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To all DEISTS, and Sons of Infidelity, who ?néy

have an Opportunity of feeing, and who may
condzfeend 1o read the fubfequent Pcrﬁrbzance.

GINTLEMEN,

MY Expeftations have never been fo

fanguine as to induce me to believe, that you will derive any
fipnal advantage from what is here prefented to the world,
Were you as much difpofed as the humble enquirer after truth,
to yreld to the power of conviélion, 1 mught perhaps flatter my-
{elf that I have not written in vain 3 but fuch candour and
honelty you have rarely exhibited.  Were not the determined
refolution of defending a fyftem of opinions once adopted, how-
ever ridiculous, God-dithonouring and abfurd, a more pre.

dominant principle with you than a fincere with to retra&
what has been fo often proved erroncous ; the numberlefs de-
feats which your moft redoubted champions have experienced
in the ficld of controverfy, would have made you refian the
conteft as altogether defperate.

Jur the feattered remnants of a routed army have been
vallicd apain to attack the conquerors,—not from any rational
hope of retrieving their honour, or of being indemnificd for
. their lofs, but from the united energy of ignorance, pride, and
defpair. . Thus it has latcly happened with refpe@ to you :
Another champion, with lefs knowledge and more confidence
han his predeceffors, and with morc daring blafphemy than

Goliath



iv.

Goliath of the Philiftines, has attempted to lead you once
more to the ficld,  Gentlemen, be not too much ¢lated witl
the hope of fuccefs under this new commandery for, beliove
me, if your cflorts proved abortive under the valtly fuperior
knowledgc of a Tinpar and 2 Wuistox, it will be impoffible
to cover your retreat with Twowmas Paine at your head.
Timfclf being judge, he was never qualified for fuch an
undertaking.  He poflefles no acquaintance with  the  vury
weapons by which viltory can alone be infured. You may,
no doubt, admire his nibaldry for a little, but, when you per-

ceive, as foon you mult, that truth, at this enlightened period,

5 not to be vanquihed by his controverfral flall, you will
bluth 1o have confeffed that you viewed him as a Jeader. 1
bave ventured to meet him on his own ground, recolledting
that the fon of Jefle, though a youth, and his antagonilt a
man of war from his youth, was enabled by that God whom
Goliath delied, to Jay him proltrate on the carth. I fo, my
hope of conquelt is much more flattering, as T have ftudied
for feveral years, that which his thirft for the life of a mariner
prevented him from knowing, I have nothing more to add
hut a requifition to perefe the following pages, if worthy of
your notice, with the fame impartiality that therr author dif-
covers in examining Mr Pasve, and T vall humbiy veatore o
predict, that you will have no great reafon to adnimce the pro-

{C ’ . ‘ ’ - # r , J ! ¢ r . f
dultion of your chicftain. o

a* ] "

I have the honour w Lo,

GENTLEMEN,

Vour fucere friend,

THOMAS MEEK.,



SOPHISTRY DETECTED, &c.

AR LIRS AT

fﬁT has ‘been often aflerted, and perhaps
in many cales. with confiderable pro-
pricty, that truth has dertved no great ad-
vantage from controverfial difputes. But
this ought certainly to be underftood with
particular limitations. A good caule may
be injured by the mode of its defence, and
artful infinuations may give importance to
a bad onc: Dogmatifm and obflinacy can
{ully the luftre of the moft interefting
falts, while oppolite difpofitions give plau-
fibility to error. '

In glancing over the laft performance of
Mr Parng, [ was aftontthed to find that

he has cutdone every champion of infidelity
who ever went before him. ‘The writings
of a Honps, 2 MorcaN, or a TINDAL,
contain not a thoulandth part of the blaf-
phemy found in the Age of Reafon. 1t has
been fuppofed by fome, that he who was

the
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the author of the Rights of Man, was incapa-
ble of compofling fuch an infernal pamphlet.
What my f{entiments of his political works
arc, no man has a right to know; but I
muft trankly acknowiedge that ] believe him
qualificd to write as he has done. In the
firft part of his Rights of Man, whercver he
has the {mallelt occafion te hint at religion,
he feems to ridicule a particular doérine,
which thoufands deem facred and impor-
. tant,  His political Adam, intended as a
burlefqque on hereditary government, con-
vinced me, that he laughed at the fundamental
dorines of-Chrifiianity ; and therefore that
the tranfition to Deifin was eafy and natural.
If he has acquired fame by his political
compofifions, his Age of Reafon has ob-
fcured the whole, had it been ten thoufand
times more than republicans will have it,

I have explained in what manner a good
caufc may be hurt, and how a bad one
may gain credit with myriads: Of the laft
of thefe, Mr Parng is an inftance. In the
pamphlet which | now intend to cxamine,
he has hit upon the fecrct of conveying
poifon under the fcmblance of medicine,
He compliments his readers with the infor-
mation that they have an undoubted rght
to judge for themfelves, and then cndea-
vours to lead them to a belief of his per-
nicious opinions, by a chain of the moft

{fo-
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{ophiftical realoning any where to be met
with.

[ have been informed that Mr PAINE
has been anfwered by a Mr WAKEFIELD,
a performance [ have not yet feen: It has
been coniidered, however, as no {olid, con-
clufive anfwer, as in fome places he joins
with his antagonift in a laugh againft the
word of Gop. It fhall be my bufinefs to
treat the interefling {ubjeét with as much
{olemnity as pcflible, and | fhall be aware
of being dogmatical 1n any thing I advance,
without producing fuch arguments as can-
not be controverted,

Mr Painre informs us, that it has been
his intention for many vyears paft, to pub-
lith his thoughts upon religion*., It 1s,
however, to be lamented, that he under-
ftood fo little about the fubje&t before he
began. It muft make 1nfidelity blufh to
find fuch a poor affiftant, and religion tri-
umph that his attempts will prove abortive,
sorry fhould I be, were any thing advanced
in the following examination to increafc
the circulation of Mr Paing’s pamphlet,
without fortifying the mind apainft its 1n-
toxicating influence.

