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ADVERTISEMENT.

-‘m'

IT i @ Duery with fome, whether it wauld be meft expes
" dicnt 1o take Notice of Mr. Paine's ** Age of Reafun™ by
way of Arfwer, or 10 treat it with filent Contompt. 1THS
it ».ay dejervs thebaiter, yet ehis might be con/lvued, by
Jorie, a; a ticit Confeffion in Favor of that Piece.—
Arm'd, therefore. from the facred Magazine, I have wen-
turcd into the Field Whetber I have ufed thef: Weapor:; ts
Advantage, iéf Redder muft detsrmins for himfelf :—If [
hawve, Iwijh the Glory to be afcribed 10 *¢ The Father of
Lights;"—if I kav: not, the firame belongs to my[cif ; nit
to the Canfe 1have undertaken, be:aufe [ muft flill Le coxn.
fiderit of its Gocdnefi ;--nct to ary atber Pexfon, becaufe
#o correling Hand (be/1le my own) has touched this Pam-
prlet. Had itepal]od uider the Eye and Hand of jame of
my Acquaintance, it might (doubtlefs ) bave appeared 1o
greater Advanage ; Lt 1hat beirig incmfwr‘lient, [ f1te
mlt it o 1ba Public in its gaiive Form,
A. B.

CarcLiNE CounTty, }
(NcBo) =8th April, 1795.
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ANIMADVERSIONS

ON MR, PAINE'S ‘¢ AGE OF REASON "

®R, A VINDICATION OF THE SACRED SCRIFTURES

FROM HIS OBJECTIONS, &c,
-—--—i-—-
Introductory Obfervations.
SECTION 1.

IFFERENCE of fentiments is (o apt to be
productive of bigotry and prejudice, that we are too
often backward to confefs the ment pofleiied by our
opponents. To avoid difingenuoufnefs in this re.
fpe&, and do juitice to Mr, Pame, it will be re zdxly
granted thathe poflefles a genius, whichin fome in
ftarces, has fhone with uncommon luftre. Iis
charater in a political point of view, I have, for a
corfiderable time, heldin high eftcem : Some of his
pullications previous to that which is the objedt of
my intended Animadverﬁons, [ admire; and even
in his ¢ Age ot Reafon’’ there are fufhicicnt indica.
tions of a confid rable genius unhappily applicd,
Here, however, I muft think, heappears confidera.
bly cocurad : the badiels cf his cav fc, with his
n‘.eafural-lc usa quaintance with the fubjeéi, operata
ing againfthim,  \What Ailton (uys of f,uc ifer afrer
his 24” may be zccommodated to Mr, Paie Aere,
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"~ “not have been more modeft and becoming, barely

by fubftituting the word genjus for arch-angel ;**
Nor appewred
Lefs shan a _gu'u: ruined, and th’ excefs

Of glory obfcur™d. . - - -

As difference of fentiment too often begets preju-
dice 2 sainft a perfon ;; fo a predile&ion in his faver,
- will, if not duly segulated, lead us blindfold into his
errors and vices. ’Tis as neceflicy to ufe caution
here, as in the former cale: Tho’ I admire Mr.
Paine as a Politician, 1am difgufted with him as a
Religionifi: And as he is defirous that peop:e thould
diveft themfelves of prejudice in favor of Chriftiani-

ty, let all the readers of that and this pamphlet diveft | I |

themfelves of the famein favor of Mr. P.  An open,.
ingenuous, and candid mind is ever fufceptible of
true knpwledge ; whereas, the mind which fhuts it~
felf on what it has imbibed in its firft education, to
“the exclufion of every thing elfe, precludes itlels
from every hope of improvement. Candour there-.
“fore, is what I with for, as well as Mr, Paine,
Impel’d (as Mr. P. would infinuate he is) by the }
pureft motives, he is boldenough to ‘“put this work
« under the proteion of his Fellew-Citizens of
"« Amnerica.® But with all due deference tohis pure
intentions, was not this a long ftride towards pre-
fumption znd arrogance? Did he not know that not-
withftanding the banners of Freedom were wide
fpread in America, yet there were many too cordi- |
ally attached to the Ga/pe/ of Jefus, totakea work
of this kind under their protection? and would it

%0 h:ve recommended it to their peryfal ?—And if

hemuft have prote@c:s, then to difcriminate, and |
' ) ' ‘ ) enpage

. —* —— ’W
“® Sec Dedication to ¢ Ageot Reoa”
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engage his good friends the Deiffs, in this office ?
Deocs it not rather intimate that he conceivel the
Citizens of America would {wallow any food their
friend Thomas Paine thould give them ; Might he
not fecretly think, as he « wrote Common Senfe the
“ latter end of the year 3775, and as independance
¢ v 5 declared the 4th of July following,®”’ that

he:

- — e

® See p. 57, Age Rea. Any perfon who reads Common
Senfe and The ‘ge of Reafor, will eafily difcover that
Mr. Paine dwells more on fcripture iin a favorable way):
in the former, than he does on our eiercal ftate in the
“latter, 1ho’ this feerns to be mis book of Diviniy. I make
this obfervation as a caution {-—Who knows how foon Mr.
P. may develope principlcs advcrfe to what litt)- Yie has {aid
concerning fu:ure exiffence ? Who would have thought,
from reading Commoin Lenfe, that Mr. P. conhidered *¢ the
€ Kibie a fyllem of wickedncfs, wiich had firved to cor-
‘¢ rupt and brutatiz. mankind ** VWhile the reader ob.
Terves what Mr. P. fays of ‘he Scrijture in the Age ¢f
Reafonn 1 beg he will feriouflv attond to the contrait t-rme
¢d by fome quotatiuns waich I (hall Ywake from his Com-.
rion Ser fs. -
«« The wiil of the Almigliy, a9 declared by Gideon and.
¢ the prophet tamucl, exjicisly dilapproves of govern-
“ ment by Kings " (p 7))
¢ T it} taei their form of grverrment (except in ex.
¢¢ traordira.y cafer w.erethe Alimigh:y interpofed) was a
“ Kivdof e . Mie.” bidl) :
“ Thtth A gty hathentered bis protel againit
¢ mcnarchi. gov. nment, & . ° (p. 9 )
Y Misa tarm ot goverrm ut which the awerd of God
- % bearstefiimony a ai- [, and bleod will attend it,” (p.1p)
© Letaday be filemo 1y fet spare for proclaiming the
“ charter; letit be bicozhe (crid and placed on the divige
¢ liw ticword of God; let a crewn be placed thereon,
L6 & (p o 26) '
¢ Formynldf, I fully endennfiientiovfly belbeve, thatit
- 8¢ jathe wiil of the Aluigiity, that thae flould bcdwerjt{.
. (1 [}
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he might be very influental in this publ'c:tom,
w fhing to do wonders in the religsons as well as tae
pahitical world ? .
The reader will cbferve that thefe are querics, not
sflertions. They feein however to call in queflicn
the purity of Mr. P’s motives. That he is in car-
neft in the profeflion of deifm, I fuppofe there is
but little doubt ; —that hz might m=aa well in a
meafure, I will not deny ;—but, that there is acon-
filerable degree of alloy in the gold, is mot at all
improbable. Mr. P. muil be eonfident that fuck-a
monfter could not be acceptable unlefs it made a
peaceful appearance. le order, therefore, that his
mifionary might be received; he has fent him
with a placid imile :—But, let the cjrcle into which
this flrang:r cecmes be cautious! For, under a
ple finz coun‘enance is fometimes hid an envenom-
ed foul.  Mr. Paine) hike other men, is a depraved
mcital; and ambition, which dwells mote or !cfs
ta zl. a pi:ing charallers s, like avarice; never fa-.
tisfied : —Mr. P contents not himfelf in his owa
fpnere, but feems defirous to move and fhincinag
o1b.t which docs not belong to him.

.——*—-

SECTION IL

‘v HEN the gigant'c champion of Gath, iflued
forth frcm the camp of Philiftia, clad in brazen ar-
mour
R | :.g-uus OpPINIoNs il g us 2 9t aﬂb(—ZI: alarger field
“ furcur CHRISYJAN Kkindnefs, &c. &c.” (p. 34.)
Realer cou'd you have imagined that two {ir.ams of
valitics fo diffeieat could have proceedid from the fame
wglawm ? ¢!
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snour;—when his ronderous fprar gleamed on the
hill of E*:»Dm:;mim, and s voice thundered,
dreacfully menacing, through the valley ot Eiaé —
difmay was fzread ibro’ the armies of Ifiael: Bit,
contemptible as young David «ppear=d, he flew the
Giant-—weak as the army 6t Itrzel might feem, 1hey
routed the hofts ot Philithia; and, tecaufe GCD
was on their f:de. Let rot, thererore, the fpirttual
Iracl fear. Tho' Thomas Paine’s picce iflues foith
fiom the camp of DEFISM; ciad in the armour of
Luman fufficiency.* th=king the tpezr of philofophy,
and guarced by ti:: fword of pretend ¢ Reafor; yeg,.
Ged is on our fide=his croicn liracl fheli prevaits
and as David fn,212 off Goliah’s head, with the
‘Giant’s cwn fwvord ; fo, probably Rezf n may be
found finzlly to triemph in the kands of Chr.fhians.
C..r ftians efpoule the caufe of Realon, as well as
Mr. P. orly with due teguluvion, :

¢ Wrorg rot the Coriftian; think rot Reafen yours,

¢ *T:s R af 7 cur great Mutter holds f: dear j=

¢ Togive joit Reafom lifc, he pcur'd bis own.”
YouNG.,

Chriftionc know femeth’ng of philifophy too, as
well ac Do fts. Many o' them believed that days
and years were procuced by the diurnal and annual
mation of the Earth, and not the Sun, Sefore Mr.
P. wrote his fketch of Aftronomy; whick, indeed,
is taken free the Sclar Syft=m of an Advacate for
Chriflianity==Sir lfaac Newton,

SEC,

- s . _
3 Mr. Paiue adiieves nature to be (ufikcicnt for the wela
fare of man, in svery exigency.

L1 _____r Y S
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 SECTION IN.

HE motives -which a@uated Mr. Paine in his
publications, aré nut mainly the matter fof our con-
fideration : Whatever thefc mighe be, his arguments
and obje&tions call moftly for our attention. The
queftion is, has Mr. P. fufficiently demonflirated
.that a fupernatural Revelation is fupe:fuous and
unneceflary—that Chriftianityis-a fraud, an impof-
ture—that the Bible (the'ald and new T'eflament)
is caiculated rather tocorzupt and prejudice, - than to
ine-and -benefit mankind—and, that the profcfh<
and belief of Deifm would be produive of more
resl happinefs? _ , )
T-o fhow that this is net the c‘a;e‘ s to obviate M.
P’s realoaings and ohjellions, and to vindicaie the
divids &jai_lh?ify of the Seriptures, is my intention
in the prefent Effay: And [-feel- a facred tremeor
while 1 make the attempf; a tremor p-oduced, not
by a diffrdence as to the merits of the caufe I under-
take ;- but by a confcioufnefs of the vaft importance
of the fudbje&t’;—a fubject on which hang the fates
o CHRISTIANITY and DEISM—of Life and
Deah! What | propofe however, is only to con-
tribute 1 mite to the facred Treafury, which, how-
ever (ma!l', may be acceptable to a condclcending
God, ube isccepteth according towhat a man hath,
and nst avciodivg to what be bath mot. (a) ——May
the Holy Spirit,. who, from the facrad heights of
Zien's celeftiaf i, condefcended: to make his hum-
ble abode in the trea'ts of obfcure mortals, when
firth he kindled the ia v which fhot a heavenly day
through the earth, enl.zh.en my mind, and afGft my
feeble powers;- in the prefent undertaking I

(‘) 2 &tc 'i“o 33.
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SECTION IV,

T would protradt this Pampblet beyord the limits
which I with it 10 be comprif-d in, thould I under-
take to animadvert or, and anfwer, every particulir
in Mr. P’s piece ; being, in that cafe, ubliged to

uote almoft his wh-le performance. To be,
therefore, the more fuccin&, [ fhall confider Mr.
P’s objettions &c. under different heads, defcending’
tofuch partigulars as may require 2 mc re minute ob-
fervation ; and thall clofe my pamptlet with fuch
refleQions as may appear expedierit. T

Any perfon who has read Mr. Puine’s Age of Rea-
fin, may readily obferve, that the fubftance of what
he has written againft Chriftiarity, may be com-
prifed under the following heads or progofitions,

Y. That Goa's works of Creatian are fufficient for
man’s infirullion—tkat a fupernatural Revela-
tion is juper fluons and unneceflary, that there=
Jove, the 1dea is to be rejecled. - .

1. That Chriflianity is a fraud, and the Scrip=
tures the produéiton of human inverntion.

111, That the prevalence o Chriftiarity is injuri-
ous to mankind ; the Bible being calculated ra«
ther to prejudice than benefit the world.

