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Preface to the Sccond Edition.

A CONSIDERABLE change seems to have taken place in
the minds of numbers, respecting Zhe Age of Reason, and it
celebrated author, since the first publication of tils answer:
yet it may be feared that infidelity and scepticism are not pro-
portionably decreased. Perhaps the enemies of revelation have
even cstabiished themselves on more tenable ground; and, by
conceding that the books of the Old and New Testament are
authentick records, they derlve some advantage in denying that
they ave diwinely insfired: but if this point be maintained, the
rest is of comparatively small moment; for we still want an au.
thoritative standard of fuith and firactice. It was on this ground
therefore, that the author ventured to meet the Goliath of mo-
dern infideiity: and as he has sufficient evidence that his an-
swer has not been wholly unsuccessful, he was not willing it
shouid be out of printin Britain: as it has been printed and
circulated on the other side of the Atlantick.

It seemed, nowever, unnecessary to take up the reader’s time,
in exposing the ignorance, errors, or misrepresentations of Mr.
P.oris answerin  such sopikisms, as he alone would have ad-
vanced. Some pussages thevelore are retrencheds in order to
rcnder the answers to plausible objections more ncrvous, by
bringing them nearer together, and in some instances en-
larging <0 them.

The author has also bestowed considerable pains, in making
the wholc more instructive and convincing to the scrious en-
quirer. lle hopes theretore, that the work is rendered more
suitable to the casc of those, who, without having read Zhe
Age of Reason, are yet perplexed with difficulties concerning
the divine inspiration of the Scriptures, and wisli 1o bave their
objections fairly considered, their arguments answered, aad
their doubts removed,
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In respect of Mr. P.’s work, it may be proper to obsevve,
that it by no means accords to its title. Z%e Age of Reason, is
far more replete with wit and rhetorick, than with sober dise
cussion and solid argument. It is in fact an attempt to reduce
to practice Lord Shaftsbury’s fumous maxim that ridicule ig
the test of truth; except that scurrility and acrimony frequently
predominate. It is casy to answer Mr. P.’s reasoning: but his
confident asseriions,vehement declamationsy and sm.a1 s refiartees,
are very imhosing. Every reader should therefore pause {rom
time to time; and when he has been carried away by the Au.
thor’s popular -eloquence and wit; he should seriously ask
himself, What ergument does all this contain?

Hitherto the human race has, in ene way or other, been ge-
nerally destitute of truc religion; and that author must be very
sanguine, who expeets to produce a sudden revolution. There
1s however no fear, ¢ lest the Bible should fall,’ as Mr. P seems
to predict; for it has stood many far more formidable assaults,
and will survive every cpponent: but doubtless numbers will
fall and perish, by means of the publications of infidels: and
on the other hand a few individuals may be preserved or reco-
vered by every effort to counteract them; and this may suffice
to stimulate our excrtions.

When Mr. P. thought himself near death, he rejoiced that he
had published the first part of The Age of Reason. Thisind ed
proved the sincerity of ais emmity to the Bible: but should a
christian adduce a circumstance of this kind as a piroof that
his princifiles wwere true, he would, not without reason, be
counted an enthusiast.

Though sriests be not allowed to pav the same regard to
their credit, interest, or even subsistencc, which all other men
do without censure: vet, so long as they beiieve the Bible to be
the word of God, they are bound in conscience to defend 1t
and why should they not be as much authorized, and as com-
petent, to write on religion, and in defence of it, as other men
are concerning their several professions?

Mr. P. professes to draw ali his arguments against. the
Scriptyres from the Scriptures thernselves: yet his quotatighs
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frem ancient and modern enemies to christianity prove, that,
he would gladly have employed other weapons, had he known,
wherc to have found any that suited his purpose. But mer of
greater learming and application than he, are Lhere at a loss: for
the more the subject is calmly and sclidly investigated, the
fuller will be the proof, that ¢ ALL SCRIPTURE 1S GIVEN BY
« INSPIRATION OF GoD; and is profitable for doctrine, for re-
« proofy for corvection, for instruction in righteousness; that
« the man of God may be perfect, thoroughly furnished unto
“ all good works.”
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VINDICATION, &ec.

ROOK I.

CHAP. I.

THE BOOKS OF MOSES,

MR. PAINE undertakes to demonstraie, that Mo-
ses did not write those books which are ascribed to
him; and consequently that they are destitute of au-
thority. They would not, however, be destitute of
authority, though it were known that Moses did not
write them: for they may be authentick records, even
if penned by another author. Yet I am far from con-
ceding this point: and having answered other objec-
tions, I shall give my reasons for believing, both that
Moses wrote these books, and that he wrote them uz-
der the immediate superintending inspiration of the
Holy Spirit.

The arguments by which Mr. P. endeavours to
overturn the authority of these ancient records, are of
two sorts: some more directly tend to shew, that Mo-
| ses could not be the author of them; and others to
'~ prove them unworthy of God, and thus to fix a charge
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of imposture on the writer, for delivering his doc.
trines and commands in the name of the Lord.—]
shall begin with the former.,

I. Itis alledged, that Moses could net be the au.
thor; because the writer gencrally speaks in the third
person. But what weight is there in this argument?
Xenophon and Casar, admired writers among the
Grecks and Romans, do the same when recording
their own actions: and no scholar ever questioned the
authenticity of their works on that account.—In
Deuteronomy, however, Moses speaks principally in
the first person; and Mr. P. finds great confusion in
the arrangement of that book, and says it is dramati.
cal.* Whereas 1t is obvious, that the historian records
Jacts in the third person, and delivers exhortations in
¢he first: and the changes of person are only pauses of
the speaker, giving an account of the occasion on
which each speech was delivered, and of some coin-
cident circumstances. Mr. P. must therefore have
strange 1deas of the drama; if he applies that term to
a single speaker addressing the same audience, at
different times, almost in the manner of a modern
preacher!

No accurate student of the Bihle needs to be in
formed, that the city Lais/ did not receive thc name
of Dan, till long after the death of Moses.t Yet it
would be dificult to prove that no such place as Dan
existed in the days of Abraham, in whose history that
name occurs: Dan signifies judgment: and perhaps

.
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a city in those parts might be so called, because some
person was stationed there to administer justice. Ad-
“mitting however that Laish was meant; must we thence
infer that Moses did not write the book of Genesis?
Some transcriber, in after times, knowing that Laish
was then commonly called Dan, might insert this
name, as a note in a parenthesis, to render the history
more intelligible: and this note might uiterwards be
continued instead of the text; either by mistake, or
with the same intent for which it was inserted. Argu-
sients must be very scarce with infidels; when this
single word is brought forward with great parade and
confidence, as if it contained a full demonstration, that
the books of Moses were anonymous impostures!

It may perhaps be proper to inform some readers,
that the Bible, and the Bible-chronology are entirely
distinct: we contend that the former is the iafallible
word of God; we allow the latter to be the fallible
calculations of learned men.*

- No doubt some parts of the thirty-sixth chapter of
Genesis were inserted long after the death of Moses.
The compiler of the books of Chronicles abridged
several genealogies from Genesis; and he continued
the list of names far beyond the times of Moses, in the
latter part of the first chapter. In consequence, proba-
‘bly, some transcriber put these additions, to the ge-
Realogies in the thirty-sixth of Genesis, where they
have stood to this day. Studious men have always
been aware of the difficulty, and have attempted to

oy
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obviate it: and the Age of Reasor has not shewn that
any new solution is wanted.

"The assiduity of infidels may perhaps hercafter dis.
cover a few more instances of the same kind: but in-
stead of wondering, that such trivial variations have
taken place in these ancient records; we may be asto.
nished, they have been so well preserved, that the
most acute criticks can discover no alteration of anj
1mportance to our faith and practice.

As king Zedekiah is spoken of in the second book
of Chronicles, Mr. P, (taking it for granted that these
books were written before the book of Genesis be-
cause the verses above mentioned were taken from the
first book, ) concludes that Genesis was not extant till
after the captivity; and that t4e first book in the Bible
was written three hundred vears after Homer’s Iliad.*
He must mean the first Look: in order, not the most
‘ancient book: for he allows David and Solomon to
have written some part of the works ascribed to
th=m.

But will any man seriously contend, on such slight
grounds, that the books of Moses were penned after
the captivity: when the whole religious system and
civil polity of the Jews, for nearly one thousand years
before, had been rested on those books; and all their
other writers perpetually referred to them; as it is ma-
nifcst from all the histories, Psalms, and prophecxcs of
the Old Testament?

In fact, the line of David is in these books brought

Vs
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down four generations lower than the time of Zcrub-
babel:* and if this too were written before the books
of Moses; the Jews had not a written law till within
about four hundred years before Christ! But at that
time, the whole nation, by some unaccountable infatu-
ation, was led to receive the works of an anonymous
impostor as sacred books, which they and their fathers
had always possessed, read, and obeyed, for above one
thousand years; or at least, to allow that they had
always suffered severe punishment, whenever they
disregarded or disobeyed them!

Mr. P. does not seem to have made up his.mind,
as to the period, when he should allow the Jews to
have been in actual possession of the books of Moses. T
Such an explicit declaration would indeed subvert his
cause: for it would be far easier to meet a direct
ctarge, than vague and varying insinuations on the
subject.

Moses lived till the Israelites had got possession of
the countries, which had been governed by Sihon and
Og, and he died on the borders of Canaan. Surely
then he might write, that ¢ the children of Israel did
“ eat manna till they came to a land inhabited;—thcy
“did cat manna till they came to the borders of
“ Canaan.”’}

- The historian remarks, that ¢ the man Moses was
“ meek above all men which were upon the face of
“the earth.” ¢ Therelore,’ says Mr. P. ¢ Moses could
‘not be the writer; for to boast of meekness is the re-
‘verse of humility, and a lic in sentiment.’—But

—p g o
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meekness in this connexion is opposed to an iraseifle
disposition; and the meekness cf Moses is mentioned
as an aggravation of the offence committed by Aaron
and Miriam, and as a reason of the Lord’s interposi.
tion to plead his cause against them.* To speak truth
of ourselves is not always vain-glorious boasting; nay,
there are occasions, on which a man may mention his
own meekness and gentleness in consistency with the
deepest humility. Our Lord himself said ¢‘ I am meek
‘“ and lowly in heart:*’ and, though infidels, who seem
to think themsclves exclusively warranted to proclaim
their own virtues, may despise this remark; yet chris.
tians will reverence the example, and not wonder that
Moses, having impartielly reeorded his own faults,
should be led by the Holy Spirit to mention this ex-
cellency of his character.—Some indeed think, that a
blameable lenity was intended, and others seem to ad-
mit that the words were inserted by another hand: but
I see not the least occasion to have recourse to such
suppositions; for the readiness with which Moses for-
gave the offenders, and the earnestness with which he
prayed for Miriam, illustrate the account given of his
unassuming and gentle disposition.

Mr. P. seems to think it self evident, that all ac.
counts of giants must be fibulous; and consequently
that the Bible is a fuble.t But men are now some-
times seen considcrably above eight feet high, and
proportionably large; authentick histories mention
those of a still greater size: and a well-atteste! relation,

oY
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of men ten or twelve fcet high, would not be incredi-
“ble; for none of our reasoning can shew this to be im-
possible.—A bedstead, fificen or sixteen feet long,
must have been needlessly long, and the disproportion
must be ascribed to the ostentation of the king of Ba-
shan,*—Even if Rabbah were never taken till the
days of David, which cannot be proved: yet Moses
might know, that the Ammonites had seized upon the
bedstead of Og, or bought it of the Israelites, and
reserved it as a curiosity in their capital city. But
suppose the passage in question were added as a note
many years afterwar s; how does this invalidate the
authenticity of the books of Moses?

The fourth commandment, as it stands in the fifth
of Deuteronomy, varies from the original law written
in the twentieth of xodus: hence it 1s inferred that
the writer of these books received his materials from
tradition, or invented them himself.t But impostors
do not admit such atparent incomsistencies, which
may at all times be avoided with very little trouble:
so that they are rather proofs of the writer’s conscious
mtegrity. In fact, Moses, when delivering a most im-
pressive and pathetick exhortation, did not confine
himself to the words which he had recorded as an his-
torian. The people very well knew the original ground
for hallowing the sabbath, in honour of the Creator:
and he thought himself at liberty, to remind them of
their obligations to Jenovan their Redeemer from
Egyptian bondage, and of the humanity due to their

[ V.
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bond servants: for this consututed another important
reason ior hallowing the sabbath. Distinet motives are
not necessarily nconsistent. Mr. P.in writing his se.
veral pamphlets, might both aim to frec inankind irom
vulgar prejudices, and to obtain celebrity for himself;
and he might deem it proper on some occasions to
Insist on the one motive, and in diflcrent circums-
stances to bring forward the other, withcut being
justly chargeable with inconsistency or self-contra.
diction.

Mr. P. cannot suppose any christian believes that
Moses wrote the account of his own death and buriak;
and if he thinks, that none have attempted to account
for the circumstance, of these events being recorded
n the last chapter of Dcuteroncmy, his information
must be very defective! Almost any of those expo-
sitors, against whom he declaims, though he certainly
never consulted them, would have shewn him that he
has made no new discoveries, and that the difhculty
is far {rom insuperable.—Perhaps Joshua or Lleazar
added this chapter, or it was taken from the authentick
records of the nation at a later period; when the words,
‘“ no man Knoweth his sepulchre to this day,’’ were
evidently subjoined.—The preceding history plainly
mmplies, that Moses should die;* and the concluding
chapter records the accomplishment of these intima-
tions. ¢ Moses dicd—according to the word of the
‘¢ Lord, and he buried him.” Mr. P. cannot find the
antecedent to /e in this passage!!!T—1i it be asked,

—— o

* Numb. xxvii. 13, Deut. iv. 21, 22, xxx’. 14. 16. 27, xxxii. 50.
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how it was knotvn that the Lord buried Moses? I an-
swer, by immediate revelation; and a good reason may
be assigned, why he should thus be buried: namely,
lest the Israelites should idolize his ‘relicks, as they
did the brazen serpent, or as papists do the bones of
the saints.

II. We now proceed to consider objections of an-
other nature, and far more important; as being intended
to prove the books of Moses in all respects unworthy
of God.—Mr. P.* finds great fault with the history
of the creation. ¢ It begins abruptly; it is nobody that
¢ speaks; it is nobody that hears; it is addressed to no-
¢ body; it has neither first, nor second, nor third per-
‘son.” Does this passage contain either rezson or
common sense? The sacred writer first addresses the
reader, and then he introduces the Creator speaking to
the chaos, which promptly obeys his omnipotent com.
mands. And in what does this differ from the manner
of other historians except in simplicity and sublimity?
Fer even infidels of taste will doubtless coincide with
the pagan Longinus, in admiring the history of the
creation as inimitably beautiful, after all Mr. P.’s en-
deavours to ridicule it: and we need but compare it
with the whimsical absurdities of the other world-ma-
kers whom he mentions, to learn the difference be-
tween man’s vain imaginations and the sure testimony
of God. .

Mr. P. attempts to burlesque the history of the fall,
in subserviency to his grand design.} Let the serious

-y
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réader however determine, whether the sacred writers
borrowed their doctrine concerning the devil and his
angels from pagan mythology; or whether these fables
were distorted traditions concerning the fall of angels,
decorated by the ingenuity of the poets.—The notion
of Satan warring against the Almighty, who defeated
him, i1s grounded on a passage in the Revelation of
John; * which may refer-to the fall of angels, and the
opposition of fallen angels to the kingdom of Christ;
but which directly predicts other events.—No doubt
this book was writien long after the fables of Jupiter
and the giants, of Jupiter’s casting Vulcan out of
heaven, and of Pluto’s reigning in Tartarus, were in.
vented; but the doctrine of fllen angels was publish-
ed in the Old Testament, many centuries before the
date of these fables, and in all probability was known
by tradition from the beginning.
The doctrine of Scripture on this subject must here
be stated.—God created multitudes of angels, and
endued them with noble powers and faculties: but, as
‘they were moral and accountable agents, some of them
revolted from their Creator, incurred his displeasure,
lost the divine image of holiness, became malignant
and desperate, and, as determined enemies, employed
all their abilities in attempting to counteract his plans
and to ruin his other creatures. Though “ cast down
¢ to hell, and bound in chains of darkness to the
% judgment of the great day,” so that it is impossible
for them to escape eternal condemnaiion; yet they ar¢

]
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permitted, under certain limitations, for a season, to
shew their power and malice; as wicked men practise
and prosper for a time.~—Being united in one king-
domn, under Satan or the Devil, every thing they do
1S frckluently attributed to their leader; as generals are
said to do those things, which they perform by the
troops under their command: so that emnipotence ot
emnipresence 1s no more ascribed personally to the
devil, than to Alexander or Czsar. It is therefore a
direct slander to afhrm that ¢ christian divines give
“him a power equally great, or even greater, than they
¢ ascribe to the Almighty.” The sacred writers never
represent Satan, as ¢ defeating the pover and wisdom,
‘of God:’ but as termitted to try and prevail against
our first parents, to tempt their posterity, and to main.
tain his influence over wicked men, his willing ser-
vants; and even this will be over-ruled to the brighter
display of the Lord’s glory, the greater advantage of
alt his friends, afid the deeper confusion of Satan and
his adherents.

The Lord created the parents of our race in his
-oon tmage: but though perfectly holy, they were not
onchangeable; for immutability is an incommunicable
divine perfection. As a test of their obedience, they
were forbidden to eat of the fruit of one tree, and
warned that in the day they ate of it they should sure-
ly die. The tempter however, concealing himself in
the serpent, which is represented to have been a most
beautiful and sagacious animal before this transaction,
prevailed by his insinuations on Evg, and by her on
Adam, presumptuously to violate this single easy re-
sriction. Immediately they both became mortal, and

Vou. III. Uu
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their future lives resembled a lingering execution,
Their tiritual life, or the holirima: e ¢/ God, :nd ca-
pacity for happiness in his service and favour, v as al-
so extinct; und they became prounc to sin, like the
tempter o whom they had listened. Andas they were
created with imwortal souls; the guilt they had con.
tracted, with the crimes which they wou.d be conti-
wally adding, must have ensured their final misery,
had not mercy been vouchsafed through the promised
Seed of the woman.

Nothing 1s casier than ridicule, to a man of a lively
imagination, who 1s not restraired by any reg.rd to
piety or decorum. ‘Lhis transaction may be called, ‘a
¢ tete-a-tete between the serpent and the woman:?
¢ the woman in her longing eating an apple:’ ¢ the
¢ snake persuading her to eat an apple: and the eating
¢ of that apple damning all mankind.” But what is
there in all this, except profaneness? Might not the
Creator require some test of obedience and gratitude
from his favoured creature, and some condition of tur-
ther blessings? Could any thing be more easy, than
this single nstance of sclf-denial among a profusion
of delights? Aud was not wilful and presumptuous
disobedicnce, from unbclief, hard thoughts of God,
sensual concupiscence, and ambition of independence,
a most flagrant act of rebellion and ingratitude? For
who can deny, that the easier the command, the more
atrocious the violation of it? They, who vindicate or
palliate such conduct, must have a very fecble sense
of their obligations to God, whatever they argue about
moral obiigations among men.

Bat do :il mankind descrve damnation for Adam’s
sin? Instead of answering such a bold interrogation,
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I would only say, ¢ Nay but, O man, who art thou
“ that repliest agamst God??? It is undeniable, that
pain, sorrow, and dcath exist, and that men are prone
to wickedness in every age and cocuntry, The grcat-
est philosophers can give no satisfuctory account, how
the world was brought into its prescnt deplorable con-
dition; and the scriptural narration is at least as rea-
sonableas any hicherto devised. Now it Adam by trans.
gression becarae sinful and mortal, his whole posterity
must full i and with him; for every creature propa-
gaies 1ts own nature and all its cssential properties.
Accordingly children are liable to pain, sickness, and
death; «nd the state of the world «ccords exactly to
the sentence denounced on Adam.* Children like-
wise shew precisely the same propensities to pride,
envy, sensuality, and other corrupt passions, as appear
moie stroagly marked in grown persons. If then all
men actually sin and deserve punishment, if they be
incapable of a holy felicity in the enjoyment of God,
and 1f there be a future state of rightcous retribution:
they must be condemned # consequence of Adam’s
sin, unless mercy and grace dehiver them, Would it
not then better become us to leave these matters to «
world of clearer light, and to emiploy oursclves in
seeking mercy, and victory over our evil propensitics,
or in alleviating the miserics of mankind; than n dis-
puting about what we do not understand, and ridi-
culing what we cannot disprove? Could 1t even be de-
monstrated, that the Mosaick account of the fall werc

\J
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false; the wickedness and miserv of our race would
not be in the least diminished, and unrepented sin
would surely expose men to the wrath of God. Asto
infants who die without actually transgressing the di-
vine law; we are not bound to determine any thing
about them, but muy safely leave them in the hands
of infinite justice and mercy. )

The circumstance of Eve’snot expressing wonder
at the serpent’s speaking, may be accounted for hy
the brevity of the narrative, and the extraordinary s3.
gacity before observed in that animal; and by suppo.
sing with great probability, that Satan ascribed this
gift Lestowed on the serpent, to the salutary tendency
of the forbidden fruit.

Mr. P. can clearly see the doctrine of evil spirits i
the scriptures: and so far he is right. But as Satan’y
kingdom 1is the power of darkness, and as he is most
successful when least suspected: it is not impossible
but Mr. P. may be indebted for many of his brillian
thoughts to Satan’s suggestions, especially ¢ such as
¢ bolt into the mind of their own accord;’* and that
he may abundantly repay his obligations, even while
he denies Satan’s existence, by endeavouring to set
men against the rehigion of Him, who ¢¢ was manifest-
“ ed to destroy the works of the devil.”

¢ Take away from Genesis,’ says Mr. P. ¢ the be-
‘ lief that Moses was the author, on which only the
¢ strange belief that it is the word of God hath stood;
¢ and nothing remains but an anonymous book of st9-

St b atacadh -~
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¢ ries—absurdities, or—downright lies. The story of
¢ Kive and the scrpent, and of Noah and his ark, drop
¢ to a level with the Arabian tales, without the merit
¢ of being entertaining; and the account of inen living
¢ to cight or nine hundred years becomes as fabulous
¢ as the immortality of the giants.,’—But is it not more
wondertul, that God should at all destroy the work cf
his own hands, than that he should preserve his crea-
tures for many hundred years?—Many traditions
among the heathen confirm the account of the deluge,
and learned men have discerned traces of it all over
the carth.—The opinion of the divine inspiration of
the- book of Genesis is not supported, only or princi.
fally, by the opinion that Moses wrote it, but rests on
other evidence.—This despised book contains the
most satisfactory account of the creation, the entrance
of sin, the origin of the rations dispersed through the
carth, and the history of the remote ages, at this day
extant in the world: with many most extraordinary
prophecies, fulfilling at this day. And the story of
Joseph, in the opinion of most competent judges, is
the most pathetick and interesting that ever was re-
lated! |

- Mr. P. has given a fair specimen of his candour
and caution, in his observations on the conduct of
Moses and the Israelites, respecting the Midianitish
omen and children.—The Lord prohibited the Is.
raelites to assault or distress the Moabites and Am-
monites, with whom the Midianites were intimately
connected: * yet Balak, king of Moab, when they ap-

'ﬁm . e
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proached his land, instead of sendirg an ambassador
10 desire peace, or openly maoking wur upen them,
sent for Baloam to curse them. When that project did
not answer, he followed Buliam’s counsel, and, by
means of the Midiauitish women, seduced the Isracl.
ites into fornication and then into idolatry, in order that
they miglt provoke the Liord to curse them. In this
diabolical design he so far succeeded, that twenty four
thousand of them were cut off by divine judgments
in one day. Moses was therefore commanded to
avenge Israel, on the Midianites, who scem to have
been most criminal: and twelve thousand Israclites
were sent into the country of Moab and Midian, who
were completely successful and did not so much as
lose a single'man. Mr. P. calls this a plundering ex.
cursion, though, even if Moses had acted by his own
authority, the war would have been completely justi-
fable. | | "

But after the return of the detachment with the
spoil and prisoners, Moses ordered all the grown wo-
men to be put to death; and this excites iost dread-
ful exclamations, 'The sword of war indeed should
distinguish bctween armed oppenents and those who
make no resistance: but “he sword of fustice knows
no such distinction. Decliberate insidious! temptation
to sin must appear, to all wise and virtuous men, the
greatest of injuries. The sex of the culprit does not
in other cases excuse guilt or excrapt from punishe
ment: and if the women, in defiance of modesty and
decency, openly suffered themselves to be hired by
the princes and priests of Bauly to becomie prostitutes
to the Israelites, in order to promote idolatry, and to
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bring guilt and wrath upon the worshippers of JEno-
vAaH; was it mect the tempters should escape with im.
punity, while the tempted were severely punished?
The project of thus scducing Isruel was reasonably
adjudged the naticnal sin of Midian and Moab: and
was it proper the principal criminals should escape?
Moses could not possibly know the individual trans-
gressors; and the Lord commonly involves many in
publick calamities who are not equally criminal: by
his orders therefore the virgins were inercifully spared,
and the rest were righteously punished.

But Mr. P. savs, that an order was given to de-
bauch the daughters, as well as to slay the maothers;
and he calculates that thirty two thousand were thus
consigned to debauchery!—If he could prove this, he
would have an argument against the divine authority
of the books of Moscs, far more cogent than any he
has hitherto produced: for a holy God may justly
condemn transgressors to death, but he cannot com-
mand them to violate his own righteous laws.—But
where did Mr. P. learn, that the lsraelites were cven
allowed to debauch their female slaves? In fact the law
of Moses did not permit a man to marry a captive,
without many delays and previous formalities: and if
afterwards he divorced her, he was bound to set her at
liberty, ¢ because he had humbled her.””® Anditis
most certain that the passage referred to, compared
with other Scripturcs, implies nothing about debauct:-
ing the femal: children, or even taking them as con.

P,
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cubines; but merely of retaining them as slaves, edu.
cating them in their families, employing them in do-
mestick services; and either incorporating them by
marriage as proselytes with the Israelites, or marrying
them to their servants.

