, or cuns
ning, or defign.” ¢ No remarks,” as Dr,
Beattic hath properly {aid, © are thrown in
to anticipate objeltiofis ; nothing of that
caution, which never fatls to diftingui(hi the
7 teflimony

F
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celtimony of thofe who are confcitus of
impofture ; no. endeavour to reconcile the
reader’s mind to what tnay be extraordinary
in the narrative.”

I beg leave to cite alfo anothei author ¥,
who has well expreied the refleCtion which
the examples now brought forward were
intended to fuggeft.  “ It doth not appear
“{hat ever it came into the mind of thefe
writers, to coniider how. this or the other
aCtion would appear fo mankind, or what
obje€iens might be raifed upon them. But,
without at all attending to this, they lay the
fats before you, at no pains o think whe-
ther they would appear credible or not, If
the reader will not believe their teftimony,
‘here is no help for it : they tell the truth;
and attend to nothing elfe.  Surely this
looks like fincerity, and that they publifhed
nbthing to the world but what they believed
themfelves,”

¥ Duchealy p. 975 9b.
b2 As
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As no improper fupp]emcnt to this chap

, L'crave a place here for obferving the

extreme zzturalief of fome of the‘thmgs
related in the New Teltament.

- Mark ix. 23 “ Tefus faid unto him, If
thou canft belicve, all things are p'{é}ﬂible to
him that belicveth, - And: f’t‘rai_ghtway tlie
fathel"'oﬂ the child cried out; and faid with
tears, Lord, 1 believe, help thou mine un-
belief.” The firuggle in the father’s heart,
between folicitude for the prefervation of
his child, and a kind of involuntary dif-
trult of Chrilt’s power to heal him, is here
exprefled with av air of reality, which could

hardly be counterfcited.

:

Again, {Mat. xxi. 9.) the eagernefs of
the people to mtroduce Chrift into Jerufa-
lem, and their demand, a fhort time after-
wards, of hid crucifixion, when he did not
turn ot what they expected him to be, fo
far from affording matter of objetion, re-
prefents pepu!ar favour in exact agreement

|r'.'-l

with
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with nature and with experience, as the flux
and reflux of a wave.

" The Rulers and Pharifees rejedting Chrilt,
whilflt many of the common people received
him, was the effe&t which, in the then
ftate of Jewifh prejudices, I"ihould have
expeted. And the reafon with which they
who rejected Chrift’s miffion kept them-
ielves in countenance, and with which alfo
they anfwered the arguments of thofe who

favoured it, 1s precilely the reafon which
fuch men ufually give:—*“ Have any of

the Scribes or Pharifees believed on him?”
John it 43.

In our Lord’s converfation at theﬂwell,
(John iv. 20.) Chrift had furprifed the Sa-
inaritan woman with an allufion to a fingle
particular in her domelftic {ituation, “ Thou
-haft had five hufbands, and he, whom thou
now haft, is not thy hufband,” - The wo-
man, foon after this, ran back to the city,
and called out to her neighbours, “ Come,
fee a man which told me o/l things that ever

H 1 I did.”
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{ did.” This exaggeration appears to me
very natural ; efpecially. in the hurried ftate
of {pirits into which the woman may be
fuppofed to have been thrown,

The lawyer's fubtlety in running a dil-
tin&ion upon the word neighbour, in the
precept ‘“ Thou fhalt love thy neighbour ag
thyfelf,” was no lels natural than our Sa-
viour's anf{wer was decifive and fatisfactory.
(Luke x.29.) The lawyer of the New
Teftament, it muft be obferved, was a Jew-
ith divine.

The behaviour of Galiio, A&s xviil,
12—17, and of Feltus, xxv. 18, 19, have
been oblerved upon already.

The confliftency of St. Paul’s charaer
throughout the whele of his hiftory, (viz,
the warmth and aclivity of his zeal, firft
apainft, and then for Chrftianity) carries
with it very much of the appearance cf
truth, |

Thexg
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There are allo {fome proprictics, as they
may be called, onfervable in the golpels;
that 13, cireumitances {eparately {uiting with
the f{ituation, charaller, and intention of
tneir refpedtive authors.