IV. That the profeffion and belief ¢f Deifm weuld
be produltive of more real bappinefs.

Inthecourfe of my animadverfions, I hope to
m:ke it appear,that the arguments brought to fupport
thefe propofitions mayv be ranked under the follow-
ing heads, viz, Infufficient & gument, or fuch as
wants weight and ferce :~~Mifreprefentation and

abufe ;==Sophiftry, or deceitful realoning.
. CHAP.
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CHAPTER L

UR a‘tention is demanded, firft, to this proe.
pofiion, viz. That God's wwork: of creation convey
ellncceffary knowledge to man ;=— hat a fuperxatural
Revela.ion is fuperfluous, the idea of which is con-
[tquert’y to be rejelied. '

Tae do&rine in this propofition is founded 0n an
idea (which M:. P. efpoufes) that ¢ man #tards in
% the rame relative conditian tovrards hi< Aaker he
¢ cver did fland in fince man exifted.” A - idea
which, as I faid Mr. P. ¢fpeufes; not preves.
Could it be proventhat man is ~y nzture as uadcprav-

ed, asircly, andas muchin the d.vine fav .r as ever

he was, the idea of a fuper.dded revelation would
feem ablurd ; fince it w ud intimat: that God had
created man defellive:—the ide: ot Rcdemptiony
which is the feu! of rovelation, wou'd, in that cafe,

be quite ridiculous; fince it would imply that God

had created man in a finful, condemn’d, and Inft
ftate ; on the cenfideration of which, the do&rine
of redemption is founded. On a denial that man
is in a fallen ftate, itis, that notcply this propoi-
ticn is grounded ; but the whole (upeib ftructure of
DEISM ftands on it.  Humanability, or felf-fufh-
ciency, feems to be the miziy fand-bank which for
a while fupports the mculderinz ft:ulture ; but
which, by the ftorm of death, will he fweptaway,
¢¢ Like the bafelef: tabric of a vi1:n,”” Tre con-
fideration that God would not create an intellicent
being in an imperfedt, linful, and condemued ftate,
militates as was before oblerved) again®t the 1dca of
revelation, orthe doltrine of redanption, provided
man was ftill in his fate of primeeval rc&iu'zll}c et

| lie
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“"The fame confidération will be found pefitively to
-contradi@ the idea that man is in that ftate. Thae
there are not only wicisrs kabits acquired bty us,
but vicious principles implanted in our nature, from
whence thefe vicicus habits proceed, s alamentable
tiuth, writter, alas! in charalters too legitle to
require much of the exsrcife cf my pen at prefent.
The firf! fprouts of homan nature difcover their
poifoncus quality, more or leis, and the long Iift
of abominations, calied by an Apoftle the works of
the ficis, (b} are not orly przéifed in the iives of
men, but deeply tooted in their hearts. Theic
kearts contain the feeds—their lives the branches
and {ruits.  Uncizannefs, Hatred, Variance, Envy,
and every evil difp fiiion, preduce themfelves as fly,
tho’ inconteftible evidences, that man is corrutt:;
Afurd-r too, iniclitary groans declaregit : Druné-
ennefs, Risiizgs, and Revellings, haifhly and difa-
greeably proclaim it: flupid Jaslatry widely fpeaks
it: and #ar, in her bloody gzrments, {preads the
dicaciul truth over the world, in thunder, fhrieke,
and groans!—To thefe evidences miight be added
the Miferies 2ttendant on human life; fuch as ure
trought on men, not by their < #uél tranfgreffiors
and follies only, but are infenes bigconreQted with
their nature,  The a: xie'yaic d:ftefs of minde=he
pain and anguilh of body, experienced mcic orlefs
byall the hvmar. race;—and DeAT 4, riding in flate
on his paie horfe, triump’ antly brandifh ng his fatal
dart ;—ail pronounce, all demonftrate the truth of

the gloomy dolliige | am new advancing,
Compzring this rough draught with its c:izinaly
and deciding imparually, no perfon can juftly fay,
B that

~Na— @y

(¢) Gai. v, 1g, 20, 21,
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¢hat I have dipt my pencil in colors too dagk, or over
caft my pi€ure with fhades too gloomy: And tho’
light mizit with propriety. be introduced into the
fcene, it fhould be fuch chiefly, as fprings irom the
8¢ Fatler of Lights,”’ in amerciful®, and a fuperng-
#ural way.

Viewmng this pilture, or rather its far mere gloo-
my original—the World, what are we  think of
Mr. P’s do&rine, that man is mew in the fame ftate
he cver was, from his original exiftence ?—Have we
not much greater caufe to revolt with horror at the
thought of this doQrine, than Mr. P. had at the
thought of * Redemption by the death of the Son of
G2d 21”—To fupport this do&rine it muft be aflert-
ed,cither that man is not in a depraved ftate naturally;
or that God did create an intelligent being depraved
and finful. The fermer would contradi& plain a&,
and glaring evidence——the Jatzer would be utterly
inconfiftent with every prirciple of Reafon, Philofo-
phy, and Religion.

The fubftance of thefe obfervations may be bricfly
cqmprehended in one plain logical fyllogifm, viz.

God waould net create an intelligent besng in an una
bely and finful fate -

Man, an inteliigent being, is infuch a flate :

Therefore, Man is not now in the flase in which
Godfir f created him.

M. Paine has not attempted to grove this dcrine
-but feems defirous of eftablithing it, by ridiculing th-
mecans by which the Bible reptefents in as having
jnade its firft entrance, and the fall of man to haye
peen accomplifhed. Jn the mean time, he gives s

no -
~ ® The idea of ME 2¢Y is founded on the confideration of
wretchednefs. ¢+ See p. 58, Age Reafon
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o sctount how fim gain’d admiffion ; which he cers
tainly thould have done, to avoid imitating (as he
does in this refpet) the perfon who laughs at the
fuppofed ignorance of another, but who, upon being
examined, fhamefully difcovers greater ignorance,
He fays (p. 15.) concerning the Chriftian idea of the
Fall, « He (Satan) is then introduced into the gar-
®@ den of Eden, in the flrape of a fnake, or a ferpent,
® and in that fhape he enters into familiar conver-
@ faion wita Eve, who is no ways furprized to hear
& ainake talk; and the iffue of this tete a tete is,
¢ that he perfuades her to eat an apple, and the cat-
@ ing of that apple damnsall mankind.”’—1Iin p. §1,
Ke aflerts (among other things) that ¢ the ftrange
« ftory of Eve, the fnake, and the apple, is irrecon-
@ cileable to the divine giit of reafon that God has
« oiven toman.”” The reader will otferve, that the
firft of thele quotations contains no reafoning againft
the Chrifiian tdea of the Fall ; butis nothing more
th-n a pilure drefied in a garb calculated to excite
ridicule: That the other quotation contains as little
of the appearance of reafoning as the forrmer ; being
a hare affertion, Though ridicule and affertion are
widely different from argument, and could juftly
claim ro an{wer; yet, for as much as they may be
irflueniial with fome, it may not be amifs to clear
our ideas of the Fall fiom the appearance of abfurdi-

| ty, and tovindicate them from the cnarge of unrea-

fcnablenefs.—An impartial and familiar ftatement
of the matter, is as follows :

1. GOD created man wpright: The foul being
a principle fufceptible of the Divine Image in his
moral perfeQtions, that image was flampt on it,
Maa was pure and boly,

B a 2. The
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2. The benizn Author of his being gave him free-
accefs to Himlelf, whereby the fou/ might 1eceive
heavealy beatitude ; and free toleration in the enjoya
ment of every earthly good, for the body,

3. The fovereign Creator, in the charaler of
LAW_.GIVER, laid a prohibition on man, forbid-
ing the ufe of the fruit of a certain cree, called ¢ The
tree of knowledge of goodand ev:l:” what kind of
a tree it was, is not known; tho’ Mr. P. tells us,
it was an apple tree. Happinefs was to continue
(perhaps increafe) during obedience ; tbut Death (in-
cluding every kind of mifery) was the awful penalty
of the Law—the dread confequence of difobedience,

4. In Adam, as a reprefentative, were confidered
all his feed.

§. The omnifcient God faw proper to permit the
trial of his new moral Agent, who was endued with
fuficient power to ftand, tho’ free tofall, ‘This was
done by the temptations of that fallen Spirit, in
whoin fia firft ftrangely conceived. -

6. The dreadful effe of this temptation, was
Sinin the new creation, leading the van of every mi-

ferv. Corruption and conlemnation were now ¢n«
tailed on all the human iace.

If \ir. Paine, who feems pregnant with reafeon,.
could have given us a more rational idea of the en-
trance of {tn into our world, and the caufe of the mi-
feries with which itis ftored, he iscertainly quite
inexculeable not to have done it in ¢« an inveftigati-
on of true and falfe Theology.” That there ¢sfin in
‘eue world, is 1ot denied: By what means came it

firft among us ? That there is mifery, is moft certain:

Whence did it {pring?—Mr. Paine is filent !
If, upon afuperficial view, any idea held out in the
ftatement

L
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fatement I'have given, (hould appear ridiculivs, it
may be that ef cternal condemnation in confequence
of eating the forbidden fruit; if any part fcems ume
reafonable, perhaps it is. the idea of umrverfalcondem=
nation, by. the tranfgrefhon of one or two., To. a
few oblervations on each of thefc points, [ afk the
“geader’s particular atten:ion,

Rirft, the idea of eternal condemnation in confea
qurnce of eating the forbidden truit, ccmes under
our notice. € What! (fays the Deift) fhall 2 man be
% damn’d for eating an apple # A ludicrous idea in-
& deed.’” Buthis eyes are only on the apple; and the
mouth that eats it. I am reminded here of an anec-
dote | have fomewhere read, which feems applicable
to the prefeat matter,  “ A witty fellow being pur-
«fued by the officers of juftice, weat to the king,
¢ and in a fuppliant maaner implored bis majefly’s
¢ pardon and prote¢tion. The king demanding an
¢ account of the tranfgreflion of which he was guil-
«“ ty, the fupplciant anfwered, that beshrew a man’s
“ bat cut at a window. ‘T'he king diverted by the
¢ odnefs of the ciicumftance, readily granted his
¢ requeft; upon wh:ch his petitioner inmediately
% {ubjoined, May it pleafe your Majefly, his head
® swes in kis hot.” ‘The king confidered fimply the
eflisn of throwing the hat out at the window (tor
kings iiave notalways the greateft penetration)—Mr
P. confideis fimply, the aétior of cating the fruit. It
is an undeniable truth, that acircumflance may wear
a ludicrous afpe& by a fupesiicial glance, which a
more attentive furvey will difcover to be a matter of
ferious confequence. Let us confider that the de-
merit which produced fuch awful confequences, did
»ot-lic in the.alion of citing,ﬁmplyswﬁdcwd's but

B3 ia
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in breaking the Law of Heaven’s eternal Sovereign:

If it be cbje@ed that this prohibition wears a
trifling zppear.nce; [ anfwer, that rightly confidered
it does the mo-e dilplay *he SOVRLIGNTY of the
great LAw GiVER, and the GooDNEss of the kind
Creator. His Sovreiznty, in as much as it thows
his right to make a feemingly {mall matter a teft of
ebedience, and the hiage on which Life and Death
fhculd tueas-.-His Gaodnefs, in as much as the pro-
hibition reftrited man in nothing that could be be-
neficial to him. To which may be added, that it
demonftrated God’s utter abhorrence of fin, the’
zpparendy, in its leaft horrid f:rm.

An attentive furvey of ti.is matter being 21l that
was neceffary to clear it from the charge of abfurdi-
ty, I pals on to the next particular, the idea of umr-
verfal condemnation, by partial tranfgreffion, or by
the tranfgreflion of our firlt parents.

That there is fin in our nature-- that it was net
cceval with the firtt exift=nce of hugman natute, have
been (ufficiently demonitrated: That it therefore
gained admiffion inte man after his creaticn, and
that it was tranimitted to his feed by generation, feem
to be rarional, and indeed, neceffary ideas of the mat-
ter. 1t then, finfulnefs be tranfmitted in this man-
rer, inthe fame maaner condemnation and mifery
(the effe@s of fin) are intailed on us. So that to
adopt Mr. P’s words on another eccafian, with fome
alteration, « Difficult as this dcétrine may be, we
atrive at the belief of it from the tenfold greater difli-
culty of d fbelieving it,””—or of getting Mr. P. te
kelp us to a better idea of the circumftance.

My readers will obferve, that in this doltrine,
Adam (our ficeft father) is confidered as the Repre-

V fentative
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fentative of his pofterity: Tais feems naturally con-
neted with the confideration of depravity and mifery
in confequence of his traufzreflion.=Now when a
fa& 1s (uffi. iently demontt: ated, 'ho’ we fhould not be
able fully to compretend the nature, or reafonablenefs
of it, no argwments or chje&tions can make it voia:
Neverthelels, I will offer a tew confiderations 1
favor ot the idea of Adam’s ftanding as a federal head
for his pofterity.

tit. All men are parts of Adam—bianches of the
firft ftock: he becoming finfui, th y necetfarily pas-
take o! kis finul nature, which fubjects th.m te con-
demnation and mifery.  This bei-g in the ccurfe
of nature, God was not bound, in juftice, to pre-
vent or aker it.  Even under the preent difpenfati-
on, we have inftances of hereditzry pain and ciftrets
—inflances o/ chuldren inkeriting dilealc and uryuith
from the infirmity of their parents.

2dly. As God created Adam a perfe& moral A-
gent, would it not be arrogance in any indivicual
. zmong us to {ay, that we fhould have done better in
that ftate? Indeed when we add anciher confidera-
tion, it will, I think, appear urreafonsble that we
fhould entertain fuch a thought; which is,

3dly. That Adam had (as a weighty obligation ta
obedience) tefide the concern of 245 cwn huppiiefs,
that of all his poflerity; a motive wiich cauld not
poflibly have influenced each ind vidual.

4thly. I will juft add, that had Adam continged
holy the time of probation allottcd him (as ’tis pro-
~ bable there was fuch a fpace of time ) then the happie.
nefs extended tohis pofterity wouldavebeen as great
a6 18 now their wretchednefs, by his tran‘greflion.

If after all, we groan under this load of fin and

woe,
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woe, the doftrine of Redemption gives a glorious re«
medy: JESU>, the fecond Adam, will take off the
burden, and turn our groans to fongs of triumph !
But 1 pafs on to the matter under confideration.

Having removed {as [ think the candid mind wilt
acknowledge) the fourdation of this propofition, the
fupzritructure, of cont.guence, falls ; and indeed,
“ GREAT s THE FALL!” for the whole fabrick of

eifin thundess along down with it.

The readcr will recolleét that the propofition be-
fore us atp-clent is, That the Creattmbeing a [uffici-
ent inflrucior,a fubernatural revelation 1s unneceffary;
and that this propolition is founded on the idea, tha
man is now in the fame ftate he ever was in, finc
man exifted. —-But if man is not in that ﬁate—-(an;.
that he s not; is fufficientiy evident)—if inftead o
being full of divire light and holy principles, he is fu}l.;
of ipititual darkmefs and finful cifpofitiors, it is not
dificult to abferve, that tho’ the velume ofgreation
might contain fufficient matter for inftrulti¥ifor the
boly and perfec? man, it may fall infinitely fhort in
guiding the fallen finner to everlafting happinefs.