It cannot, however, be denied, that the male chil
dren, as well as the growin women, were consigned to
the slaughter: and was not this very dreadful? Cer.
tainly; ‘and wicked too, it Moses did it of his owil
mind, and to gratify his own passions. But this coin-
cides with anothier subject, which I shall here, once-
for all, fully consider: namely, the orders given and
executed respecting the extirpation of the Canaanites
and Amalekites. '

Every one acquainted with logick must percetve,
that all who make these orders an objection to the di:
vine original of the Old Testament, argue completely
in a circle, and beg the question. They assume it as
self-evident, that the Lord could never command
Moses or Joshua to destroy these nations: they next
execrate them for doing such things without authori-
ty: and thence “they infer that God never spake to
mankind by such wicked persons. But should they
not first of all prove, that the Judge of the world could
not justly give these erders? Till this be done, all their
inferences from a false or disputed principle must be
false or disputable; and all their declamations, mere
rhetorical arts of 1 1mposmg on the understanding by
appealing io the passions. ’

A judge may condemn a criminal to die, and an
executioner may take away his life, without murder,
or even injustice: yet if an unauthorized person should



AGE OF REASON, 837

put him to death, he would be a murderer.—Man is
surcly accountable to his Maker; wickedness merits
punishment: and the supreme Judge may inflict de-
served punishment in what manner he sees good. Ac-
cording to the Scripture, death is the execution of a
righteous judgment denounced against men, as trans-
gressors of the divine law: and a more rational ac-
count of our maladies and miseries, and cf the tri-
umiph of death over the whole human species, has not
yet been given. If then sinners die, because God in-
flicts death as a part of their merited punishment: the
justice 1s precisely the same, whether the sword or
discase tuifi] the divine mandate. The Canaanites were
sinners against the Lord exceedingly, and had fillea
up the measure of their crimes; who then will say,
that He might not just/y have destroyed them by pes-
tilence, deluges, and earthquakes? Who will contend,
that it would have been wicked in an angcl to have
executed the Creator’s commission in cutting them
off, as the army of Sennacherib was slain? And why
might not the Lord select a nation, and, having sealed
their commission by publick miracles, require them
ic extirpate an abominable race of men from the face
of the earth?

The same objection might be made, with equal va-
lidity, though not so plausibly, against all the ways,
by which God inflicts death upon mankind: We must
therefore, either deny that God inflicts diseases and
death, and by a species of practical atheism resolve
every thing into chance or necessity; or blaspheme
God as cruel and unjust; or else allow that he may

exccute criminals in what way he sces good. 'The di.
Vor. HI. Xx
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vine commission to Vloses and Joshua must indeed be
proved by other arguments: but these cons-dcrations
completely invaiidate the oljection, and demonstrate
thut God might justly give them such orders. 1f it be
urged that famines, earthquakes, and pestilences,
though equally destructive, do not so much contruduct
mcn’s notions of God; 1t may bz answered, that *¢ the
¢ world by wisdom knew not God;’’ and pagan de:-
ties, as characterized by Greek and Roman anthors,
prove men’s notions in this respect too fallible and ab.
surd, to be in the least depended on.

¢ But whercin could crying cr smiling infants of-
¢ fend? To read without horror of their slaughter must
¢ undo every thing tender, sympathizing, or benevo.
‘ lent in our nature: and the sacrifice I must make to
¢ believe the Bible would be sufhcient to determine
“my choice.’—Unbciief 1s then the effect of choice,
not of unavoidable error or ignorance. But who can
read of the ravages made by a conflagration, the mise-
ies of famine and pestilence, or the desolations of an
carthquake, without horror? Yet who disbelieves a

well attested narrative of such events on that account?

Or who, but zn atheist, denies the justice of God in
them?—The execution of criminals 1s calculated to
excite horror, and not to gratify the finer feelings of
benevolence: yet no declamation will convince a sober
man that they are in all cases unnecessary, or that all
concerned in them are sanguinary monster, —1he
aversion men feel to the scriptural history in this re-
spect, above all other records cf misery and blood-
shicd, arises from its oppesition to the self-flattery of
the human heart: for these awful executions militate

’
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against their palliating notions concerning the evil of
sin, and the demerit of despising and rebeliing against
God. |

No doubt every humane heart revolts from the idea
of slaughtering infants: yet infants die by thousunds
all wver the world, with unspeakably more anguish,
thin a speedy undreaded death by the sword would
occasion; and has not God the issues of life and death?
Many a man who mherits an impaired estate, or a
gouty constitution, sensibly fecls, that children suffer
in consequence of the crimes coramitted by their pa-
rents. Thus parents are pumshed in their children:
and if the Lord sees good to preparc the souls of dy-
ing infants for heaven, and to rcceive them to himself;
though the smiling or crying babes were supposed to
have bcen as spotless as angels, they will not charge
God with injustice or cruelty on account of their pre-
mature death, let who will on earth presume to ar-
raign his conduct. Set aside the doctrine of original
sin, allow pain and death to be the appointment of
God, and deny the future happiness of mfants dying
without actual transgression; and I could decluim
against the ordinary conduct et providence i thig re-
spect, with as much vehemence, and at least as much
plausibility, as Mr. P. does against the Bible; had I
no more reverence for the works, than he has for the
word of God. .

But if some great and important ends were answer.
ed, by the peculiar method in which the Lord punish-
ed the nations of Canzan: then the objection is not
only removed; but the divine wisdom is illostrated,
and a presumptive argument aftorded that these hosks
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arc a revelation from God.—Who can deny that the
world has been full of atracious crimes in every age?
Or who will say, that it does not become the Ruler of
the universe to take eficctual methods for the restraint
of man’s wickedness? If then the Canaanites were
addicted to abominable idolntries and detestable
lusts: 1if their altars reeked with human sacrifices, and
their reiigious worship was connected with the most
shameicss 1mpurities: it must have been pecuhiarly
worthy of God, to inflict vengeance on them n a way
as extraordinary as their crimes had been, and suited
to produce durable and cextensive effects on the sur-
rounding nations. tlis power{ul hand and awful jus.
tice, and the difference between Him and the 1dols of
the heatlten, would be rendered far more conspicuous
in punisiing them by the sword of his worshippers,
than if he had desolated the land by carthquakes and
mundations: for these are commonly ascribed to na-
tural causes, and God is forgotten even in the midst
of them. Thus the affecting solemnities of a publick
excecution are generally deemed more conducive to
the ends of good government, than the concealed pun-
sshinent of a criminal, But especially these transactions
were calculated to warn. the Israclites themseb s,
against the abominations which they were commis-
stoned to punish: and if they did not {ully answer that
purposc, we must impute it to the strength of human
depravity. The whole history throws immense light
cn the plan of divine government: it shews the malig-
nity of sin, and proves that it will be punished far
morc severely than we naturally imagine: it teaches
all, who reverence the Bible, to fear the wrath of God
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and seck his mercy: and the bepeficial effects of these
temyorary miscrics, on all succeednig ages and na-
tions, exceed all calculation; while the whole number,
that perished, bears no more proportion to the vast
multitudes who have profited by tiheir doom, than the
few criminals who sufler under the mildest govern-
ment, do to the nation, that is thus preserved in peace
and good order.

“'I'ne earth is the Lorp’s and the fulness of it.”
Surely, thicn, he had a right to bestow that proportion
of it on his worshippers, which the Canaanites had
forfeitcd by their crimes! The Isruelites did not come
by stealth to take possession of it; but had long before
avowcd their purpose, and the grant of it which they
had received from JEHOV A H.

Those of the inhabitants who submitted were
treated with clemency: and fromi these examples we
may infcr, that others might have been spared, if they
had not hardened their hearts in impenitent defiance of
God. Had the infants alone been preserved; they must
either have been retained in the most rigorous bon-
dage, or lived to perpetuate the bloody contest. The
women were in general as criminal as the men:« and
if there were exceptions, the rightcous Judge would
discriminate properly in another world; though na-
tional judgments, however exesuted, make not these
exact distinctions. "

If Israel, by these severities, contracted a ferocicus
spirit, which they gratificd on other occasions; they
proportionably disregarded the law given them, which
required love to neighbours, strangers, and enemics;
and, the case of the devoted Canaanites excepted, pic-



o422 ANSWER TO fHE

scribed rules for wur, at least as cquitable and mild ag
diose of any hoathen nation.#® And w shouid he noted,
that the just notions of modern tin:es, and even those
of infidels, respecting clemency towards enemies, ori.
ginated not with the admired Greeks and Romans;
but with christians, who learned them from the Scrip.
turest so that when christian princes were known in the
world, more humane sentiments on these subjects
soon began to be adopted.

‘The credit given to the Bible is often ascribed teo
the prejudices of education. But though an obscure
individual, I feel impelled to declare, that I once was
not much more disposed to believe the Scriptures
than Mr. P.: and having got rid of the shackles of
education, was much flartered by my emancipatien
and superior discernment. Yet nearly thirty years,
emploved in diligently investigating the evidences and
contents of the Bible, have preduced in me an um
shaken assurance that it is the word of God.

The most remote shadow of a proof cannot be pro-
duced, that Moses carried on war under pretence of
relicion. He made no proselytes by the sword: and
neithier he, nor any other person mentioned with ap-
probation in Scripture, made war on any neighbour-
ing nation because they were idolaters. If any man
pretend to draw the conduct of Moses, in the case of
Midian, or of Joshua in that of the Canaanites, inte
precedent; let him work such miracles and produce
such credentials as they did; till that be done, Mr. P,

Pl

* Numb. XX. 14==21. Deut. xx. 10e=14.
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has my free econsent to pour fourth ugainst him that
torrent of indignant reproach, which lie hath unjustly
bestowed on some of the most excellent characters,
that ever appeared in the world.

Mr. P. most virulently reprobates the law, which
condemns the stubborn and rebellious son to be ston.-
ed:* yet that law contained much wisdom and mercy
under its apparent severity, The parents were the ouly
prosccutors; and as both of them must concur, na,
tural affection would effectually prevent the frequent
execution of the penalty denounced: and ipndeed we
do not read a single instance of the kind, in the whole
subsequent history, If, however, such an extraerdi-
pary event at any time occurred; it could not fail to
excite general attention, and to produce immense ef-
fects on the minds both of parents and children: so
that the solemn execution of one incorrigible criminal
would be a salutary warning to tens of thousands. The
verv existence of such a law would increase the au-
thority of parents, and give energy to their admoni-
tions; as well as fortify the minds of yeung persons
against the enticcments of bad company, and other
temptations. ‘Thus it would powerfully tend to pre.
vent wickedness; the great end proposed by every
wise legislator!

It would likewise be a perpetual monitor to parents,
not improperly to indulge their children; to establish
their authority by salutary correction in their tender
years; to watch over them, and give them good in-
structions; to check the first buddings of vice, to set

.
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them a good exa.mnple, and to pray for them without
ceasing. ‘'T'hese must have been the effects of this law,
on all who duly attended to it: and we may learn simij.
lar lessons from the spiri¢ of the statute, though it be
now obsolete: for the Law-giver is unchangeable.

The prosecution was not allowed merely for stu.
bornness, but for obstinate persevering rebellion against
parental authority, contempit of correction, gluttony,
and drunkenness; crimes destructive to families and
communities. These offences must be so fully proved;
as to induce the elders to condemn and execute the
criminal: and their authority would secure every in.
nocent person against the hasty rage, or the deliberate
malice, of those few parents, who were capable of
such desperate wickedness as the murder of their own
children.—This law therefore, so harmless and bene.
- ficial in its operations, yet so contrary to human poli.
cy, rather proves than invalidates the divine origina]
of the book, in which it is contained: though it do not
at all coincide with modern notions, which, rushing
from one extreme to another, directly tend to dissclve
all obligations to submission, either to human or di-
vine authority.

Whether priests are fond of preaching from Deu-
teronomy or not, we know that our Lord answered all
Satan’s suggestions by quotations from it; and the
tempter may therefore be supposed to have a peculiar
dislike to this book. The heart.searching God alone
can know, whether the desire of tithes, or the love of
souls, excites the minister’s diligence; but, after all
Mr. P.’s ridicule of ““ the ox treading out the grain;”
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snch ministers, as answer the emblem of that most
laborious, tractable, and useful animal, will certainly
descrve, and need not to fear but they will receive, a
suitable provision, while the Lord has work for them;
whatever may become of tithes and establishments,

And now, what do all these objections against the
books of Moses amount to, when stripped of the wit,
ridicule, and declamation, with which they are exhi.
bited? The writer generally speaks of himself in the
third person: a very few instances occur, in which a
trifling alteration has been made in the text, during a
course of above three thousand years: an account of
the death and burial of the author is subjoined: events
are recorded, which seem to us improbable, because
contrary to our general observation: actions were done,

by the command of God, which without that command

would have been unjust: and laws are given, which
do not coincide with moden notions, concerning go-
veroment and parental authority. These frivolous ob-
jections are called demonstrations; and the author sup-
plies his want of argument, by declaiming against
Moses, and against impostors and priests, with pecu-
liar vehemence and acrimony!

It now remains to state briefly the grounds on
which we maintain the divine superintending inspira-
tion of Moses; as well as that he was the writer of the
books thut bare his name, excepting the very few pas-
sages which have been mentioned. —The books in
question give plain intimations to that cftect. ¢ Moses
“wrote all the words of the Lord:—and he took the
“book of the covenant, and read i H\P v Nenee of

Vor, 111 Vv
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‘“ the pecple.”* ¢ And it came to pass, that when
¢ Moses had made an end of writing the words of
““ this law in a book, until they were finished,—He
‘“ commanded the Levites, saying, take this book of
‘“ the law, and put it in the sides of the ark, that it may
*¢ be a witness against thee.”’t—Reference to the law,
written by Moses, is continually made in the subse.
quent books of Scripture. The testimony of all anti-
quity, Jews and pagans; with that of the whole chris.
tian church, and their avowed enemies the modern
Jews, concur in ascribing these books tc Moses; and
even this testimony, from time immemorial, requires
something more forcible to invalidate it, than a few
stale objections which have been repeatedly answered.
How ¢could such an unanimous opinion have prevail-
c¢d mn the world, if there had been no foundation for
it! If it did not originate with the publication of these
books, at what time could it have been introduced?
Is it possible that the whole nation of Israel shouid
have been persuaded by an anonymous impostor, that
they had for ages past been governed by laws, and
conversant in histories, which they had never before
scen? If the rulers and a large majority, from selfish
motives had attempted such a barefaced imposition,
would not some opponents have risen up, and two
parties been formed?—However the minority had for
a time been run down at home, would not other ages
have heard of it? And if some received these books
as genuine, would not others have rejected them as

* Ixod, xxiv. 4w, $ Deut. xxxi, 24re=26e
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spurious? Indeed it is too late for a man to attempt
disproving any books having been written by the per-
son whose name they have certainly born for above
two thousand years, with almost the unanimous con-
sent of all mankind. |

The history contained in these books is confirm-
ed by the most 'ancient records of the pagan world,
and even by the fables of the peets, and has every
mark of authenticity. The view given in them of the
perfections, works, and government of God, is in all
respects most rational and sublime; and as much ex-
cels all that pagans have written on those subjects, as
the sun outshines a taper. The moral law, the sum of
which is, “ love God with all thy heart;”” and love
. thy neighbour as thyself,” is perfectiy ¢ holy, just,
“and good;* but no Gentile ever gave such a de-
lineation of man’s duty. The judicial laws will be
found wise, equitable, and bencficial, in proportion as
they are considered attentively, and are well under-
stood. The ceremonial institutions were not only or-
- dinances of divine worship, and barriers against idol-
atry, but evident types and shadows of goed things to
come; and as such, a kind of prophecy, the exact ac-
complistunent of which is a full proof of their divine
original,

The miracles wrought by Moses were of such a
nature, that they could not be counterfeited: millions,
both of friends and enemies, were apnealed to as eye
witnesses: and if they had net been actually perform-
¢d, by the person who wrote the books ir which they
are recorded; when and how could it have been pos-
sible to persuade the whole nation of Israel, that they
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and their forefathers had always belicved them? Ang
if they were wrought by Moses, they prove both the
authenticity and divine inspiration of his writings: for
he continually declares that he spake, wrote, and acted
by divine authority.

The prophecies contained in these bocks, which
have been exactly fulfilled, ~.ince the same truth,
Regardless of ridicule, I still venture to maintain, that
the firct promise, of the sced of the Wwoman, is a most
astonishing prediction; not only of the erucifixion and
triumphs of Christ, but of the persecutions, supports,
and victories of the church, in every age of the
world. The prophecy of Noah, concerning the de.
scendants of Canaan. has received a most wonderful
accomplishment in the history of mankind to this pre.
sent day. The blessings pronounced by Jacob on his
sons were evident predictions, verified by the event;
especially that of the sceptre not departing from Judah
till Shiloh came. Balaam’s predictions have been won.
derfully fulfilled, especially in the dominion of the
Macedonians and Romans over the countries once
possessed by the Assyrians and Hebrews. And the
state of the Jews to this day is prophetically described
in two remarkable passages. ¥

Finally the testimony of our Lord and his apostles,
who always refer to these books, as written by Mo-
ses, and as the scriptures, the oracles of God, the low
of God, fully confirms them buth as genuine, and as
divinely inspired; with all those who duly reverence

e
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the testimony of Clhirist.  So that every evidence, that
proves the truth of christianity, confirms also the di-
vine authority of the Old Testament in general, and
of the books of Moses in particular.

And now. what are all Mr. I.’s boasted deronstra-
tions, that these books are spurious; compared with
this body of evidence, thus compendiously stated,
that they are genuine and divine? If Ais cause had not
more to recommend 1t to the hearts of ungodly men,
than to the understandings of sober diligent enquirers;
no believer need trouble himself to answer him: but
all those (alas, how numerous are they!) who are not
willing to part with their sins, and lead a godly life,
wish to disbelieve the Scriptures, either wholly or in
part; and I do not think, that any man ever thoroughly

desired to part with all his sins, and to get rid of the
Bible at the same time.
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CHAP. 1I.

Fhe Historical Books of the Old Testament.

JOSHUA.

In prefacing this book some years since, I observed,
that, ¢ It is not certain who was the penman:—but it
‘ is probable that the substance of it was written by
¢ Joshua: though several passages appear to have been
¢ added . after his. decease; perhaps by Phinchas, or
¢ some other person, who was employed in connects
¢ ing the memorials that he left behind him.’* The
ook of Jasher contained or constituted a part of these
memorials: for it seems to have been a collection of
records and poems, made at the time when ihe events
happened. |

No doubt part of the book of Joshua was written
after his death, and that of the elders who outiived
him: and if Samuel, or some later prophet, compiled
the whole of it in its present form from the records of
Israel; how does this deduct from iis authenticity, of
invalidate 1ts divine authority?—It is certainly very
ancient: and the person who compiled it, testifies that
Joshua wrote some part of it in the book of the law
of God, and also attests that the writéen law was €x-
tant in his days.t The book of Jasher was appealed

Sy
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ficiently proves that such memorials existed and were
well known, when it was published.—The Jews have
in ev\(éry age considered it as an authentick part of
their Scriptures, and preserved it with most scrupu-
lous care. Joshua is repeatedly mentioned with ap-
probation in the New Testameni: and the book is
quoted in a manner which both anthenticates the his-
tory, and honours 1t as the word of God:* and thus
it is proved to be authentick and divine, by all the
evidence which establishes the Nu .v Testament.
~ Herace a man of great genius and good sense, pub-
lished an ode, in which he gloried that his fame would
be celebrated to the end of the world: and Mr. P. re-
peatedly speaks of his own fame as celebrated on both
sides of the Atlantick: yet the book of Joshua must
be refected as spurious, because the writer speaking
of Joshua says, that ¢ his fame was noised through ali
“ that country!” The only reason of this conclusion
scems to be, that Joshua referred ali the glory to the
Lorn God of Israel.
Joshua, as commander of Israel, meditated an at-
fack ¢n Jerieho; when one in human form, with a
drawn sword in his hand, accosted him, declaring
himself to be Captain of the Lorp’s host. Joshux
tould not but know who this was; for he knew whom
he served as the leader of the armies of Israel: he
therefore fell on his face and worshipped him, as one
who waited to receive his orders. He was then direct-

\{to\::r the truth of the facts recorded in it; which suf-
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ed, according to the customs of those times, ‘¢ to
‘¢ loose his shoe from off his foot,” as Moses had
done when JEnovan appeared to him in the bush;
and he obeyed.—*‘ And what then?’ says Mr. P,
‘ Nothing; here ends the story and the chapter too,”*—
Here ends the chapter, it is true, and the division of
the chapters is here peculiarly injudicious; but who
does not know that the division of the Bible into
chapters and verses is comparatively a modern ar.
rangement?—The story, however, proreeds. And u:e
reader is first informed of the situation of Jeriche
then the Captain of the L.ord’s host, now called JEHo-
v aAH, promises to deliver Jericho into Joshua’s hands,
and gives him directions in what manner to conduct
the assault: and Joshua following those directions, is
completely successful.t The appearance of JEHoV AR
in human form is not particular to this place:} and
Mr. P. is not mistaken, in condemning as idolatry,
the honour on this occasion paid to him who appeared
as man, if he were not also Goed. 1 shall, however,
leave the Socinians to answer this on their principles;
for such passages create no difhiculties to those, who
believe the dectrines of the Trinity, and of Christ’s
eternal Deity.

It might have been expected that this champion of
infidelity would ridicule the miracle of the sun stand-
ing still at the command of Joshua: but wit and hu-
mour are not arguments; and a descant on the sub-
lime and the ridiculous does not prove the thing im-

e X
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possible. The actual suspension of the earth’s diurnal
motion would be infinitely easier to omnipotence, than
stopping a ship under sail would be to thc mariners:
and if done gradually, it would occasion no more dif-
ference to the inhabitants. We cannot reasonably ex-
pect that authentick pagan history should confirm
~such an event; but some traces of it are supposed
discoverable in Hercdotus: and the fable of Phaeton,
for one day driving the chariot of the sun, with the
confusion which he occasioned, seems a plain intima-
tion, that one day had occurred, unlike all that had
preceded or followed it, The suspension of the earth’s
diurnal motion must make the moon also appear to
stand still, if visible as it often is in the day-time: and
if Joshua had been introduced, speaking in the lan-
guage of the Newtonian philosophy, the argument
against the antiquity of the book would have been far
more plausible, than it now is. Should any deny that
God could work such a miracie; it is suflicient to an-
swer, * Ye do err, not knowing—the power of God.>
If any say, that he would aot on such an occasion, I
enquire, ‘“ Who hath known the mind of the Lor»?
“ or who hath been his counsellor?”

JUDGES.

This book is repeatedly referrad to in the New
Testament, as a part of the Jewish Scriptures:* so
that the proofs of the divine inspiration of the New

L
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Testament also prove, that though anonymous it is not
without autlority. Probably it was com:piled from
the vecords of the times, by Samuel, or under his in-
spection.—The writer of this book expressly asserts
that Jerusalem had been taken by Judah, before Adoni-
Lezek was brought thither:* and Mr. P. as expressly
contradicts him!t It appears however from several
passuges, that the men of Judah had taken and burned
Jerusalem: but that the Jebusites kept possession of
some part of it, probably the hill of Zion; and that
they were not expelied till the time of David.} Mr.
P. supposes the book of Judges to have been »vritten
soon after that time: and should this be granted him,
how does it invalidate the authenticity of the history
contained in it? There is allowedly some difficulty in
the chronology of the Judges; yet learned men have
been able to settle that matter with tolerable clearness.
But how a difficulty of this kind, in a singlé book of
such high antiguity, can © prove the uncertain and fa-
¢ bulous state of the Bible,” does not appear to men of
comimon capacity. ||

RUTH.

Mr, P. thinks this a bungling story; but very good
judges have thought otherwise. Ruth was not a
strolling girl; but a woman who had been marricd
nearly ten years, and had been long approved as a vir-

a

* mpaPan,

* Judg. 1. 4=—=8. T P.ii, p. 22, 23.
{ Josh, xv. 63, Judg. i. 1=8. 21. 2 Sam. v. | P. il. p. 12.
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tuous widow. It is very unfair to judge the conduct
of persons, who lived so long ago, by modern usages;
especially as an occasion of traducing the Bible. In
fact Ruth’s conduct was approved by all concerned in
the transactions, and her character was declared to be
uncxceptionable. The unattected simplicity and piety
of Boaz and his reapers are worthy of admiration and
imitation. The Book is replete with important in-
struction; and it contains the geneualogy of David
and of Christ, which 1s referred to in the New Tes-
tament.

THE BOOKS OF SAMUEL,

Mr. P.’s argument, by which he proves that the
whole of these books was not written by Samuel, is
absolutely conclusive: for the greatest part of the
events recorded in them happened after his death. But
it will by no mecans follow that they are destitute of’
authorits; for this circumstance is altogether insufh-
cient to preponderate against the testimony of the Jew-
ish nation for above two thousand years at least; to-
oether o ith that of Christ and his apostles in the New
Testaraent, and with the internal evidence of their au-
thenticity and divine inspiration.

When Samuel was raised up to be the judge of Is-
rael, a new epoch commenced: and the history of'the
two ks, whom he anointed, forms a crisis as it
were, Letween the government by judges and the full
estublishment of hereditary monarchy. For this rea.-
son perhaps thesc books, as containing an account of
the revo'ition in which Samuel had so great a share,



356 ANSWER T0 THE

were called by his name.—The titles given to the
books of Scripture are not supposed to be of divine
authority: so that perhaps thes¢ were 1improperly called
the books of Samuel, and the nanie, given them in
the Septuagint and vulgate, of the first and second
bocks of Kings, is more suitable. Probubly Nathan
and Gad, or other prophets in the days of David and
Solomon, compiled them from the original records.
"The history contaned in them has cvery mark of au-
thenticity; they coincide with many of the Psalms,
and with cther parts of Scripture which refer to them;
and they ure replete with most important instruction.

Saul and his servant indeed cannot be justified, as
to the manner in which they purposed to consult Sa-
muel: but surely the Bible is not chargeable with the
faults, which it records without approbation.* The
verse relative to the word seer was doubtless added
afterwards as an explanatory note.t—Mr. P. says,
¢ many senseless and broken passages are found in the
¢ Bible;’t for 1stance, ‘¢ Saul reigned one year; and
‘“ when he had reigned two years, he chose him two
‘“ thousand men.”’|| This, however, may fairly mean,
that Saul reigned one year before any thing remarka-
ble happened; but after he had reigned two years, or
in second year of lus reign, according to the Hebrew
idiom, the subsequent events tcok place. Such re-
marks can only be made, in order to prejudice super-
hcii readers against the Scriptures.