St. Matthew, who was an inhabitant of
Galilee, and did dot join Chrit’s fociety
until fome time aiter Gorilt had come into
Galilee to preach, has given us very litile of
his hiftory prior to that pertod.  3t. John,
who had been converted before, ana who
WIOLS funply omifiions in the other
golpels, relates fome remarizable particulars,
which had taken placé hefore Chrift left

T
I

idea to go into Galtlee ™,

St. Matthew (sv. t.) has recorded th
cavil of the Pharilees againlt the dl{tlples
of Jefus, for eating “ with unclean hands.”
St. Mark has alfo (vil. 1.) recorded the
fame tranfaction (taken probibly from St
Matthew), but with this addition, * Ferthe

LT atley’s GbY, volo it p. 1073, |
H 4 Phanifees,
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Pharifees, and all -the Jews, except they
wath their hands often, eat not, holding the
tradition of the elders j’and when they come
from the market, except they wafh they eat
not ; and many other thmgs them be which
they have received to hold, as the wathing
of cups and pots, brazen veflels, and of
tables.” Now St.'Maithew was not only a
Jew himiclf, but it 1s Jevident, from the
whole firuéture of his g&fpel, efpecially
from his numerous refererices to the Old
Teftament, that he wrote for Jewifh readers.
The above explanation therefore in him
would have beén-unnatural, as not being
wanted by the readers whom ‘he addreffed.
But in Mark, who, whatever ufe he might
make of Matthew’s gofpel, intended his
own narrative for & general circulation, and
who himfelf travelled to diftant countries in
the fervice of the lehgmw, it was Propeﬂ}
sdded,

l."'.dlll-' s, "ll-ll

QII\P
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CHAPR., IV.

.Z?Zefzfit g fijf' | G/J'}'ﬁ?ff ,‘M}zf‘.&zé?er. .

|.b+ - . F[ .
"

TH E argurnent expreﬂéd bv thls tltle I
gpply principally to the, comparifon of the
three firft gofpels with that of St John. It
is known to every reader of {cripture, that
the paflages of Chrift’s hiftory preflerved by
St. John, are, except his paffion and refur-
rection, for the moft part different from thofe
which are delivered by the other evangelifts,
And I think the ancient account of this dif=
ference to be the true one, viz. that St. John
wrote after the reft, and to fuppl} what he
thought " omiffions m,,{_theu:_ narratives, of
which the principal were our Saviour's cone
ferences with the ]ews of Jerufalem, and his
difcourfes to his apoftles at his laft {upper.
But what I obferve in the comparifon of
thefe feveral accounts is, that, although ac-
tions and difcourfes are afcribed to Chrift by

6 St
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ot John, in.general different from: what are
given to him by the other evangeiills, yet,
under this diverfity, there 1s a {imilitude of
smanner, which indicates that the a&ione and
dilcourfes proceeded from the fame perfon.
{ hould have laid little firefs upon a re;eti-
tion of altions {ubftantially alike, or of dil-
courfes containing many of the fame expref-
lions, becaufe thar i1s a fpecies of relemblance,
which would either belong to a true hiftory,
or might ealily be imitated 1n a falle one.
Nor do { deny, thata dramatic writer is
able”to fuftain propriety and diflinétion of

1-

character, through a great vanety of {eparate
incidents and fituations.  Dut the evans
gelifts were not dramatic writers, nor poi-
fefled the talents of dramatic writers ;3 nor
will it, I believe, be {ufpected, that they /-
died anitormity of character, or ever thought
of any fuch thing, in the perfon who was
the fubjedi of their hiflories. Such uni-
form; ?}r if 1t exif, 1s an their part cafual s

and 1 there be, as I contend there is, apel~
ceptible refemblance of manuer, 1o patlages,
and Detween difoouries, which are in thems