M. P, reprefents the Chriftian {yftem as oppofed
to th: contemplation ot God in his works of creati-
on; 2nd enters the field in defence of the wonderful
power, w:f{dom, and order, which are difplayed inthe
univerfal machinery; ftrenuoufly infifting on sten-
tion to thefe amazing works. But atrer all his
flourithing in this field, there is no adverfary ;—=that
is, not the adverfary againft whem Mr, P’s fword is
drawn, Ia this, the Chriffian is by nc means his
oppofer. ‘T'he Atheiit fhould have been the mark
for his weapon here.—It is ftrange indeed that Mr,
&. (hould reprefent the chriftian fyftem inimical £
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the contemplation of nature, when he has zdoptad
paflage: for the slluftration of his oblesvnticas, taken
from a part of that volume which Chiill.cis icceive
as their Credenda, and Ascnda! (See p 73, 40, Age
Rea. )=—Chriftians declare, thutthe cici el j . u er G
Geod-head of the DE1TY may be cleurly fe:1 in the
works of Creatis»; Rom1. 20, Vhey profefs that
Creation is JEH.VAH's ¢ firfl volume o’ ——that the
fun, maoon, and ftars, are ¢ heaven’s geldcn a'pha-
bet:—that natural religion is inculcated Iy the works
of creation. - If Mr. P, knew this, was it not falfe-
hood to deny it }—If he did not, was it not inex-
cufable to argue againft Chrifiianity, t1cm no better
premifes than his own ignorance ? |
But, as Chriftians afiert the important inftructi-
ons conveyed to man, by the volume of cieation ;
they likewife maintain the neceflity of a Revelaticn
fuperior to this; —a Revelation every way adapted
to man ina fallen flite*, Had man continued ina
holy ftate, we conreive Wit the wide fpread volume
of creation wou'ld have couveyed ali the knowledge
that was sequ ite: Having in himfelf a priaciple of
holi;els, be seeded only, with a mind full of divire
lighty to Fehold the DErTy pourtrayed in his
works ;—His power thining in their exiftence—
H s wifdom ditplayed in their order and h+mory—=
and his goodnefs manifefigdin a profufion of bleile
ings {cattered thro’ the univerfe :—he needed only,
to
% Mr. P. aflerts, that the warders of creaticn are fuf.
ficirn® 'o teachus our duty, and lead us to it j yet, it muit
be ;ranted thatthe wonders of redemption kave been more
irflusntiel to prcduce holincfs of heart and life. How ig

this 7 Does wrzn’s imaginary book of infpiration out-do

God's realone t lem— What will the boalting fons of reafon
fay te this ?
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tobehold, »nd to adore / But confidering manin a'
fallen ftate, the cafe is very ditfereat. "When,
thercfore, Mr. P. atks (p. 39) “ Whiat mors does
“ man want to k:iow than that the hand or power’
¢ that made thefe thingsis Divine—is Omnipoe
¢ tent I”’—we may readily anfwer, he wants to°
knew, or needs to krnow, confiderably more.- The
knowledze that the Creator is Divine---is Omnipe-
tent, in connetion witha proper knowlédge ot our
finful Rate, would but augment our wretchednefs.
The brighter the difplays of Divine Majeity, the
more, with terror, will confcious guilt fhrink back,
~Is the CReaTOR Divine? Yes! And what amy
1?---A guilty finner.--an offender againft this Be<-
ing ! Is H= Omnipotent 2 Surely Heis ! And [am:
a frail mortal, *ciufhed before the moth:”” how
fhall [ then ftand % he thunder of his power? ——
Thefz rays of Divinity being tco dreadfully efful-
gent for the mental eye, weakened as it is by fin,
the thade which the humanity of Jefus throws over
them, isa grateful, a defirable one*.. Doe: not the
reader fee that man wants to know more than that
¢ the hand that ma:e usis Divine, is Omnipo.ent?”
Certainly.—~-He wan's to know how a finncr can be
reconciled to God: How his fins may be forgiven,

. ard

* Seep 4t. Ageof Res. where Mr. P. fays of the
Chrittiun fyttem ‘¢ It introduces between man and his ma.
4 ker an opaque body which it cals a rcdeemer; as the
% moon introduces her opaque feli' between the earth and
“ the fun ; and it produces by this means a religious, or
¢ an irrcligicus eclipfe of light. It has put the whole
¢ orb of reafon into fhade.” Mv., P. has at’empted
to introduce bis epaque felf between the world and the light
of the gofpel : *Tis to be hoped, however, that he will not
he capable of producing (0 extenfive a fhade as to thiow
mucli of she erb ¢f Chiriftianity iato an eclipfe,
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and yetanfwered for . How be may be received ine
to Divine favor, and)3 way confiftest with fir&
jutice. JTheie anxious and important erquiries
Mr. P. has aot attempted to anfwer ; bui they are
fully, and fatisfeQerily anfwered in that Seek which
he would perfuade us to renoutce. In that, the
_enquiring. finner finds that the Hand that riade us,
has redeemed us : and while viewing the glcrious
plan, may adopt tke words ef a charming poet,

$¢ With joy— with grief, that sealing Lar:d 1 fee;
¢ The ikies it form'd, and yet it bled tor me.™

A fummary of my obfervations on the fuft pro-
pofition is, That man does not peflefs his primceval
rectitude; but that he is depraved a:ud fallen :---
That tho’ he nceded ne tuperratural revelation in
his primitive flate, yet in his prefent flate bhe dees:
-—being, by fin, deprived of that heavenly light
‘which would have been a fufficient guice ; and

caft down from that fate of bappinefs, in which,
she needed no Redeemer,

oS ——
CHAP. I
DEGLINING further obfervations on this pros

pofition, I come to the fecond, viz,
1l. That Chriflianity is a fraud, and the Scrips

tures the produélion of human invention.

The doltrine contained in this prepofitior, Mr,
P.has attempted to eftablith, by holding out, That
 human language being local and changeable, is

incapable
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% incapable of being ufed as the means of unchange<
¢ able and univerfal information”---That the chril-
tian iyftem wants evidence of its divine authority,---
That it contradicls, infeveral inftances, the princi-
ples of philofophy and reafon:-~-with fcme other
objeltions,
Is anfwer to the firt obje&Rion, it may be obferva
ed, that the f:bftance cf what is coutained in one
Janguage, may be faithfully conveyed in another lan-
guage ; that as it may le the cafe, fo it certainly
Sogll be, if God undertakes to fuperintend in the
bufinefs. Now if the Chriftian religion be -f God,
there is certainly the interpolition-of his providence
in its favor, a5 far as is necefiary*, The objection
thercfore has no weight : Itis founded on the fuppo-
fition the Chriitian fyftem is a2 human invention,
whiciiis begging the queftion; for that was the puint
to be proven.  Mr. P, (p. 26) reprefents the ¢ con-
tinual change to which the meaning of words is fub-
ject---the want of an univerfal language---the er-
rors of tranfla'ors, copyifts and priaters, together
with the pofubility of wilful alteration,--.as evi-
dences of themiclves, that human language, whee
ther in fpeech or print, cannot be the vehicle of the
word of God.” Buat let the candid reader judge
whether this does not call in queftion the power
and providence of God?---for it mut be graated
that He can furmount all thefe difficulties : --can
convey the fame fubftance to all nitions, tho’ in a
different drefs.  Obfervation will wonderrutly cor-
roborate

[

® This obfervation is applicable to Mr. P’s objz¢tion,
(p. 19.) rfpefting the manner in which the Chuch
detcrmined conceraing the authenticiiy of the fcripiural
books, -
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-yShorate thefe rémarks : As oppofition has not dried
-up the ftream of Thriftianity, human invention has
- not muddied-it! ¢ We may as well make difficulties
¢ of al things that are not feen with-our eyes, and
~ ¢ fo deftroy all human teftimony, as fcruple the ge-
¢ nuinefs of the facred writings; for never were
¢ any writings conveyed down with fo gcod evi-
« dence of their being genuine and-uncorrupted as
“ thefe. *Upon their firft publication they-were put
"¢ into all'bands, they were fcattered into all nati-
¢ ons, tranflated into vanious languages, and all
% perfons ufed them, ither to be taught by thers,
‘ or to cavil at them. And ever finee, they have
“ been quoted by thoufands of authors, appealed to
« by all parties' of Chriftians 2s the fupreme Judge
¢ of controverfies ; and not only the enemies: of
« Chriitianity have carcfully watched them to de-
“ te& any alteration which pious fraud might at<
¢ tempt to make, but one’ f2&t of Chriftians has
« kepta watchful eyeover theother®;left they thould
 alter any thing in favor of their own caufe. And
< it is matter of aftonithment, as well as copvi&ion,
- that all the various copies aud tranflations of the
¢ fcriptures, in different nations and libruries, are
“ fubftantially the ame, and differ only in matters
% of {mall moment, fo that from the worft copy or
¢« tranflation in the world, one might eafily lcarn the

¢ fubftance of Chrittianity.” |
But, to fupport the do&rine in this propofition,
ftrs frther urged that Chriftianity wants flficient
evidence of jts divine authority.«Mr. P, wifhes te
C maine-

* A firiking hint towards accounting for the perm ' &ion
.{nnder divine Providence) of fo many different fets.
t Mr, SaAMvEL DAviEgs's Sermeus.—=Sermon (.
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maintain that unlefs he were an eye or ear witnes
of the faéls recorded, no obligation lies on him to
believe. If indeed his affertion isto be received for
a recfsn, the point muft be given up; but Il hope
there are many who differ from him in this inftance:
-—who maintzin that if thofe events recorded are at~
teficd with fufiicient evidence to ftrike conviétion
on the candid and rational mind, a moral obl:gation
does lie on us to bclieve.  He inftances in the cafe
of Thoma: (p.12) who had. “ occular and manual
demonttiation;” —but does this prove that fuch de-
monfiration was ncceflary to the exiftence of faith?
By no means.—It proves that fuch kind of evidence
was necefiary to conftitute an apoftle, who, afier
being thus convinced, ws to te inftrumental in con.
vincing the world by means meafurably different.
“I’homas himfelf was reprimanded for his incredulity,
and as Mr. P.is not an apoftle (in a religious fenfe)
it 1s probable fuch demonitration will not be grant-
ed him.

I’hat miraculous demonftration, however, was in
many refpeéls neceflury in the frft propagation of
Chriftianity, will be readily granted; and «f Mr. P.
could not fee any reafon why fuch evidence was
needed more then than in later ages, I would help
him to one, which I think, will by the candid enquir-
er after truth, be cfteemed fatisfa&tery. '

That rational evidences are neceflary is certain ¢
Now many of the evidences which we have, they had
not—could not have. Several prophecies the pri-
mitive ages could only hear uttered ;—but we have,
in a manner fufficiently convincing, witnefled or
known their accomplithment. The beauty, excei.
Jence, and wifdom of the whole fcriptures; thew in-

trinfic
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érinfic worth, or internal cvidagcs, are cleaily feert
by us; but which could rot bc?o well difcciered by
a'lefs comprehenfive view. “ Holy men of old” faw
the piCture while as yet all its parts were not formed,
nor its beauties compleated ;==but we have the whole
drauzht finithed and brought to light.

Thhus itis no hard matter to fee why miracuious
evidence was neceflary in the firft formation and
propagation of a fyftem, the excellence of which
could no:'be fo well known, nor its other teftimo-
nials at that time be feen.

- If now fufficient rational evidences in favor of the
divimty of the Chriftian fyftem may be had, the point
muft bé given up:—That fuch evidences do <xift, 1s
what [ maintain in the following obférvations.
~ T'hat there was fuch a perfon as Fefus Chriff Mr.
P. grants (p. 13) allows the truth of the hiftory of
his life meafurably, and the manner of his death ;
and profeffes a refpet for his moral charalter (p.13
and 78.) ~ That there were fuch men as his zpoi-
tles, every one muft grant, is as certain; yet Nlr,
P. fays of the writings afcribed to chem (p. 41) ¢ it
is not impoflible they were written by a menk in &
cell.” Ofall conjetures this was certainly the moft
improbable ; not enly becaufe monkery undoubtedly
eriginated fince the fpread of the gofpel, but bec.ule
the immediate and rapid progrels of the golpel on
its firft promulgation {according to a combination
of teftimonies) plainly contradi@s it. To belicve
that any fet of men could impofe on the world by
appealing to events of which they were, ia general,
witnefles,—events too, in which impofture might
eafily have been deteéted; efpecially to believe that
a monx from acei could thus impofe on whole na-
Cz2 tions
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tions, is a8 muck as to fay, that thofs nations wers
apack of the moft itupid affss, and certainly difplays
a mealure of credulity valtly beyond what is necef-
fary to believs the divine authority of the fcriptures.
It is juft as abfurd as to luppofe that a perfon, retir~
ing in fecret, could there form a fcheme whereby he
might {peedily perfuade the majerity of the irhabi-
tants of Virginia to put their truft and hopes of hape
pinefs in the lat man who was publicly exccuted at
Richmend *—indeed more fo, if pedible, .ccording,
to Mr. Paine, who reprefents Chriftianity as havz
;:!g introdaced corruption, fuperftition and credum
aty. | L
~ Thefe obfervations naturally lead mé to the ﬁré
evidence which Lintended to inftance in favor of the
¢ivine origin of the Chriflian fyftem, viziew3, Jis
smmediate and vapid progrefs, confidered in sonnellis
on with its natxre, and thofe unfaverable circume
flances which atiendad it. |

That the gofpel really made fuch progrefs, is a
{2t as well attefted and a3 certainly known as any
event in theanals of preceding ages. The enguiry
15, how came this to pafs?—**How came this to
« pafs,” fays my ohje&or, % howcame itto pafs the
“relizion of Mahomet prevailed fo remarkably ?”
Be calm and attentive, my [riend, and you {hall fee
a materia! difference. '

The religion of Mabemet is well known to be a
medly of difterent reiigions, and therefore did nat fo
entirelv counteral the prejudices of its difciples i—
Not io the religion of JESUS: gt-abrogated Yuda-
i/m, and thereby gained the difpleafure of that 1:;2

, ne

a padage ia Mn ﬂ

-

® This Figdinent was mgg;‘&cfby
Flaacher's Appeal, p. 145,




{ 26 ]

necked p2ople: itdeitroyed the fuperftitions of he:-
thenifin, and thereby {tirred up the nations of the
carth againft it.  The religion of Afatsmet is evi-
dently calculated to pleaie tiie carnal mind; earthly
emolument being its reward—its paradife the feat
of fenfual 1°axures —Not fo the religion ofthUb.
The vo'anes to this humble thrine muft deny them-
Jeives, take up their crofs, and follew Chrifl.
Where z2ll cther mears failed of fuccefs, the religion
of that Impcfisr was enfoiced by that formid: ble ar-
gument---the fivord: --Not fo the religion of JE-
SUS: ¢« whoever takes the fword” for the purpofe
of enforcing relig’on on the minds of others ¢ fhal
perith with the (word.”