* P.inop. 25, 24, 1 1 Sam. ix. 9.
} Note, P. ii. p. 54, i1 Sam. =i, 1.
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Saul had executed the command of God by Sa-
mucl, in slaying even the women and children of
Amalek: but, probably from respect to royalty, he
~ had spared Agag, whose *“ sword had made women
4 childless.” In this single instance, Samuel, who had
long acted as chief magistrate of Isracl, exercised ap-
parent severity; * he hewed Agag in pieces before the
¢ Lord:” and hatred of prophets renders Mr. P. such
an humane friend to kings, that he reprobates his im-
partial conduct in the most virulent manner!*

Mr. P. endeavours to prove, that the writer of these
books contradicts himself; because Saul did not recol-
lect David, when he returned from slaying Goliath. —
But David was very young when he stood as a mu-
sician before Saul. He indeed became Saul’s armour-
bearer, but it does not appear that he entered on ac-
tual service; nor is it said that Abner had any ae-
quaintance with him. Saul’s mind was disordered,
and his affairs in much confusion. Kings, especially
such kings as Saul, are approached and served by so
many fresh faces, that they are apt literally to forget
their old acquaintance. Some years seem to have
elapsed, from the time when David left court, to his
appearance in a shepherd’s dress before Saul n the
army, Young persons alter greatly in a little time: yet
Saul spake as if he had some confused knowledge of
him; so that the charge is hardly plausible.

Mr. P.’s eloquent harangue against the ¢ callous 1n-
¢ difference and stubbornness of priests,’ contains no

pru—
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* P.ii. p. 60—~63. 1 Sam. xv.
1 Note, P. 11, p. 51. 1 Sam. xvi. xvii.
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argument against the divine authority of the Scrip.
tures.®* ‘The true mimster of Christ will not wish to
cscape reviling from the man, who calls the Bible a
blasphemous fraud. Doubtiess numbers will find their
minds tranguilized by Mr. P.’s labours; for they will
help sinners to shake oft all fear of wrath, to indulge
a haughty self-important spirit, and to vindicate their
impicety and rebellion against God. They will in all
respects operate, as the msinuation of the serpent,
‘“ Ye shall not surely die,” did on the mind of Eve:
but should such persons at last find themselves fatally
deceived, they will not very agreeably own their obli-
gations to this sumane dewst, at the day of judgment,
and in the eternal world.

KINGS AND CHRONICLES.

Mr. P. says, ¢ the Jewish kings were in general a
¢ parcel of rascals.” 1 suppose he meant to include the
kings of Israel: but they were not Jew:ish kings. The
Kings of Israel were indeed universally apostates from
the law and instituted worship of God; and no one of
them receives a good character from the sacred histo-
rian: and therefore I have no cbjection to this lan-
cuage being applied to them.—The tvranny and per-
secution of the house of Ahab had been so detestable;
that if a Brutus had stabbed any of them, or a modern
convention had doomed them to the scaffold, their pa-
triotism would have becn applauded: but when God

.

— -

e “: n
» . 11. p. - J’ ~Go



AGE OF REASON. 359

employed Jehu to execute vengeance on them, it be-
comes murder and. assassination!

Mr. P. considers the seventy descendants of Ahab
as smiling' infants; but they were in generil grown
men; and they were ain by the elders of Jezreel, who
had been the instruments of Jezebel’s tyranny, in the
murder of Naboth and his sons. We have, however,
no more occasion to vindicate Jehu’s character, in
justifying the conduct of the Liord, who employed him
to punish the family of Ahab, and gave him a tempo-
ral recompence; than we have to insist on the virtue
of the executioner, in justifying the punishment of a
murderer.— The Bible is no more answerable for the
cruelties recorded in it with marked disapprobation;
than Mr. P. is for the -ruelty of that party in the
French convention, whose conduct he justly exe-
crates, T'he severities inflicted by the Israelites on the
inhabitants of Canaan, many centuries before, cannot
be proved to have becn the source of those wars,
which were carried on between the kingdoms of lsracl
and Judah: for the relative situation of these king-
doms might account for them; and such bloody con-
tests have continually taken place in other countries,
in similar circumstances, though they never read or
heard of the Bible.

Mr. P. finds but seventeen kings and one queen in
Judah, from the death of Solomon to the captivity: 1

supposc he omits Jehoahaz and Jeconiuh. Gf the re-
maining seventeen, eleven died natural deatns; three

L LAl . i - - «h PETR ey
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were slain in battle; and three were slain by their own
servants, none of whom succreded to the throne,
Athaliah, onc of the most detestable of usurpers and
murderers, was put to death by Jehoiada.—F¥rom the
accession of David to the captivity, the kingdom of
Judah was continued ir one family, by lincal descent
from father to son, except as the sons of Jostah reign-
ed in succession. This was a space of almost five
huudred years, in which there was not a single revo.
lution or civil war, and only one short interruption.
Perhaps it would be difficult to find any thing, in uni-
versal history, equal to this permanent order and re.
gularity. How many revolutions, usurpations, murders
of reigning kings by rivals and subjects, changes in
the succession, and civil wars carried on with savage
cruelty, are found in the history of England, within
the last five hundred years? Yet who thinks this a
sufficient reason for reviling the English nation?

The reigns oi' David, Solomon, Asa, Jehoshaphat,
Uzziah, Jotham, Hezekiah, and Josiah, amount toge-
ther to three hundred and thirteen years; to which we
may add the former part of Jehcash’s reign, during
the life of Jehoiada: * and the greatest part of this time
was evidently passed, either in profound peace, or in
remarkable prosperity. Let then any impartial man
compare the state of Judah, from the accession of
David to the death of Josiah, with the same term of
vears in the history of Greece, or Rome; and he will
be constrained to admit, that the condition of Judah
was unspeakably most desirable.

* 2 Kings xiil,
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The nation of Isracl acted inconsistently with their
peculiar advantages, as the chosen people of God; and
their crimes are assigned in Scripture, as the reason of
their numerous calamirties. Indecd they were neither
chosen for their merit, nor on their own account ex-
clusively; but from the wise and holy love and mercy
of God, and for the purposes of his own glory, in the
benefit of other ages and nations, especially in intre-
- ducing the gospel and kingdom of his beloved Son.
The wickedness of this favoured people, in direct op-
position to the requirements of their law, decisively
proves the depravity of human nature: and he, who
smpartially compares the history of Israel with that of
other nations, will find that they were not more wiek-
ed, nor indeed so wicked by far, as many have been
and are at this day. But the crimes of idelators are
concealed or excused; while those of God’s worship-
pers are painted in the most horrid colours that inge.
nuity and eloquence can furnish, and aggravated by
many palpable misrepresentations!

Mr. P. asserts that ¢ the genealogy from Adam to
¢ Saul takes up the first nine chapters of Chronicles:’
when in fact the descendants of David to four genera-
tions after Zerubbabel are found in the third chapter;
and the succession of the high priests till the captivity
in the si.xth chapter, besides other matters of the same
kind! This would be unworthy of notice, did it not
skew that the author 1s not so competent to his un-
dertaking, as many readers may suppose him. He
considers the book of Chronicles as a repetition of the
books of Kings: and others speak of them in the

Vou. 111, 3A
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same manner. But an ottentive examination of them
must convince any man, that this is erroneous: for
the second book of Chronicles contains the history
of Juduh only, and of the kings that succeeded Da.
vid till the captivity; and it gives a more copious and
methodical account of them than is found in the
books of Kings. The latter, from the division f the
nation into two kingdorns, resemble an history of
France and Englaind carried on together, with conti.
nual transitions from cae to the other. The former is
like the history of Krngland apart, in which the affairs
of France are only mentioned, when connected with .
those of England.

- What then shall we think of a man, who charges
two historians with being impostors and liars, because
they do not exactly relate the same events? Had they
written the history of the same kingdom, they might
surely have had the liberty to select, according to
their different views, the peculiar facts which they
would record: for no historian can récord every thing
that happens. But their histories relate to distinct
subjects, and the writer of Chronicles had nothing
immediately to do with the affairs of Israel. He who
undertakes to write the annals of England, is not
bound tc relate the extraordinary measures and edicts
of the French couvention: and should some author in
future tumes on this ground assert, that ¢ the his-
¢ torians of England and France did uot believe one
¢ another, they knew each other too well:? the obser-
-vation would not greatly recommend his candour and
penctration,
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The history of Jeroboam and his altar belorged to
the affairs of Israel: but had the historian ¢ Judah
deemed it false, he would probably have contradicted
it. The extraordinary prophecy, however, connected
with it, which Josiah above three hundred years after,
exactly accomplished in the view of the whole nation,
sufficiently authenticates the narrative, in the judg-
ment of all sober men. The actions of Elijah and
Elist 1 also belonged to the history of Israel; for nei-
ther of them resided or prophesied in Judah. The
writer of Chronicles, however, would not have «
clined recording the translation of Elijah, or the mi-
racles of Elisha, had they fallen within his plan, lest

- he should be accused of lying and romancing: for he

relates facts equally marvellous; such as the slaughter
of Sennackerib’s'army by an angel, and the retrogarde
motion of the shadow on the dial of Ahaz, at Heze.
kiah’s request.

Some difficulty occurs in reconciling the dates
given in different places, of the tinie when Jehoram
son of Jehoshaphat began to reign: but similar difh-
culties occur in many other ancient histories. Per-
haps Jehoram was admitted to a share in the regal
authority before he succeeded to the kingdom at his
father’s death; as Solomon had been before him: or
perhaps some trivial error in a numeral letter has
taken place, by the inadvertency of transcribers.

The historians could not properly speak of the sc-
veral prophets who lived in the times of which they
wrote, further than they had some concern in publick af-
fairs. But in general they mention the prophets with pe.
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culiar respect; and uniformly ascribe the calan.ties of
Judah and Israel to the conduct of the rulers and peo-
ple in despising and persecuting them, and in hearkes:.
ing to the false prophets who contradicted them.—
Mr. P. says, ¢ the name of Jonah is mentioned on ac.
¢ count of the restoration of a track of land by Jero.
¢ boam.’* The passage referred to is this: ** Jeroboam
¢ the son of Joash, restored the coast of Israel,—ac-
“ cording to the word of the Lord God of Israel,
“ which he spake by the hand of his servant Jopal,
¢ the son of Amittai, the prophet which was of Gath.
‘ hepher.”t—This is surely a very honourable men.
tion of Jonah as a servant of the Lord, and a prophet
whose predictions had been signally accomplished:
whereas an inattentive reader would have supposed
from Mr. P.’s account, that Jonazh had only been
naraed as concurring in some civil transaction.
Upon the whole, as far as the historians and pro-
phets are capable cf honouring each other, they cer-
tainly do it.—And did not brevity forbid, it would be
easy to prove, from the prophecies contained in these
books, and evidently accomplished, and from the New
Testament; that they not only contain authentick his-
tory, taken from the records of Judah and Isracl; but
weie written under the superintending inspiration of
the Holy Spirit; for they certainly were contamed in
those Scriptures, which our Lord declared ¢ must be
““ {ulfilled,”” *‘ and couid not be broken;*’ and of which

 — - - — - oY
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Paul declares that they all ¢ were given by inspiratien
¢ of God.””* |

EZRA AND NEHEMIAH.

Probably Ezra himself compiled the books of
Chronicles, or the greatest part of them, from the
publick records of the nation, and other books to
which he appeals as his authority: and if he chose to
begin the history of the Jews, subsequent to the cap-
tivity, with the same words that closed his preceding
parrative, it might most reasonably be ascribed to a
scrupulous regard to accuracy. |
~ Mr. P. speaks of Ezra and Nehemiah, as if they
returned together with the first Jews from Babylon;
and he says that ¢ the book of Ezra was written im-
‘ mediately after, or about five hundred and thirty-six
‘ before Christ, and Nehemiah was another of the re-
‘ turned persons, who wrote an account of the same,
‘gqffasr.’ But in fact Egra did not return till nearly
cighty years after the decree of Cyrus, according to
the ablest chronologers: and it is evident by Ais own
account, that the temple, after many delays was com-
pleted some time before he arrived at Jeruzalem,—
Nehemiah returned thirteen years aftervards; he con.
tinues his narrative from the cenclusion of ¥.zra’s his.
tory, and relates none of the sams ecven's. So ill in-
formed is this writer, as to the contents of that volumz
he undertakes to invalidate!—The difference between

- . Sy
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the amount of these enrolled in fimilics, and the num.
ber of the whole company, could not be a mistake of
Iizra; and no impostor would have left so barefaced
an crror, if it were one. But the surplus might be
Jews or Israelites, who were not able to prove their
gencalogics: and probably Ezra inserted the register,
made at their first return from captivity, from the pub.
lick records, without :ny alteration, » /
But the register in Nehemiah has greater difficul-
tics. The narrative leads one to expect, that a new
enrolment would be made of the Jews residing at that
time in Judea: but instead of this, the old register of
those who returned with Zcerubbabel is inserted, with
some variations; and the same sum tota! is mentioned,
though the several sums amount to thirty-one thou.
sand and cighty.ninc.®* I firmly believe Nehemiah’s
history to be authentick and divine; but we are not
authorized to expect miracles to prevent the uhessen-
tial inistakes of transcribers. I therefore suspect that,
by some mecans or other, an incorrect copv of the first
register was here substituted, instead of the new re-
gister made by Nehemiah. A very slight acquaintance
with critical learning will convince any candid man,
that such variations in ancicnt anthors may generally
be discovered; and that they produce no uncertainty
in the great outlines of the events recorded by them.
Bur' I think it better fuirly to own the difficulty, than
to pass it over in silence, or to give an answer which
does not satisfv iy own mind. It is however a sin-

Y
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gular instance; and in my judgment, does not weigh
a grain in counterpoise against the weight of evidence
in the opposite scale.

Mr. P. seems to allow that Ezra and Nehemiah
wrote the books ascribed to them; but he says they
are nothing to us.* He here forgets that the prophecy
of Jeremiah was extant when the book of Ezra was
written, and that the events recorded by Ezra were a
declared accomplishment of his predictions.t This is
surely of some consequence in the argument. And we
may add, that these two books so constantly refer to
all the preceding parts of Scripture, that they conclu.
sively prove the whole to have been then extant, and
received by the Jews as authentick records of divine
authority. If then Ezra and Nehemiah wrote thes:
books soon after the captivity, we may confidently in-
fer, that the writings of Moses, and all the historical
part of the Old Testament, (except Esther,) were
received by the whole Jewish nation, as a divine re-

velation, at least five hundred years before the birth of
Christ.

ESTHER.

Mr. P. says, ¢if Madam Esther thought it any ho-
“ nour to offer herself as a kept mistress to Ahasuerus,’
&c.f Now where did he learn that she thus offered
herself to be a kept mistress to the king? I apprehend
that she was not put to her choice whether she would
enter Ahasuerus’s seraglio or not. Such insinuations

Aak o L]
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too much resémble the conduct of Aypocritieal priests,
who say, ¢if the people choose to be deceived, let
¢ them be deceived.’—The book itself has this proof
of authenticity, that the Jews to the present day ob.
serve the feast of Purim, in remembrance of the wor.
derful deliverance, which God vouchsafed them by
means of Esther and Mordecai.
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CHAP. III.
From Job to Solomon’s Song.

JOB.

MR. p. speaks respectfully of this book,* Gut tries
to prove it to be of gentile extraction. It coincides,
however, so entirely with the other Scriptures, in the
doctrine of human depravity, of the impossibility of
any wan justifying himself before God, of the Re-
deemer that would stand at the latter day upon the
earth, of a future resurrection, and the presumption of
our reasonings concerning the works and ways of God;
that it accords with no other gentile book: and it must
either be explained away as a fabulous drama, or Mr.
P. and his friends will not long retain their respect
for 1t.

‘The word Sztan, he says, is not mentioned in the
Bible, except in Job. The reader may see the accu-
racy of this observation by turning to the passages re-
ferred to!'t But #/us uppears still more fully in his ob-
servation, that Pleiades, Orion, and Arcturus are
Greek names; and that the Jews were so ignorant of

g,

* P.i. p. 28. P.ii. 37, 38.
+ 1 Chron. xxi. 1. Ps. cix. 6. Zech, iil. 1, 2.
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astronomy, that they had no words answerable to
them. The learned reader will know, that no such
words occur in the Hebrew Bible; and the unlearned
may be assured that the criginal word for Arcturus is
Jlus, that for Orion 1s Chestl, and that for Pleades,
Kinia.*

In order to calumniate the Jews, the heathens are
said ¢ to be a just and moral people, not addicted to
¢ cruelty and revenge.” What heathens are meant I
know not: but the writers of the Greeks and Romans,
and of every other nation whose histories arc extant,
represent mankind in a very different light. Romances
about just and moral nations, not addicted to cruelty
and revenge, may be found; but where shall we meet
with an authentick history of such a people by an im.
partial well informed writer?

PSALMS.

If the Spirit of God spake by the Psalmist, ¢ and
“¢ his words werc upon his tongue,”t and if Christ
and his apostles may be credited; the Psalms, which
some persons venture to call revengeful, were pro-
phecies, and denunciations of vengeance on the ene-
mics of the Messiah and his cause. That many of
them are predlictions, which have been most wonder-
fully accomplisked, no sober man can deny.} And
whatever ridicule may be emploved to degrade the
Psalms, they are undeubtedly a collection of the most

* Jobix, 9, xxxviil. 51, 32, 1 2 Sam. xxiil. 2.
i Ps. xxil. Ixix. cx.
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beautiful odes, and the most exalted strains of hea-
venly piety, that ever were published to mankind.
Those ascribed to David bear internal evidence of be-
ing genuine; and it is generally understood that a cons
siderable part of the collection was penned by other
prophets and inspired persons. The absurd supposi-
tion, hewever, of David bheing the author of the hun-
dred and thirty seventh Psalm, gives Mr. I'. au op-
- portunity of declaiming against the imposition of the
Bible, and of diverting his readers with the fancy of
¢ a man’s walking in procession at his own funcral.’
But is this the frame of mind, which becomes an en-
quirer after important truth?

PROVERBS.
) |

Mr. P. allows that there is some wisdom in the
Proverbs ascribed te Solomon; though he ouce de-
cided, (at a time when he had no Bible,) that they
were inferior to the proverbs of the Spaniards, or the
maxims of Dr. Franklin!* But he supposes it to have
been the fashion of that day to make proverbs, as it is
now to make jest-books. If this were indeed the case,
that should have been called the Age of Reason, ana
this the age of levity and folly: tor surly wise pro-
verbs are more reasonable, than profaue, filthy, aad
scurrilous jests, according to the custom of modern
times!

Mr. P. expresses great approbation of Agur’s
prayer, ¢ as the only sensible, well-conceived, and well-

oy oy /e P o e y Y
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¢ expressed prayer in the Bibje!’* I would therefore
heartily recommend it to his constant and fervent use;
with an especial attention to the clause, *‘ remove
‘“ from me vanity and lies.”’1 If Agur were a gentile,
as he supposes, the Jews were not so bigotted, as to
reject what they found good even among the hcathen:
but I imagine Mr. . knows no ‘more than the rest of
us, who Agur and Lemuel were,

He adds, ¢ The Jews never prayed but when they
¢ were in trouble; and never for any thing but victo.
1y, vengeance, and riches!’—All, who deem prayer
their duty and privilege, will be peculiarly earnest in
it during special trials, though they never wholly
neglect it: and nations engaged in war, if they, trust
in God and appeal to him, must pray for victory,—
Most of the pruyers of this kind, recorded in Scrip-
turc, were presented by the rulers of Isracl, when as-
saulted Ly injurions and blasphemous invaders: few
prayers for vengeance can be found, which are not
evident predictions, or warnings to the enemies of
God: and scarcely any for riches, unless exemption
from famine, and the blessings ot plentiful harvest be
so called. Solomon’s prayer, for wisdom, and not for
riches, long life, or the life of his enemies, was not
offcred in trouble. Mr. P. commend. the nineteenth
Psalm, 1 yet the latter part of it is a prayer, neither for
victory, vengeance, nor riches: and no one, conversant
1n the Scripture, can be at a loss for instances of a
stmilar kind. He who thus wantonly slanders a whole

* P. ii, p. 39. t Prov. xxx, 7—=9,  } P.ii. p. 28, 29
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nation, s not the most proper person to declaim against
the wickedness of priests and prophets.

ECCLESIASTES.¥ ‘

Mr. P. treats Ecclesiastes, as the reflection of a worn
out debauchee, and supposes the exclamation, ¢ All
““ is vanity,” to relate entirely to Solomon’s thousand
wives and concubines: and he represents him, not as
a penitent but as melancholy. But in fact these wives
and concubines are but once hinted at; while the
preacher shews in the most convincing and affecting
inanner, from experience and the nature of things, that
magnificence, authority, and sensual induigence; and
even science and wisdom, unless connected with true
religion, are vanity and vexation of spirit: and lic
closes with exhorting the reader in the prospect of a
future judgment, to * fear God, and keep his com-
“ mandments; for this is the whole duty of man.”

‘Far be it from me to vindicate Solomon in that con-
duct, of which he seems to have deeply repented: yet
he is represented in Scripture, as drawn aside in his
old age, and not as licentious in his youth. Probably
his immense seraglio was principally a foolish aflecta-
~ tion of superior magnificence, and a conformity to the
eastern customs; while some of his women gained the
ascendancy over him, and induced him, towards the
decline of life, to commit those crimes, from which
he had before been exempt,

* P.ii. p. 41, 42,
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SOLOMON’S SONG.*

Our author is very merry upon Solonton’s songs, as
he calls this book; and I agree with him, that he wants
the tunes, and cannot sing such songs: that is, his
heart is not in tune for them.t As this book is not
quoted in the New Testament, and as few- derive be-
nefit from it till they have learned divine truth from
other Scriptures; I shall not enter into any furher ar.
gument about it: though I firmly believe it to be a
very useful part of God’s word.

‘The sacred wriiers are not accountable for the order
in which the several books are placed in the Old Tes-
tament: nor are they arranged in the same manner in
the Hebrew Bible, as in our translation. If therefore.
Solomon’s Song has been misplaced; that does not at
all disprove the divine inspiration of the holy Scrip-
tures, which is the point I have undertaken to defend..

Sy —
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-1

ACE OF REASON. 875

CHAP. 1V.

The Prophets.

ISAIAHN.

ITis probable, that Mr. P. is the first writer, capa.
ble of attracting the public notice, who has deemed
the book of Isaiah to be ¢ bombastical rant, extrava-
¢ gant metaphor, such stuff as a-school-boy would have
¢ been scarcely excusable for writing!’* I shall how-
ever, leave him to settle this point with those able
criticks, and admired judges of fine writing, who have
decidedly preferred many parts of Isaiah’s poetry, for
sublimity a: 1 beauty, to 2ll other compositions now
extant in the world.

" Qccasional poems and sermons are not always ar-
ranged in very regular order: some able authors have
published volumes of miscellanies; and we ought not
to judge of an eastern writer by our rules of method.
A cursory perusal will not always enable a man to
discern the drift and plan of an author, when they
may be clearly ascertained upon a more accurate in-
vestigation; and sometimes the conclusion of one
poem or message, and the beginning of another, es-
cape the notice of a hasty reader: so that there may

SSRse—-
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be much more order and connexion in this book, than
Mr. P. supposes. The historical part was evidently
added to illustrate the prophecies, and to prevent, not
make, confusion.*

It is very easy to ridicule the burden of Damascus,

the burden of Moab, or the burden of Babylon; but
not so easy to shew, by what means the writer could
foresee, that Babylon, then growing in greatness, and
shortly to be the metropolis of the world, would at
length be ‘¢ swept with the besom of destruction,”
as it actually hath been; so that it is not at present
certainly known, where that vast and magnificent city
once stood!! This single prophecy amounts to a de-
monstration, that God spake by the prophet Isaiah,
* The prediction of Cyrus by name, above an hun-
“dred years before his birth, if allowed to have been
written by Isaiah, would have subverted our author’s
whole system. Like an able general, therefore, he
forms a stratagem of seizing our artillery, and em-
ploying it against us! He confidently asserts, (and that
passes for proof with many readers,) that the whole
passage was written an hundred and fifty years after
Isaieh’s death, in compliment to Cyrus!+

But the connexion of these predictions,} with the
whole scope of the prophet’s address to the people in
the name of JEROv AH, tends to expose the absurdity
of this bold assertion. The God of Israel repeatedly
appeals to prophecies already accomplished, as prools
of his deity in opposition to the claims of idols: he

P
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adds, ‘“ New things do I declare, before they come to
« pass I tell you of them:”” He thus challenges his
rivals, the idols of the nations, saying, ‘‘ Shew the
¢ things that are to come hcreafter, that we may
“ know that ye are gods:*’* and after various other
predictions, he delivers that in question, with the
greatest solemnity, as a proof of his eternal power and
Godhead. |

Had this prophecy stood single. in the writings of
Isaiah, this pretence might have been rather more
plausible: but the whole book is replete with predic.
tions at least equally plain, and verified by the events
in the most astonishing manner! So that it might as
reasonably be asserted, that the fifty-third chapter was
written after the crucifixion of Christ, and the estab-
lishment of his religion; or the fourteenth after the
entire desolation of Babylon: as that the prediction
concerning Cyrus was added aftgr he had conquered
the Chaldean monarchy.

The testimony of the Jews, through évery age, to
this book as genuine, though it contains such nume.
rous prophecies, which were fulfilled in Jesus of Na-
zareth, sufficiently determines that point with all sober
and competent judges; for how could it be possible to
persuade a whole nation that they had always been ac-
quainted with the prediction, during the course of an
hundred and fifty years, if they had never before heard
any thing of it? But infidels scem to take it for grant-
ed, that if priests be sufficiently knavish to attempt

pre—
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imposition, the people will always be found sufficient-
ly foolish to swallow their impostures without exam.
ination! whereas much art has ever been found neces.
sary for such attempts; the prophecies of impostors
,have always been ambiguous; and the miracles to
which they -pretended, either doubtful in their nature,
or wrought only before a few individuals who were
friendly to the cause.

It may also be added, that a man must have taken
a singular method of complimenting a great prince;
who should forge predictions, tending to pour con-
tempt on his religion, and to degrade the gods, to
which he was continually sacrificing.

Mr. P. in speaking of our Lord’s miraculous con-
ception, as predicted by Isaiah, uses these words,
¢ "This doctrine has staired every spet in Christendom
¢ with blood, and marked it with desolation.’—Blood
enough has, alas! been shed by men called christians;
but this doctrine has seldom been so much as the
pretence of it.” The Athanasians and Arians had too
acrimonious contests: but both parties agreed in the
miraculous conception, and in this application of
Isaiah’s prophecy. The papal antichrist has been
drunk with the blood of martyrs: but where has the
denial of the miraculous conception of Christ been so
much as the pretext of these outrages? The Socinians
have only of late denied the miraculous conception;
though many of them, and others likewise, have un-
derstood Matthew, as quoting Isaiah by way of ac-
commedation; but they have not in many instances
been harassed with bloedy desolating persccution. In-
decd there would be some difficulty in preciscly
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pointing out a dozen spots in Christendom, stained
with blood, and marked with desolation on this ac-
count.