{elyeg
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felves extremely diltin&, and are delivered
by hiftorians writing without any imitation
of, or reference to, one another, it affords a
jult prefumption, that thele are, what they
profels to be, the a&ions and the difcourfes

oi the {ame real perfon; that the evangeifls
wrote from fa&, and not from imagination,

'The article in which I find this agreement
moft flrong, is in our Saviour’s mode cof
~ L L] ) ] n . . .{:
teaching, and 1n that particular property o:
it, which confifts in his drawing of his doc-

trine from the occalion 5 or, which is nearly
the fame thing, raifing refleCtions from the
objets and incidents befare him, or turning
2 particular difcourfe then pafling into an .
opportunity of general inftruflion,

It will be. my bufinefs to point out this
manner 1n the three firlt evangelifts; and
then to inquire whether it do not appear
alfo, In feveral examples of Chrift’s difs
courles, preferved by St. John,

"Che reader will obferve in the following
quotations,
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quotat_ions, that the Italic'létter contains the
refle@ion, the common letter the incident
or occallon from which it {prings.

Mat. xii. 49, 50. * Then they iaid unto
him, Behold thy mother and thy brethren
fland without; defiting to fpedk 'with thee.
But he anfwered, aiid faid unto him that told
him, Who is my miother ?-and who are my
brethren ? And he firetchéd forth his hands
towards his dilciples, and faid, Behold my
mother and my brethren ; for wéq/&flver ﬂ}d/f

do the will of my Father which is in heaven,
the fame is my brother, and fifter, and mother.”

Mat. xvi, 5. “ And when his difciples
were come to the other fide, they had for-
gotten to take bread ; then’ Jefus faid unto
them, Zake beed, and beivare of the leaven of
¢he Pharifees, and of the Sadducees. And they
reafoned aniong themfelves, faying, It is be-
caufec we have taken 'no bread.—FHow 15 1t
that yc do not underftand,-that I {fpake it not
to you concerning bread, that ye fhould be-
ware of the leaven of the Pharifees, and of

the
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the Sadducees? Then underfiood they Joto
that be bade them.not bewaye of the leaven of
bread, but of the DOCTRINE of the Pharifees
and of the Sadducees.”

Mat. xv. 1, 2. 10, I1. 15—20. . “Then
came to Jelus Serihes and Pharifees, which
were of Jer Llfalezr faying, W hy do thy dif-
ciples tranfgrels fche traditions,of the'elders ?
for they wath not their hands when they
eat bread.——And he called-the .multitﬁde,‘
and faid unto them, Hear and underfiand,
Not that which gocts into the mounth defileih a
man, bul 1hat which. cometlh out of 1he mouth,
this defileth a man.——Then anf{wered Peter,
and faid unto him, Declare unto us this pa-
rable. And Jefus faid, Are-yealo yet with-
out underftanding ? Do ye not yet under-
{tand, that what{oever entereth in at the
mouth, goeth into the belly, and 1s calt out
into the draught? but thofe things which
proceed out of the mouth come iorth from

the heart, and they defile the man ; /o, 0w
of ibe beart proceed evil thoughis, wmurders,
mz’ﬂ/z’f;.»f.r, [fornications, thefts, falfe witnefs,

b l?/;}/?c;zrc’r :



[ 1o |

blafphemies ; thefe are the things svhich a’g?ké
a mdai, BUT TO EAT WIFTH UNWASHEN
HANDS DEFILETH NOT A MAN.” Qur
Saviour, upon this occafion, expatiates rather
more at large than ufual, and his difcourfe
alfo 1s more divided; but the concluding
{fentence brings back the whole train of
thought to the incident in the firlt verfe,
viz, the objurgatory queltion of the Phari-
fees, and renders 1t evident that the whole
{prung from that circumftance.