Whence then this wenderful fpread of Chriftia-
nity? \Was it by the power of or?toxy? Noj for if
oratory could eftect fuch a mutter, the publithers of
the gofpel were not (aaturally) mafters ot ity being
chiefly illiter:te mechanics and tradefmen. Did it
proceed from the brains of enthufiaftic vifionifts?
No:---the rationalisy which appears in this religion,
and 2 number ot the moft rational men, admirers of
it, are evidences to the contrary. \Was it the
effelt of combination, craft, and juggling? Noj;
for the preachers of Chriftianity appcaled to cir-
cumftances and events which were as confpicuous
as the fun; and fuch as it rauit be confefled impoi-
ture could not be exercifed in.* \Vas it cwing to
a plaufible tale, fabricated fome ages after the pe-
riod in which thefe events were f.id to have t:ken

C3 place

g Mr. Paine (p. 74, 75) irfifts kard on the prebability of
men's being aftonithed by philofophical riix.omers, 1he
flight of hand &c. But nothmg he has faid tovches the
miraculous events recorded in the new Teflament,
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place;---was it owing to this that it gained credit ?
No; for befide the :mprobability of general credit
in fuch a cafe, itis obfervgble. that the apoftles apa
peaied to evepts frefh in the memory, and even be-
fore the £yes qf-their auditories.

- Wkence then, this remarkable revolutiop in the
woild?—Whence, but from that fupernagural power
which accompanied the gofpel-miniftoy.?

« When we confider the nature of the Chriftian
religion, dire&ly oppofing the lufts of men ;—=when
we cenfider the unfavorable circumftance of preju-
dice againlt it, from education as well as nature ;
whenwe conlider the infitruments who prepagated
it :—while we behold it glorioufly triumphing over
every obftacls, we muft ccnclude it was enforced
by fome powe:ful means. Powerful indeed they
ure; yet, “not- {y (humar) might, or (human)
power, butby the ipirit of the Lord of hofts.” (¢)
Are thofe heroes, its ptopagators arm’d? It is in
the pandply of Heaven. Do they bear the fword ?
Jt is the < {werd of the Spirit.””  Does blood flow?
Tt is the blecod of the Saviour! Are the nations ~on-
quered ! It is by reigning grace!

. As Mr, Pasire intimates by the title of his piece,
thai the prefent zra is the age of reafon, 1 with toa®
goniiftently, and muke a rational defence of Chrifti.
anity, Reafon is here evideatly on our fide.—-
& Reafun diQates, that nothing but matter of fall
¢ could induce thoufands of prejud.ced and perfecut-
¥ ing Jews* to embrace the humbling, felf denying

‘“ doétiies

L

(¢) Zechariah 4, 6. ’
® Mr. P. has the confiderce td tell ws (p. 10} that * The
Jews rever credited the flory.”  An aflertion of his kiad,
in the face of undoubied hiftorical evidence, merits no ats

tention,
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‘% do€trines of the crofs, which they (o much def-
“% pifed and abhored. Nothjng but the cleareit evi-
¢ dence, arifing from undqubted truth, could make
“.multitudes af lawlefs, luxurious Heathens, receive,
 foRgw, and tranfmit to pofterity the do&rine and
‘waipings, of the apofties; elpecially at a time
whgn the vanity of their pretenfions to miracles
% and - the gift of tongues, could be fo eafily diico-
- # veper hg(ﬁhey been impofters;=—at a time when
% the profeflion of Chriftianity expofed perfons of
‘% all sanks to the greateft contempt, and moft im-
¢ minent danger,’’ ¥
« 2. The miracles performed by FESUS and his
epoftles are weighty, yea indub:table evidences in
{avor of the divine origin of Chriftianity.

That the record of thefe miracles was made in
the age when they were faid to have been performed,
and that they appeared cvidently as miracles to thofe
who In confequence believed, is clear, from the
general credit piven tothem. The cnly query is,
whether thofe pecople were impoled on by flight
of hand or fallicious operations. This tco, ceafes
to be a query upon a candid examination. The
miracles were of fuch a nature as to leave no room
to doubt ot the rcality of ti em : Such as fceding the
multitudes mirzculoufly— healing the fick by a
commanding word, or uiuvereign touch—unlock-
ing the charnbers of dex'h t—thlling the raging
tempeft by a peacelul n.avate &c —together w;gh
: the

R

* Mr. FLETCHER's Ape al
* 4 Mr. P.tells u- of drown.d - “sas being reflored to
life. which was apparently yoie:-- > “«p heor any othes
serton reitores a drownea man o ‘b - anees CHRIST railod
Lasearus, we'll attend to'the maucer,




[ 32

the {upernatural occurrences attendant on the death
of Chrift:—not to fpeak of his Refurrecticn and
Aflcenfion, to which there were not fo many wit-
nefles; though thefe are as certain, and as -vell at-
tefted as the others ; the moft public miracies be-
ing wrought to confirm thefe truths. The reality
of the chief of thefe miracles was not even denied
by the bittereft oppofers to Chriftianicy, who were
put to the pitiful thift of afcribing them to infernal
agency.

Miracles are things out of the courfe of nature,
and are as certain an indication of Divine powet
as creation. Buz Mr. P. atks (p. 77) “Is itmore
probable that nature thould go out of her courfe, oe
that a man fhould tell a lie?’> And becaufe the lattes
is more probable, he draws the conclufion againft
the exiftence of miracles. To which I anfwer;
bere is falfe logic. Let us ftate the matter fanly:
Is it more probable that nature fhould go out of hee
courf, or that Chriftianity, attended with rational,
irrefragable evidence; fhould be falfe ?—"The naiure
of Reafon is ot aliered by an alteration in the courfe
of nature ; but the nature of reafon muft be altered
if rational evidence can be difsnnulled..

3i The Prophecie: inthe Scripture; are confiderge-
ble evidences in favor of their divine origin.

Prefcience (or tore-knowledge) is an attribute pes
culiar to the DEITY, «Thofe future events which
¢ fhail be accomplifhed by caufes-that do not now
“ exift or appear, cannot be certainly foreknown or-
‘ foretoldby man; and therefore when fhort-fight-
“ ed mortals are enabled to predict fuch cvents ma-
‘“ ny years, and even ages before they happen, it is
¥ acertain evidence that they are let into the fecrets

«0(
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¢ of beaven.””* There will, however, be little
difpute but that prephecy fulfilled is a proof of the
dnterpofition of Omnifcience. . The query is, whe-
ther this is really the cafe.in refpe to the Seriptures?
Mr. P. would maintain that this is not the cale, by
endeavoring, firft to prave that we bave miftaken
the meaning of the. words Propbet and Prophicy s
aflerting that a Prophet wasa Poet, and that to pro-
pbecy, meant io make poetry, or fing (fze p. 23, 24~
25.) To evince that feveral of the prophecies are
poetic (which nobody denies) he has taken occafion
to dilplay his own poetic talent, and has thewn tos
demanftration that feveral lines from the prophets
may be made to rhyme with other lines. Nat to
gake notice of the drollery of fuch a method for a-psoaf
1 would only afk what 3}l this can be to the purpole !
Joes & proof that fome of the prophecics are poetic

militate in the leait 1gainft their being or coptaining
- preci@ions ! By no means. Mr. P. is not the firft
vh has oblerv~d the poétic ' of feveral propne-
cies (efpecially in tue origiinal) bat, for 2nght I know,
he may claim originality in aflerting that Propbet was
the Bible-word tor Pest.  4s this is oniy an aflert-
on, er, however, has no arguments in its favor wor-
thy our further attention, and as all who read the
prophecies muft fee that they are evidently inteaded
chiefly as prediions of future events, I fhall pafs on
to obfesye that Mr. P’s fecond ftep to invalidate
prophetic evidence is. to ridicule the idés.  The
“ fuppofed prophet” (fays he, p. 79) ¢ was the fup-
¢ pofed diftorian of times te co.ne ; and it he hap~
« pened, in thooting with a long bow of a thoufand
¥ years, to come within a thoufand miles ot the

“mark

GO ‘ R — e e e )
% Mr. S, Daviis's Sermons,
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“mark, the ingenuity of pofterity could make it
« point-blank.””—To ebviate any difficalty that
may arife from this afperfion, nothing ic neceflarj
but a candid examination of the prophecies compar~
ed with their accomplifhment,
In the old teftament, we find ¢ Cyrus was fore--
“ told by name as the reftorér of the jews from Bas
« bylon, to rebuild th=ir temple and city, about a-
« hundred years before he was born. (4) Several
« of the prophets foretold the deftrultion of various
« kxizdoms in a very punftual manner; as of Fe-:
“ yrufalem, Babylen, Egypt;; Ninevah, &c. which
« prediGtions were exactly fulfilled.- But the moit
« remarkable prophecies of the Old Teftament are
« thofe relating to the MESSIAH, which” ({o far
frorh being blunders *) <« are fo accurate and full
« that they might ferve {or materials of his hifto.
« ry.” =t Thefe prophecies defcribe the haeage of
« the Mefliah-~the manner of his conception—bhis
«-life'and 'miracles==his deaty; and the varicuscire
% cumftances of it.--his burial---refurreftion---afs
« cenfion---and advancement te univer(al empire;,
“ and the {pread of the gofpel through the worlk
« In the New Teftament alfo we meet with fundry
« remarkable prophecies. T'here C{IRIST fores
¢ tells his own death, and the manner of it, and his
« triumphant refurre@ion: There, with furprifing
« accuracy, he predicts the deftrution of Jerufalem
“ by the Romans.t We find various prophecies
“alfo
(d) Ma. 45,1 &c. *® Seep. 80 Age of Realon.
1 Whoever ccmpares this p) ophecy with Fefepbus’s hif .
tosy of the fad event, muft be feniibly ftruck with the re-

markable parity bet ween the pre«!\ic‘?lau of the Chr:flian

LEG1sLATOR, and the record of the Jewith hitosian. As
one
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alfo in the Epiftles concerning the converfion of i<
<¢ Jews, which, thcugh it be riot yet accomplithed,

¢ we fee 2 remarkable providence making way tor

¢ it, in keeping the Jews, whe are fcattered over

¢ all the earth, diltin& from all other naticns for

¢ upwards of 1700 years,—while all ather nations

4¢ have in 2 much fhorter time mixed in fuch a

¢ manncr, that none of them can row trace their

““ own original.”’#

Not only the fpread of the Gofpel is predifled in
the Scriptures; but the clouds which infernal winds
fhould blow up to darken its luftre; to wit, the cora
ruption intrcduced by antichriftian power (under
the Chriftian rame) particularly by the Church of
Romre. That ycck which Mr. P.is pleafed to 1erm
¢ a bock of enigmas’ + may be {o far unriddicd as
to thew evident preditions nut only of the certaine
ty, but the nature of the Remifh akominztions: fo
that thofe cc uptions which Mr. P. unceneroufly
and {ophiftically uivs as arguments againft the {yftem
of Chriftianity, are (when ccnfidered as the fulfil-
ment of praphecy) evidences in favor of it.

The final diflipation of ti:cle pernicicus clouds,
and the univerfal fpread of the Goipel, are likew
wile predi&ted :—T he accomplilk ment of other pro-
phecies, together with the figrs of the prefert times,
are a futhcient and a comfortable earne &t of theful-
filment of thefe,

[ 2]
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one evicerce thetthispiophecy was writ'en previcus to the
event, it 15 ebfervsble that all the Evang\eliﬂs whn mert'on
the circumltarce c:ed befcre the deftruélicen of Jerufa'em :

John furvived it, and ke makcs ro mertion of it,  See
Beattie’s Evid.

® Mr. S, Daviry, 1+ Tke beoX of Revelation,
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4> The fingular and glorious energy of the Gofpil
. an the minds of meny is another evidence worthy
. our attention. ’

This is an evidence which has not its due-weight
-with Deifts, partly becaufe they (alas:) have mever
experienced ity and parg becaufe of the wicked Jives
-of many who profefs Chriftianity. ‘But they who
have really experienced it know its power, < incon-
¢ vincing them of fin—eafing their confciences—
& infpiring them with unfpeakable joy--fubduing
4 their lufts---and transforming them into its own
¥ likenefs..--Every one thac believeth hath this
- & witnefs in himfelf, and this is an evidence level
& to the meaaeft capacity, which may be foon loft
¢ in a courfe of {ublime reafoning.” “This too is
an evidence which ought to have weight with can-
did Deifts, fo far as they fee the fruits of this gloria
ous energy in the lives of {fome :---of fome efpeci-
ally who have been evident monuments of the pow-
er of divine grace difplayed in the gofpel. Among
this number was §t. Pax/ in ancient days ; and in
latter times the Ear! of Rochefler, Col. Famet
Gaird:er, and many others, Shew us, Sirs, a fyfa
tem from the wifeft heathen or deiftical Philofophers,
that can vie in this inftance, with that fyftem re.
vealed hy JESUS the Son of Mary, and publifhed
by his illiterate difciples !

To thefe evidences let us add,

S. That internal evidence which the Y}n’pwra
carry along with them, or their intyinfic excellence,
varticularly the New Teflamenty which is the more
immediate foundation. of Chriffianity.

By the Bidle is meant the whole beriptures of the

Oldand New Teftameats; but when Mr, P. fpeaks
of

"
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of thebible asa < fyftem of wickednefs” (p. 22) he
means the Old Teftament, which only, heis there
confidering, But whatever “ obfcene ftories, vo-
¢ luptuous debaucheries, cruel apd tortureus exe-
“ cutions, and unrelenting vindiCtivene(s” may be
recoided in the Old Teflamene, it is evident from
the tenor of that, and efpecially of the New Teffa.
ment, that thefe inflances are not recorded with ap-
probation; but that fin and immor:lity, in every
fhape, are obnoxious to the divine difpleafure——are
the dithonor of God’s caufe, and the min cf the fou!,

Mr. P. to invalidate the evidenge arifirg frcm
miracles, tells us.(p, 76) that *¢ it imglies alameneis
‘ or w=aknefs in the do€trine thatis preacted.” i'o
which it may be anfwered, No; but it implics a
lamenefs or weaknefs in the faculties of the foul i
Qur ftupor is fo great that it requires a2 fhake frem
the hand of Omnipotence to'awaken us.® {tis true
‘that the excelience of a fyftem or do@rine fhould be
fuchas to reccommend it: Andif ever a fyftem, if
evera religion can gain acceptance on account of
Jts intrinfic excellence, the Chr.fiza reiigion ¢ is
.worthy of all acceptation.” i
~ As Mr. Paine bas taken occafion to give us a
fketch of philcfophy (which feems to be the oniv (yl-
tem of religion he has held out) [ will take the Jit:cr-
ty to give a fketchof that fpiritual philofophy which
the holy feriptures afford us.