Should we grant, that the prophecy had a subordi-
nate reference to events, which took place soon after
it was delivered:* it would still be true, that the lite-
ral and exact accomplishment can only be found in
that great event, to which the evangelist applies it.
Some measure of obscurity seems adapted to the na-
ture of prophecy, prier to its fulfilment: and, though
the virgin’s Son was named JEsus; yet he was Em-
MANUEL, in his person and character, and has been so
called with fervent adoring love and gratitude by tens
of thousands in all succeeding generations.

Mr. P. has brought a direct charge of imposition
and falsehood against Isatah, which requires some no-
tice.—The kings of Isracl and Syria confederated to
invade Judah, to destroy the family of David, and
make the son of Tabeal king of Judah: and Isaiah
predicted, that this counsel should not stand; that the
kingdom of Israel should come to an end in seventy-
five years; that the confederate princes should be de-
stroyed; and that the family of David should be pre-
served till the coming of Emmanuel. At the same
time, however, he declared to Ahaz and his princes,
that ¢ if they would not believe, they should not be
‘ established.”—But we find,t that ¢ the Lord deli-
“ vered Ahaz into the hand of the king of Syria, and
“ into the hand of the king of Israel;”” and that they

ey
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made mos’ dreadful havock of the Jews, and took an
immense number of captives:—on this ground, Mr.
P. says, ¢ the two Kings did succeed, Ahaz was de.
¢ feated and destroyed. Thus much for this lying pro.
¢ phet, and his book of falsehoods.’* But we ask, did
the two kings succeed in dethroning Ahaz, destroying
the family of David, and advancing the son of Tabeal
2o the throne? Ahaz indeed was not established, be.
cause he did not belicve: he was defeated, but he was
not destroyed; for he survived both the confederate
princes many years, and died a natural death. Pekah,
king of Israel, induced by the humane remonstrances
of a prophet, sent back the prisoners, refreshed and
clothed from the speil: and he was slain by Hosea in
the fourth year of Ahaz; as Rezin King of Syna was
by Tiglath-Pilezer about the same time. Within the
prescribed yegrs, the Assynans finaily destroyed the
kingdom of Israel, and the family of David was pre-
served tiil the birth of Emmanuel. Isaiah’s predictions
were thercfore most circumstantially fulfilled during
the course of above seven hundred years: and his ac-
cuser was either grossly ignorant of his subject, or
very desirous of misleading his readers.

JEREMIAH.T

Jeremiah had prophecied about forty years, when
Jerusalem was taken: and, as he had been the faithful
friend of his country, and of succeeding princes, for

-—
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so long a time; 1t requires something more than Mr.
P.’;; assertion to convince an impartial person, that he
became a traitor at last; especially as he refused the
favours offered him by Nebuchadnezzar, after the city
was desolated according to his redictions.

The Lord declares by the prophet that his promxses
and threatenings fo nattons contain an implied condi-
tion; so that national repentance would avert threatened
judgments, and national wickedness forfeit promised
mercies.* This Mr. P. calls ¢ an absurd subterfuge
* of the prophet.” But surely it was a salutary warning
and an encouraging instruction, both to Israel and to
other nations. Had the people repented, and yet judg-
ments had come on them; or had they escaped judg-
ments without repentance; the prophet would have
had no subterfuge: and if he had denounced vengeance
without any intimation of mercy; the unrelenting spirit
of prophets would have furnished a subject for decla.
mation. - | |

The disorder, charged on this book, might arise
from the conduct of those, who after Jeremiah’s death
put his detached messages togetber, without much
regard to the order in which they were delivered. His
predictions however are generally dated, though his
sermons are not.

M. P. accuses Jeremiah of contradicting himself,
because two different accounts are given of his impri-
sonment by Zedekiah: but nothing can be more evi-
dent than that he was twice imprisoned; once in the

" . o .

* Jer. xviil. 7, 8.



382 ANSWER TO THE,

house of Jonathan the scribe, whence he was liberated
to the court of the prison by Zedekiah; the secend
time in the dungcon of Malchijah the son of Ham.-
meleck, whence he was {reed by Ebed-meleck.*

Mr. P. undertakes tc prove, by the example of
Jeremiah, that ¢ a man of God could tell a lie;’ and if
he had succeeded, it would not much have served his
cause, unless he could also have proved that he vindi.
cated it: for believers do not consider the sacred wri-
teys as impeccable, though'they wrote under an infal-
lible guidance. His attempt however, is completely
unsuceessful. Zedekiah directed the prophet to say to
~ the princes, ¢ I presented my supplication before the
“ king, that he would not cause me to return to Jo-
« nathan’s house to die there;*” and ¢ he told them ae-
“ cording to all the words the king commanded. =
* Now’ says Mr. P: ¢ Jeremiah did not geo o Zedeki-
¢ ah to make his supplication:’ true; neither did he
say that he went for that purpose: but he adds, ‘ nei-
¢ ther did he make it.’ Here some will believe Jere-
miah, who said * he did make his supplication to the
“ king:”? and some will credit Mr. P. when he says,
¢ he did not make it.> For my part I believe t/e pro-
phet, considering him as the best informed of the
two, and perceiving no reason to suspect his veracity.
And even a man ¢f God is not bound te tell an imper.
tinent inquirer all he knows.

Mr. P. next accuses Jeremiah of delivering false
predictions. 'the prophet had told Zedekiah, that

s - — —-ﬁ
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““ his eyes should behold the eyes of the king of Ba-
¢ bylon, and that he should speak to him mouth to
* mouth; that he should go to Babylon: that he should
“ not die by the sword but in peace, and that they
“ should burn odours for him and lament him.’’#*
Mr. P. contrasts this prophecy with the history of the
event,t and adds, ¢ what can we say of these prophets,
¢ but that they are impostors and liars?’; Yet the pre-
diction was fulfilled most exactly; for Zedekiah must
have seen the eyes of the king of Babylon, when the
latter slew his sons before Ats eyes: he was carried to
Babylon where he died, not by the sword, but in peace;
and there can be no reasonable doubt, but he received
funeral houours from the captive Jews, by the per-
mission of the king of Babylon.

Ezekiel also foretold, that ¢ Zedekiah should not
~ “see Babylon, though he should die there.”} And
some years ago I wrote thus, ¢ Perhaps Zedekiah fan.
‘ cied the two prophets econtradicted each other, and
‘ so disregarded both; but both were exactly accom-
¢ plished, when he was brought to Nebuchadnezzar
‘at Riblah, had his eyes put-out, and was carried to
‘ Babylan.’|| I have since that time entertained somie
doubts, whether I had not ascribed to Zedekiah a de-
gree of inattention, beyond all probability. Mr. P.
however, has actually far exceeded it.

He next asserts, that ¢ Jeremiah joined himself to
¢ Nebuchadnezzar, and went about prophesying for

Proea— B
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¢ him among the Egyptians.” This representation of
Jeremiah’s conduct contradicts in express terms the
only narrative we have of those events. He refused
the friendly offer of Nebuzaraddan; and with a pa.
triotism which would. have been admired in any man,
except a prophet or a priest, he chose to cast his lot
among the remnant of his distressed countrymen. He
did all in his power to prevent their migration into
 Egypt, and was at length carried along with them by
force. There indeed he prophesied against the Egyp.
tians and other nations, and especially against the Ba-
bylontans, without the least advantage or attention from
Nebuchadnezzar: and these prophecies, with their re-
mote but exact accomplishment, will stand to the end
of time as demonstrations that Jeremiah spake by the
mspiration of the Holy Spirit.
~ Mr. P, represents the prophets as party men in po-
liticks, and he produces as an instance the prophet
from Judah, who went to Jeroboam.* No doubt he
took part with the worshippers of JEHOV A1 against
the devotecs of the golden calves: but the old prophet
at Bethel does not seem to have sided with Jeroboam,
though he had not courage to protest against his idol-
atry. His assertion that the prophet of Judah was
¢ found dead by the contrivance of the prophet of Is-
¢ rael, who no doubt called him a lying prophet,” is
absurd In the extreme, and directly contradicts the
whole narrative,

Mr. P. next attacks Elisha as a Judehmite prophet,

-~ —
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though he spent his life in Israel, and never at all pro.
phesied in Judah!—Joram the son of Ahab was a ve-
ry wicked man and a most incorrigible idolater: Je-
hoshaphat, though faulty in forming ccnnexions with
him and his family, was a most pious and equitable
prince. When therefore these two kings, with the
king of Edom, applied to Elisha in extreme distress, *
he shewed respect to Jehoshaphat, but would shew
none to Joram. In any other man Mr. P. would have
admired the noble spirit evinced by this conduct: but
in this case he calls it ¢ the venom and vulgarity of a
¢ party-prophet!*

The prophet, probably finding himself dxscom-
posed by recollecting the idolatries and persecutions
of Ahab’s family, called for a minstrel, that his sere-
nity might be restored, and his mind prepared for the
prophetick impulse. Mr, P. strangely mistakes the
minstrel, or player on an instrument, for the instru-
ment itself: and adds, ¢ Elisha said, (singing most pro-
‘bably to the tune he was playing) Thus saith the
- * Lord, make the valley full of ditches—without either
‘ farce or fiddle, the way to get water was to dig for
‘it.’~—Does this jumble of mistake and raillery re.
quire any answer? Neither the kings nor their officers
expected to find water by digging there, and how -
ezme Elisha by his superior discernment? The Mo-
abites deceived by this singular appearance of the wa.
ter, rushed upon their destruction; which would not
have been the case, had water been generally ob-

W
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served in that place. Whole armies have been known
to perish, for want of water, in those very deserts; and
it is indeed self-evident, that this army was preserved,
and rendered victorious, either by the sagacity of the
prophet, or by the word which the L.ord spake by him:
yet he must be branded as venomous and virvlent, for
protesting against Jora:mu’s ¢ :-cs, i far milder lan-
guage, than Mr. P. or his friends have used against
the kings of I'rance or IXngland!

The conduct of Elisha, in cursing the children in
the name of the Lord, has been objected to by more
candid and serious men than Mr. P. and therefore re-
quires some considerattion. These children, or young
persons, immediately after Elijak’s :ranslation, re-
proached Elisha with his baldness, and bade him go
up, or ascend; as if they had said, ¢ a good riddance
‘.of "all prophets.’* ‘They had been evidently taught
by their idolatrous parents to revile the prophets of
JEnovVaR; their enmity was become desperate: and if
truc religion be important, it was proper to apply some
effectual remedy to the inveterate evil. If the prophet
had cursed them in Ais own spirit, would JEnovan
have concurred in his malignitv? Were the she-bears
at his commard? Would any consequences have fol-
lowed? Had the prophet slain the children himself, or
emploved any of his party in putting them to death,
there would have been some pretence for these bitter
accusations: but as the case stands, the justice of God
is directly arruigred; for he was the ondy agent in the

|-
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Business.—If the children had died of a fever, the af.

fair would not have been noticed: yet the solemnity,
of the sentence and execution, while it was no severer
punishment to them,, was far more calculated to make.

an useful impression on.their survivors.

BZEKIEL AND DANIEL.%*

Mr. P. isof opinion that the books of Ezekiel and:
Daniel are genuine. This concession may perhaps
surprise such persons, as are not aware of the fecun-
dity of his genius; especially as Daniel’s prophecies
have received so. circumstantial an accomplishment;
that an ancient opposer. of christianity had no way of
- escaping econviction, but by asserting, contrary to all
proof, that they were written after the events predict-
ed in them! But Mr. E. perhaps.afraid lest hisreader’s
attention should flag, has. prepared a new fund of
amusement, by #maginthg these books to contain a
political cypher or secret alphabet, under the pretence
of dreams and visions, and that they relate to plans.
about recovering Jerusalem. Hence he infers, that we
‘have nothing to do with them:’ and provided that be
the inference, numbers.will excuse the want of proof
-and probability.

- It is, however, very wonderful, that thesc political
devices should contain such anmimated exhortations and
fervent prayers;: and above all so many prophecies, .
that have been cver since fulfilling! Egypt is become

-~

.* Pt iio pt 57""6Qo



o88 ANSWER TO THE

a base kingdom, and has been subject to a foreign
yoke almost from the time when the prophet wrote.#
"T'yre, that prosperous commercial city, is now a place
for fishermen to dry their nets. And the four great
monarchies, Alexander’s conquests, and the affairs of
his successors; the cutting off of the Messiah, and the
desolation of Jerusalem after seventy weeks, have ex.
actly accomplished Daniel’s predictions. Surely then
Mr. P. had a mind to make trial of the credulity of
mankind, in this whimsical absurdity!

Ezekiel is supposed to have been carried captive
eleven years before the desolations of Jerusalem, and
Daniel about eighteen;t and not  both together, nine
¢ years before,” as Mr. P. erroneously states it. Daniel
was employed at court, and Ezekie! lived at a dis
stance, and we do not read of any intercourse between
them. The first six chapters of Daniel are Aistoricdf,
and relate to miraculous interpositions of God in be.
half of his people; and not the most remote intima.
tion of a project for recovering Jerusalem is found in
the whole book. Many of Ezekiel’s visions, and all
Damel’s, are dated after the desolation of Jerusdlem;
when the poor dispersed captives could have no hope
of recovering or rebuilding that city by any strata.
gem: nay, some of Daniel’s visions are dated after
the return of the Jews from Babylon, by the decree
of Cyrus.

Mr. P. has no right to find fault w:th romantlck in.
terpretations of Scripture; after having given the most

atnnt®
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ridiculous exposition of F.zekiel’s vision, that the world
has vet seen! His own words may justly be retorted
on him. ¢ Such applications of Scripture shew the
¢ fraud or extreme folly, to which the credulity of mo-
¢ dern infidelity can go!”>

Mr. P. asserts that Ezekiei’s prediction concerning
the forty years desolation of Egypt never came to pass:
but it requires a complete knowledge of all that hap-
pened in those ages to prove this.—It is certain that
Nebuchadnezzar conquered Egypt, and carried mul-
titudes of its inhabitants captives: forty years from that
time brings us to the reign of Cyrus; whea it is pro-
bable that the Egyptians, as well as the Jews, were al-
Jowed to return home, and inhabit their wasted coun-
try.* And is it not more rational to elucidate the oh-
scurity of history by this prophecy; than to make the
ebscurity of history an argument againsi a prophecy,
of which every other part, as contained in four chap-
ters, has most certainly been accomplished? Especially
when the next verse is fulfilling at this present day:
s¢ Egvpt shall be the basest of the kingdoms, neither
* shall it exalt itself any more among the nations.”

joNaAR.}

- Mr. P. having greatly diverted himself and his rea.
ders, with the story of Jonah and his whale; seriously
undertakes to prove, that the whole book was a gen-
tile fable, intended to ridicule and satirize the Jews and
their prophets!}
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Jonah’s conduct, in various. particulars, admits of ne
excuse: yet it 1s much easier to. condemn him, than it
would have been to have acted properly in his circum.
stances. The mariners deserve commendation for their
desire to preserve his life: but his narrative, and his
manner of speaking concerning the Lord, must have
impressed them with awe, lest they should provoke
the God of Israel, by putting his servant to death.

The mariners at first ¢ called every man upon his
“ wod;” but after they had heard. the words of Jonah,
they ¢ feared the Lord exceedingly, and offered a sas.
“ crifice to JEEovan, and made vows.”” They had
been idolaters; but probably were converted to the
true rcligion by what they saw and heard on this ocs
casion. |
"The Almighty God was certainly able to. prepare 2
great fish to swallow Jonah, and could preserve him
alive to the third day in its belly; however profane
scoffers may ridicule the narrative. The fables of Her-
cules swallowed by a sea-monster, and ship.wrecked
Amphion carried to shore by a dolphin, seem to have
been derived from the vague report of this transactiom.

Jonah’s conduct and disposition at Nineveh too
much ¢ resembled that malevolent spirit, that black.
¢ ness of character, which men ascribe—to the devil;’
that is, depraved nature too much shewed itself. Yet
he should not be blamed for delivering his message
faithfully. His conduct is unparalleled in Scripture;
no one there mentioned with approbation, shewed so
proud, angry, impatient, self-seeking. and presump-
tuous a disposition, as he did.—Jeren wl. appealed to
the Lord, ¢ that he had not desired the wocful day,”
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which he predicted: he declared, that if the people
« would not hear, he would weep in secret places for
¢ their pride;’’ and his lamentations evince his since-
rity. Moses preferred death to the destruction of his
ungrateful countrymen, even with the greatest advan-
tage to himself and family.—¢ Rivers of waters ran
“ down David’s eyes, because men kept not God’s
v J]aw:** and Paul had continual heaviness and sorrow
of heart on account of his unbelieving countrymen.
So that prophesying evil does not incline men fo wish
for it: because all do not prefer their 6wn credit to the
glory of God and the happiness of multitudes, as Jo-
nzh did most wickedly on one occasion.

The Creator’s partmlzty, if Mr. P. will use that
word appears as much in other histories as in that of
the Bible. The Lord does certainly afford advantages
to some nations and individuals, which he w xthholds
from othcrs: but the Scripture never represents him,
as conniving at the sins of his favoured nation, or
punishing the guiltless because they did not belong to
it. On the contrary, he says, ¢ You only have I known
“ of all the families of tl.c earth; therefore I will punish
““ you for all your iniquities,”’*

- Learned men agree that three days, and three nights,
in the Hcbrew idiom, denote any portion of time end-
ing on the third day: and if neither ancient nor mo-
dern Jews object on +'is ground, to the application of
the history of Jonah to the death, burial, and resurrec-
tion of Christ; it does not seem very candid in others
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to attempt it. Qur Lord’s express testimony eohfirmy
the whole aceount, so that it stands on all the evidence
of the New Testament: and the history is replete with
most important instruction.

As to the other minor prophets, Mr. P. leaves them
‘ to sleep undisturbed in the laps of their nurses the
¢ priests;” content with having ridiculed zhe sdea of
the greater and l2sser prophets,* which common sense
explains to mecan no more, than that the books of the
Jatter are much shorter than those of the former.

‘ I have now,” says this confident writer, ¢ gone
¢ through the Bible, as a man would go through a
! wood, with an axe on his shoulder, and fell trees;’$
a man going through a wood with an axe on his shoul-
der differs widely from cutting down the whole wood:}
and Mr. P.’s cavils, against the several books in the
Bibie, differ as widely from subverting their authority
by unanswerable arguments. If he supposes that b¢
hath done his work; ¢ It is-as when an hungry man
¢ dreameth that he eateth; but he awaketh and his soul
*is empty.”

For 1 appeal to every impartial man, who will bes- -
tow pains fairly to investigate the subject, whether
Mr. P. has substantiated a single charge against the
writers of the Old Testament; except as its contents
do not accord to men’s common opinions; its grrange-
ment is not formed on modern notions of method; and
some trivial alterations have taken place in the text.

Convinced of Mr. I.’s talents and determined re-
solution in his undertakings, and conscious, that a joy-
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Jess life and hopeless death must be the consequence,
if the only source of my confidence and uensolation
could be torn from me; I opened these books with a
sort of trepidation. But I must declare, that I never
felt a firmer assurance that the Bible is the word of
God, than I do at this moment; having tound, that
misapprehension, ‘misrepresentation, wit, declamation,
and invective, are the sum total, which the keenest
capacity and most virulent enmity can produce against
it

Vor,. IIi. 3F



394 ANSWER TO THE

CHAP. V.
The New Testament,

THE GOSPELS.,

MR. P. opens his attack on this part of Scripture by
saying, ¢ The New Testament, they tell us, is found-
¢ ed on the prophecies of the old; if so, it must follow
¢ the fate of its foundation.’*—Injudicious concessions
have often been made by the friends of truth: and this
seems to be one. The prophecies of the Old Testa-
ment prepared the way for the coming of Christ; and,

as accomplished ir him, they constitute an unanswer-
able procf that christianity is a divine revelation: and
the testimony of our Lord and his apostles so confirm
the divine inspiration of the Old Testament, that if
strict demonstration could be brought against it, be-
lievers would be reduced to great difficulty; but that
is impossible.—1In other respects the New Testament
stands on its own basis: internal and external evidence
confirm most fully it’s divine original; and this alone
might be sufficient to support the authority of the Qld
Testament also, if we had not other proof in abun-

* P. i, p. 64.
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dance. But indeed the two parts of Scripture give sta-
bility and symmetry to each other. The Old Testa-
ment led to an expectation of the New, as its comple-
tion; the New Testament presupposes the truth of the
history, and the divine authority of the laws, ordinan-
ces, and instructions, of the Old.

Mr. P. admits in an hesitating manner that such a
person as Christ might exist: adding, that ¢ there is no
¢ ground either to believe or disbelieve!’* Indeed!——
Why, was the existence of any one man since the
creation so undeniably proved? It would be compara-
tively a moderate degree of scepticism, to doubt the
existence o1 Alexander, Julius Casar, or Mahomet;
for the effect of their existence, on the state of man-
kind in all succeeding ages, is very small, compared
with that produced by christianity: and how could that
religion have existed, if Christ had not existed?

It 13 now generally allowed, that Matthew gives the
genealogy of Joseph in the line of Solomon, and Luke
that of Mary in the line of Nathan, sons of David.
The method in use among the Jews, in keeping their
registers, required the name of Joseph to be inserted,
instead of Mary his wife, as constituting a link in the
chain or pedigree: and it was proper that both gene-
~alogies should be given. This solution of the difhcul-
ty is so obvious and satisfactory, that it is wonderful
any difference in sentiment should have prevailed
among learncd men on the subject. The writers of

* P.ii p. 65.
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the New Testament would not have had common
sense, if they had inserted manifest contradictions in
their narratives: and forgery could have no occasion
for them, as it would have been very casy for one of
them to copy from the others. Indeed lists of names
are strange things to forge! Though I firmly believe
that the evangelists wroie by the superintending inspi-
ration of the Hely Spirit; I suppose they copied such

raatters from the publick registers: and as none of the
ancient enemies of chnstxamt} attempted to disprove
these genealogies, while the original registers existed;
it will be wonderful, if progf should now be given that
they were falsified.

The genealogy of Matthew, from David to Chrxst,
contains no rore than twenty-seven generations, and
Mr. P. asserts on this account that ¢ it is not so much
¢ as a reasonable lie:> for he computes that, upon an
average, every one in this succession lived to the age
of forty, before his eldest son was born. He should
have said, his eldest surviving son, yet that would
have been but little t= the purpose. For Solomon was
not David’s eldest son; Abijah was not Rehoboam’s: *
and after the captivity, the line might be continued in
the younger male branches. We know also from the
history, that the three immediate successors of Jeho-
ram, son of Jehesaphat, are omitted in the genealogy,
it is uncertain on what account; as i1s likewise Jehoia-
kim the father of Jeconiah. Thcre were therefore
nineteen generations from David to the captivity: and

»an . e
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sitilar omissions might occur in the subsequent part
of the genealogy.

Mr. P. to strengthen this argument asserts, that
¢ Solomon had his house full of wives and mistresses
¢ at the uge of cne and twenty.” But where did he
Jearn this? Solomon had ene wife when his father died,
and soon after he married Pharaoh’s daughter. He
might have many other wives and’ concubines at the
same time for any thing we know; but the Scripture
no where mentions them.

Mr. P.’s language concerning the miraculous con-
ception of Christ, is such a mikture of misrepresenta-
tion, absurdity, indecency, and blasphemous impiety,
as perhaps never was equalled! It deserves and re-
quires no answer: and it is too vile even to bear being
further exposed to just contempt and abhorrence!

- The Holy Ghost has hitherto been supposed to be,

either e drvine person, according to the doctrine of the
Trinity; or a created spirit of supra-angelick dignity;
or ¢ peculiar mode of divine operation: but who ever
thought of understanding that expression to mean @
ghost, or departed spirit, according to the vulgar uc-
ceptation of the word?——The language of Scripture
teaches us nothing more, than that the divine powcr
of the Holy .‘apxrxt miraculously produced the human
nature of Chris* in the womb of the virgin; and that
he was thus truly man, though conceived and born
without the defilement, which is communicated to ail
the natural descendants of fullen Adam.

Had Mary’s testimony to the appearance of the an.
gel, and the miracle of her pregnancy, been single and
unsupported, it would not have been entitled to credit:
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but connected with the preceding prophecies, the testi.
mony of Zacharias and Lilizabeth, and the well-known
circumstances attending the birth of John Baptist, and
confirmed by all the subsequent events, it becomes
credible in the highest degree: for every proof of
christianity authenticates it.

Mr. P. touches but slightly on the disagreement of the
evangelists, in their histories of the events that occur.
red from the birth to the death of Christ: but it is an
old objection which must not pass unnoticed. Had
the four evangelists recorded precisely the same mi.
racles, discourses, and events, with the same circum.
stances; the charge of forgery would have been more
plausibie. If four authors should give us as many histo.
ries of certain interesting transactions in China or Japan,
not writing by concert, each would record such facts as
had more immediately fallen under his observation, with
such circumstances as most engaged his attention; and
each would follow his own peculiar plan. When these
histories were published, events would be found record-
ed in one, which were not mentioned in the other, with
apparent incongruities which a little attention might
reconcile; an< the order of the narrative would not
be exactly the same in them all. And on this ground
a man raight stand forth, and affirm that they were
impostures and contradictory legends.—Now suppose
four other men to give each an account of some trans-
actions in a remote part of the world; and no differ-
ence at all to be found in their books, but that of style
and manner; and another jerson should on this ground
cxclaim, ¢ These men have combined to deceive us:
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¢ had not this been the case, there must have been some
¢ variations in their narrative:’ we might leave it to any
man of candour to determine which of these objec-
tions would be most reasonable. .
Industry, ingenuity, and malice have, for ages, been
employed, in endeavouring to prove the zvangelists
inconsistent with each other: but not a single contra-
diction has hitherto been proved upon them. Their
circumsiantial variations, in relating the same event,
only evince that they did not copy from one another.
They recorded those facts, which most impressed
their own minds as important: they wrote in succes-
sion, and did not think the preceding historians needed
any vouchers: and it suited their design, to omit ma-
ny things for the sake of brevity, and that they might
relate others of equal moment.—But one thing is fact.
" These four men, of whom such contemptuous things
are spoken, have done, without appearing to have in-
tended it, what was never performed by any authors
before or since. They have drawn a perfect human
character, without a single flaw! They have given the
hlstory of one, whose spirit, words, and actions, were
in every particular exactly what they ought to have
been! who always did the very thing which was
proper, and in the best manner imaginable! who nev-
er once deviated from the most consummate wisdom,
purity, benevolence, compassion, meekness, humi-
lity, fortitude, patience, piety, zcal, and every other
excellency! and who in no instance let one virtue
or holy disposition entrench on another; but exer-
cised them all in entire barmony and exact propor-
tion! The more the histories of the evangelists are



400 ANSWER TO THRE

examined, the clearer will this appear: and the more
evidently will it be perceived, that they all coincide in
the view which they give of their Lord’s character,
'This subject challenges investigation, and sets infi-
delity at defiance! Either these four .1¢n exceeded in
genius and capacity all the writers that ever lived; or
they virote under the special guidance of divine in-
spiration: for without labour or affuctation they have
effected, what hath baffled all others, who have set
themselves purposely to accomplish it.