Mark x. 13, 14, 15, “ And they broughs
young children to him, that he thould touch
them, "and his difaples rebuked thofe that
brought them ; but when Jefus faw it, he
was much difpleafed, and faid unto them,
Suffer the little children to come unto me,
and forbid them not, for of fuch 1s the king-
dom of God: werily I fay unto you, whofo-
ever [hall not recerve the kingdom of God as
a little child, he fhall not enter therem.”

Tark i, 16, 17. “Now as he walked
by the fea of Galilce, he faw Simon and

' Andrevs
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Ardrew his brother cafting a net mto the
fea, for they were fithers; and Jefus faid
anto them, Came /'I"’r'ﬂ]rff’?" ey aind 1 will
make vou fiflers of micir.”

Luke st 27. “ And it came to pafé as he
fpake thefe things, a certain woman of the
company lift up her voice and faid unto him,
Blefled 1s the womb that bare thee, and the
paps which thou haft {fucked ; but he {aid,
Yea, rather Oleffod i fhey that hear ihe
word of God, and keefi 1.7

Luke i, 1—g.  “ There were prefent
at that {zalon {ome that told him of the Ca-
lilcans, whole blood Pilate had mingled with

their facrilicesy and Jelus anfwering, faid
unto them, Jf'”,ﬂf*{f‘a ye that thefe Galilzais
wocre flavers abyve all ihe Galileans, becaufe
ihey [afleed fuck things 2 Ttell yor nay, but
wccht ve rcfenty ve fiall all Likeweife fieriff”

Lulke ziv. 15, “ And when one of them,
that {at at meat with him, heard thele things,
be faid unto him, Blefled 1s he that {hall eat

bread
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bread in the kingdom of God. 'Then faid
he unto hin, A certain man made a great
[uppery and bade many,” 8. The parable
1s rather too long for infertion, but affords a
ftriking inftance of Chrift’s maznner of raifing
~a difcourle from the occafion. Oblerve allo
1n the fame chapter two other examples of
advice, drawn from the circumftances of the
entertainment and the behaviour of the
guelts.

We will now fee, how this masner dilco-

vers itfelf in S7. Fok#’s hiltory of Chrift,

john vi, 26. ¢ And when they had
found him on the other fide of the fea, they
faid wnto him, Rabbi, when cameft thou
hither? Jefus anfwered them, and faid,
Verily I fay unto you, ye feek me not be-
caufe ye faw the miracles, but becaule ye
did eat of the loaves and were filled. Labous
not for the meat whicl periflieth, but for tha:
meat which eadureth wito everlafling life,
which the Son of ez fhall grve uito you.”

john,
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john iv, 12,  Ait thou greater tham
our father Abraham, who gave us the well,
and drank therecf himfelf, and his children,
and his cattle ? Jefus an{wered and {aid un-
to her (the woman of Samaria), Whofoever
drinketh of this water {hall thirlt again, but
whofocver diznketld of the water that I fhall
give bun, fhall uever thirfly but the wvater that

{ fball give biin, fhall be in Dinr a <vel! g" L) (Y=

7 r.

tery fpringing up mto cverlafling lifel

John 1v. 31, “ In the mean while, hig
difciples prayed him, faying, Mafter, eat;
but he {aid unto them, I have meat to eat
that ye know not of. Therefore faid the
difciples one to another, Hath any man
brought him aught to eat ! Jefus faith unto
them, My meat is, fo do the will of him that
Jent e, and 1o finyl bis wwork.

John 1x. 1—3. ¢ And as Jefus pafled
by, he faw a man which was blind from his
birth : and his diﬁ,iplas afked him, faying,
Who did {in, this man or his parents, that

he was born blind ¢ Jefus anfwered, Neither
Vor. I, i hath
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hath this man finned, nor his parents, but
that the works of God {hould be made ma-
nifel in him. I muff work the aworks of
hun that [ent me, while 1t 15 day ; the night
comelily when 1o man can work. As long as 1
ai in the <vorld, [ aie the light of the world.”