“ In the feriptures we ud the faint difcoverics cf

¢ patural realon illuftrated, its uncertain conjeur s
' »n drer

eansas WPV

T % ¢ To common ferfs great Nature's courfe proclaims h
A DE17TY :—when markind falls afleep
¢ A miracte is fent ag an alarm,
*« ToWake she woild, and preve Him o'er spain.*
De. Younc,
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¢ determined, and its miftakes corre@ed; fo that
« Chrftianity includes natural religion in the greate
“ eit perfeCtion. But it does not ieft here ; itbrings
“ ¢o light things which ¢ eye had not feer, nor ear
“ heard, nor the heart of man conceived ;” things
¢ which our feeble reafen could never have difco-
¢ vered witirout the help of fupernatural reyelation 3

¢ and which yetare of the utmoft importance for us
Stoknow.”

“Inthe Scriptures we have the cleareft, and moft
¢ majeftic account of the nature and perfe@ions of
‘¢ the Deity; of His being the Creator, Ruler and
¢« Rerefaltor of the univerfe, to whom therefcre sl
¢ reafenzbje beings are under infinite obligations.”*

In

* Mr. P, fays (p. 41) ““ I recolie@® not a fingle pal.ge
in all the wiitings of the men called apoitles, that conviys
any ides of what Godis.”” ‘What a pity he was (o void of
secollcStion 1a a matier of fuch importance !e—and that ke
thould take 2dvaniages again® Chiiflianity from his waut
of1cecil:&ion ! To thew however that this is a defiél 1a
Mr. P. and not ia the Scripturcs, I .will here recite feme
hints frcm the writings of thiefe mcn calied apoftles, znd
Jeave the rezder po judge whether th:cfe writings do rov con-
vey to vs 1deas of what Gop 16 ¢ Gew a Sparer ard Invie
Gtles Jehniv. 2¢, and @ Tim. vi. 15, 56 Efernal; Rev.
3. 8. fmmutable; Jas. ic 17, Heb, xiii. 8. Qmeipetent 5
om. . 20, and Mat. xix. 26, Usmiprafent; AC: xvii
25, 28, Cmuifcient; Rem. xi. 33, and Heb. iv. 13.
PureasdFoiy; 1 Pete i 55 Fuft and Rightecus ; Col. i,
25, Guad avd brecious s Matov, 45, avd 2 Cer. 113,
Fajthful ardtri:cy 2 Thel iii. 3, and Titus i, 2. 3. Ore¢
Cedy 1 Cer. vl 4o 1hvee in One; 1 Joho ve 7. The
God of Nature and Picvidence; Afts xvii. 24, 26.

I caniot Lere fosbear tzking notice «f the mean, vrigere.
yous part Mr. P. has a&ed (p. 50) indergirg the Ctnhis
an {5 Hem with the belief ef ¢ five dities: God the Fa Ler,
¢ Sod the Scn, Gud thie Bely Gleft, the Ged Prcvidu;a;,

an
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¢« In the Scriptures w2 have an ac:ount of the

¢ prefent ffate of human nature, as deenzrate, and’
“ a more rational and eafy account of the manner of
« its apoihcy than could ever be givea by thc light
© of nature.”

<: [n the Scriptures toa (which wound but to cure)
¢« we have the welcome account of a method of re-
“ covery from the ruins of our apoftacy, thro’ the
“ mediation of the SoN OF Gob :- There we have
¢ the ailurance whica we could find no where elfe,.
¢« that (God is reconcilable and wiliinz to pardon pe-
¢ pitents upon the account of the obedience and fuf-
“ forings. of CHRisT. There all our anxious en-
¢¢ quiries, wherewith thall | come before the Lord ?
“ or bow myfelf before the moft high-God? (¢)are
“ fatisfalorily anfwered; and: there the agonizing
« confcience can-obtain rehef, whicly might have
‘¢ fought it in vainamoopg all the other religions in
¢ the-world.” +

D 2 Tha

¢ and the Godde(s Nature " However {trsige the 0ot 1-¢
of the TRINITY may be, Mr. P. muit know that Ch-ifi.
ans are advocates fer the dollrine of UNI1TY 1in the God-
head. And as 10 the two dcities, the G4 Pravidence and
the Goddefs Nasare, we are indebted to Mr. P's fertile in-
vention foe their exi&ence, for Chriftians know that No-
ture an« Providence are in the hands of GOD. ~——If ths
caulc of Ciiranianity be fo palpably falfe ss Mr. P. wouldt
make it, why does th? cavfe of D:ifm need fucli palpable
talfehood to fupport it ?

Mr. P. feems to pleme his caufe upen the bel'ef of On
Godonly (p 7.) Itisnct difficult to fce that for this aml
feveral other ideag he i is indebted to the Scriptures, tho’ he
cither does not perceive it, or wiil not acknowiedge it,
What other (y ftem ever eQablithed this dodrine cxce pt the
Scnpturts ? Ard howcan Mr, P. {ay, mankind will return
to the belief of one God ™

(e) Micah 6. 6. 7. t+ Mr. & Davies,
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The eternal worlds were never explored by mor-
tals, neizher could their unenlightened minds form
any competent idea of them. From the eyes of the
wiiz{t heathens thofe unkpown regions lay obicured
by ¢ fhadows, clcuds, and darknefs.”’~"Tis to the
gofpel-revelation that we are indebted fora dilcovery
of thele awfuland impoitant things. ’Tis the hand
of JESUS that has “ unbarr’d the gates qf light,”
ar:d Jet heavenly day down into-our benighted world.
The celeftial rays have beamed into “this gloomy
valley, and the land of the fhadow of death has be-
come a land of light and vifion. ey

> Tis worthy our obfervation, how far more ma-
ieftic and becoming is the idea of the future ftates of
the rightcous and wicked, held out in the facred
writings, than all the chimeras which the brains of
the unenlightened heathens have formed!® How
mean and nfipid are their ideas of the Efyfian Fields,
and the fenfual joys experienced by their inhabitants,
when once compared with the pure tegions of light
and glory—the refined joys of angels and ¢¢ the fpi-
tits of juft men made perie&t!” How low their de-
fcriptions of future punithments ;—of Ixion on the
wheel—of Tantalus mortified with the fight of coal
water and tempting apples, while he could get nei-
ther—aof Sifyphas doomed to rollin vain a huge ftone
ug v utll=of Prometheuschained to a frozen moun-
tair on whofe liver a vulture preyed;—I fay how low
vrnen compared with the awrully majeftic difplays of
the regions of forrow, the realms of damnation,
where confcience, like a never-dying worm, preys
on

® Tho" the golpel reveals doltrines which human reafon
never could kavedifcovored, yot when 1evéaled they {chicily)
appear to ceincide Witn ix, aad !0 i ¢ eftablithed by it
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en the foul, and the juft vengeance of JEHOV Al,
Jike fire, is dreadtully vented ! ‘

"Fothefe dodtrinal {ketches, many additions might
be made ; but ]l pals on te abferve that |

‘Fae riptures afford us the moit pirfe fyftem.
of praflical religion.
. % There, not only the daties of naturai religienare
% inculcated 3 but teveral important duties, as love
“ to our enemies, humility,’”’ repentance and {aith,
¢ In fhort, there we are informed of cur dutics te-
“« wards (God, towards ous ncighbors, and towards .
“ourfelves,  The feriptures are full of particulac-
‘“ injunchcns and-direchions to paiticular dutigs, left
¢ we fhould not be f:gacious esough to in‘er them
¢ from general rules; and fometimes ail thefe duties
< are fummed up in fome fhort max ' m, or generai
¢« rule, which we may ealily remember,and alwa:s
“ carry ahout with us.  Such a noble {ummary s
¢ that which CHR1sT has given us of the whaic
“ moral law; Thou fhalt live tie Lorn ihy Gob
S wwith ail thy beart. &c. and thy ncighbsr as thy-
¢ feif. (f} Or that all-compretengding rule of our
 conduct towards one ancther, /¥ hatfaever ye weuid
S that me fhould do unto yiu, d3 ye cven [ ounts
S them;” (g) Whatrecommends thefe doétrinal in.
“ fliuélions, and pradtical cire&icrs is, th:t ttey
“are plainand obvious to common-fenfe. It is a3
“ much the concern of the illiterzle «nd vulgar to be
‘“religious, as of the few endowed with a philuf.
‘ phic genius; and confequently, whatever difficui-
‘“ties may te ina Revelation to exercile fuch a ge-
““ nivs, all matters of Faith and pr:Gice which are
“ abfolutely neceffary, thould be delivercd inamaa -
— D3 . “ ree

() Matvaz, 370 () Mat 7. 300
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“ ner fuirable to the meaneft capacity, According-
‘““ly, the religion of JESUS, tho’ it has myferies
4¢ equal, and inhnitely fuperior to the largeft capacity,
“ yet in its more neceflzry articles is intelligible 1o
“all ranks who apply them{elves with proger dili-
* gence to the perufal of them : and I dare affirm, that
¢: 2 man of common fenis, with the afliftance of the
¢ facred fcriptures, can form a better {yftem of reli-
¢ gioaand morality, than the wifeft philofopher, with
¢ all his abilities and izarning, can form without this
« help. This I dare affirm, becaufe it has been put
¢ o trial, and attefted by matter of fall: for who-
« ever is acquatnted with the writings of the ancient
« heathen philoiophers, cannot but be convinced,
¢« that amidit aii their learning and ftudy-——amidit all
« their thining thoughts and refined fpeculations, they
<t had no: {uch j=ft notions of Gob and his periecti-
¢ ons—of the inof: acreptable way of worthiping
«« Hym—ocf ihe duties of mcrality—and of a futyre
¢ ftate, as any common Chriftian hos Jearacd from
“ the {cripteres.—in this fenfe, the lecfl in the king «
“dymof hcaven, i e. auy common Chriitian, s
« arcater than all the Sacr ates’s the Plato’s tae Cice-
& yp’syand the Seneca’s of antiquity; as one that is
¢ of a weak fight can fece more clearly by the help of
“ day-light, than the clearcit eyz can without it *
I know that Mr. Paine calmlv tells us, p. 11 (after
confeffing the morality which Chirift preached to be
cf the moft benevolent kind +) that imilar fyftems
_ef morality had been preached before ;. but this
being
* Mr.S. DaviEs. + 1 he reazer will obferve that
ir. Po prafafles to heiievein the exitence of fuch a perfen
2s Jefus Chiriit, ard the excellence of his doltrine, tae lat-
ter of which can or Iy be gatiered i50om that bock which he
seinClsas a forgery—the New Teitament
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being but an aileriion, is nothing to the purpdfe.

Upen the whole, the religion of JESUS is fuch a
religion as we might expect from heaven in cafe any
fhould be given; and as we have confidered the ex-
pediency of a fupernatural religion, we may fately
conclude that #bss is it—that this is ffom Gob. It
bears marks of divinity in its features—it carriesevi-
dences of divinity in the ciscumftances a:tending it.
We may accommodate to this fubjeét, with fume al-
teration, what Mr. Paine fays concerning the behief
of the exiftence of God;—We artrive at the beiief
of the divinity of the {criptures from the infurmoun-
table dithiculty of difbelieving it.

We fee in the works of nature evident indicati-
ons of creating power and wifdom ; fo may l lay, we
fee in the holy fcriptures evident indications of Divi-
nity: and (itrange as fome may think it} in tle vo-
Jume of Reveiation, morce of the pertections of the
‘Deity are illufirated, than in the volume of creati-
.on,—Creaticn may be termed {figprativeiy fpesk-
-ing) the figaet that adorns the right hand of Jrro-
VAH;=—but Kevelaticn thews the gems that iparkle
on all his fingers.

It it were necefiary to cxpauiate further on this
point, | weuld take notice that the feriptuses turnifh
us not only with matter adapted to the common ap-
prehenfion, but that here alfo the philofophic miad
“nay find exercife, and the aémirer of the true fublime
may be gratified. But willing to be as coucife as
may be, | muft deny mylelf the fatifalt:on of exem-
plifying thefe obfervations by paflages which might
readily be cited, .and pafs on.

Toreprefent Chriftianity as a fraud, Mr. P. further
- ~urges that it centradils, in feveral initaness, the

prin-
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winciples of Reafon and Philofophy: acharge whick.
will appear to be owing chiefly 1o mifreprelensation
o (mitunderftanding.

Let us firft confider the objetion, ¢ that it con-
tradits Reafon.”

Is it inconfiftent with reafon ( ofter weighing the
foregaing arguments) that man thould in ais prelent
itate, be etteemed corrupt?--that he thould wnerefore:
be confidered fallen from his original rectitude .-«
that in confequence he thould. te reprefented as con-
demned by the rizhieous law of God, and unable to
veliver hinelf? that in this unhappy dilemma, a
gracious,condefcending Gop fheuld deign to putais.
awnhznd to the werk of recovering his loit creature?
Lconiefs that in all this I fee nothing that contradicts
tre pricciples of reafon ; but I fee a great deal of res-
Jen for (e exercile of humility and gratitude.

But the matter (it may be faid) requiies a nicer at--
tention, lincc feveral particuler doltrines in thisfyitem -
are objected-to. . Let us thendefcend to particulars,

The do&lrine of the fall of man and the circum-
ftances attending it, might claim our notice, as con-
fidered contradiltory to reafen by Mr, P, This
however I had occafion toattend to early in the pro-
cefs of this work;  where man is thewn to be in a
fallen ftate.- where the manner of tiie origin or fource
of univerfal depravity and mifery, as held out in the
fcriptures, is confidered the only rational idea we can
Fave of it---and where Mr, P. is juitly sccufed with
failing to account for the corruption of nature, and
the miferics of mankind, in a better manzer. Thus.
far toen I have anticipated myfelf. .