Indeed that man seems to have a peculiarly vmated
taste In composition, who does not admire the simpl:-
city connected with sublimity, with which the evan.
gelists record the miracles of Christ. I should think
that even infidels of genius must be struck with the
manner, in which such astonishing events are related,

‘The story of Herod’s slaying the children rests on
Matthew’s testimony, and on the proofs of Ais divine
tnspiration: it accords perfectly to the character of that
bloody tyrant! and it was not necessary that the suc.
ceeding evangelists should repeat it. John Baptist was
born at Hebron, at a considerable distance from the
coasts of Bethlehem; so that Mr. P.’s attempt to prove,
from his preservation, that the story belies itseif, isn-
diculous in the extreme.

Had the evangelists expmessly undertaken to give
an exact copy of the inscription over the cross of
Christ; nothing could have been more casy: but they
perfectly agree as to the import of it, which is quite
sufficient. |

Mr. P. asserts, that ¢ Peter was the only one of the
‘ men called apostles, who appears to have been near
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< the spot at the crucifixion.” Yet John tells us, that
he witnessed the whole scene, and reccived the orders
of his dying Liord concerning his mother. ¢ We may
¢ infer from these circumstances, trivial as they are,’
that this authsr knows very little about the subject on
which he writes; and numerous other instances might
be adduced, if 1t were worth while.

Peter denied his Liord with cursing and swearing;
that is, he disclaimed all acquaintance with him: but
he did not deny him to be the Messiah, the Son of
the living God. How great soever his crime was; his
ingenuous confession of 1t, and his subsequent iabours
and sufferings in the cause of Christ, sufficiently en.-
tile him to credit, in his testimony both to the cruci-
fixion and resurrection: but his testimony is a very
small part of the evidence on which our faith is surely
founded. |

Different methods have been taken to reconcile the
sixth hour, mentioned by John, with the accounts of
the time of our Lord’s crucifixion, as stated by the
other evangelists: but if it be allowed a trivial error
in some transcriber, which might easily take place in
a numeral letter; what doubt can that excite in a se-
rious mind as to the authenticity of a narrative, attest-
ed in all its leading parts, by four distinct historians?
Impostors would have avoided such observable inac-
curacies. *

Matthew is generally allowed to have written be-
fore the other evangelists: had they not therefore cre-
dited his account of the miracles attending Christ’s
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death; they would have contradicted it: for the cir.
cumstances which he related were of so extraordinary
- and publick a nature, that they could not have escaped
detection, if they had been false. *

It would have degraded the sacred history, to have
noticed such subjects, as Mr. P. proposes in his ques.-
tions, concerning the saints that arose, and came out
of the graves after Christ’s resurrection. Qur Lord’s
reply to the frivolous objection of the Sadducees may
suflice to arswer them all. ¢ Ye do err, not knowing
‘“ the Scriptures, nor the power of God.” We may
indeed add, that there is no reasonable doubt, but
these risen safnts accompanied their ascending Lord,
to grace his triumphs, as the first-fruits of his resur.
rection. Mr. P. says, ¢ Had it been Moses and Aaron,
“and Joshua and Samuel, and David,” (supposing
them to have appeared to the people,) ¢ not an uncon.
¢ verted Jew had remained in all Jerusalem.’ It might
be asked, how the Jews could have Anown these risen
saints to have been Moses and Aaron, &c. except by
their own testimony, or by immediate revelation? But
waving this: the reader has his option, whether he will
credit this assertion of Mr. I, or the words of Christ,
‘¢ If they believe not Moses and the prophets; neither
“ would they be persuaded though one rose from the
“ dead.”

Matthew alone relates the account of the Roman
soldiers who guarded the sepulchre: but does this
prove, ¢ that according to the other evangelists there
« were none?” Will not common sense determine, that

, U
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their silence allows the truth of /s narrative? By pub.
lishing his gospel, and relating the base conduct of
the priests and rulers, Matthew had openly challenged
them to disprove it if they could: but this they
never attempted; and surely they would not have si-
lently endured so disgraceful an imputation, if they
had not had substantial reasons for their conduct.
‘T'he absurdity of the story, which the rulers put
into the mouth of the soldiers, is sufficiently evident:
but if men act absurdly, historians are not to blame
for recording their actions. The evangelist appealed to
the whole nation, that the story was notorious; that it
‘had been propagated immediately after the body of
Christ was mussing; and that 1t had continued current
till the time when he published his narrative. It is most
evident that some of the soldiers had athrmed, they
were paid for circulating it: none of them were called
to account, that we know of, for this or any other part
of their conduct: and no man stepped forth, to say,
that such a story had not been propagated, or was not
current; that the priests had not bribed the soldiers to
spread it; or that they could give a more satisfactory ac-
count of the manner in which the body of Jesus had
“been removed. How could men have been persuadad
that such a report had long been current, if they had
never before heard of it? or that it was still current, if
every body knew it was not so? Or how could an
anonymous writer, or rather one who assumed another
man’s name, have thus appealed to facts, as well
known when his work was published, and for some
time before; if such facts had been mere forgeries?—
Mr. P, indeed argucs from the expression, ¢ until this
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¢ day,” that Matthew did not write the gospel, and
that it was manufactured long afterwards. But seven
or eight years would suffice in this case, and warrant
a man to use such words. We have abundant proof of
the antiquity and genuineness of Matthew’s gospel.
But could 1t be shewn to have been published long
afterwards, it would still further establish the fact in
question: for an appeal to contemporaries some ages
after, that the report concerning the soldiers was
commonly circulated till 2ket dey must be an addi-
tional evidence of its truth.

The circumstances of our Lord’s resurrection, as
recorded by the four evangelists, have been long
known to involve some difficulty, and to have the ap-
pearance of inconsistency: insomuch, that Celsus, in
the second century, brings this as an objection to the
christian religion. But Mr. P. by confounding things
evidently distinct, and using various methods of em-
barrassing the subject, has given the whole an air of
self-contradiction, very suited to impose on the in-
cautious reader: and, as this subject is more likely to
embarrass even a serious enguirer, than uny other in
¢ The Age of Reason,” I shall endeavour to give a
compenéious statement of the narrative, as it may
be collected by carefully comparing the four evange-
lists. |

Mary Magdalene, the other Mary or Mury the mo-
ther of James and Joses, Salome, and Jounna, are the
women named in the history: but Luke, having men-
tioned ali the others, except Salome, says, *¢ there were
“othior women with them.” This company, on the
evening of our Lord’s crucifixion, concerted the plan,
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and bought the spices, for the anointing of his body:
and then retiring, probably to separate lodgings, they
« rested the sabbath-day, according to the command-
“ ment.” But early on the morning after, they pro-
~ceeded - according to appointment, to meet at the se-
pulchre; {or there is no mention of their previous meet-
ing at any other place; and thus they reached that spot
at different times, Mary Magdalene seems to have set
out with the other Mary and Salome, from one place;
Joanna, and the other women with her, from another.
But Mary Magdalene, being peculiarly fervent in spi.
rit, appears to have out-gone her companions, and to
have arrived first at the sepulchre, while it was yet
dark, or day break;* and seeing the stone removed,
she ran back to inform Peter. In the mean while the
other Mary and Salome ‘reached the sepulchre; and
finding it open, they went in and saw the angel, or an-
gels. Matthew and Mark mention only one angel, he-
cause only one spake to the women: but they do not
say there was no more than one. Thus Matthew men.-
tions two demoniacks, where Mark and Luke speak
of but one; doubtless because that one was most re-
markable, both before and after his dispossession.
"Though possibly Luke spake of Joanna, and her com-
pany.—While these women returned into the city,
Peter and John seem to have passed them by another
road: and coming to the sepulchre they saw no an-
gels.t But Mary Magdaiene, who had followed them,
and staid at the sepulchre when they returned, saw
two angels, and afterwards Christ himself; who di-
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rectly after appeared to the other Mary and Salome,
as they returned to the city.* In the mean time Jo.
anna and her company arrived at the sepulchre bear-
ing the spices: for though the other women are said to
have dought the spices; yet it is probable that Joanna,
and those accompanying her, carried them to the place.
\When theretfore they first entered the sepulchre, they
only observed that the body was gone: but afterwards
two angels appeared and accosted them.t Then they
returned into the city in haste, and meeting with the
apostles, before the other women had seen them, they
informed them of what they had obscrved; upon which
Peter went again to the sepulchre. About this time
the two disciples set out for Ekmmaus, baving heard
only the report of these women; and neither that of
Mary Magdalene, nor that of the other Mary and Sa.
lome.l These at length arriving, informed the apos.
tles that they had seen Jesus himself: and soon after
on the same day he appeared to Peter also.

'T'here are other ways of reconciling the epparent
disagreement between the evangelists, in respect of
this transaction: vet none can certainly say, that things
occurred exactly in this or the other manner. It suf.
fices to shew, that things nuight thus happen, and that
the evangelists do not contradict each other, Had the
apostles been examined in open court, to prove what
Mr. 1’. callsanafibi, 1 am persuaded the explanations
which they could have given of the general narrative,
would have removed all appearance of iniconsistency,

* Mutt, xxviil, 9=11. + Luke xxiv. 1==9,
} Liuke xxiv. 12-=34.
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as this arises entirely from the brevity,. with which
they touched upon the leading circumstances. It may,
however, be observed, that the primitive enemies of
christianity were as implacable at least as any are at
present; that they were engaged by interest and repu-
taion, as well as inclination, to prove the apostles fulse
witnesses; that they desired exceedingly to put them to
death; and that they certainly possessed more advan-
tages for detecting the imposture, if there had been
any, than a modern unbeliever can pretend to after
seventeen hundred years: yet they never attempted to
disprove the testimony of the apostles respecting the
resurrection, or to shew that they contradicted each
other.

The variations, in the narratives of the evangelists,
are in fact no more than what arose from the occasion.
Four men, relating the outlines of such an event, with
great conciseness as circumstances impressed theiv
minds, without trying to coincide in their several ac-
counts, will always seem to disagree to the superficial
observer. Such abstracts must appear in some mea-
sure abstruse to strangers, and especially in future
ages: but if fuller investigation remove the difiiculties,
they rather confirm than invalidate the leading facts
which they concur to establish. Let any man consult
Rapin, Hume, Burnct, and Macauley, upon some
parts of the English history which they have all writ-
ten: and he will find, even where prejudices have not
misled them, that circumstantial variations are disco-
verabie, which require pains to reconcile, and e form
into one consistent narrative, without omiting the most
minute particular,
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We do not pretend, that the inspired historians
were changed into elegant and methodical writers; but
that they were prescrved from error, misrepresenta.
tion, or material omission. Should their narratives,
thercfore, not stand the ordeal of criticism, as to the
arrangement and manner of composition, it would not
at all affect the argument.

Some detached remarks must be added on Mr. P.’s
misrepresentations of the subject. The different ac.
counts given by the evangelists, of the tizne when the
women arrived at the sepulchre, may be reconciled by
considering that they did not all come together. In ge-
neral none reached the spot before a’ay break, none
after sun-rise; and minute exactness, in such thmgs,
is not at all requisite to historical truth. |

Matthew alone mentions the angeP’s rolling away
the stone, but all the other evangelists say it was rodled
away: so that in fact they confirm his testimony.
Matthew says the angel sat on the stone: Mr. P. says,
that, ¢ according to the others, there was no angel
¢ sitting on it’* According to Matthew, the angel
sat on the stone, when he appeared to the keepers or
Roman soldiers; ¢“ and for fear of him they became as
¢ dead men!” But they had so far recovered them-
selves, as to flee from the place, before any of the wo-
men arrived: and the angel or angels then appeared,
‘not on t"¢ stome, but in the sepulchre. As no intima-
tion is given, that any of the women saw the soldiers,
-on their arrival at the sepulchre; it is almost certain
that they had previously left the place. Matthew in-
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deed seems to state the report made by some of then
to the chief priests, as subsequent to the women’s de-
parture from the sepulchre: but the whole time re-
quired for all these transactions would be very short:
and probably the soldiers retired in confusion to their
quarters, and did not at first resume their tonfidence,
or come to any determination what to do; till after &
while, some of them went to inform the chief priests,
and others dispersed rumours among their acquaint.
ance concerning what had happened.—There is not,
however, the least ground for Mr. P.’s confident as-
gertion, that they were present, during ¢ the conver:-
¢ sation of the women with the angel.’

¢ Thomas,—as they say, would not believe, with-
¢ out having ocular and manual demonstration; so nei-
¢ ther will I: and the reason is as good for me, and
‘ for every person as for Thomas!’* Most certainly,
because it was good for nothing in Thomas; but he
was guilty of a most absurd incredulity. He that will
not believe the combined testimony of several unex-
ceptionable withesses, is an obstinate unreasonablé
sceptick: and, it he carry his principles into temporal
concerns, he must cease from business, food, and me-
dicine, and die like a wrong-headed fanatick; because
he cannot have oculw 'or manual demonstration, that
he shall not be cheated in all his concerns, or poisoned
by his cook or apothecary. In respect of anothet
world, and its infinite concerns, the required proof
cannot be had, till it be for ever too late.
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Mr. P. introduces the angel as saying of Christ,
according to Matthew’s account, belold he i gone
into Galilee; instead of behold he goeth, or is going:
though the same evangelist just after mentions his
meeting the women! Matthew indeed says, ¢ Then
““ the eleven disciples went into Galilee:” but he
does not say that they went on the day when Christ
arose; how then does he contradict the account of
John? | |

It appears from John, that the apostles staid at least
eight days at Jerusalem, after our Liord’s resurrection:
for it was so long before Thomas was convinced, and
owned Christ as his Lord and his God; and this does
not at all disagree with Matthew’s compendious nar-
rative. But Mr. P. boldly says,* ¢ It appears from the
¢ evangelists, that the whole space of time, from the
¢ crucifixion to what is called the ascension, is but a
¢ few days, apparently not more than three or four;
¢ and all the circumstances are reported to have hap-
¢ pened nearly about the same spot.” Either Mr. P. is
more ignorant of the writings which he would expose,
than any other author ever was of his subject, or else
he wilfully asserts what he knows to be false. No man,
who reads the evangelists, can help seeing, that much
longer time, than three or four days, was taken up in
these transactions, and that some of them occurred e¢
the sea of Tiberias in Galilee, at kast sixty or seventy
niles distant from Jerusalem. The writer of the Acts
of the Apostles says expressly that our Lord continued
forty days on earth, previously to his ascension; and
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that the apostles began te preach on the feast of
Pentecost, that is fifty days after Christ’s resurrec.

tion.
Mr. P. intimates, that our Lord appointed the

meeting in Galilee on the very evening of his resurrec-
tion; and he says, that ¢ Luke tells a story {concerning
the disciples at Emmaus) ¢ which totally invalidates
¢ the account of his going to the mountain in Galilee.’
But does not every attentive and candid man perceive,
that the apostles might stay a week or ten days at Je-
rusalem, where Christ might repeatedly meet them in
a private room: that then they might journey into Ga-
lilee, and meet him with numbers of these who had
formerly known him: and that afterwards, returning to
Jerusalem, they might witness his ascension?

He next objects to the ¢ skulking privacy of our
¢ Lord’s appearance, in the recess of a mountain, or
“in a shut up house in Jerusalem.’* The preposition,
however, which the evangelist uses, in respect of the
mountain in Galilee, is exactly the same with which
he introduces the sermon on the mount.  He went
‘“up into a mountain.”—A situation similar to that,
from which he addressed an immense multitude,
could not be a skulking priwacy, or the recess of a
mountain.

The Galileans, among whom our Lord had princi-
pally lived, were the most proper witnesses of his re-
surrection: and it cannot reasonably be questioned,
but that on this occasion he was seen of five hundred
brethren at once; when, probably by reason of the di:-
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tance, some st doubted, till further evidence conving. -
ed thera. The inhabitants of Jerusalem were less ca.
pable of recognizing his person: yet they saw what
may be considered as equivalent, in theddescent of the
Holy Ghost on the apostles, and the subsequent cf.
{ects.

Important reasons may be assigned, why a compe.
tent number of witnesses should be selected to tesufy
our Lord’s resurrection, while God himself confirmed:
their testimony by miracles; rather than that he should
shew himself to the rulers and people of the Jews. Had
he done this, and had the scribes, elders, and priests,
persisted in rejecting him; the testimony of the apos-
tles would have laboured under many additional disad-
vantages, among other nations, and with future ages.-
Had they uranimously embraced the gospel, the whele
would bave the appearance of a scheme for aggran.
dizing ihe nation. In either case the evidence to wus
could not have been at all augmented: for we should
have had only the testimony of the individuals who re-
corded those events; and these would at least have
been as liable to objections and cavils as they now
are. '

Mr. P. remarks, ¢ that Paul only says five hundred
¢ saw Christ at once, and that the five hundred do nct
¢ say it for themselves.’* Was it then to be expected
that these five hundred persons should write as many
books, to declare they saw the risen Saviour? If they
had, we should have been five hundred times as much
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perplexed, as we now are, in order fo determine
whether they were genmuine or not! But .'aul, by ap-
pealing to about three hundred living witnesses at once,
put it into the power of his enemies to disprove his
confident assertion, had it not been true: and as it has
never been contradicted, it is equivalent to the testi-
meny of muititudes. Mr. P. however, aware that
Paul’s testimany is very important, endeavours to set
him aside: for he says, ¢ his evidence is like that of a
‘ man, who comes into a court of justice to swear,
‘ that what he hath sworn before is false. A man may
‘ often- see reason, and he has always too a right, of
‘ changing his opinion; but this liberty does not ex-
‘tend to matters of fact.> A man, 1t is true, has no
power to change maiters of juct; but surely he has
liberty to change his ofinion concerning them!

Paul, by crediting the gospel, which h. ace hated,
altered his opinion concerning matters of fact: and
when he attested what he had before denied; he only
declared himself convinced, that Jesus was risen, and
that christianity was true.

Should Mr. P. thus change his opinion concerning
the gospel, and publickly avow his conviction of its
truth; men of sober mind would think him an unex-.
ceptionable witness in the cause: especially, if he ful-
ly laid before the world, tnose arguments by which he
had been convinced of his mistake, and unreservedly
took shame to himself for his former groundless and

~viclent enmity to the cause of God.

Mr. P. says, ¢ the story of Jesus Christ appearing
‘ after he was dead, is the story of an apparition.” If
by a miraculous power he entered the room, not with-
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out opening the door, but without its being opened for
him; and if he disappeared or ceased to be seen by the
disciples, though on other occasions they saw and han.
dled that very body which had been crucified, and
those hands and feet, and that side, which had been
pierced: what proof do these circumstances afford that
it was an epparition? Must a risen body be subject
exactly to the same things, as our dying bodies are?
May not God exert his power as he sees good? The
risen Saviour ate and drank to prove that he was truly
a living man: but this does not prove that he needed
meat and drink.—The reality of the apostles’ mission,:
did not at all rest on the Jews seeing Christ ascend;
but on the miracles, which they were enabled to work
before the people, after the descent of the Holy Ghost:
yet the consistent united testimony of eleven unexcep-
tionable witnesses, to words spoken in a celler, or ac-
tions done upon a mountain, is evidence in publick,
sufficient to prove any thing which is r.ot impossible;
but ifa man will not believe, till there be no possibility
of demal or dispute, the light of cternity alone can
convince him. There is proof enough of our Lord’s
ascension, to satisfy reason, to satisfy reasonable men:
and the only wise God did not ask counsel either of
ancient or modern sadducees, what kind and degree of
evidence it was proper for him to aiford.

Mr. P. alludes on this occasion to the ascent of a
balloon.* Now I would ask any reasonable man,
whether he doubts the fact of men having ascended
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into the air by means of a balloon, because he never
saw it? The evidence given, that it hath been done,
satisfies my mind as completely, as if I had witnessed
the scene: and I am as sure of it, as to all practical
puUrposes.

I agree with Mr. P. that it is impossible to unite
inspiration and contradiction. But I affirm, with a con-
fidence equal to Ais, that he has not proved, and that
he cannot prove, a single contradiction upon the evan.
gelists.

It is observable, that Mr. P. cannot find any avow-
ed opposer of christianity, previous to A. D. 400,
who denied the gospels to be authentick histories.
The fact is, that Celsus in the second century, Por..
phyry in the third, and Julian in the .fourth, ad.
mitted it, and argued against the christians on other
principles. Mr. P. is therefore welcome to Faus-
tus as a coadjutor in this undertaking: for he came
too late to disprove by mere assertion what both
friends and enemies had agreed in for nearly four hun-
dred years.* Faustus wasa Manichean; he contended
that Matthew did not write the gospel which bears
his name, because he is always mentioned in the third
person; and he has been generally treated as a very ig-
‘norant, or a very dishonest, man for this attempt. Mr.
P. is also welcome to all the help that forged gosples
can give him: for forgery always implies the existence
of the thing counterfeited, and commonly its excellen-
cy likewise. And the hereticks who at the com-
mencement of christianity, rejected as false all the New
Testament, at least testified that the book t/en existed,
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and was generally deemed authentick and divine,
though they refused to submit to it’s authority. The
inducements indeed to forgery, in the primitive times,
were poverty, stripes, contempt, imprisonment, and
martyrdom!—Mr. P.’s sneers at possessions may ex.
cite the laughter of some readers, but do not at all
disprove the facts authenticated by the evangelists,
And if the type and the anti-type, the prophecy and
its fulfilment actually coincide; as the key and lock
exactly fit together, notwithstanding the greatest intti.
cacy of wards: the word picklock will never convince
a rational man, that they were not intended for each
other.

THE ACTS OF THE APOSTLES.

Mr. P. has scarcely said any thing about this book,
except that it is enonymous and anecdotal.* But it is
in fact an avowed appendix to 3t. Luke’s Gospel, and
inscribed to the same person. And it is of far more
consequence in the argument, than this slight notice
seems to intimate: for it certainly gives us a most dis-
tinct and probable account of an undeniable fact, which
it is impossible by any other means to account for,
namely, the success of christianity, after the crucifixton
of its Lounder, in opposition to all the authority,
learning, and religion of the world, by the labours of
afew poor fishermen, and others of equaliy obscure
rank in the community. Admit this narrative to be
true; and the resurrection of Christ, with the divine
authority of the Scriptures, is established beyond dis-
pute: deny it; and besides the difficulty of disproving
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so long received an history, it becomes necessary to
give some other probable account of the eqrdy preva-
lence of the gospel, which is rendered indisputable by
the testimony even of pagan writers.

The conversion of St. Paul likewise is recorded in
this book; which Mr. P. indeed denies to have been
miraculous. Does he then mean that the light above
the brightness of the sun, the articulate voice calling
to Saul by name and discoursing with him, and the
other circumstances of the apostle’s narrative, 'may all
be ascribed to a flash of lightning?—"The extrsordi-
nary change 1n the conduct and principles of Paul
were notorious to all the world: and his own history
of the manner in which it took place must be deemed
authentick, till it be proved either false or impossible.
He gave sufficient proof, that he did not attempt to
impese on others: and the facts which he relates were
of such a nature as to exclude the possibility of his
being himsclt deceived: while his subsequent blindness
for three days, and the silence of his companions, who
would have contradicted his account had it been false,
combine to establish it.

Mr. P. objects to Paul’s testimony to christianity,
because he was a zealot; or in other words because he
spake and acted as a man in earmest: as if no man
were an unexceptionable witness, wilo thoroughly be-
lieves his own testimony, and is ready to lay down his
life in confirmation of it!'—The difference between a
fact and a doctrine in this case is not to the purpose:
for admit the _facts, by which the apostle was convinced
that Jesus of Nazareth was the Messiah; and the doe-
trine which he preached must be owned to be divine.

Vou, IIL JH
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That Paul had been extremely prejudiced and violent

against christianity must be allowed; and this rendered

his conversion the more wonderful: but he ran intono.
extrenies, in his zeal for the gospel: at least his vehe.

ment zeal was gentle, loving, patient and prudent, and

he seemed disposed to treat no one with severity ex-

cept himself.

THE EPISTLES OF PAUL.

Mr. P. seems 1o have very little examined this part
of Scripture! for he scarcely notices any particular in
it, except the apostle’s discourse concerning the re-
surrection, which he strangely mistakes, or misrepre-
sents.

< If,’ says he, ¢ 1 have already died in this body,
¢ and am raised again in the same body, it is presump-
¢ tive evidence I shall die again.” This objection en-
tirely coincides with the cavil of the ancient Saddu-
cees, and is answered by our Lord himself. Certainly
this view of a resurrection is gloomy enough: but the
apostle’s doctrine of ¢ this mortal putting on immor-
¢ tality, and this corruptible putting on incorruption,’’
has a very different aspect.—Mr. P. says he should
prefer a ¢ better body, with a more convenient form;’
and he thinks that everv animal has in many respects
the advantage of us. I apprehend some deists may so
far reverence the Creator, as to dcem Mr. P.’s lan-
guage on this subject reprehensible, and savouring of
ingratitude: nay, perhapstheymay be disposed to main-
tain, that the crect structure of the human body best
suits the rational nature; and that the astonishing ad-



AGE OF REASON. 419

vantages, which our Aands afford us, give us a decided
pre-eminence over all other creatures here below.
We have however such bodies as it hath pleased God,
and we must exist in another world according to his
good pleasure, whatever we may c/oose or hope.

Mr. P. next retorts the apostle’s words upon him,
and repeatedly calls him ¢ foo/! But had he duly con-
sidered the nature of death, which is not abselutely
ceasing to exist, but ceasing to exist in the former
manner; he would, as a naturalist, have seen, that ex.
cept seeds die, they are not quickened. ¢ Unless they
die they abide alone,” as our Lord also says; who is
thus involved with the apostle in our author’s peremp-
tory charge. The seed, before it grows, ceases as
much to be a grain of corn, as a man at death ceases
to be a living man; and is as absolutely irrecaverable
to its former mode of existence by any human pow-
er: yet it springs up into a new life, incomprehcnsi-
bly, by the power of (God, as men will rise at the last
day. So that the illustration is sufficiently just and
clear; even though ingenuity could find out some
shades of difference, with which men in general are
wholly unacquainted.

‘The rest of the epistolary writings are passed over
by our author, with the same kind of negiect as he
shewed to the minor prophets; except that he insinu-
ates they were forged, and pretends that they are of
no consequence 1n the argument; which will be con-
sidered in another place.