John 1x. 35-+-20, ¢ Jelus heard that they
had caft him (the blind man above men-
tioned) out ; and whea he had found him,
he faid unto him, Doft thou believe on the
Son of God? And he anfwered and faid,
Who is he, Lord, that I might believe on
him? And Jefus faid unto him, Theu haft
both feen him, and 1t is he that talketh with
thee. And hefud, Lord, I belicve ; and he
worfhipped him. And Jelus{aid, For judie-
ment I ain come into this world, that /ey
which fee not imsght fee, and that they whick
Jee.inight be made blind.”’

All that the reader has now to do, is to
compare the feries of examples taken from
St. John, with the-feries of examples taken
from the other evangelifts, and to judge
A whether
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whether there be not a vilible agreement of

mazner between them. In the above quoted
paflages, the occalion 1s ftated, as well as the
refleGtion. They {eem therefore the moft
proper for the purpofe of our argument.
A large, however, and curious colle&tion
has been made by different writers ™, of in~
itances, 1n which 1t is extremely probable
that Chrift {fpoke in allufion to fome obje@,
or fome occafion then before him, though the
mention of the occaflion, or of the objed,
be omitted m the hiftory. 1 only obferve
that thefe inflances are common to St.
John’s gofpel with the other three.

1 conclude this article by remarking, that
nothing of this manner is perceptible in the
{peeches recorded in the Ads, or in any
other but thole which are attributed to
Chrift, and that, in truth, it was a very un-
likely manner for a forger or fabulift to at-
tempt; and a manner very difhcult for any

* Newton on Daniely p. 148, note @y Jortin, Dif,
p. 213 Dithop Law’s Life of Chnft,

12 writer
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writer to execute, if he had to {upply alf
the materials, both the incidents, and the
obfervations upon them, out of his own
head. A forger or a fabulift would have
made for Chrift, difcourfes exhorting to
virtue and diffuading from vice in general
terms. It would never have entered into
the thoughts of either, to have crowded to-
gether {fuch a number of allufions, to time,
'~ place, and other little circumitances, as oc-
cur, for inftance, in the fermon on the
mouat, and which nothing but the altual
prefence of the objets could have lfug-
cefted .

{l, There appears to me to exift an affi-
nity between the hiftory of Chrift's placing
a little child in the mid{t of his difciples, as
related by the three firft evangelifts 7, and
the hiftory of Chrift’s wathing his difciples’
feet, as given by St. Johnl. In the ftories

* See Difhop Law’s Life of Chridt.
+ Mat. xvitl, 1, Mark 1x, 33, Luke ix. 40.

T X1, 3.
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them{elves there is no refemblance. But the
atfinity which I would point out, confifts
in thefe two articles: firft, that both fiories
denote the emulation which prevailed a-
mengft Chrift’s difciples, and his own care
and delire to correét it. The moral of both
is the fame. Secondly, that both ftories are
{pecimens of the {ame manner of teaching,
viz, by altion; a mode of emblematic in-
{ftruiion extremely peculiar, and, 1n thefe
paflages, afcribed, we {ee, to our Saviour,
by the three firlt evangelifts and by St.
John, in inftances totally unlike, and with-
out the fmallelt fulpicion of their borrow-
ing from-each other.

III. A fingularity in Chrift’s language,
vhich runs through all the evangeliits, and
which 1s found in thole difcourifes of St.
John that have nothing fimilar to them 1n
the other gofpels, is the appellation of * the
Son of Man;” and it is in all the evange-
lifts found under the peculiar circumitance
of being applied by Chrilt to himlelf, but

I3 of
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of never being ufed of him, or towards him,
by any other perfon. It occurs feventeen
times 1n Matthew's gofpel, twelve times in
Mark’s, twenty-one times in Luke’s, and
eleven timesin John’s, and always with this
reftri¢tion,

IV. A point of agreement in the conduct
of Chrift, as reprefented by his different
hiftorians, is that of his withdrawing him-
felf out of the way, whenever the behaviour
of the multitude indicated a difpofition to
tumult.