The objection which we fhall now firft confider,
feeqs te-ariic from apidea, that as God bhasa great
' f nmbcl:'~
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pumnber of worlds under his care, befide ours, it is
unreafonable to fuppole ke would ufe fuch ftupen-
dous condfcenfion sowards cne. I, 60, Mr. Paine
tells us that ¢ To believe that God created a plu-
¢ rality of worlds, at leaft as numerous as what we
« call ftars, senders the Chriftian fyftem of faith at
¢ once little and ridiculous; and fcatters it in the
¢« mind iike feathers in the air.”” And p. 69, he alks,
« From whence then could arife the folitary and
« ftrange conceit that the Almighty, who had mil-
« lions of worlds equally dependent on his proteét:on
¢ fthould quit the care of all the ref?, and cometodie
¢ in our world —?"’ The idea held out in thefe quo-
tations is really odd enough. A fine picture of the
D1ty for you, truly ! ! Like a man of bufinefs, hs
is reprefented 2s too much cumbered with other af-
fairs to do fo much for ene world ! Does Mr. P.
really think that the ALMIGHTY, in payiag at-
tention to ene world, muft quit his attention to ar-
other? Or would he thus mifreprefcnt Chriftianity ?
If the firft, he is wretched!y out in his ideas of r-
‘vintTY ;—if the lat, he is as far from truth, juftice,
‘and generofity. Does a multiplicity of woilds di-
vide the attenticn, love, 2nd muniiicence of the Al-
niighty in fuch a manner as to make them lefs to each
_world than if there were but one «folitary workl #”’
By no means.  Yet, zccording to Mr. P, the idea
of a “ folitary world”’ would be much mor: confif-

tent with the doctrine of this ftupendous love.
Ubpon the whole, does not the idea of a multipli-
city of worlds rather aggrandize this do&rine #—
The {zheme of redeeming love was to manifeft the
viches of God’'s Grase; confequently the more fu-
peadeus his condeflcenfion, the brighter fhines his
fce




[ 46 ]

freegrace. Ifit.be more wonderfuland firange that'
God, amidft ten thoufand worlds rolling through
immenfe tralts of wether, fhould pay fuch regard to
¢ this dim fpot which mencall earth;” it the more
exalts. cur ideas of His unbounded goodnels. The
weight of reafoning from this quarter wiil be found'
ia the oppofite fcale to Mr. P.-

The next doQrine which we fhall notice, as confi--
dered incorfliftent with 1eafon by Mr. P. is, that of
the Incarnation and Death of CHRIST. He tells
us (p. 51) “ Theamphibious idea of a man-god, and*
“ the corporeal id:a of the death of a (God=—=are ir-
“ reconcileable to the divine gift of realon that God
¢ has given toman.” # |

"Fhe-matteris here mifreprefented. - With regard-
0 theincarnation of CHRIS T, which.Mr. P. terms
« the amphibious idea of a man-god,” I will jult’
obflesve that this wonderful.perfon is to be confider-
¢d as God and Man, di.tinétin thele two natures,
yet ‘conjoired in Oae Prrfon: [n which idea, there
8 no maore:real inconfiftency with reafon, than in
the idea. of a union between two fuch different na-
tureswgs the: foul and body. - Is that incomprebenfie
ble? fo is this:  The pofhbility of a union betwesn
the Divine and. Haman natures feems admittable: jt
is thecefore not.inconfiftent with reafon, however
firange ard fublime. -

As to < the corporeal idea of the death of God,”’
I-have to fay, that, ftrictly fpeaking, we have rnp‘:'

‘uc!
““% The epithet ** divine” which is here given 0 re'on
would doubtlefs have beea fufficient ta exprefs it the gift
of God, withqut adding, ** that God has given to maa.”
But Mr. P. isfo eages that he runs inte down right tau-

tology ; te proove teo, what nebody denics~thav reafon
i God's gift,
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fuch an idea. It is true that the blood and dezth ot
JESUS -are, in Tripture, fet forth as the blood and
death of GOD : but the 1eprelentations which the
{criptures every where give us of the nature of Divi-
NITY, 3re {ufficient to aflure us that thofe exprefii-
ons are not to be takenin a fir:éf fenfe. 'They point
out to us, however, the ineftable union of the God-
head and Manhood in the perfon of CHR 15T and the
infinite merit of his fufferings by virtue of that union.
- The obje&tions which we Thall next attend to, are
thefe made to the do&rine of Redemption. This
1sthe grand pillar, or rather thefoul of Chriftianity;
ageinft it therefore Mr. I'. makes a violent puth,
He fiit confiders it as ““reprefenting the Crcator
“ coming off, or revoliing the fentence by a purs or
“ a quibble upcn the ward death * (p. 30).”” But
thisis teking it for granted that the fubflituting of
Ch:ifl as a fuiety, cannot be allowed of ; which he
ought firft to have proven. As he has however :.t-
tempted this afterwards, we will attend te it inits

place, |
He next objefls to this dollrine becaufe, as he
thinks, it has given rife to the popith idea of one
perlon performing meritoricus fervices for another—
of pardons-—indulgencies &c. (p 32) Whether
thefe notions were fuggefted by the doétrire of Re-
demption or not, 1 cannot fay; but certain it is that
if they were, they are a perverficn 2nd abufe of that
dellrine, and that they are corruptions of Chrifti-
» ity j==corruptions for which the fyflem cannot be
-cenfurable. When, therefore, Mir. P, fays, ¢ The
““provability is that the whole theory or deétrine of
‘“ what

e - ; — SO — g—— [— -
* Tle word Desthis r.ot receflariiy to be confined te
one rieaning ; it has feveral in Senpiurc,
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#¢ what is calied thc redemption (which is f2id te
* have been accomp!ifhed by the att of une périon ia
« the room of another) was criginally fabricated on
« purpole to bring forward and build all thofe fecon-
“ dary and pecuniary redzmptions upon;” 1 fzy,
when Mr. P. ays this, he is certaialy te be contra .
cicted. Thriis is not 1ae probability, but the greateft
i'nprobability : not only for the reafons already given
in favor of the divine authority of tae fcriptures, but
becaule, Ocft, (e ezlier propagaiors of the golpel-
do&rines never 2ppeared to-haee the Jealt thadow of
-pecunizry defi ;38 neither. were pecuriary ends ef-
{2%ed by theirlabors. Becaulfz,fzconcly, the whole
tenor of the gofpel reprobates fuch ahominations,
and reprefents them 25 evident indications of znti-
chrift. Neither does the doélrine of Redemption
by Chrift faver in the leaft degree the popifh re-
demptions ; the Godhead of CHRINT being held
for:h as neceflary to the werk of Redemptian, And
fince every man is a finner, andneeds this Redemptis
on, ’tis the height of abfurdity to fuppale one can re-
deem (or do any thinz meritorious for) another,

Mr. P’s next objeéion to the doctrinie of Redemp-
tion is, that it contradis our ideas of moral juftice,
His words are (p. 33) « IfI owe a pc-lon neney
'« and cannot pay him, and he threatens o pittas in
¢ prifon, another perfon can take the debt v, un hin-
¢ felf, and pay it for me. DBut if I have committed
« a crime, every circumftance of the cafe is changed.
¢ Moral jultice cannot take the innocent for the
« guilty, even if the innocent would offer itfelf.””—
I muft here takc the liberty to fay, that I cannot
think thisdo&trine focontradi®oryto the idea of moral
fullice as deifts ard fome advocates for Chriftianity

have
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have thought it. Tt is true that there could be no
propriety or ut lity jr vicarious fufferings ameng
men cenfidering circumitances as they reaily arc;
but could it be certain that an offender fhould te
reclaimed, as well as releafed from death, by tke
altions or fufferings cf {cme other perfon (veluntae
rily undertaking tor him) I cannot fee why this
Jhould rot fatisfy and keep up the dignity of the law,
Pecuniary juftice is fatisfied when the ifurety pays
the gebt, becaufe the rreciter lotes mething : in
this cafe the innocent fuffers for the guiity, and
juftice accepts it : and if we think the cafe is ene-
tirely different in moral juftice, perhaps itis owing
chiefly to fentiments infpired more by prejudice
than principle.

After all, I am ready to confefs in behalf of Chrif-
tianity (nor do [ conceive that it miiitates in the lezft
againft it) that this doltrine, as weil as that of the
TriviTY {of which I have before teken no notice)
ar.d fome other do&rines, are beyond the compre<
herfion of human reafon. ¥ Indeed this, {0 far from
being an objection to Chriftianity, feems perfeltly
crrnfiftent with our ideas of a divine Revelation,
‘T'hat the proofs and evidences of the authority of
Reveiation fyould be clearly comprehende d—that the
precepts it contains fhocld be plain to all candid and
fericus enquirers, are what we fhould naturslly ex=
p=éi: But when we fee that the reafcn< of many
thirgs in the natural world bzfle our me{t painful

refearclies—when we confider that feveral things in
E the

—— S — -

® By theexpreffion, tuman reassr, 1 do rot mean io ine
timate thst a man can give himfe!f reafen, of which Mr,
P conplains; but I mean that degree of resfon which hee
-man nature pofl fles,
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<he moral world are far removed from the fmafl
fphere of our reafon, fuch parti-ularly as the ex:ft-
ence of a Firft -Caufe, called Gop, and the fi:ft
czufe or fuurce of fin—th :ll we not allow that in a
Revelation handed to us by *“ the Fatber of Lights,”
ttere will be fome things ¢t dark with excethve
tright.?”’—All, therefore, which Mr. P. has fad
againft myflery, is but fophiftry at beft.  When the
~ reality of this Revelation has been provena vn p in-
ciples which we may coinpreherd (and :nat I think
has been done) it certainly becomes us=-1t 15 -ruiy
rezfoi.able, to bow with implicii defcrence to fome
things above the ft:etch of our resfon ; and toad re
rather than impio.{ly tor.dicule,

I have,in this work, compared the Scriptures to
a piure :—they may, in this inftance be | kened to’
a.river, glicing with cout'nued coutfe to the fea,
We can difcaver but a past of the ftream: A< far
as the fight can flretch .ittelt” however, we delcry
‘tke rambling curren’y and chough at laft *he warried
eye fails to purfue it furti.er, yer we have fuflicient
reafons to beiieve, even to a cestainty, that it con-
ti -ues its ccurfe to the ccean, Sc, may I fa:, the
Gofpel (wh:ich is comrared in Scripture to a river)
fhews us.but a part of its {acred flream : itdilcloies
however fufRicient evidences of its divine origin, to
fecurc our belief of it; and though it flretches its
ccurfe beyond th- vifible horizon, or the ken of the
menial eye, 1 fheus fufficiert re fons to demanda
belie' that its wo. éerful current fill continues the
{:me:e=that it niakes its way towa'ds the preat
crean of perfe@ior—in the chaniel of Wildem we
4rt elanks of rer on,

Having conhiceind the gbje€icn, hat Cliiftianie

1y
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ty is inconfitent with' Reafsn, iet us enquire iatsy
the ohjeltion, that 12 contradicts the priaciples of
Lot faphy.

L 'he it particular we mizht neotice ic, tre acs
count o! the creation, called (he malaic azcount,™
but waich Mr. P. terms ¢ The whimincal acccunt
0! the creatron;” (p 5o ) It fremns o b: ene of
thote things which M¢. P. confiders * irieconcile-
¢ acli==t) the knowizdse that man gains of the
¢« pweraad w.ddom of Gd; by the a:d of the [ci-
¢ eaces, and oy 'tadyiny e ftructare ot the uni-
« verfe that G d 2as m:d=” (p 1) Buat wheren
it is thus tncontuibent, vir, P. has not condefcen.icd
to fh-w us: asif ins bar: word or opinion were fui=
" ficient 1o couiterpoi.e the uniced judgments of feve
ral of the great-ft ge..ur'é< and deepeit phiioiophicrs
that ever adcred the world. It is true that fever.l
parts of the Scripture, upoi atuperhcial view, @p-
pear fomewhat contadictery 10 the prane ples of
philofopy; but the candid niind wll readily {e,
that things are {poken of, ir many itft .nces, acco' d-
ing to their appeas ance ; and that the Scriptures were
not principaiiy calculated to te=ci: us philofophy (of
which 2 krowledge may be « btained withcut a {u-
pernatural revelation 4 ef2ly for that purpole) butto
guide our fee: in :he paths o* immortai felicity. .+

As Mr. P. has not obje&ted to any particular in
this account, and as the judgment of feveral of the

E 2 greateft

* M.. P. endeavoss 10 wvalidae thes acc -unt, vy fzyin -~
th 't *¢ Mofcs does rot teke it upon himfeif ny introducing
‘¢ it with tl.e furmality that he ufes on other occafinns, fuch
¢ as thatof faying The Lord fpuke unts Nicfes faring. o=
A weighty argument insec. ' Would Mr. P. tiave allowed

of its truth and validiy any fooner, had #& be.n jrefaced
with ¢ the ufwml tormauty "




[ 52 ]

greatelt philoflophers in favor of this account will
Certainly preponderate Mr. Paine’s, I think it uanes
ceffary to attend further to this matter,

Let us next obferve that Mr. P. confiders the
Chriftian fyftem as inconfiltent with ARrenomy, or
that part of philofophy which teaches a knowledge:
of the heavenly bodies, 8&ic.—p. 35, he fays, “ The
« idea that God fent Jefus Chrift to publith, as they
« fay, the glad tidings toall nations, from one end
¢ of the earth totae other, is confiftent only with
“ the ignorance of thofe who knew nothing of the-
« extent of the world, and who believed, as thofe
¢« wo:ld-faviers believed,and continued to believe fof
« feveral centuries (and that in contradi&ion to the
« difcoveries of philofophers, and the experience of
- ¢ navigators) that the earth way flat like a trencher;
¢ and thata man might walk to theend of it.™ The
weaknefs of this objeGtion is devcloped in a few
words.—As to that part which refpeéts the extent of
the earth, there is no thadow of reafen to believe
it ever was an idea that Jefus Chriit was, inperfon,
to preacn the gofpei all over the world; but by the
miniftry of his fervants. And as to the notion of
the earth’s being flat, fo that a perfon might walk
to ta: end of it, I cannot fce what reafon Mr. P.
has for faying this was an id~a efpoufed by the pro-
pagatnrs of the gnfpel) unlefs it is becaufc the ex-
pretlion, ¢ the ends of tie earth,” occurs in Scrip-
turc; which indeed iz no reafon at all; that being
a figurative expreflion—=and one which Mr. P. him«
fclf, notwithtanding this objetion, has adopted:
fec p. 37, Age of Reas

Furthermore, (p. 60) Mr. P, intimates that the
Ch:iltianfyftem ftrongly implies a conuradi@ion ‘t; ;h:

ie
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belief of a plurality of worlds ; * or that the tenor
of it feems to deny the exiftence of cther habitable
worlds in the crea:ion oetide ours. \Vkhere, ur
how this is impl-ed, I am utrerly at a lofs to know,
He iaftances the mofaic account of the creation—
the c.rcum$ance of Eve’s tran(greiiicn—and the
death of the Son of Goud: But, inall this, 1 fes
nothing to the purpo’e. It te true, oher planeis
or worlds are not treated ot ; becaule the dScriptures
(as before obferved j were adapted to our world, and
intended to inftruét us in matters viftly more in-
terefting and important than natural phiolophy. —
Yet, fo far dees Mr. P, go with this matter, that he
roundly afferts, * Thetwob li-fs (thet is a belicf
in Chriftianity,—and a viit pumber ¢f ha'iuble
wotlds) ¢ cannot be held together in the fusie mind 5
¢ and he who thinks he believes both, has thiugite
¢ but hitile of either.” (1bid) Dow what dues the
reader think of this aflert'on, made in the face of
the Sun ?—=Did not “ihife g et mafters of reafon .
and etudition, Grotins, Sacon, Newton, Aliitin,
Boyle, Lickey Addifon, ard Ljttleton’ hold the.e
two beliefs 1a tae fame mind ! Or will Mr P, ac-
cue them «f having « thought litile of eitier ™
Have no many others, who have been ornam.ents
te tie humanra e, int>rwoven the rolden woof «f .
R-veiaion with the filver warp of Natuze,

There now remain but one or two objc&lions
w-ich i fh.ll notice.