I suppose, his wit, in saying, ¢ the whore of Baby-
¢ on has been the common whore of all the priests;
‘and each has accused the other of keeping the
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¢ strumpet,’ is intended as his confutation of the Ape.
calypse; for, this sally and an assertion; ¢ that it is a
. book of riddles, which requires a revelation to ex-
‘ plain 1t,” 1s all that he advances concerning this part
of Scripture. Yet the numerous predictions it con.
tains, and the undeniable accomplishment which
many of them have already received, amounts to a
complete moral demonstration that it is the word of
God.

Having gone through Mr. P.’s objections to the
New Testament; I must declare my complete assu-
rance, that, after all his most confident declamations
about contradictiors, lies, and imipostures, he has not
substantiated one single charge. And it would be easy
to retort upon him: for the instances of disingenuity,
misrepresentation, wilful ¢alumny, or astonishing ig.
norance of the subject, which might be prodiced,
were that nccessary, are exceedingly numerous. And
thus I leave the matter to the judgment of the candid
and impartial reader.

I shall now proceed, in a second Part, to call the
reader’s attention to several important subjects, which
are not peculiar to any part of Scripture, but relate in
some measure to the whole of the sacred oracles. In
doing this, I mean both to exhibit the great outlines
of that positive proof, on which 1 believe the divine
inspiration of the Scriptures; and the real nature and
tendency of the religion contained in them.
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BOOK 1I.

CHAPTER L

REVELATION.

"REVELATION, when applied to religion, means
¢ something communicated immediately {irem God to
‘ man.’* By this definition M. P. begs the quesuon:
for if revelation means an immediate comnmunication
from God to man; then indeed nothing communicated
from God to us, by the intervention of other men,
whether speaking or writing, can be properly so called.
The definition may, however, be admitted, mn respect
of the original source whence all revelation is derived:
but if it pleased God, immediately to communicate to
one man, what he meant him to declare to others in
his name, and to authenticate by proper credentials;
the real, or generally received, sense of the word re-
velation will be preserved, though it be co  .uuuile
cated from one man toanother, over the whole  .och,.nd
to the latest ages. The doctrine or precep. came ori-
ginally from God, by immediate communrication, and
was no human discovery or imposition.
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Mr. P. allows that God has the power to make
such a communication, if he pleases; but thinks it
improbable he ever should:* and he 1s confident that
God cannot enable the man, who first receives this
communication, to authenticate it to any other per-
son, so as to render belief of ita duty! This is a very
extraordinary assertion! I am able to send a message or
a letter by a servant, orin some other way; and to give
Jull assurance to a person at a distance, that it comes
from me. I can make my will, and so attest 1t, that,
after my death, all parties concerned shall be entirely
satisfied 1t was my act and deed: and j et the omipo-
tent and eternal God cannot send a message or make
known his will, by the intervention of any servant or
messenger! Is this reason, or absurd and daring pre.
sumption? To support such a system, it was necessa-
ry to assert that miracles are impossible, and prophe.
cies impostures and lies; and then to affirm, that we
can have no proof but Aere: "y of any supposed reve-
lation! On this §  2d Mr. P. may stand; provided
he can demonstrate.  principles: but if they be mere-
ly assumed and fzlse, it must sink under i.n. For if
a man comces with the rod of Moses in his hand, as
well as with ¢¢ Thus saith the L »rp’’ 11 his mouth;
the miracles which he performs are the sea! of his
mission, and his testimony can no longer be called
heresay and assertion.

Mr. P. ventures on another definition or revelation;
and says, ¢ It 1s communication of something which
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the person did not know before.’* If so, then every
accession to our knowledge, however obtained, might
be called a revelation: which surely will not help us
to athx right ideas to words. From this vague propo-
sition our author infers, that all the historical and an-
* ecdotal part of the Bible is not within the compass of
¢ the word revelation, and therefore is not the word of
God.” But sutely God may reveal past events, of
which no other information could be obtained. ¢ By
“ faith,” and consequently by revelation, ¢ we un-
“ derstand that the worlds were framed by the word
“ of God.”t Whatever traditionary information Mo-
ses might receive, concerning the creation, the fall, the
deluge, and other events preceding his own time; he
might be immediately instructed, and guided by an
infullible superintending insgiration, in recording thein.
This was needful to enable him entirely to distinguish
between truth and error in tradition; to know such
things as had not been retained in the memory of man-
kind; and to form a history fully adequate to the ends
proposed. In like manner, a similar superintending
influence would be requisite, to preserve the sacred
historians from falling into error or misrepresentations,
through forgetfulness or prejudice, even in respect of
those facts of which they had personal knowledge:
and it would be still more necessary, when their in-
formation was received from others, either by word or
writing. So that the idea of revelation, in its more ge-
neral meaning, does not suppose the writer to be
wholly ignorant of his subject, or to muke no use of
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his knowledge and opportunities: but merely, that the
infallible superintending inspiration of the Holy Spirit
preserved him from errors and prejudices, and all
other causes of misapprehension or falschood; and
itnmediately communicated such things, as he would
otherwise have omitted, through ignorance or forget-
fulness.

I am induced to stand this ground, in respect of
the drvine inspiration of every part of the scriptures:
because the sacred writers, for themselves and for
each other, expressly and constantly claim it; so that
their writings are together called the oracles of God.
It is evident, that the Jewish Scriptures, in the days
of Christ and his apostles, were nearly if not entirely
the same as the Old Testament is at present: yet they
are continually quoted in the New Testament, in a
peculiar manner, as divine inspiration. And if we al-
low this to the historical part of the Old Testament;
we can hardly deny it to the writings of the apostles
and evangelists, which contain the only account ex-
tant in the world of the origin and success of chris-
tianity. The apostle Peter ranks the epistles of Paul
among the other Scriptures;* the sacred writers a'
ways speak with authority, as in the name of the
Lord; and it will appear chat their books have been
regarded as the word of God, even from the primi-
tive times. There seems no alternative, between ad-
mitting their claim to inspiration in the fullest sense,
and utterly denying it. If some parts of the Scriptures
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ave inspired, but others not: we want either another
revelation to enable us to distinguish between the
word of God, and the word of man intermixed with
it; .or else an infallible authority on earth, tc which we
may appeal: and so we must either have recourse to
the Pope, who has the title by prescription; or to those
learned men, that give up the inspiration of some
parts of Scripture in defending that of the rest, and
who ought to oblige us by exactly distinguishing be-
tween them.
* If the whole Scripture I:e inspired, sober criticis' .
may generally discover the interpolations and varia-
tions, which have occurred ;i a lapse of ages; and thus
distinguish the word of God from human additions:
and 1if a few passages still remain doubtful, the cause
of truth will not be affected. But if the line be not ex-
actly drawn between the infallible word of God, and
human opinions or dubious passages; every one who
is put to difficulty in maintaining his sentiments, by
the authority of Scripture, will evade the argument,
by contending that the text in question is not inspired:
thus the standard of truth and duty will be rendered
entirely vague and uncertain: and it will not be much
worth while to contend for the authenticity or genu-
ineness of these ancient records, if we give up their
‘divine authority, as the infallible rule of our faith and
practice. |
Mr. P. says, that ¢ Revelation could not make fic.
‘ tions true.’ It might, however, preserve men from
writing fictions, and lead them to record all needful
truth: and few have occasion to be told, how partia

Vor. 111, ST
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and delusive most histories are, through the passions
and mxsapprehensmns of historians,

He observes in another place,* that ¢ not only un-

¢ changeableness, but even the impossibility of a changc
¢ taking place, by any means or accident whatever, is
¢ an idea that must be afhxed to what we call the word
¢ of God.” Now what is this but asserting without
the least proof, that God cannot give a revelation of
himself to his creatures? Notwithstanding the imper-
fections of language, the want of an universal lan.
guage, the errors of translators, copyists, and prin-
ters, &c.; authors make a tolerable shift to communi-
cate their sentiments to mankind, (some of them even
to remote ages and nations,) with little hazard of ma.
terial mistakes: and cannot the almighty and only wise
God do the same?

Though Mr. P. asserts, that translations of revela-
tion can in no degree be depended on; and thence ar-
gues against the Bible:1 yet he thinks translations
may very well answer the purpose, in respect of natu-
ral knowledge, which is Az revelation. ¢ There is now
¢ nothing new to be learned from the dead languages:
¢ all the useful books are translated, and the time ex.
¢ pended in teaching and learning them is wasted.’}
but translations may not always be exact, and the know-
ledge of the original languages is very useful: yet good
versions will suffice to afford the unlearned reader a
competent knowledge of all that is essential in any
book; learned men will give warning to their neigh-
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bours, if a palpably false translation be palmed upon:
them, of any work which interests mankind 10 general;
and even the dissentions among christians in this land
evince the fairness of our translation of the Scriptures;
for all parties commonly refer to it. In like manner,
the contests between christians and Jews, and the con-
troversies carried on with real or supposed hereticks,
warrant our confidence that these contending parties.
so watched over one another, as to prevent all material
alterations in those books, to which they agreed in
making their appeal.

If any christians reject reason-in receiving revela-
tion, they act as absurdly, as if a man should put out
his eyes, that he may simply avail. himself of the light
of the sun; instead of putting out his. candle as of no-
further use. Reason should be employed ta weighing
the evidences, and understanding the meaning, of re-
velation: and faith itself, in the common affairs of life,
constitutes ene important exercise of our rational fa-
culties, by which we derive information fram testimony,
in a variety of cases, with which we could not other-
wise be sufficiently acquainted for practical purposes.
As far indeed as this exercise of our understanding re.
lates to the testimony of God in seripture, it is so con-
nected with the state of the will and affections, and
produces such effects upon our whole conduct: that
we, as fallen creatures, are morally incapable of it, with..
cut the Influences of divine grace; and our vain fallible
reasonings, with the conclusions deduced from them,
must not be put in competition with the unerring de-
cision of the word of God: nevertheless divine faith is
in all respects most reasonable, and one of the high-
2st uses of our rational pow-rs.
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Mr. P. scems to consider fulse revelations, as a
proof that there is no true revelation:* but do forged
bark-hills prove that no genuine bank-bills exist? Nay,
does ot common sense deduce the opposite inference?
Indeed false revelations could never have obtained
credit; if men had not generally deemed a revelstion
possible, desirable, and even probable. We should
then carefully distinguish between the precious and the
vile; and not reject all together.

Revelation may be considered as immediate to the
person who receives it from the Lord; and med:ate, to
all that receive it from him to whem it was first com.-
municated. It relates to doctrines, precepts, or facts;
and to things past; and present, (in time though invi-
sible to us;) and future, as the day of Judgment and
an cternal world. A communication from God of
things wholly unknown before, and undiscoverable by
other means, is an entirely new revelation: but imme-
diate inforiation concerning things in some measure
krown before, or discoverable in other ways, is a par-
tial revelation. When new truths were revealed, new
ordinances mstituted, and material changes in religion
introduced; unequivocal miracles were necessary to
authenticate them, and to seal the prophet’s mission
and prove his authority. But wherc the messenger,
theugh imnediately inspired, was only employed to
enforce those truths and precepts which had before
becn divindy attested, miracles weie not absolutely
necessary; (though they might be very useful in ex-
citing the attention of the people;) for the appeal miglt
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be made to a preceding authenticated revelation. No
apparent miracles can prove the truti of any doctrine,
which contradicts the esscntial principles of a former
authenticated revelation: such as JEnovau being the
one living and true God, the heinousness of idolatry,
&c. : but the excellent nature and tendency of a doc-
trine may be a corroborating evidence of its divine
original. These thoughts, however, make way for an.
other subject, which requires a particular considera.
tion.
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CHAPTER 1I.

MIRACLZ2S.

MR. P. endeavours to confound miracles with mon.
sters, absurdities, tmpossibilities, or natural uncommon
events. ¢ No one thing,’ says he, ¢is a greater mira.
¢ cle than another; an elephant not a greater miracle
¢ than a mite, a mountain than an atom!” But who.
cver conceived any of these creatures to be mira.
eles?*—The ascension of a balloon, electricity, mag.
netism, and the recovery of a drowned person, are
said ¢to have every thing in them which constitutes
¢ the idea of 2 miracle.” Whereas nothing answers the
proper idea of a miracle, which well informed persons
can account for on natural principles; though it may
answer the purpose of impostors :n deceiving man-
kind. Will any man affirm that the miracles, said to
have been wrought when Moses waved his rod, can
be thus accounted for? What natural efficacy could
fill Egypt with frogs, flies, lice, or locusts, exactly at
the :ime when it was foretold they would come? or
turn the waters into blood? or cuuse thick darkness
for three days in the whole land, while Goshen enjoy-
ed the light? or destroy in one night all the first-born
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of man and beast? or divide the sea, for the deliverance
of Israel and the destruction of Pharaoh? Could an
artful man impose on the senses of two whole nations,
in such matters, as a juggler can deceive a few peo-
ple in a room? By what natural powers, which philo-
sophy may explain, could Christ give immediate sight
to a man born blind, cure inveterate paralyticks in a
moment, and give ca/mness and rationality to distract.
¢d persons, and soundness to withered limbs? How
could he restore full health at once to such as lan-
guished in fevers, or call the dead out of their graves?
Could multitudes be persuaded that they saw these
effects, when they saw them not? Could not the ru-
lers, who crucified Jesus, have disproved his preten-
sions to miracles, if he had not wrought them? Would
they and their posterity to this day have imputed them
to magick, or similar causes, if they could have deni-
ed them? Did not these miracles challenge investiga-
tion from the best informed and most inimical per-
sons? Were not time, place, and circumstances parti-
cularly mentioned; and the appeal thus made to vast
multitudes? What have magnetism, electricity, bal-
loons, or magical deceptions, in common with such
miracles? In some cases the suspended principle of lifc
may be restored by proper means; yet such humane
efforts often prove unsuccessful: but when did Christ
or his apostles fail of accomplishing their purpose? If
among ten thousand supposed to be dead, one should
be merely in the state of a strangicd man; who could
certainly know that one from all the rest, as carried
forth to be buried, or as laid in the grave? And
should any person now go forth, in the presence of as-
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sembled multitudes, and say ¢ Young man arisc,”
** Luzarus come forth;”” would not his pretensions be
soon exposed? |

¢ The lameness of the doctrine, which needs a mi-
‘ racle to prove it,”* means its contrariety to our false
notions and corrupt affections; and it implies, that we
should not have discovered it without revelation. The,
argument therefore stands thus: ¢ Every doctrine is
¢ lame, that we cannot know without revelation, or are
‘ not disposed to receive: so that revelation is neediess
¢ and useless: miracles are only needful to support re-
‘ velation; therefore all miracles are imposture; and
¢ cannot authenticate revelation: > And thus cur reason.
er completely argues in a circle!

Miracles confirming important truth and giving au-
thority to divine injunctions, answer far other purpo-
ses, than ¢ to make people stare and wonder.” They
do not stand on the testimony of a sing/le reporter, as
if Mr. P. should tell us he wrought a miracle in his
study; but on the testimony of hundreds and thousands
of witnesses.-—Who would have believed Lunardi, if
he-had told us, that he had ascended into the air in
the deserts of Arabia; when no such event had eve:
fiere been witnessed? But as he ascended before ten
thousand spectators, what reasonable man can doubt
1t? Or who in future ages will dispute the veracity of
the authors who record it? The dilgmma is therefore,
not, whether it be more ¢ probable that nature should
¢ g0 out of her course, or a man tell a lie:> but whe-
ther it be more probable, that God, for wise reasons,

- - e -
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should suspend or alter the course of nature, on some
important occasions; or that ten thousands of witness-
es should be deceived in the most evident facts, or
combine together to deceive the world. And would not
any one be ridiculed, who should gravely say, ¢ It is
¢ more probable that a man should lie, than that people
¢ should mouit iito the air?” This I think is a fair state-
ment of the evidence concerning balloons.

¢ It would have approached nearer to the idea of a
¢ miracle, if Jonah had swallowed the whale: this may
¢ serve for all cases of miracles.”* This may indeed
serve for a specimen of Mr. P.’s logick and candour.
If a miracle be ¢ an impossibility attested by a single
¢ witness,’ his arguing against all miracles is conclu-
sive. Indeed he speaks of miracles as things naturally
incredible:t and in several places seems disposed to re-
tail Mr. Hume’s famous sophism, that ¢ miracles are
¢ contrary to universal experience;® which means nei-
ther more nor less than t/e experience of all whs ne-
ver saw them! The African prince, who called the Euy-
ropeans liars, when they told him they had seen rivers
and seas congealed by frost as hard as a stone, was of
the same recsonable disposition! This was contra-
ry to the universal éxperience of all those who inha-
bited the torrid zone; and it was more probable men
should lie, than that things naturally incredible should
be true!—But in fact, miracles must be extraordinary-
events, to answer the end proposed by them: and if
they became so common, that every body had seen or
observed them; we should be ready to think them the

sy
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effect of some unknown natural causes, instead of a
divine interposition,

Mr. P. says, ‘the most extraordinary of all the
¢ things called miracles, is that of the devil flying away
¢ with Jesus Christ.”* The New Testament relates no
transaction of this nature: we are there only told,
that *“ the devil took Jesus to the holy city,* “and to
‘“the mountain:” and that ¢ he brought him to Jeru.
‘¢ salem;”’ which does not imply, that he was carried
through the air, or went without his own free consent,
or that it was properly speaking miraculous. So that
in this, as in other instances, Mr. P.’s profane ridi.
cule falls on his own absurd interpretation of Scrip-
ture. ;
~ Revelation has been shewn to be possible; and it will
hereafter be proved needfisl. The God of goodness
and mercy purposes, as we suppose, to make known
to mankind his perfections, truth, and will; and to
shew them, in what manner he is pleased to be ap-
proached and worshipped. He therefore communicates
these things to an individual, and orders him to in-
form others concerning them. But the prophet may-
on such an occasion say, ‘ How shall it be known that
¢ the Lord hath sent me? The things to be declared
¢ are contrary o inen’s notions and practices; the world
¢is full of impositions; how shall I be distinguished
¢ from a deceiver?” Now does it not occur to every
reasonable man, that miracles, which could endure the
strictest examination, wrought in the presence of mul-
titudes, and frequently repeated or varied, would dis-

- s,
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tinguish the true prophet from all pretenders to inspi.
ration, who either wrought no miracles, or such only
as were ambiguous and shrunk from investigation?
If it be not unsuitable to God to give a revelation to
his creatures; it cannot be either improper or impossi-
ble for him to afhx such a seal to the instructions of
his messengers as can neither be denied nor counter-
fcited, without exposing to shame the man who at-
tempts it. To.raise the dead is as easy to omnipotence,
as to preserve the living; to restore the withered arm,
as to wither the healthy one; and to cure instantane-
ously the paralytick after thirty cight years, as to sent
a stroke of the palsy. The glory of God and the bene-
fit of mankind are the ends proposed; the means are
obvious. All things may be alike wonderfil to us;
hut all are not alike meracles: for miracles are effects
produced, beyond the powers of man, and contrary to
the ordinary course of nature: and when well authen.
ticated, they are equally credible with other events;
provided it appear also, that some important end was
intended, and some great effects were produced by
them. In this view, how different do the miracles of
Scripture appear, from the insilated, ambiguous, un-
certain, and useless miracles, pretended to have been
wrought by Vespasian, or in favour of Alexander’s
army! Though Mr. P. says these are quite as well
authenticated as the Bible-miracles!#

If the miracles ascribed to Moses, or to0 Jesus Christ
and his apostles, were actually performed; it miv. be
allowed, that they were the work of omnipotence, and

* P, ii. p. 5.
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can no otherwise be accounted for. It would also have
beens impossible to bave forged such storics of publick
miracles, so circumstantially related, and to have given
them currency among contemporaries. Whole nations,
especially of eneies, cannot thus be deprived of their
senses, or inhibited the use of them. It would have
been equally impossible to have persuaded the next
generation, that their fathers had told them of these
wonders from their mfancy, and that they had seen
and heard them; if they had never been told such sto.-
ries by their fathers. And at what time could the be-
lief have been received either by Jews or christians,
that these miracles had always been credited among
‘them, had there been no truth in them? The attempt
to convince whole nations, or large bodies of people,
that from time immemorial such things had been ge.
nerally known and assuredly believed; and that they
had observed certain festivals and institutions in com-
memoration of them, and were subject to laws and
ordinances given at the same time; if thc whole had
been a forgery, must have been deemed an 1insult on
the common sense of mankind.

‘The fables, which have obtained credit in different .
nations, had always some foundation in truth, how-
ever distorted. They never specify the precise time,
place, and manner, in which things happened: and
they do not appeal to numerous living witnesses, and
challenge investigation. The poets of Greece and
Rome did not pretend, that they were eyz-witnesses
of the stories, with which thcy cmbellished their
works. Homer and Hesiod vamped up fabulous tra-
ditiens current among the Greeks: but they did not
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declare, that the whole nation, yea, and rival nations
also, saw those things; and that they wrote their ac.
count at the time and upon the spot. This could ne-
ver have obtained credit, even in those days.—But
can any man conceive that it would now be possible
to invent a history of the remote times of this nation;
and to persuade mankind, that it had always been as
commonly known among us, as the books of Moses
are among the Jews, or the New Testament among
christians? And would it not be equally impossible to
introduce such an history with this kind of appeal, at
any future time, had it never before been published?

In order tc illustrate the subject, let us consider the
single miracle of .our Lord’s resurrection.—His ig-
nominious death and subsequent glory are evidently
predicted in the Old Testament; and his enemies
knew, that he had foretold his own resurrection on
the third day, and took their measures according-
ly. On the third day the body was gone, and they
could give no rational account of its removal. Twelve
men, of good character and sober understanding, such
as any court of justice would allew to be unexception-
able witnesses, constantly affirmed that they saw Jesus
after his resurrection, and examined his hands, feet,
and side; that they had long known him, arnd were
sure it was he; that they had repeated opportunities of
conversing with him, and renewed .assurances that
they beheld the identical body again alive, which had
been nailed to the cross; and at length that they saw
him ascend towards hecaven. In this testimony they
persisted tiil death, without one of e deviating
from it, Insupport of their testimony, they renounced
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cvery intcrest, and faced all kinds of dangers and suf.
ferings imaginable; till most of them sealed it with
their blood. In all other respects they were most vir.
tuous and holy characters: and their doctrine is so
strict, that according to it a forgery of this kind, how.
ever well intended, will, unless repented of, ensure a
man’s eternal damnation. A great number of other
witnesses confirmed their testimony; and the silence
of their enemies, whose credit, authority, and even
safety, were deeply concerned, tends to establish it.
In authentick history we are told, that they wrought
divers miracles, and communicated similar powers to
‘others, in support of their evidence; and that thus God
himself attested it. In the epistles written by themto
the churches, they speak of thesé miraculous powers,
as things well known, without fear of being disproved.
T helr success, 1n opposition to all the power, learning,
gemus, and religion in the world, merely by preach.-
ing a crucified and risen Saviour, confirms these
claims and the event they testifiei: and the existence
and eftects of christianity for nearly eighteen hundred
years, combiiie with all the foregoing proofs, to au-
thenticate the miracle of Christ’s resurrection.

If that event had not actuully taken place, how
could such multitudes, prejudiced in various ways
against the gospel, have been induced to embrace it?
How came they, who continued ¢nemies, to submit
sifently to the charge of having murdered the Prince
of lifc? Or how was christianity established in the
world? No fact was ever so fully confirmed as this,
by multiplied and varied testimony; and by perma-
nent, extensive, and most important consequences.
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Even the Jews have not denied the miracles of Christ
and his apostles, however perplexed to account for
them: yet each muacle was equal at least to an unex-
ceptionable witness of the resurrection, and conse-
quently to the truth of christianity. This may also
‘answer Mr. P.’s objection to the testimony of the
Jews. 1 suppose no man ever thought of bringing
them forward as direct voluntary witnesses to the
truth of the gospel: but they indisputably confirm the
antiquity of the Old Testament, and the reverence
with which it hath been regarded by their nation for
at least five hundred years before Christ; they esta-
blish all the facts that relate to him, except his resur-
- rection; and their present condition, fulfils the predic-
tions both of the Old and New Testament. But to
say, that the Jews are the best evidence ¢ concerning
“ the truth of the gospel;’* is to affirm in other words,
that none but enemies should be admitted as wit-
nesses; and that when any of them are convinced and
become christians, their testimony is thenceforth inad-
missable. -

olhan
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CHAPTER IIL

PROPHECY.

MR. P. would persuade us that prophets were mere-.
ly poets, or musicians, who made no pretensions to in-
spiration or prediction; and that christian theologists
have advanced them to their present rank!* This he
endeavours to prove, by observing that there ¢ is not
‘a word in the Bible which signifies a poet.> Cer-
tainly there i1s in the New Testament;t but if there
were not, what would this be to the purpose? There
1s no word in the Bible for a metaphysician; ergo a
propliet signifies a metaphysician!—But he says that
the prophets wrote in verse! This they did frequent-
ly: yet they sometimes wrot. in prose.—Qccasional-
ly they played also on musical instruments. What
then? Did none excer? prophets write poetry, and
use music and psalmody? Did they all do these
things? The New Testament prophets are not re-
corded to have uscd either musick or poetry. Abra-
ham, Isaac, and Jacob are expressly and repeatedly
called prophets;1 though Mr. P. denies it: and says,
¢ it does not appear that they could either sing, play

*P.i.p. 1719, 60, 61. P. ii. p. 54, 55. t Acts xvii, 23,
t Gen. xx.7. Ps. cv. 9—135.
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musick, or make poety.” But whatever were the ori-
giu . idea of a prophet or prophesying, who but Mr.
P. would have confidently asserted the meaning at pre-
sent annexed to those words to bea modern invention?
What! did not the ancient Jews expect a Messiah ac-
cording to the prophets?—-Yet he allows that ¢ the
¢ profession of a sEEr: the art of seeing, a visionary
‘ insight into things concealed, became incorporated
¢ into the word prophet, at the time when Saul banish-
ed the wizards!’* Who can help noting with admi-
ration this writer’s consistency! |

The words poet and proghet are in pagan writers in
some respects synonymous: because the pagans ascri-
bed poetick raptures toinspiration. Thus the poet was
exalted into a prophet, not the prophet degraded into
a versifier and musician: And I am confident the sober
student of the Bible will find very few passages, in.
which the idea of a divine impulse, in one way or oth-
er, is not evidently connected with the words propliet
or prophesying; except where false prophets are evi-
dently mtended.