‘Mat. xiv. 22. ¢ And ftraightway Jelus
conftrained his difciples to get into a fhip,
and to go before him unto the other fide,
while he fent the multitude away, And
when he had {ent the multtude away, he
went up into a mountain apart to pray.”

Luke v. 15, 16. * DBut fo much the
more went there a fame abroad of him, and
great multitudes came together to hear, and

to
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to De healed by him of thewr infirmities :
and he withdrew himielf into the wilder-
nefs and prayed.”

With thele quotations compare the fol-
fowing from St. John :

Chap. v. 13, * And he that was healed
wift not who 1t was, for Jelus had con-
veyed himfclf away, a multitude being-in
that place.”

Chap. vi. 15, “ When Jefus therefore
perceived that they would come and take
him by force to make him a king, he de-
parted again into a mountain by himfelf
alone.”

In this laft inftance St. John gives the
motive of Chrift’s condu&, which i1s left un-
explained by the other evangelifts, who have
related the condut itlelf,

V. Another, and a more fingular circum-
flance in Chrift’s miniflry, was the referve,

Il 4 which,
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which, for fome time, and upon {ome occa-
f1ons at leaft, he uled in declaring his own
character, and his leaving it to be collected
from his works rather than his proteflions.
juft reafons for this referve have been al-
ficned * But 1t 15 not what one would
Lave expedted, We mect with it in Mat-
thew’s gofpel (xvi. 20), * Then charged he
his difciples that they fhould tell no man
that he was Jefus the Chrilt.”  Again, and
unon a diflerent occation, in Mavk’s {iil, 11),
“ And unclean {piiits, when they {aw him,
fell down beiore him, and cried, faying

Thou art the Son of God; and he f’trahly
charped them that they {nould not make
Lim ‘;mwn.’ Another inftance {unilar to
ihis Jafl is recorded by Sto Luke (iv. 41),
What we thus 1ind in the three evangelilts,
appears alfo in a paffage of St. John {x. 2..

““ 'Then came the Jews round abou

35)-
him, aind faid unto him, Hew long doft thew
make us to doubt? 1f thou be the Chrift,

tell us plainlv.,” The cccafion here was difs

[ SRS ]

* bee Lecke’s Realonablenefs of Chriftianity.
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ferent from any of the reft; and it was in-
dire¢t. We only difcover Chrift’s conduét
through the upbraidings of his adverfaries.
But all this {trengthens the argument. I had

zather at any time {urprife a coincidence in

iome oblique allufion, than read it in broad
allertions,

VI In our Lord’s commerce with his
dilciples, one very oblervable particular is
the difliculty which they found in under-
fianding him, when he fnoke to them of
the future part of his hiftory, efpecially of
what related to his paflion or refurreéiion.
This difficulty produced, as was natural, a
wifh in them to afk for further explanation ;
from which, however, they appear to have
been fometimes kept back, by the fear of
olving oifence. Al thele circumftances are
diftinctly noticed by Mark and Luke, upon .
the occafion of his informing them (proba-
bly for the firft time) that the fon of man
ithould be delivered into the hands ¢f men.
“ They underftood not,” the evangelifis tell
us, ¢ this {aying, and 1t was hid from them,

that
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that they perceived it not ; and they feared
to alk him of that faying,” Luke ix, 43.
Mark ix. 32, In St, John’s golpel we
have, upon a different occalion, and in a
difterent inftance, the {ame difliculty of ap-
prehenfion, the fame curiofity, and the fame
reftraint :—~“ A little while and ye fhall not
fee me, and again a little while and ye
fhall {ee me, becaule I go to the Father.
Then faid fome of his difciples among them-
felves, What is this that he faith unto us?
A little while and ye fhall not {ee me, and
again a little while and ye fhall {ee me, and
becaufe 1 go to the Father? They faid,
therefore, What 1s this that he faith, a little
while? We cannot tell what he faith, Now
Jefus knew that they were defircus to afk
him, and faid unto them,” &c. John xvi,

16 et feq.

