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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
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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
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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
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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

o =

*P.1.p. 78,



AGE OF REASON. 413

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,

- L Y
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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

~- P A D et i p - P
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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-
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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.