‘The moral charac >r of the man was not essential to
the prophetical officc. Balaam was a vile wretch; yet
his predictions have been wonderfully accomplished:
and many such prophets will be detected at the day of
judgment. The evil spirit from God did not come on
Saul, when he joined the prophets; but ¢ the Spirit
““ of God came upon him and he prophesied.”’t But
when the spirit of the Liord departed from him, an evil

U
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spirit from the Lord troubled him: * and then indeed he
actud very ily {or perhaps mimicking the agitations of
the prophets when under divine impulscs, he was in.
stigated by Satan to attempt the murder of David,

A prophet, in Scripture, does net always denote
one that predicts {uture events: but 1t micans in most
places a man supernaturally instructed or directed by
the Lord; except when false prophets, the countericits
of the truc, are spoken of. The argument concerning
predictions does not however depend on the meaning
of a word: it must be decided by facts. Did nct the
ancient prophets foretel a variety of circumstances con.
cerning the promised Messiah, which were exactly ful-
filled in Jesus of Nazareth? Did they not mrark out
the line whence he would spring, the place of his birth,
the miracles which he would perform, the usage which
he would experience, the sufterings which he would
endutre, his conduct under them, with that of the Jews
and soldiers; bis death, burial, and resurrcction, and
the subsequent prevalence of his cause? If this be un-
deniable; how absurd is 1t to pretend, that moderns
have falsely dignified Jewish poets and musicians with
the titie of prophets!

Were not the predictions of the Old Testament cxact-
ly descriptive of the events, which have since taken
place, respecting Ligypt, Tyre, Nineveh, Babylon,
Jerusalem, and the Jewish nation? Does not the New
Testament contuin predictions of ¢¢ Jerusalem trodden
< under foot of the Gentiles;”? ““the Jews scattered
““ through all nutions;*? and the superstitions, idolatrics,

-
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usurpations, and persecutions of that church, which
hath forbidden to marry, and commanded to abstain
from meat, hath enjoined the worship of angels, and
been drunken withi the blood of christians? Were these
predictions unmeaning words, or random conjectures?
—Even the Romans, from a slight acquaintance with
the Jewish Scriptures, had concluded that some won-
derful person was about to arise in the world, when
Christ was born, as Virgil’s eclogue called Pollio, and
the famed sybilline books undeniably prove.

¢ Nothing seems inore suited to convince a sensible
“ but hesitating enquirer concerning the truth of reve-
‘ lation, than a caretul comparison of? the twenty-eighth
chapter of Deuteronomy ¢ with the actual history of
‘ the Jewish nation to the present day. "Lhis appears
“ capable of effecting every thing that any external evi-
“ dence imaginable can effcct: and the demonstration
‘ thence deduced, which may be continually re-exa-
‘ mined, at leisure and with deliberation, seems maore
‘ convincing than any miracles, which are transient
“acts, and can only be reviewed in the testimony by
¢ which they are authenticated.’*

I have not entered particularly on the subject of
types; because 1 would not rest the argument of the
divine inspiration of Scripture on thut ground, but on
thingzs more obvious: otherwise, toa constderate mind
a very wondcrlul confirmation of the truth may be de-
rived from them, as well as an illustration of it.-——But
I would here further observe, that there is nota single
mstance throughout the Seripture, in which any inti.

e b "
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mation is given, that ¢ it repented the Lorn, when g
remote prophecy was spoken of, tor tlus expression
alwauy s raiates to thicatening messages, when averted
by retormadon, or inanswer to the praycers of the pro-
phet. So that ¢ the Bible makes no fool’ of any mau; but
teils him plainly what to expect in all possible cases,

1t revelation were impossible, or could not be com.
municated; prophecy would indeed be useless. But if
it ever pleased God to reveal himself to mankind: as
miracles were more suited to impress that generation
.+ whom the prophets were sent; so predictions, evi-
dently accomplishing trom age to age, while new pre-
dictions were still given, must be Uwe most conclusive
proof to remote generations. And did the limits of
this work admit of it, the predictions, interwoven with
all the separate divisions of the Scripture, might be
shewn to demonstrate them severally, as well as cole
lectively, to be the word of God. But I shall only add,
that, if Mr. P. and his disciples desire to know fur-
ther the use of prophecy, let this unswer suffice: it en.
ables us to shew, that the scofts and reproaches of in-
fidels were predicted by the sacred writers: that the
very abuses of christianity, which they deem unan.
swerable objections to its divine original, are in every
instance a {ulfilment of the Scriptures; ¢ thus it was
. written, and thus it must be:» and that in this respect
prophecy enebics us to cut off Goliath’s head with
his own sword.,
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CHAPTER IV,

THE CANON OF SCRIPTURE VOTED FOR.

MR. P. says, ¢ They decided by vote, which of the
¢ books—should be the word of God, and which
‘ should not.” ¢ Those books which had the majority
¢ of votes, were voted to be the word of God. Had
‘ they voted otherwise, all the people, since calling
¢ themselves christians, had believed otherwise.” ¢ Who
‘ the people were that did all this, we know nothing
‘ of: they called themselves—the church: and this is
‘ all we know of the matter.’* But surely a man ought
to know much more of the time, place, and manner,
in which such an important transaction occurred, than
this embiguous statement contains, before he is au-
thorized to infer any thing from it! And some proof
Is requisite to convince thinking men, that all chris-
tians have hitherto in every succeeding age taken their
faith upon irust, according to this representation.
Pious persons indeed have, privately and collectively,
bestowed great pains, during a succession of ages, to
distinguish such books, as have internal and external
evidence of authenticity and divine 1nspiration, from

*Poip. 10,
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impostures and writings of doubtful authority: and,
before our time, this matter had been so thorcughly
investigated, that the most competent judges deem it
not dangerous to coincide in opinion with those that
have gone before them: though not without enquiry,
and some trivial difference of sentiment. The Old
"Testament evidently stood, a considerable time before
Christ, nearly as we now have it. The Greck, Syri.
ack, and Samaritan versions prove this, QOur Lord
and his disciples quoted the books now received, and
the writers of the New Testament generaliy use the
Septuagint. It is commonly helicved, on the authori-
ty of ancient Jewish writers, that Iizra, alearned scribe
in the law, with some very able associates, bestowed
much labour m distinguishing the authcentick books
of Scripture from such as were spurious, and thus
formed the canon of the Old Testament. And the more
the subject is examined, the greater satisfaction will
every candid person feel, in acquiescing in their de-
termination. For all the books we now have harme-
nize with each other, and with the New Testament,
m the grand outlines of religion, and indeed even in
more minute pariiculars when well understood: but
the apocryphal books often advance anti-scriptural
doctrines, and relate most {rivolous and romantck
adventures. Iovery thing in the received Scriptures
coincides, in respect of dates, customs, the manners
of the times, and historical transactions, with the most
-authentick records of antiquity : but anuachronism,
confusion, and inconsistency abound in the Apocry-
Phﬂ.
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'The canon of the New Testament fluctuated for a
long time: but the diversity of opinion related only to
a [ew books; and full discussion and investigation, not
mere vote, at length determined the christians to re-
ceive them as they now stand; while others were re-
jected as spurious for the most subsiantic! reasons.
This surely proves, that great caution was used to
prevent all imposition. No reasonable man can doubt,
but the christians, who lived in the primitive times,
had many advantages in determining this point; and
their opinion is therefore entitled to great deference: but
learned men are capable of reviewing the subject, and
judging of the grounds on which they decided.

It is certainly known, that the greatest part of the
books now constituting the New Testament werc
quoted by the most ancient christian writers; and in a
manner which shews they derived their instructions
from them, and appealed to them as of divine autho-
rity, and thus to be distinguished from all other books
which had been published among them. A vast pro-
portion of the New Testament might be recovered
from writers, who lived within the two first centuries.
They formed catalogues of the books, and wrote com-
ments on them. Both the orthodox and the hereticks
madc their appeal to them, Lectures on several parts
of them are still extant. Nay, the enemies of chris-
tianity uniformly mention them, as the authentick
books of christians; while they oppose their contents.
So that there 1s the fullest proof that all the twenty-
seven booiks now coilected 1n the New Testament
were received, and read m the assembiies of chris-
tins, in the secoud century; except the epistle ta the



448 ANSWER TO THE

Hebrews, the Epistle of James, the second Epistle of
Peter, the sccond and third of John; that of Jude, and
the Revelation of John; and that most of these, il not
all, were extant and well known, though not gencrally
received as divinely inspired.

What then did Mr. P. mean by roundly asserting,
¢ that there was no such book as the New Testament
¢ till more than three hundred years after Christ?’ ‘This
appears at first sight one of the most daring falsehoods
that ever was ventured upon: but in fact it is a mere
quibble, though too evidently intended to deceive. Be-
cause, 1f you prove separately every book to have ex.
isted, and all but one to have been received as the word
of God: still the New Testament did not exist as a
book and as it now stands. This is the only way, I.
confidently aftirm, in which Mr. P, can exculpate him-
self from the charge of direct falschood: and this is not
a very creditable way of opposing other men, whom
he reviles as liars and impostors.

Who doubts the authenticity of other ancient books,
because the original manuscripts are not forth coming?
Who could distinguish them from other ancient man-
uscripts if they were? He, who demands a kind of
proof, which the nature of the cause renders impossible,
is determined that no possible evidence shall convince
him. *

If these books had not from the first been received
as genuine; they could never afterwards have obtained
that character, much less have acquired the title of the
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word of God: for that jealous and scrupulous invest:.
gation, which Mr. P, degrades under the idea of vo-
ting, proves the impossibility of a forgery esca-
ping detection, and being recelved as a divine revela.
tion,J4

Hagdthe books, which bear the name of Matthew,
Mark;:Luke, John, Paul, or Peter, been published
after their death, when they had never before been
heard of, would not the several persons and churches,
to which some of them were addressed; and chris-
tians in general, as supposed to have been acquaint-
ed with them during the lives of the apostles and
cvangelists, have declared them to be forgeries? The
claim, it is evident, would have been absurd, and the
imposture manifest. The doubts that agose concerning
the epistle to the Hebrews, which bears not the name
of Paul; that of James, which perhaps was ¢/en thought,
as it has since been, irreconcileable with Paul’s doc-
trine; the second Epistle of Peter, which seems to
have been written just before his death; and the second
and third of John, in which he only calls himself the
Elder, prove this. Some of these books, and perhaps
the Revelation of John, might not be generally known
among christians, during the life-time of their authors,
or they might not be publickly acknowledged by them:
and therefore, after their death, the scrupulous caution
of the church long hesitated about admitting them as
genuine and divine; till internal evidenee fully convinc.
ed the most accurate judges, that they were entitled
to that regard.

At what time, and in what manne-, then could it

Vou. lIL SM
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be possible to fabricate the apostolical epistles, and
gain them credit as well known and received from the
days of their writers? and how could histories and
episties be forged, so exactly to tally together in the
most minute circumstances, without the least ar ear-
ance of design? If ever books had internal miarks of
being genuine, which nc rational man on diligent pe.-
rusal can doubt; the Acts of the Apostles, and St.
Paul’s epistles have those marks: and I believe it
would be impossible, for all the genius of all the knaves
on earth combined together, to write an history, and
a number of epistles, so manifestly open, frank, artless,
and often immethodical; anid yet to make the one so
perfectly to confirm the other. If the priests and rulers
of the church should have attempted such an imposi-
tion, would the people have unanimously consented
to the fraud? And would Jews, Pagans, and Hereticks -
have allowed the forgeries of christians to be genuine
and ancient books? A very probable story indeed is
devised by our Oracle of Reason, when he supposes,
that the very church which held purgatory, dispensa-
ticns, and other anti-christian tenets, fabricated the
epistles which predict and condemn those abuses! But
¢ the church could write, and therefore could fabricate
¢ them!’ Let Mr. P. or his friends try to fabricate
some epistles, and ascribe them to Luther, Calvin,
Beza, Cranmer, or some of the reformers; and even
allowing them the immense advantage of saying, they
were never before published, they will soon find 1t
much casier to write, than to estollizh a litercry for-

gery!
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"The resurreetion of Christ has been proved; and
the apostles shewn to have been faithful witnesses,
Two of the gospels were written by them, and have
evidently been extant from their days; as all compe-
tent judges must allow: and the other two gospels
were written by the companions of the apostles.
These were published when the facts were recent; and
no enemy, for nearly four hundred years afterwards
attempted to disprove them. The miracles wrought
by the apostles and evangelists confirmed the truth of
the narrative. In these books the words of Christ are
contained; and they authenticaic all the rest of the
Scripture.* We have seen, that he always quoted
every part of the Old Testament as the word of God;
and he gave Ais aposties the keys of. the kingdon; of
heaven, that whatever they bound or loosed on earth,
should be bound or loosed in heavens - This could only
be done by their dectrine; and all human censures
and absolutions are valid, so far as they agree with the
doctrine of the apostles, and no further. But where
shall we find this doctrine except in their writings?
Those writings contain also internal proof both of be.
ing genuine and divine; and are confirmed to us by
prophecies, which have been fulfilling ever since.
Whatever men may now say of the sacred. writers,
they always speak of themselves and each other, as

o—— t—

* Our Lerd says, “ Had ye believed Moses, ye would have
“ believed me; for he wrote of me. But if ye believe not Ass
“ writings, how shall ye believe my words!’’ (John v. 46, 47.)
Does not this decide that the books of Moses are genuine, with
all that believe the testimony of Christ?
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declaring the truth of God to mankind, and they de.
mand credit and obedience as the messengers and am.
bassadors of Christ. On every account, therefore, we
have good reason, independently of ancient opinion, to
receive the whole Scripture as the infallibie word of
God.—But ¢ Christ did not write his own hfe.’*
What then? If he had, would not its authenticity or
genuineness have been as liable to be questioned, as
Matthew’s or John’s life of him? This again leads to
universal scepticism, and is replcte with most arro-
gant presumption.

Upon the whole, there is not a religion in the world
at this day, except christianity, that so much as pre-
tends to be a revelaticn from Goed, demonstrated by
miracles and prophecies; and rendered successfui by
a divine power accompanying unarmed unlettered
men, preaching a holy doctrine, in the mid po-
tent and violent enemics, and patiently endi .ng all
sufterings, even to death in the cause. The Jews ad-
here to the Old Testament; but that evidently foretels
and terminates in the New. Mahomet, respecting
whom Mr. P. has spoken with great incorrectness,
propagated even his licentious religion by the sword,
and with many advantages had very little success, till
he adopted that measure: and therc are no other can-
didates, which even Mr. P. thought worthy to be
mentioned. What hath theretore been discoursed,
concerning vevelation, miracles, prophecy, and the
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canon of Scripture, contains such a mass of evidence
in proof of christianity, as never was, nor cun pre.
tend to be, equalled by the advocates for any other re.
ligion in the world, -
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CHAPTER V.

MYSTERY.

MR. P. allows, ¢in one sense, that every thing is a
‘ mystery to us:—that we, however, know as much
¢ as is necessary for us;—and that it is better the Cre-
¢ ator should perform all for us, than that we should
‘ be let into the secret.” Yet he calls * mystery the an.
¢ tagonist of truth,’—¢ a fog of human invention that
¢ obscures truth, and represents it in distortion.’*
¢ To believe there is a God may be easy, or necessa-
‘ ry;? though atheists would dispute that point: but
to know the nature and perfections of God is another
matter. The pagan philosopher, who averred ¢ that
¢ the more he thought of the Deity, the less he seem-
‘ ed to know concerning him,’> spake far more rea-
sonably on this subject than modern deists. The reli-
gion, that has any connexion with an infinite and in-
comprehensible God and a boundless eternity, must
be in many respects mysterious: unless a finite mind
can fully understand infinity. But Mr. P. repea:edly
calls ethicks religion; and says  religious duties con-

—— e e et e g
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¢ gist in doing justice, loving mercy, and endeavour-
‘ ing to muke our fellow creatures happy.'# Now an
atheist may do all this: und is not that a singular defi-
nition of religious duties, which admits atheists to have
been very exemplary in them? No doubt such a reli-
gion may be as free from mystery, as any thing in the
world can be.

But mystery, in Scripture, signiﬁes something re-
lative to God, and his dealings with us, which could
not have betn discovered if it had not been revealed;
which can only be received by crediting revelation;
which can be known no further than God hLas seen
good to discover it; and which is so connected with
things unrevealed and incomprehensible, that it can-
not be fully understood or explained. The believer
thercfore understands the mystery as far as it is re-
vealed, provided he fully credit the whole divine tes-
timony: but a great deal respecting it still continues
undiscovered. He knows it not by reasoning, but by
believing; he is still greatly in the dark, and must wait
for fuller light till the Lord see good to afforc it. In
this sense religion must be mysterious; and even Mr.
- P.’s revelation, that is the external world, is by his
own confession almost as mysterious as the Bibiz, For
on that subject he does not confound mystery with
contradiction and absurdity.

The Scriptures plainly ascribe divine pi-rfections
and operations, to the Father, to the Son, a-ad to the
Holy Ghost; and use the strongest language of person

povey e
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ality respecting cach of them, even in plain commands
and promises: and as there can be but one infinite
and eternal God, we infer, that He 1s revealed as
subsisting in three Persons; being Three in one
sense, and One in another. But low these things
are, we cannot comprehend, and should not at.
tempt to explain, further than the oracles of God
have done it.  The doctrine is an article of faith; the
modus is not. We do not say that one is three, or
three one, which is a contradiction: but as man con.
sists of a material body, an animal life, and a ra-
tional soul; and is thus threefold in some sense,
though strictly one individual: so the Deity is One
in essence; but in some mysterious manner is Tri.
une. This allusion is not meant as an 2llustration of
the subject, for it cannot be illustrated; but it shews,
that there is no contradiction in saying that the same
Being may be threefold in one sense, and one in an-
cther.

A 'Trinity of gods would certainly weaken the be-
lief of one God; but a T'rinity of persons in the Deity
catnot have this effect. Rather it helps and directs the
confidence of the believer in the Father’s mercy,
through the mediation of the Son, and by the sanctifi-
cation of the Holy Spirit,*

‘The Deity of Christ is another view of this mys-
tery: and Mr. P.’s testimony to this doctrine, as
certainly contained in Scripture, is not unworthy
attention; though his representation of it be dis-

- g ot P lran

® P.ii. p. 101, 1C2,



AGE OF REASON. 457

torted and erroneous. Even Voltaire would scar:e.
ly honour with his Aatred such professed chris-
tians as denied it. Many other mysteries might be

considered; but these alone need be mentioned in
this place.

Vor, III. 3N
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‘CHAPTER VI
REDEMPTION,

I\QR. P.>s objections to redemption by the blood of
Christ, constitute a plain proof that no man can help
seemg this doctrine in Scripture, if he have not some
previous bias on his mind respecting it.

Unless we understand the moral character of God,
and the perfect holiness required by his righteous law,
and are convinced of our own sinfulness and desert of
wrath and -condemnation; and unless we allow that
¢¢ the world lieth in wickedness,’” and perceive the
utter insufliciency of all that we or any other men can
do to remedy the numberless evils which fill the
earth: it is 1mpossible we can receive, in a proper
manner, the scriptural doctrine of redemption. But
when these things are clearly discerned, and a corres-
pondent disposition of heart is produced: the whole
appears to be the plan of infinite wisdom, to display
the honour of the divine law, justice, and holiness, in
shewing mercy to the vilest transgressors. The Lord,
in this wonderful manner, most emphatically shews
his hatred of sin, and his judgment of its desert; while
he pardons and saves sinners: and thus he makes way
fer producing in owr hearts deep humiliation, dread
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atd hatred of sin, cheering hope of mercy,.and lively
love and gratitude, in entire harmony. At the same
time, all intelligent beings in the universe, how many
soever there are or mray hereafter be, will to eternal
ages learn from this subject the whole character of
God; and receive sueh- mstructions eoneerning his
harmonious perfections, as must prove a vast acces-
sion to their felicity, and redound exceedingly to his
glory.

With these sublime theughts before us, to what de
Mr. P.’s objections amount? Weuld Satan’s exhi.
biting himself on a cross, in the shape of a serpent, as.
a punishment for tempting our first parents, have dis-
played the cvil of our sins, the justice of God in con-.
demning the wicked, and s mercy m saving belicv-
ers? Would it have answered one single end, for which:
the Scriptures inform us the Son: of God was mant..
fested?* And in what respeet does Satan now triumph;.
when by the death of Christ his kingdom i« subvert-
ed, his cause ruined, and his eternal shame and mise-
ry increased? The whole of Mr. P.’s argument en
this head implies the supposition, that sin does not de-
serve punishment, that man is not a sinner, or that it
is not proper God should regard the glory of his jus-
tice and holiness in shewing mercy.—T'he shocking
charge of suicide brought against Christ, if he willing-
ly died for our sins, weuld at least equally fall on cve-
ry one, who determined to die, rather than deny thé
truth, betray a good cause, or desert his friends and
country,—The bounty of providence ought indeed to

Sedosulinsunsnd e
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awaken our gratitude: butunless conscious of our un.
worthiness, we are not apt to be very thankful; and if
we know ourselves, we shall not be animated to cheer-
Jid gratitude, till confidence of forgiveness and salva-
tion be inspired.

Did we think ourselves so good, as to be worthy
that the Son of God should come and die for us, we
should be justly chargeable with gloomy pride; but all
true believers admire the love of God in this great
transaction, because t/zey know themselves unwort/zy
of the least of his mercies. |

To suffer, though sinless and inthe vigour of man-
hood, as a condemned person, numbered with male-
factors, by an ignominious and torturing execution, in .
the manner marked as accursed in the Old Testament,
was far more suited to the idea of an atoning sacrifice,
than any kind of natural death could have been. The
pain and shame of crucifixion, with the anguish of spi-
rit expressed by Christ in the garden and on the cross,
far better illustrated the wrath of God he endured for
us, and which we must otherwise have born for our-
selves to eternity, than the common circumstances of
death could have done. Being perfectly holy, he was
incapable of remorse and stings of conscience; with
firm expectation of the joy set before him, he was not
liable to despair; and his divine nature, giving infinite
value 10 his temporary sufferings, rendered eternal du-
ration needless. In all other respects, it behoved him
as our Surety to suffer all that our sins deserved, and
not merely the punishment due to Adam s first trans-
gression.

If men have abused the doetrine of the eross, and de-
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duced a corrupt theory of human merits from it,* we
should learn to distinguish truth from falsehood, and
not reject both together. Itis absurd to suppose one sin-
ner can mertt for another: but not, that a holy and glo-
rious person should submit to do and suffer many
things for sinners, whose nature he had assumed, in
order that it might be honourable to God, for his sake
and through his intercession, to shew mercy to them.
Did no prince ever favour a subject, who was obnox-
ious to punishment, for the sake of some near relation,
who had performed great services and interposed in his
behalf? .

"The idea of pecuniary redemption is a scriptural il-
lustration of the atonement. No mere creature is mas.
ter of his own life; no man can be found who has not
forfeited it by his own sins: otherwise, he might as
justly suffer pain and death, as reduce himself to pov-
erty, by answering for another person; provided he
were perfectly free in undertaking such an engagement,
and the ends of justice could be answered by it. Moral
Justice is ambiguous: but distributive justice may and
does take the innocent for the guilty, whenever the
bondsman is arrested for the debt of the principal; and
though it does not extend todeath, it can only be thence
inferred, that this is deemed inexpedient in human so-
ciety. If an innocent man shculd suffer the loss of a
shilling, or a day’s liberty, for the fault of another,
without Ais own voluntary engagement, it would be in-
justice or indiscriminate revenge, as rea/ly, though not
in the same degree, as if he were put to death: and it

Ame. e P Py -~
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would be extremely difiicult to a casuist in such cases
to draw the line; and, supposing 2 previous engage-
ment, to shew exactly wherc justice ended and indis-
criminate revenge began,
We suppose Christ to have been a divine person,
““ God manifest in the flesh;”” and that he voluntarily
engaged-to magnify the law, and satisfy divine justice,
in the stead and for the sake of his people, fully know-
ing the whole case. Having in our nature bzen perfect-
ly obedient o the law, and not having forfeited his life
by one failure: he had in all respects that right to dis-
posc of it as he plcased, which no other man ever had
or can have. T'be ends of the divine government were-
compictely answered by his death upon the cross: and
be most freely laid down his life for us, having power
to take it again; in order by his temporal sufferings te
save an irnumerable multitude from ezernal misery,
to the everlasting glory of God. In the fulfilment of
this plan, what injustice was done? Indeed the charge
is wholly grecunded on the false supposition, -that
Christ was substituted in our place, without his otoss
Jree consent.* |
After all; Mr. P.’s objections principally arise, (as
cvery other person’s do,) from this doctrine’s ¢ repre-
¢ seniing man as an out law, an outcast, a beggar, a
‘ mumper, &c.;” he should have said at once an hiell.
deserving sinner. No man will ever cordially acqui-|
ssce in the doctrine, with a proper view of it, till he
come in that character for sulvation. Then his life
will neither be spent in grief, nor the affectation of it:

N 1O
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but he will rejoice in Christ Jesus, and both relish the
comtforts, and be supported under the trials, of life,
far better than any other person. Tlat doctrine, which
to unbelievers appears so gloomy, will brighten every
prospect, and fill his heart with joy and hope, and his
tongue with thankful praises. That opaque cloud,
which Mr. P. says the ¢ person of Christ places be-
‘ tween the understanding and the deity;’* appears to
the believer a glorious display of the divine perfec-
tions, in a manner and through a medium suited to his
sceble conceptions, and relieving to his guilty con-
science: so that ¢ behelding as i a glass the giory of
‘“ the Lord,” (in the face or person of Christ,) ¢ he
“ is changed into the same 1mage from glory to glory,
“ by the Spirit of the Lord.”t

Others of us, as well as Mr. P. have had very child-
1sh thoughts of redemption:} but “ when we became
‘“ men we put away childish things;”” while he retains
and retails them as highly reasonable!

¢ The christian mythology has five deities; therc
¢ is God the Father, God the Son, and God the Holy
« Ghost; the god providence, and the goddess nature!”
Surely Mr. P. knew, that christians consider the Fa.
ther, the Son, and the Holy Ghost, as one God; and
providence, as the superintending care of God over
all his creatures. As lor Nature, she is the Deist’s
goddess: the Bible says nothing about her agency, nor
do any of those who ¢ speak according to thic oracles
¢ of God.”

Mr. P. is little acquainted with serious christians:

— o —— et - k. cpu—— L
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but, I believe, I may answer for most of them, that
they bestow pains, as soon as their children become
capable of Instruction, in teaching them the doctrine
of redemption by the death of Christ, as revealed in
the holy Scriptures: and if men called christians teach
their children only morals and not the principles of the
gospel, they grievously misunderstand the Bible, and
neglect their duty.