Mr. P toreprefent Chrifti.nity as a fr2ud, urzes
that it .scalculated to thock the intaut-mind ; wkich
- Ly e

* Yhe rcader will obferve that Mr. P, confefice, inthe
pext pare. that ¢ the belief of a pluraiity of worids was
8 jamiiar w the ancients,”
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ke believes to be a conliderable argument azzinft its
civine origin; (p. §8.) Lo prove that this s taz
cae, he inftances himfelf, Haviag pretaced his
little anecdote with fome obiervat.cis cuicersirg
““ thofe thoughts that bolt inio the mind of tacir own
“ accord,” be informs vs very aravel., tiaton a
certa:n tiine, oae of this kia i of thoughts paid hin
a vifi'y and made him revolt at the wWdea or € Ree
dempiisa by the death of the San of Gad.””> But as ne
will n .t Jeny that fome ot the'e « buliing thoughts™
fhould ve rijered as wntruiing wiaats, it mignt
no: have deeram.{- ha he have thiiia fuch a manner;
which peraaps e might have doae, had he believad
i the ex:ltence of wnevl] fpirity called 7ke Devil,
who i: provably theauthor of fuch fuzyeftions. But
dees it not rather fcem that M-. P. would nalf-way
infinuate tais was a kind of infpiration ? Such an
‘ncornfiftency (I think) one of his brotier Deitls be--
fore him fll into. He would have us believe that
a Reveiation wis made to him, iafavor of ihe book
he had wi.cten wiich deaied Revclaticn.  Such jack-
lecaed revelations, however, will have but little
weight: ‘[acy cuht to be of more confequence,
and octtcr auhenticated ;5 efpeciclly when they are
intar dod £ aid objeflions againft the autaenticity
of the Scriptures. If the mind is difagreeably theck-
¢, it is owing to wrong ideas of the matter, which
rodoud:, Ms. P.had.  Ashe has told us how his
rmind was imprefied, Ia'fo wiil anfwer, on my part 3
wiiich L naveas much liverty todoashe. Frommyfirt
cinecptions of the Chriftian fyltem, my mind was
generaily awfuliy imprefled with the ideas fuggefted
Ly it: and tho’ the corruptions of nature were pres
dominant for. a conftdsrable time, the powerful ope-

rations




[ 55 ]

l‘atioﬂs of divinc Grace, acconpinyint the defpifed
Gopsl ot JEUS, have (1 truit) a: lenzth become
victorious:—a precious evidence waich every true
believ:r pofizfics !

1 ke laft o-jethion which [ fhill notice, 2s com-
prehemicd in the prosoicon unler conderation, re-

fpects fome circunttances concerning the infernal
power Caled Jatan.

v, 2. ocjects, firdl, that the chriftian account of
this Being reprefenis hnm polielied of smniprefence ;
(p- 16) an atinwoute whach belongs oniy to Deity. 1n
anlwer to which 1 have oni. 10 fay, that tnis 15 e1-
tter a mituaderitanding or a grofs perveifion of our
ideas. We believe itcdizfily that no being is cma-
niprefent excepr Gep: ror dees the belief that a-
vaft numter of i.fernalipints, roannng through the
world, are capatle of extendiig the: r haneful mﬂu-
erce over it, by any means g ve fanct onto Mr. ”’s
aflzit:on. Scco‘.u.'\, he o{*)ec}s to the power and
influence whica he fays s ak nted to Setan (p. 17 )
« They reprefent him ({215 he ) as baving competled
¢ the Almighty to ihe adireé? neceffity either ot fur-
¢ rendenng tne whole of the creation o tha go-
¢ vernment of this Satan, or of capitulating for its
® rcdemption by coming down upon earth, and ex-
* hibiting himfclt upcn a crofs in the fhape ot a.
“ man.” Aund ag:in, “They make tne trar.fgrefe
i fert ivmph, and the Almightv fall.” Hereagain
1 have to complain of mifrepretentation, The Al-
mighty (accorcing ko the Chrittianidea) was rot
recuced to any fuch dilemma, as abave mentioned, -
ty the compulfion of the Devil: His temptations .
could only be exercifed under Divine permiffion ;
how then could there be any ithadow of comj ul.x-i

on
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on? And then as to the triumph of Satan, amd fall
of the Aliaightv here fpoken of, how does this ape
pea: in the Cirittian fvitem ? 'nec bhumen nature
of Cugr 1alls; butf:lls terfe mo e gloriors:—
Sutan appears (for a weile) to conguery but s vane
guiihed by that event which was o sender him vic-
toriovs. A icugarton was by this mews lad for
that 21 -10us ft:u'ture waich huil rife tato “ a7 haufe
edernal inihe Heav-ns” O! e nciics of GJJ's
Wicruiaule couindis L

o et AR SO ettty

C H A P Il

COME nnw toco::fider the next prepofition
formed trom Mr, P's obj-ctions 3 wrich s,

L T/at the prevaience of Chrijtianity isinfur e
ous to mankiad;—the 8. rptures beimy caleuic: A
rather te prejudice than beucfit the v ord.

‘I'ne moit matcrial in#:nces which Vir. P. has
noticed, to prove Cariftianity an irjury, wre thefe
fcllowing  (colleéled from different parts of his
pamp-le ) vz,

1. Nauonal inftitutions, orthe cftablithment of
churche: (p 6)—2. Pomp and revenue, perdons,
irdulpencies, &2, (p. 32)—3. Conter:pt of 1ealor,
d:-Ctaronial prayer, &c. (p. 35)—4. A forlaking the
fiudy of God in his creation, to make room fer
the hag cof fuperftiton (p. 42)—5 An oppolie
tion (o and perfecution of the progrels of fcie

ERce (p' Slf"SB‘) Au
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All'thefé evils Mr. P. has ungeneroufly, unjuft-
ly,—(muft I fay, bafely {) reprefented 2s confequen-
ces infeparably conneQed with, and attendant on the
€hriftian fyflem! and fopkittically urges them as ar-
guments againft Chriftani-y. ) |
. Now let us fuppofe that a parcel of libertines

thould, under the fpecicus garb of Democracy,
rife up 2gainft and attempt to demclifh all kind of
fuperority ;—murder the ruling powers to deftroy
tyran-y, and their rich neighbers to eftabiifh equa-
lity ;—deftroy government, and fow the feeds of
anarchy, confufion and difc'rd. And let us fup-
pole that for thefe unjuftifiable proceedings they
fhould plead Paine’™s “ Comaron Senfe and Rights of
Man.> 1t iniuch a cafe, Mr. P’s {yftem ot poli-
tics thould be doclared a fyftem « which bad ferved
€ to corrupt 2nd brutalze markind,’==if thefe
‘enormities fhould be charged on his putlications,
would he not think h.mfelf very ungenerceily 2ml
unjultly treated >—~The fuppcfi‘ion is printedly to
the purpofe, and the application ealy. It s as cera
tain that the evils fpoken of are a ccrruption and
perverfion of Chnftianity, as that they do exitt,
They are not in the fyftem of Chriftianity ; but in
the lives and tranfa@i-ns of thof: “wio hold the
traith in unrightieusne(s.”” I fay they are notin the
fyftem of Chriftianity: Let Nir. P, or any of bis
adherents point them outif they can. Letus pay ivme
further attzntion to the matter :

t. Indire& oppofition to national eft: b Thmens,
€heiftianity reprefents JESUS as the eftublifhier and
upholder of his church. .

2. Quite contrary to pcmp ard revenue, it enjoirs
lowlinefs and felt-denial ; and for pardons, itincul«

cales




[ 81

cares a truft in Gop alone: and as to the ponifi
indulgencies, the B:ble i is an nwer ftrarger totae -,

3- D.esitrejeci reafon? encourage diftatorial
prayer ? Nt it guides realon anight, and-enjorns
praver with revzience and bumble fdbmlffion to the’
all-wif. difpoter of eveu.ts.

4. 50 far from conducing towards a fo fakmgi
thz wo.ks of GGod in tae creation, tae religion of
the Scripture incuicates this.do&rine.. Mr. P. has
thought proper,- himfelf, to adndt fome P ffages by
\uay of |llufhanon, irom the Pfalms and th- took.

t Jab; and itis well known thae thefz (and feve-

,d other paflages to the (ame purpofe) are appen--
Gipes of the Chriftian relizion.. lIaieed. the af-
fu:sof Revelation are foa m:iant’y reprefented by
the things of creaticn—=and there is fuch a &riking
corneQ:on between Nature and G- .ace, that the
fludy of one, tends natursily to tire contenrplation
of the other.. And fince fpiritual chings are o of-
ten thadowed out by imazes borrewed from nature,
the ftudy of God in his creation; and 4 knowladge
"in philofophy will, 1f preperly appl ed, con'uze t0-
wards a- “urtherance :n the knowleage of the wonders
of Revelation, *

The

—-“-'“—— . AN

® It may no* be amifs to give a brief [k-ich of t‘teﬁo
ritual Selar Syflrm fas ] @y 'e mi ) azitis ielioutin
the Scriptures; by which the ¢did realer may the bertee
judge whether Chriftianity ter.ds 10 take the mied off from
the ﬁudy of God in his works of cteation,

Gonon, elpeci !ly the iscarsate God (the Lord Jesus)
is reprefented as a Sum to the mentz! world.,  Like the fun,
He never waxes nor wanes. Like the Sun. h: is prranae
nently fixed.  And like the fqo, he is the centre of the f e

Bual vasverfe,
The
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8 “The progrefs of fcientific knowlecgeisby neo
.mears opp:fcd by Chriftianity.  Mr. P. however,
.his inftanced the cafe of Gilileo, who was fentenced
- to renounce his philcfophic purfuitsy=of J:pifus,
who was cor.demned to death for fuch purfuits;
and tells us that ““had Newton, or Defeartes lived
® three or four hundred years ago, and puzfued
¢ _their ftadies as they did, it'is moft probable they
¢ would not have kved -to finifh them; and h.d
¢ Franklin drawn lightiing from the clouds at the
« fame time, it would have teen at the hazzard of
- & expiring for it in flames:” (p. 53.) Ard pray
o | | " wlat

——

Tre poople of Gvd Y ke Plane's, revolve arcund Jefa
(t7cir Sup) intheipheies in which Bi: hand has p 1cc'! _
ti..m.  Likeplauits they, being dark in ilemieives, deped
en Fim for l\gn' -.-bcn g cold ard ltelets, do frem B
yoceive she Ty g beams of dixiv. love, H- s Mintlos
eipreirilv :ke & art travfzit the lyfire borcwed fium
Fim to2 bagh ‘ed world.

T hv vich:(or-tne peeple nf God e rfi fered in aggre=
gre) rees nb ‘est e Moam  Like th moon, the Clurchis
¢ 'k 3 herfeit, yec. bughienzd by thz heams which flow
from the un of rig-teoufnefs, fhe appsurs foir ard come-
ly. L%¢ the muar, fhe has fpets ; f""s of nmperte&on;
nev-rthelefs, theis capzble cf xtﬂcéur g. me-iusably, that.
light which Ctrifi-has given ber. The aprear ce and

rogrefs ot tte "rur Corurch in the werld has, like th- mecn,
Len W!X"lg Jﬂd Wll‘lf‘g, pever h( 'fﬂ:. ﬁu has = fare fun-
ply of light fom JESUS the um'\drgeahw Cuns: and tho'
fometimes eciiy fed ky the i~ierverticn « f the world, fhe will
again break frth and fain-, fuli ovten?

Narure, corfidered in evary view, will trac‘l us feme
,imn. Ieflen 2

' Whetter the blnfjom bl-aws.~the Stmmer viy
¢ Ruffer~ the lam —dchicious Au‘um» glams,
¢ Or Winter nfes a0 the black'ning caft.™
T roMmpsoN,
Wlken
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what does all thic folemn parade prove more than
all reformed proteftants will grant 7 Whit does it
prove more that than in the azes alluded to,there ex-
tited a fet of men whe, undes the n=me of Canftiaai-
ty, had girols'y perverted aud abufed it ?~——S-::h
abufes of Ciuiftiunity have nothing to do tith
Chriftianity itlclf.  Such abufes are as horrid in
the miad ni a Chridtian as they can bein them'nd

of a Deift.

« Had Newton, Defcartes;or Franklin lived three
or four hurdred years age, they would probably
have fuffered for their priloophic fludies :’ mmmm
And why did th-y not {uffer for them in the ages
in which they did live ? Had the Chrittiaa fyiiem

| been

When angry Winter rages thiough the earth and
fpreads de‘olation abroad, we may behoid in the vegeta.
ble and animil world, tie gloomy fate into which
fin has broaght man. A driary winter paffciles the menial
world !