V1L The mecknefs of Chrift during his
laft fulterings, which is con{picuous in the
narratives of the three firlt evangelifts, is
preferved in that of St, John under f{eparate
examples. The anfwer given by him, in

ot.
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St. John®, when the high priclt afked him
of his difciples and his dodirine, “ 1 {pake
openly to the world, 1 cver taught in the
{ynagogue, and in the temple, whither the
Jews always refort, and in {ceret have I
faid nothing; why afkeft thou me? Afk
themn which heard me, what T have {aid unto
them ;" is very much of a pilece with his
reply to the armed party which feized him,
as we read it in St. Mark’s gofpel, and in
St. Luke’s T: *“ Are you come out as againft
a thief with {words and with ftaves to take
me? I was dailly with you in the temple
teaching, and ye took me not.” In both
anfwers we dlicern the {fame tranquillity,
the fame reference to his public teaching.
His mild expoftulation with Pilate upon
two feveral occafions, as related by St.
John?, is delivered with the fame unruffled
temper, as that which condu@ed him
through the laft fcene of his life, as de-

fcribed by his other evangelifts, His an-

* xviil, 20.
+ Mark xiv. 48. Luke xxii. 52,
1 xville 340 XIX4 11

fwer,
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fwer, in St. John's gofpel, to the officer
who {truck him with the palm of his hand,
* I I have [poken evil, bear witnefs of the
evil, butif well, why {mitelt thou me = ?”
was fuch an anfwer, as might have been
fooked for from the perfon, who, as he pro-
ceeded to the place of execution, bid his

1pamons (as we are told by St. Luke T)
weep not for him, but for themielves, their
poflterity, and their country; and who,
whilll he was f{ulpended vpon the crols,
prayed for his murderers, “ for they know
not (faid he) what they do.” The urgency
alfo of his judees and his profecutors to ex-
tort from him a defence to the accufation,
and his unwillingnefs (o make any (which
was a peculiar circumftance) appears in St,
John's account, as well as in that of the
other evangelifis 7.

There are moreover two other correfpon-
aencles between St. John's hiltery of the

* xxviil 22, + xxiit. 29.
i nee John xix. g Mat, xzvil, 14, Luke xxut 9.
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eranfa&ion and theirs, of a kind lomewhat

different from thefe which we have been
now mentioning,

The three firlt evangelifts record what
is called our Saviour’s agony, 2 ¢. his devo-
sion in the garden immediately before he
twas apprehended ; m which narrative they
all make him pray, “that the cup might pals
from him.” This is the particular me-
taphor which they all aleribe to him, 8t
Matthew adds, “ O my Father, if this cup
may not pafs away from me, except I drink
it, thy will be done®.” Now St John
does not give the {cene n the garden j but
when Jefus was feized, and fome wﬂﬁaﬂce
vas attempted to be made by Deter, Jelus,
according to his account, checlied the ate
tempt with this reply:  Put up thy fvord

into the {hcath ; the cup which my Father
¥
i
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natural, that Jelus, whe, before he was ap-
prehended, had been praying his Father,
that “ that cup might pais from him,”’ yet
with fuch a pious retraCtation of his requeft,
as to have added, *“If this cup may not
pafs from me, thy will be done;” it was
natural, I {ay, for the fame perfon, when he
altually was apprehended, to exprels the re-
fignation to which he had already made up
his thoughts, and to exprefs it in the form
of {peech which he had before ufed, “ The
cup which my Father hath given me, fhall
I not drink 1t?” This is a coincidence be-
tween writers, in whole narratives there is
no imitation, but great diverfity.

A {econd fimilar correfpondency is the

following: Matthew and Mark make the
charge, upon which our Lord was con-

demned, to be a threat of deltroying the
temple;  We heard him fay, I will deflroy
this tempie, made with hands, and,” within
three days, I will build another 