I have no objection to Mr. P.’s astronomy, or his
opinion concerning a plurality of worlds, considered
abstractedly. If these worlds be inhabited by rational
creatures, which however probable is merely conjec.
tural, either the inhabitants are sinners, or they are
not.—If they be not sinners, they do not want a Sa.
viour: but provided the way of man’s salvation be
made known to them, 1t may vastly enlarge their views
of the Creator’s harmonious perfections, and increase
their admiring love and pure felicity. And it signifies
not how mean or small the stage was, on which this
gloricus scene was exhibited; provided the whole
obedient creation of God derive advantage from it,
and render him eternal praises and adoration. If the
supposed inhabitants of any of these worlds be sin-
ners: we are sure that the Lord will not do them in-
justice: we do not say, that it is impossiblc for Aum to
devise some other way of reconciling infinite justice
with the exercise of mercy; though we cannot con-
ceive how it can be done: and we do not know, but
they may be left without mercy to condign punish-
ment. All reasoning on such grounds is *¢ intruding
““ into things not seen,” by men who are * vainly puff:
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“ ed up with a fleclly mind.”’* But for a philose-
pher, in this Age of Reason, to suppose that the in-
¢ finite God must have left the care of all worlds,
¢ when he came to save one,’ is so gross an idea, that
onc cannot but stand amazed at it! We pretend not
to comprehend the Deity; we allow that ¢¢ without
“ controversy, greatis the mystery of godliness, God
“ manifest in the flesh:”” but the attributes of om-
nipresence and omnipotence must be inseparable from
the Godhead; these absolutely exclude such notions
as Mr. P. hath started; and I am persuaded they
scarcely ever cnter the mind of the most unlettered
christian; or if they do, they are rejected as gross ab-
surdity, or diabolical suggestions.t

re
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CHAPTER VIL

THE INSUFFICIENCY OF DET§M.

MR. P. enlarges on the sufficiency of Deism, and
evidently considers it as his principal argument against
the Scriptures. ¢ The creation is the only word of
* God, an:l natural philosophy the only preaching.’ It
is cenw.. 1 however, that numbers do not so much as
believe there is a f¥od, or that he created and governs
the world: so that this revelation and preaching are
not universally inteiligible and convincing.

s The visible things of God, are® indeed ¢ clear-
“* lv seen from the creation of the world being urder-
“ gi00¢ vy the things that are made, even his eternai
< power and Godhead:”* so that atheists and idelaters -
* are without excuse:*” yet it 1s evident that men bave
alinost as much neglected, misinterpreted, or dificred
about, this revelation, as that conteined in the holy
Scriptures, Only a very small proportion of the hu-
man iace have pacdered so much as deism from it:
and the deists, who profess to believe in one God of
infinite perfection, almost uiversally spring up I
pluces where the Bible is kaown. They borrow or
steal, or impercepiriily to themselves coquire at second
hand, their glimmering light, frem the very book



A»#GE OF REASON. 467

agrainst which they oppose it; and in different circum-
stances, they might have been atheists or idolaters:
for this has been the case f almost the whole human
species in every age, though probably none have
been wholly destitute of all remains of original revelas.
tion.

It is unreasonable, to take a very few individual-,
who have free access to the Scriptures, but reject a
great part of them, as a specimen of the rehgnon men
may learn from the creation by the exercise of their
understandings. To judge fairly on this subject, we
should take our specimen from the inhabitants of new
Sonth Wales, or the newly discovered islands in the
South sea and Pacifick ocean; where the Bible has
> mever been known: and the history of mankind from
the beginning must be adverted to, before we bring in
our verdict. For even the pagan moralists borrowed
from the Scriptures: and after the ®ra of christianity,
their sentiments on man’ subjects savour,, as it were,
of the New ‘Festament.

But how are matters at present, cven in Europe,
among those who reject the Bible? Have they all re.
course to practical deism? Is it not evident that they
understand Mr. P.’s revelation almost as little, as they
do that which they have renounced? This also wants
translating, and expounding, or men will misunder.
stand it. Let the astronomer then become a preacher,
and try how far science will go in making pure deists.
He will soon find, that the husbandman, the artist, and
the mechanick, with all the busy and labouring part
of mankind, can never spare time, money, or attention,
to gain the necessary acquaintance with his principles
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and demonstrations, to enable him to begin his prac:
tical deductions. The bulk of the human species can
never be instructed in this way: and even the few, who
are not engrossed by business, or sunk in low sensu.
ality, will find the process very tedious, indecisive,
and ineflicient.

But supposing moral truths, duties, and obliga-
tions could, by these or some other means, be clearly
defined and established: the rules would want aut/io-
rity to enforce them; and men would remain destitute
of sufhicient motives to urge them forward, in a course
that would require immense exertion and self-denial.
‘What could the creation teach us decidedly concern-
ing the moral perfections and government of God, or
the actual iinmortality of the soul? This last, after all
men’s boasted demonstrations, can only be krown, by
a discovery of the Creator’s determination respecting
it: and even Mr. P. seems to think, uncertainty or
doubtfulness 1s all that can be attained or would be
useful on the subject.* Yet he himself in ancther
place calls doubtfulness the opposite of belief,+ in which
he both contradicts the ¢ruth and Aimself: for doubr-
Judness is the middle point between believing and dis-
belicving .-~The probability or possibility of a future
state is however, as he thinks, all we ought to know:
without any acquaintance with the nature of it as hap-
py or miserable, or the intuence of our present con-
duct on our future condition. "T'hat is, we are in the
dark, and it is best to be so: or in the words of Scrip-

ey
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ture, ¢ men love darkness rather than light because
« their deeds arc evil.” This is deism, all-suflicient
deism!

What then can the creation teach a man, concern-
ing the way of finding relief from bitter remorse of
conscicnce? obtaming the pardon of numerous and
heinous crimes? finding peace with God and the en-
joymeant of his favour? gaining the victory over domi-
neering lusts and habits, or strong temptations, or cs-
caping the pollutions and snares of the world? What
can we thence learn, which will inspire a sinner’s heart
with calm reflecting consolation in deep scenes of dis-
tress; or enable him to meet death with exulting hope
of tuture felicity?—A poor wretch, having fallen into
a pit and broken his bones, lies languishing in agony
and at the point of death, for want of assistance: and
a passenger instead of helping: him out, gravely
teaches him how men ought to walk, and look to their
steps when they travel on the road; and concludes
by saying, ¢ This is suthcient, and all else is unne-
cessary!’ |

Man is evidently in a state of suffering and death:
if he reflect at all, he forbodes a future state of retri-
bution, and conscious of guilt he drcads the consc.
quences. If he be so stupid as not to reflect, he wants
to be warned, and made sensible of his true character
and situation: if he be alarmed, he enquires what he
must do to be saved? how lL._ may escape condemna-
tion, and obtain- eternal life? Is it enough to say to
such a man, All nature teaches us the being of a
God: moral principles are rational and obvious: study
the creation, practice morality; possibly there is a fu.
turc state, posstbfy you may be happy in it, "This is
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all you ought to know? Does this fully meet the man’s
reasonable, important, and anxious enquiries, or at all
suit his case? |

But the word of God, authenticated by miracles,
prophecy, and many infallible proofs, answers in the
most explicit manner all the questions we can propose,
on subjects so interesting to us; it gives full and ex.
press directions, encouragements, and assurances; and
points out an adequate remedy and effectual refuge to
the vilest of sinners. Thus ¢ life and immortality are
“ brought to light by the gospel.”” Let common
sense now determine whether these discoveries ure un.
necessary and useless. Is a pardon useless to a con.
demned criminal? a physician and a healing medicine
to the sick? relief to the indigent, liberty to the cap.
tive, or sight to the blind? ¢ Blessed are the poor in
‘¢ spirit, for their’s is the kingdom of God.”” When
the soul is truly humbled for sin, the gospel is more
suited to its case, than any illustration can adequately
represent; but the self-suflicient and self-wise always
did, and always will, secretly or openly, pour con-
tempt upon it. This the Scripture hath predicted;
and the conduct and spirit of those who oppose
christianity abundantly verify those predictions.——
The Bible proposes an adequate remedy to the
wants of sinners: and the state of the world shews
it to be extremely wanted. But Deism can pre-
tend to nothing of the kind: and it is therefore
indeterminate, inefficacious, and obscure, unsuita.
ble to man’s condition and character; and though ab-
stractedly it may be said to be goud as far as 1t goes,
yet it 1s wholly insufficient for all religious purposes
tn the present lapsed state of human nature.
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CHAPTER VIII.

THE 'ATURRE AND TENDENCY OF
CHRISTIANITY.

MR. P. has, disingenuously and séudiously as far asa
man can judge, confounded christianitv with all the
abuses and perversioiis of it; and with all the crimes
that masked atheists have taken occasion from it to
perpetiate. Let him, however, have full licence to
abuse domineering churchmen and persecuting priests;
let hitn exhaust his rhetorick in declaiming against
purgatory, penances, and dispensations; or that kind
of christianity whigh is inimical te solid learning and
sober enquiry. But let not the pure religion of Scrip-
turc be blamed for those things, which are there both
expressly predicted, and most sevcrely condemaed. I
would not even go out of the way, to dispute for es-
tablishments, or national religions, though, when con.
nected with an equal toleration, they do not at all
cramp free enquiry; and, when properly managed,
they secure to the bulk of mankind a measure of re-
ligious instruction, which would not otnerwise be af-
forded them.

The religion of the Scriptures must be distin-
guished, not only from all corrupiions but from all
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appendages; and all modes of promoting ¢, however
expedicnt, which arc not expressly commanded, This
religion makes known to us the onc living and true
God; not only in his eternal power and Deity, but
also in the mysteries of his nature, and the perfections
of his character, as fur as we arc concerned to know
them. Infinite wisdom, justice, purity, faithfulncss,
goodness, and mecrcy, harmoniously displayed, arc
here viewed in connexion with omnipotence, omnis-
cience, unchangeableness, omnbipresence, self-exist.
ence, and incomprechensible greatness and majcsty.
‘The Lord, being thus altogether glorious and lovely,
the Creator of our bodics and souls, our continual
and bounteous Benefactor, and our moral Governor
and Judge, commands us to love him with 2ll our
hearts, and to love our neighbour as oursclves: and
these c- mprehensive precepts reach to all our thoughts,
words, and actions, and every possible duty to God
and man. |

This law, universally kept, would nroduce universal
order, peace, and felicity; . "% is 1n ai respects, ¢ holy,
just, and good.”* By this i.  all our conduct must be
tried; and all the other precepts of Scripture are elucida-
tions of it, and applications of its gencral requirements
to our several cases and circumstances.—The Bible
reveals also an eternal state of righteous retributions:
and as all have broken the holy law of our God, we
ai. no more able of ourselves to escape future con-
demnation, than we now are to elude the sentence of
death; for, like othier laws, it requires perfect cbedi-
ence, and condemus cvery transgressor. Some infor-
mation the Scriptures afford us, concerning the man-
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aer, i which our race was thus involved in sin and
misery: but far more concerning the method of our
recovery. The description, there given of our nature
and character, does not indeed accord to the sonthing
speculations of many phxlosophers. but universal his-
tory, observation, and experience prove that they an.
swer exactly to facts; and the more any one studies
his own heart, and compares his actions with the per-
fect law of God, the deeper will his conviction be,
that the statement of Scripture is just, and his own
self-flattering conclusions erroneous. The view given
of the evil and demerit of sin is very offensive to our
pride, and alarming to our consciences: yet deep re-
flection on the srbject will convince us, that we can-
not estimate, what degree or continuance of punish-
ment crimes committed against God do actually de-
scrve.

‘These things premised, we observe that the Scrip-
tures especially reveal the plan of salvation for sinners,
which infinite wisdom and love have forined and com-
pleted. This plan centres in the person of Christ,
Emmanuel, God manifested in the flesh; in his righ-
teousness, atonement, mediation, and grace; in his of-
fices of Prophet, High Pricst, and King; in his power
to “ save to the uttermost all that come to God by
“ him;”’ and in the doctrine’of the Holy ‘vpm*, and our
reaewal unto the divine image by his gracious influ-
ences.

All things having been made ready, in the obedi-
ence, death, resurrection, and ascension ¢f Christ, and
his appearance 1 the presence of Gud for us: chris-
tlanity consists hunn le repentance of =in; a believ-

Vor. lLil. 3P
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ing reliance on the merits and atonement of the Son
of God, and on the mercy of the Father through him;
a cordial acceptance of Christ in all his characters and
offices; and dependance, connected with experience,
on the Holy Spirit, for divine illumination, progres-
sive sanctification, and pure consolation, all springing
from regeneration. Thus the sinner, being converted
and reconciled to God, justificd by faith, and sealed by
the Spirit of adoption, expects the performance of the
promises in the use of appointed means; and animated
by the motives and encouragements of the gospel, he
1s inwardly and effcctually taught by the ¢ grace of
¢ God, to deny ungodliness and worldly lusts, and to
¢ live soberly, righteously, and godly in this present
¢ world.” - Thenceforth ¢ he walks in newness of
« life.”” L.ove to God in Christ Jesus, and to men for
his sake, becomes the temper of his heart, and the
business and delight of his life. He is indeed still im.-
perfect, and in a state of conflict: but as far as he acts
according to his rule and obligations, he does no harm
to any man, but all good to every one; in every way,
which is 1n his power, and consistent with propricty.
Humility, meekness, gentleness, forgiveness, benevo-
lence, courteousness, compassion, self-denying active
beneficence, sincerity, equity, fidelity, sobriety, tem-
perance, and purity, as well as piety, are the genuine
effect of his principles. Were all men true and con-
sistent christians, wars would be impossible; fraud,
oppression, slander, licentiousness, contentions, and
all the crimes that wi....v society, would cease: the
stormy ocean of the world would he hushed into a
calm: men would sooner lav down their lives for their
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enemies, than persccute: they would rather endure
wrong, than commit it; or even contest their right,
unless required by other duties.

"T'his is assuredly thc religion of the Scriptures.
These have been, and still are, its effects on thou-
sands: and could those bchievers, who arc now scat-
tered abroad in the world, be collected together into
one society, and separated from all other men: such a
scene of piety, purity, harmony, and felicity would be
witnessed, as has never yet appeared on carth, except
in the christian church for a short time after the day
of Pentecost. Though even these persons would i1n
many respects come short of their duty, and the ge-
uuine tendency of their principles.

Every thing, contrary to this statement, militates
against the very end of christianity. No countenance
1s given in the Bible to persecutions, religious wars or
massacres, pious frauds or imprecations: indeed all
such things are condemngd more severely 1n it than in
~any other book in the \\}f)rld. ‘The judgments of God
on his impeniten! cnemies, executed by men exproess-
ly commissioned, have nothing to do with our general
conduct: but to inspire us with abhorrence of sin,
which thus provokes a God of infinite goodness and
mercy. T'he whole Scripture teaches us meekness and
love of persecutors; love expressed, even by suflering
or dving for them, if that could suve them from de-
struction.— Excommunication denotes no more than
seclusion from religious ordinances and socicties, to
prescrve them pure, and to make the censured person
ashamed, that he may be brouglhit to repentance: for
we arc required not te ¢ count Lim as an cnemy, bus
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‘“ to admonish him as a brother:’’ and.if any penc!
consequences followed in the primitive times, they
were miraculous, and consequently cannot be imitated
by us.

The system of christianity tends to expand the
heart, into the most enlarged and disinterested bene-
volence that can be conceived: and its effects have
been prodigious, notwithstanding abuses, and declen-
sion from primitive purity, zeal, and simplicity. The
gladiatorial shews, in which thousands'of lives were
sacrificed, to amuse Roman /edies, as well as more
vulgar citizens, were never abolished till christanity
prevailed against them. Hospitals, either wholly orin
great measure, owe their origin to the same powerful
cause. The humanity exercised even in war for some
centuries past, compared with the savage cruelty of
ancient times, is the effect of christian principles.
That change of sentiments also, which has taken place
in respect to the glory or disgrace due to conquerors;
and the very extensive protest made against the abo-
minable slave-trade, and the iniquity of slavery itself
when not the punishment of atrocious crimes, are
wholly the result of scriptural principles.

AD therefore, which Mr. P. has alleged on thlS
subject, owes 1ts plausibility to his uniform method
of blaming christianity for those very abuses which it
most severely reprobates; and of confounding the pri-
mitive church with the corrupted churches of subse-
quent ages; or the gospel with popery, v hich are in
most respects as opposite as light and darkn.ss. Yet
even corrupted christianity may be slandered; and it
does not appear, that 1t is justly chargeable with that
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declension in science, which took place after the times
of Christ, and issued in burbarous ignorance. Learn-
ing was very much declined, before christianity had
produced any great effects on the mass of mankind,
and before it had at all influenced the Roman and
Grecian scholars: and if afterwards superstition was
inimical to science; churchmen almost alone preserved
some remains of it, and were the chief instruments of
at length effecting a revival. Vigilius and Galileo in-
deed were enc ngered by popish superstition and
bigotry for their cliscoveries in philosophy: but zhey
were professed christians, and one of them a chuich-
man. |

It is certain, that the Bible does not discountenance
natural knowledge, if preserved in due subordination
to revealed truth. ¢ The works of God are great,
“ sought out of all them that have pleasure there-
“1n.”* It throws no impediment in the way, to pre-
vent improvement in any kind of useful knowledge:
though it discourages presumptuous speculations;
and exposes the folly of self-wisdom, insatiable curi-
osity, and vain reasonings about matters too deep for
us. For ‘to man it is said, behold, the fear of the
‘“ Lorp that is wisdom, and to depart from evil that
¢¢ 15 understanding.”’

True christianity was never ‘propagated by the
sword.—When Peter in his impetuosity smote Mal.-
chus, our Liord reproved him, and miraculously heal.
ed the wound which he had given: and on a former
occasion, when the disciples” wanted to call fire from

——— - g
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heaven on the Samaritans, he rebuked them and said,
“ Ye know not what manner of Spirit ye are of; for
‘“ the Son of man is not come to destroy men’s lives,
“ but to save them.’”’—I am not concerned to vindi-
cate all that cAristians have done, but merely what
Christ hath enjoined: and whoever at any time hath
used violent measures 1 promoting the gospel, let
him stand condemned, as acting in diametrical oppo.
sition to his instructions. It 1s a certain fact, that the
primitive christians prevailed without using any such
methods; but if they had propagated christianity, as
Mahomet did his imposture, by war and rapine, I
would have maintained this distinction; that Ae acted
according to the principles laid down in the Koran;
but they in express opposition to the precepts and prin.
ciples of the gospel. His religion therefore was justly
chargeable with the conduct which it sanctioned and
required: christianity would not have been answerable
for the base conduct of those who acted against its
plain commands; but they alone ought to have born
the blame.

Mr. P. calls the precepts of the Scripture ¢ frag-
¢ ments of morality.’* But in what other book shall
we find so complete and perfect a system of man’s du-
ty in all respects, enforced with such authority, and
such powerful sanctions? He says, ¢ these fragments
¢ are irregularly and thinly scattered through these
* books, and make no part of revealed religion!” But
was not the law delivered in the most solemn manner
from Mour:t Sinai? and does it not virtually contan

¢ P.ii p. 98,
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our whole duty to God and man? Is it not the rule,
the transgression of which is called s¢ and is not sin
spoken of as deserving punishment, requiring repent-
- ance, and needing forgiveness? Does not the scripture
speak every where of Christ, as coming to magnify
the /aw, and make atonement for sin? Is it not promis-
ed, that this /aw shall be written in the heart of all the
Lord’s true people? Is not this law enforced in its va-
rious requirements as branched out into many parti-
cular precepts, on all christians, with the most earnest
admonitions and exhortations? Are not the fruits of
the Spirit coincident with the demands of the law? and
is it not said, that, ¢ if any man have not the Spirit of
¢ Christ, he is none of his?’’ In short love to God and
man is the substance of all religion: and the whole plan
of redemption, the whole system of the gospel, was
intended to put honour on this law; and, after a man-
ner worthy of the divine perfections and government,
to reinstate transgressors in the favour of God, and re-
cover them to obedience, in part here, and perfectly in
heaven hereafter. | |

Mr. P. says ¢ the New Testament teaches nothing
¢ new on this subject!” We allow that its dictates are
also inculcated in the Old Testament, though not with
equal clearness and energy: but where else shall we find
them? Love of the excellency, and zeal for the honour,
of God, with delight in him and gratitude to him, are
not taught by pagan moralists, with any tolerable de-
gree of precision and authority. Neither Greeks nor
Romans have a word in their languages, properly ex-
pressing the scriptural idea of /umility. The most emi-
nent Gentile writers substitute friendship and love of
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our ¢ountry, which are frequently no more than a mo.
dification of selflove, in the place of dmsinterested and
enlarged philanthropy. Iven Cicero never decidedly
protested against the murderous gladiatorial games,
or the exposing of infants: against suicide, or revenge;
nor even against unnatural crimes, though sanctioned
by elegant and admired poets! even Cicero never in-
culcated the liberal expenditure of money, inrelieving
poor destitute plebeians, or alleviating the miseries of
slaves and captives, out of pure compassion, without
regard to personal credit or advantage. Refined self.
love is the source, the centre, the object, and in most
cases the rule, even of Ais morality; though he wrote
far better on the subject than most of his predecessors.
And if subsequent moralitsts have gone somewhat fur-
ther, we know whence they took their materials.

We allow, that Jewish magistrates were directed to
retaliate on certain injurious persons: but the command,
¢ 'Thou shalt love thy neighbour as thyself,”’ debarred
Jews from private revenge, as much as the express
commands of the New Testament do us.—Mr. P.
objects to the precept; * If any man smite thee on the
“ rnight cheek, turn to him the other also:’” that is,
¢ Bear injurics and insults patiently, though that expose
¢ thee to more affronts; and enter not into contention, 1f
¢ it can be avoided without neglecting other duties.’
For proverbial expressions are not to be interpreted
like mathematical theorems; and men are ready enough
to muke exceptions to such general rules. Yet he ap-
proves of Solomon’s maxim,* in hopes to give the

- ——— . e -
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Gentiles the credit of it; and does not know, that Paul
has quoted it, as the substance of the duty of loving
enemies.* No man I suppose, before Mr. P. ever
thought we were commanded to love encmies better
than friends, and to reward their injuries: but good-
‘will, and acts of kindness when needed, are due to our
most cruel persecutors and the vilest criminals; and
we ought to pray for their conveision and salvation.
This, however, does not interfere with our special
love to the righteous, gratitude to benefactors, and
tender affection to relatives: for the Lord sends com-
mon benefits on the unthankfu! and evil; but reserves
his special blessings for his cbedient children.

I have however something further to say to Mr.
P. on this subject, in reply to his fliberal charges
against christianity as a persecuting religion. Ina pa-
roxysm of zeal and indignation he exclaims; ‘Itis
¢ better, far better, that we admitted, if it were possi-
¢ ble, a thousand devils to roam at large and to preach
¢ publickly the doctrine of devils—than that we should
¢ permit one such impostor or monster, as Moses,—
¢ and the Bible-prophets, to come with the pretended
¢ word of God 'in his mouth, and have credit among
‘us.’t Now if Mr. P. could establish a government
exactly to his mind, in any country where men resided
who reverenced the Bible.prophets, and zealously
preached the word of God, would this principle allow
him to tolerate them? Would he lay no restraints on
men, whoin he deemed such mischievous monsters

* Romc Xiio 19'-"210 1- PI iic pu 4:'.
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and vile impostors; and in case they would not ..
restrained from preaching, would he not inflict pena..
ties? and if they continued obstinate, would not the.
contumacy expose them to heavier punishment? an¢
does not this principle ultimately lead to exterminat.
ing persecution of all who adhere to the Bible, under
the stale pretence that they disturb the peace of the
community?

I have indeed long avowed an expectation of per.
sccution, extensive dreadful persecution of real chris-
tians carried on by men, who now talk the most about
toleration, cancour, and liberality of sentiment, and
exclaim against the intolerance and bigotry of zealous
believers: for they shew no ~andour to men strenuously
maintaining the doctrines not long ago distinguished
as orthodox.—Some declarations made by the late
king of Prussia, concerning the difliculty he found in
retaining Voltaire and several others, within the bounds
which he prescribed for-them; certain recent publica-
tions of French philesophers, atheists, and deists; and
the strong passage just quoted from Mr. P. tend to
confirm this opinion; and it is a subject well worthy
the attention of all who sincerely love the Bible.

But at the same time, I avow an abhorrence of all
pgrsecution; and wnuld have no man abridged in his
civil rights, on account of his religious principles, if
i other respects hc be a peaceable member of the
community. T'he smallest degree of persecution seems
io me to contradict the spirit of the gospel; nay, all
bitterness, contempt, or reviling in controversy; and
whatever is not necessary to defend the reader against
the misrepresentations of a plausible writer, and the de-
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lustons to which he is exposed. On this subject let
every one recollect our Lord’s words, ¢ Woe be to
‘“ the world because of offences; for it must nceds be
* that offences come; but woe be to that man, by
‘““ whom the offence cometh!” For the most plausi-
ble argument in Mr. P.’s books, is taken from that
very misconduct of christians which our Lord ex-
pressly predicted.

Lay the things together, which we have considered.
Advert to man’s need of revelation, and the reasona-
bleness of expecting one; the incontestable miracles,
- by which both the Old and New ‘i'estaments were
introducc”', the prophecies contained in the scriptures,
and their remarkable accomplishments; the suitable-
ness of christianity to our wants, and the distinct an-
swers it gives to the most interesting enquiries; its
evident tendency and actual effects; the sublimity of
its truths and the beauty of its precepts; its existence
after so many ages, though it has been assaulied most
vehemently from without, and disgraced most shame-
fully within; and the wonderful agreement of our pre-
sent copies with ancient versions, though they have
Leen handed down to us by Jews and papists:—[ suy,
take all these things together, and 1 cannot but think
they amount to as fuil a demoistration, us the suljeet
admits of, that the DBible is the word of Gud.

I would now observe 1n eonclusion, that a serious
mind is the grand requisite for obtaining satisfuction
in an enquiry of this nature. Ir the reader sincerely
desires to be preserved from mistake, and directed
into the way of truth: lct him give the Bible itsclt an
unpartial and diligent investigetion,  Let him act ac-
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cording to the dictates of his conscience without re-
serve, while he waits for fuller information. Let him
use his understanding, and not be determined by his
passions ar .. prejudices. Let him ask himself whether
he be as willing to be convinced that the Bible is true,
as the contrary? And if he be conscious that he is
not, let him honestly enquire after the cause of this
prejudice, for if pride or love of forbidden objects bias
his mind, an impartial verdict cannot be expected.
Let no man who would know the will of God, pay
the least regard to wit, ridicule, eloquent declamation,
or virulent abuse: these suit corrupt nature, but they
always tend to cbscure the truth, or perplex and mis-
lead the mind. Finally, as the belief of a God is taken
for granted by all parties; and as God must in all
senses, be the Fountain of knowledge and wisdom;
let every enquirer beg of him to strengthen and assist
his judgment, to keep his mind unbiassed to enable
him to distinguish truth from error, and to guide him
in the path of everlasting felicity.
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