But when returning Spring, with pladdeing finiles,
chears the crestina.—when the ¢ flowers appeir on tke
 earth and the time of the fi~ging  f birds is come™
we may fee alively and alovely embiem of the joyful
efleéts preduc:d in the world of Grace, hy the aufji.
cicus fiviles of Heaven ; by the kindly beams of the
Sun of righteoufnefs—the fweer zales of the Holy Spiritem
he gentle howers of divine grece.—In this ferfon, alfo,
s prefenced a reprefentaicn of the ge eral raus re@iom,
nd the fpring cof ewernal joy and glory which fhall
-cceed,

The Sumuner feafon dilcovers embl'ems of feveral
partico’ars inthe Chriftan viletimage,  The Arat of per.
(:curian ani dif-efs of en afl &&s tlem ; tho' they sre
fometimes cheared by cefieihrg Ja'es from heaven,—la
this warldth-y areta th wt'e v ain ing of thole fruitr,
wiicih fhall finally be brought to paiedlics, -

1S
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been calcula‘e? for fuch a purpole, certainly there
would have bs°n greater probabihity of their feel-
irg the fcourse uf perfecution yn their own ages;
for then (as we all believe) the Chrittian fyftem |
was better attended to than in the ages alluded
te. Itis evident this better attention to the Chrif=
tian fyflem was the reafon they did not (uffer. The
‘abufes brought in under the name of Ciriftianity
were then meafurably expunged. Mr, P. corfefles
that ¢ the long chain of defpotic ignorance” was
broken by the .Reformatica from -Popery : a con-
feficn which efieCtually overturris the whaleargua
ment. Fecr, if the Reformation was produltive
of a revival of the fciences, itis evident it was cOr- -
rupticny and not “Chiiftianity, which had impeded
their pregrefs; and that the Reformation, hks:
a heavenly gale, blew «ff, mealu:ably, thefe perni-
cicus cleuds. Tho’ after this evils-in Religion did
exift-as Mr. P. urges)-this-was for the wantct a
mcre pewerful blalt, “to fiverp with the bcfomef
defiruélion’’ thole abominatioans.

In all his parade, therefore, Mr. P. has dore
ne-execution. Had the Chriitian fyftem been
: F really

The Aatumr.al {eafon reprefents, in fome degree, that
ftate- in which the fruits of grace fhall expeiience a full
mawrity, £nd the copious harveft o happy Iimmoitals be
gathered to their final hame.  This blifsful fate, however,
1s €ar from being tully reprefented by this feafcn @ All
the beauties ¢t all the {eafons, aud ct all nature, are Lorrow-
ed, and at Jatt fail fhort ol completely difilaying (he glae
rier of tie celeitial werld.

As Na'are and Grace are thusintimately corireQed, who
can doubt that the flucy of the former, may (1o, grace)
promote. our knewledge in the lutter ?
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geally obnoxious to his chargess or had he ‘jee
velled his artillery againit the corruptions ef
Chriftianity, fomething might have been effeéted :
but as the matter ftands, his balls are vainly ipent
in the open air,

C M A P. V.

{_JNE more progofition, compofed from Mr.
Paine’s pamphlet, remains to be confidered, viz.

IV. That the belief and prd’}ﬁan of (what is call-
¢d) Deifr, would be more advantageons than Chrifs
tianity.

Such aflertions made in plain language, and
in open day, might almofl excite .to ridicule and
laughter ; tut confidering that it is a matter of
fer:ous cenfequence, let us, for alittle while attend
to it ferioufly. -

I faid, for a little while; for after what has been
f2d in favor of Chriftianity, Deifm deferves but
little agtention, unlels it can preient us a fyf-
tem evidenily fuperior in excellence. But what
{yftem of religion has Mr. P. givenus? Neone: or
at belly a very imperect ene. Hc has told us
taat the weiks of nature teach the true Theo-
208y 5 ang lo tuey do, meafur.bly; and perhaps

| © would
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would de fo conpletely were man not in a
depraved ftate : But where fhall we find the Law
that contains our particular duties !=that pio-
hibits all thofe things which are pernicious to
mag,: and offenfive to God ?—and, efpecially,
that enforces the whole with a p-nal fawltion
fuitable to give it due weight? What excefles
of abomimation would not men rup to, were
they uader no reftraints but fuch as proceed from
the difates of nature ?—=And what virtue, what
heavenly excellence is thére which would not
abound, were we all influcaced by the fpint of

the gofpet?

Mr. P. declines faying any thing concerning
 the manner of future exiftence ;¥ a matter,
certainly of vaft importance in a fyftem of The-
alogy, and with candidates for eternity ! The
Scriptures are calrulated, in a great meafure, for
informatien in this matter ; and I have often
thought it a ftrong evidence in favor of the Gef-
pel, that it gives us fo noble and fublime an ac-
count==fuch rational and becoming idezs of that
ftate which is called Heaven, that fhould we
find the fcene quite different, we cannot con
ceive how it conld be as happy. That it will
be vaftly fuperior to all our ideas, is certain ;
but if it will be contrary, why did not Mr. P,
tell us how it could be fo, and exceed in real
happineis that glorious ftate of which the Scripa
tures fpeak ! As he has not done this, neither
fhewn that our hopes are groundlefs, he cannot,
in generofity or in reafon, expeét us to relina
quifh our claim to thofe tranfcendent joys, nor

/ a2 give
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g.ve up our hopss full of glory, for == No-
thing. He fhews us nothing beyond the grave ;
he therefore fhews us nothing but what we may
enjoy, in a proper manaer, and maintain, fted-
faltly our hopes of a giorious immortality through
the gelpel.

Wit excellence has Deifm which is net found
in  Chrntianity, or which it does not borrow
from it >—=Neone, ¢“ We can now form no ra-
¢ tional iyitem of Deilm, but what muft be bot-
“ rowed irom that {ource ; and as far as'it reaches
« towards perfection, mouft be exaltly the fame;
““an! therefore, if we w.linot accept of Chriltie
¢ anitv," we can have no Religion at all. Ac-
“ cordingly we fee, that thofe who fly from this,
¢ fearcely ever flop at Deifm ; but haften on with
¢ great alicrity to a iotal rejection of all religious
¢ and moral pricciplss woatever.”” #

Mo

e - Rl ———

® 8. JENYNs [nterna! T .

¢¢ T have been long -« ‘uaded (fays the elegant Dr.
¢ Younz} that moit, it revall our InfiJels (whatever name
¢¢ they tak-, aod whate.er fchems, for arguments fake,
¢ and to k-ev themirmives in counienauce, they patro-
¢ nixe) are fapparted in their d:-piotable emor, by fome
¢ duubt of thew [aworddity, at the bottom, and I am
¢ farisfic] that men once thoroughly convisced of th ir
¢ imuuor sliy, ate not far from being Chritians. For
¢ it i+ _ard to conccive that a inan fuliy confcious eternal
¢ painor happine(s wil certainiy be his lot, (ocld not
¢ earnciily, and imp:rtially, enquire afier the furelt
¢ means of c¢fcaping one. and fectring the oties. And
¢ of fuch an earnett and in.pariial enquiry, 1 weli know
8 the confequeace.™

[I’)':fa:e 10 Nicht &.}
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Mr. P. having abominably mifreprefented Chrif-
tianity (p. §9) fays, « How differentisikis (o the
pure and ¢ fimple profeflion of Deifm /” He
‘bas painted Coriftianity like an ugly Hag, and
Deifm as a fair Angel :—-He then holds up
thefe produtions of an inventive genius, and ex-
ultingly exclaims, “ How different !”—How dif-
ferent indeed! How different each of the pictures
fiom its original ! -

As the moral excellencies in Mr, P’s deiftical
piece feem to be derived from the Scriptures,
fo, even his philofophy is the refult, chiefly, of
the ftudies and labors of thofe men whofe reli-
gious profefBon he Ras reprefented as one of the
greateft ebftacles to the progrefs of fcience, Sir
lfaac Newton, from whom his fketch of wft:onomy
is borrowed, was not only an eminent philofo-
pher, but a notable advocate for the caule of
Chriftianity. While Mr. P. is thus behoiden
to profeffors of Chriftianity, 1 am really fur-

prized he was not athamed of the freedom he
has ufed.

‘The Reader will readily excufe me for difmiff-
ing this propofition witheut further attention, fince
it offers but litde for gur confideration. 1 fhall
now haften to a ‘ o

ey
SO

F 3 CON.
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" CONCLUSION.

I N

F I have not attended to every little particu-
Jarin Mr, Paine’s Pamphlet, it is not becaufe Iam
doubifel the fhield of Chr:ﬁlamty is not proof
gamﬁ all his weapons, but becaule I think it un- -

eceilary to hald ic ap any lenger: If his arrows
fah blunted to the ground. from this impenetrable
bucl.!cr, we need oot regard the dammg of ftraws:
{ am not conicious that I have omitied ta attend

to one argument. that wore the afp=Ck of plaulibi hty
QI conie.,ucn.e.

Whatever difficulty’ may now feem to fland
in the way, it cannot be an argument againft
- the dwvine origin of Chriftianity, if the arguments
brought in faver of it carry a (ufficient degree of
weight for convi@ion, Whether they do noty—
and whther Idr. [P’s objellions sre not fufhici-

ently obviated, is icft to the canuxd reauer to judge
{or himicH. '

What eviderce can we reafonably dcmand that
15 ot given us f

Do we alk fnr inzrirfic excelience 1= the Golpel,
doubtlefls, pofizfics this, Do we demand ex:ernal
evidence T—fuch evidence, as far as the nature of

tne cafe wiil adinit, aad «s.far as reafon can expedt,
is given us,

fome
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Some, however will ftill call for miracles.

If they were granted, fay they, to atteft the

divinity of the buxpm:cs in ecarly ages, why -
- Lot now !

By tuming back to page 26, the reader may
find an an{wer ; where good reafons are given,
why miracles were more neccilary in earlier ages
‘than [.uce, lf fufficient evidence mav be obtain.
ed, itis prefumprion to demaud more. I will
add that if miracles were now graated to one
cge, they muit to asacther; if to one perfon,
they muft to another ; fo tiiat they would ceafs
to be miiacles and iofe their efficacy. Upen
the whole then, in the languaze o Scitpture, we
-may fay, Ifthey believe not Adojes and the Prophets
{Jelus and his Apoltles) neitoer wiil they. be pere-
juaded 1ho’ one refe from the dead,

" Ie may not be amifs, before I clofe, to take notice -
of fcme things that fcem tu concuce towards the-
tncredulity and boldrefs of Deifss.

1. ‘The main “ roots of bitternefs’” which give
rife to infidelity are, the corruptiva of the human
“heart, the blindnefs of ths mind, the perverfentfs

of.the will, &c. but thzie are othier thmgs which
cherith thns baneful plant.

.. 2. The wickednefs of many who profefs faith .
in CHRIS T, feems to give brafs to the daring

“front of mﬁdehty, and weaken the caufe of Chiif= -
\lamty.

'\
\‘

3. The
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2. The coeruptions which ftill (alast) exift
under the rame of Chriftianity, evideatly con=
duce towards an attempt to eftablith the caufe of
infidclity. - Thefe feem to be the toundation for the
chief of Mr. Paine’s objeQions; which, the’ illy
founded, mav, to fome wear a piaufible afpet.

Now it certainly becomes the indifpenfable duty
of thoie who are advocates far the cauf: of btleeding.
Zion, to exert @very nerve to remove, as far as
poflible; thefe blemithes on' religion—thefe pillars
of infidelity; - You that bear the Chriftian name,
it you have any regard for the caufe of Zion—for
the giory of God—for the welfare of your immor-
~ tal fouls, Oh! endeaver to pofles in your hearts:
the fpitit of the Gofpsl, and te fhew it in your
lives “drawn out in living charaers.” Be not
acceffory to the ffabs which thecaufe of veur LORD
and MASTER receives ; but convince gain-fay=
ers that the Gofpel diffufes a divine fpirit wherever
it comes. - "

Tt is high time alfo, aerd abfoluteiy neceffary, for:
all denominztions who call themfelves Chriftian
Churches, to examine themfelves by:the unerring
fandard of divine truth: to examine their Confti.
tution, D.f.ipliae, Do&rines, &c. to expunge
every thing which appears contrary to that pattere
of ¢xcellence, the Gofpel; * as well- as to attend”

duly to all its piecepts.
! Finally:

SemmmmsE— e
" # When we confider that the aduiterous conreftion-
of Church and State, or the Eft-bluhment of Churches,
and cvery degtese of fpiricual tyranny and opprﬂg*;::
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Fir.lly. let it be remem*ered, for th€ encsurage-
ment of real Cirllians, thae the Seripiurgs fie-
~ quently remind 2nd caut'on us " tic mehy florms
~which fhould arife againit .)ie Church of Cirift, and
that we are all@ 2flured the~ thall nevor prevail amaintt
us. Let us likewife remember, brethren, fur our
comfort, that theie florms will 2Ji quickiy pafs over,
and give place to0 a fccne of uninterrupted and ne-
~ ver *nding peace zid tranquility; ¢ where the wick-
ed /7:ah’1 Jc’e'a/c Jremtrsubiing, and the weary fhaii be

at re/t. ' :

fean © hive fornithed Mr. P, wiib w-ap.us aganit
~the caule of Chviltianity; how car we refrain frem with.
ing that ev iy vzitige of fuch qppreflion were extrpted
fivin the earth? and hcw car we, without lamenting,
reuct that this is net the cale. even inm our favorsd
Limrrica ?—in Amecrica, which boaits a fresdom from
tlhe ftakles of tyianny, civil ana rehizicvs ! It msy
€ally Le guiefled, that X allude 1o ths much difcuffed mat.
ter corcerning the fare of he glebes. and the free uf: of the
Clapels in Virginia,

Whatcve: may be {aid by refir-ed politicians to jultife
-or ralliae the matter. it is certaim that aw appet.dage
of the former eflablithmest doe; Wk at prefent re-
"maid ; and a8 ceitain s 170! was urjiay wis opriefe
five.—fois this. It now oar Confitution or Law - £2ae
nGt pedd.biy admit of a cure. we mult paciently cadeve the
n:alady ; but if thae is bsbm in oar (icad tor the
wound. “ why 5 nor the bealth of the Daugbter of
“ America recrared &

I allure the “utle, it is in *he charafler of a Senof
Lib.rty that T muke {hele cbfervatioag and not as the
"Pe izan of s paxii.ular Q. .

N FINTIS




| . THOU that fitteft ine
- % Light and Glory unapproach-

“-uble, PARENT of Angels and%
“Men! ..... Next, ThCC I 1m-

plore, Omnipotent King, Re-
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“ DEEMER of that loft Rem-

“ nant whofe Nature thou didit
“ affume, ineffable and ever-
“ lafting Love ! And Thou, the
¢ third Subfifience of Divine
“ Inﬁnltudé:, illuminating Spi-

“ riTy the joy aud folace of

“ created things! One TRI-PER-
¢ sONAL GODHEAD {”-----regard.
with Compaflion thy poor Zzan /

Make bare thy holy Arm in

defence of thy Church! Purg'c,
. & out the Drofs and the Tin, and

Wl&kc the purc Gold to appear:

-~

s .
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