After fome preliminary obfervations, he
thus

* Page 1.
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thus introduces his fubjet. “ As it is ne-
“oeetlary 1o athz right ideas to words, |
‘“ will, before I proceed further, offer {ome
“ ohlervations on the word Revclation)”
Here [ beg leave to quote an affertion from
another part of the work, that the reader
may perccive what an egregious blunder he
has committed at the very commencement.
“ The continually progreflive change to
“ which the meaning of words 15 {ubje&;
““ the want of an univerfal language which
“ renders tranflations neceflary; the errors
““ to which tranilations arc again [ubject; the
“miftakes of copyilts and printers, tosether
“ with the pollibility of wilful alterations,
“ arc of themiclves evidences, that human
“ language, whether 1n fpeech or in print,
“ cannot be the vehicle of the word of
“ Godt.” What a motley medley of in-
confiftency and nonfenfe is here exhibited !
It 18 firft allerted, that the annexation of
richt ideas to words 1s ablolutely necellary,

and then, that no fuch annexation 1s, or can
be poflible, becaufe the meaning of words

is perpetually changing, Why then did he
preJume to aflix any meaning to any word
whatever, when, upon his own principles
the word affroromy may lignify sevigation in
lefs than a bundred years? 1 language is
continually changing in fuch a manner, that

what

¥ Paye 3, 3 Puage 10,
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what was once called {weet is riow deno-
minated bitter ; and that which 1s now ftiled
darknefs will in future be termed light:
Farewell the poflibility of underftanding one
another ! Before the prefent generation of
men fhall have paid the debt of nature, Mr
PAINE's Age of Reafon may be reckoned a
Treatife on Algebra, and his Comimnon Senfe an
Fflay on Agriculture. But perhaps | may be
told, that no fuch complete transformation
was intended by him. Be it fo, ftill my
point is gaincd, 1f he deligned to prove
that the real meaning of words can be fo
altered as unavoldably to miflead. Nothing
hort of this can inhidelity itfelf annex to
his language, and therefore words are as

ufclefs for the common bufinefs of life, as
he would have them for the purpofes of
religion.  But he wifhed, reader, to aflix a
new meaning to the word revelation, for
his powerlul voice can arreft the import
of language, and make that immutable which
1s always changing. All this folly and ftu-

pidity has been given to the world, becaufe
he could not otherwife get rid of this

glorious truth, That the will of God may
be conveyed by language. If God ever

faid, lct there be light, thefe words can
have no other meaning through the ages

of eternity, [ challenge the whoie world to
produce a ingle word in any language under

v heaven,
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heaven, the meaning of which has been fo
changed fince the foundation of the earth,
as to make that language no vehicle of in-
telligence, whether Gon or man chooles to
make ufe of it. Kven where words {ecin
to have two oppofite fignifications, fuch for
cxample as the word prevent ; not the
imalleft ambiguity can arife from the ufe
of it; it 18 borrowed from a Latin word
which fignifics to come before, and this
may cither be in a hoftile or friendly man-
ner.  In the one cafe, 1t mult mean to
hinder ; and in the other, to aflift. The
former is ‘the moft common; but in the
{crvice of the Church of England, it is
uled 1n the latter {enfe.

1f language be no vehicle for tranfmit-
ting religion, or the word of Gop to
polterity, let us confider where it will
land Mr Paine, before we proceed to
cxamine his bewildered ideas of revelation.
All religion at this rate muft con{ift in
mulimg  and  rcfle@ing; for if the arpu-
ments by  which the being of a Cob
and the dutics of morality are fupport-
cd, fhould be committed to writing, they
might be taken in a few years for fome-
thing totally different, if our author’s doc-
trine be admitted as true, Nay, {fhould
prankind cven venture to {peak on deiflical
fubjects, the danger would be cqually great
that
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that they would mifunderttand onc another,
and thus demonftrate the {uperfluity of
both tongues and languages. . lf Tnomas
was cver a Quaker, 1t 15 a pity he did
not continue one, in which cafe he would
have labourcd under few temptations to
{peak, and ftill fewer to write; for where
is the propriety of reading what may ne-
ver be comprehended ?

He prants the polfhibility of a revelation,
but he i1s not aware that his idcas of lan-
puage, make it ablolutely impofhible, which
is a contradition in terms. But perhaps
I will be told, that his reafoning does not
point blank deny the poflibility of revela-
tion, for he thus fpeaks; * Admitting for
the fake of a cafe, that fomething has been
revealed to a certain perfon, and not re-
vealed to any .other perfon, it 1s revelation
to that perfon only™.” 1 will never give
up the point, that rcvelation is impoflible
upon his principles, having already addu-
ced proof fufficient. To which I may add,
if Gop can make a revelation of him-
felt, 1t muft be done in language that the
beings underftand to whom it is made,
cven admitting, as Mr Paive would have
it, that it were conlined to the firlt com-
munication. If a revclation be made to

man,

* Page 1.
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man, 1t mult be intended to give {omc
interefting information which he could not
otherwife have acquired. It mufl be de-
figned for his fubftantial beneiit cither here,
or hercafter, or both; for to makc God
the author of {uperfluity and nonfenfe,
would be blalphemy unfpcakable.  And
what a contemptible idca would 1t give us
of the Supreme Governor of the univerfe
to fay, that fuch revelations would be made

for the {ake of an individual? This tran-
fcends in wickednefs the power of utter-

ance, and is not cqualled in point of cx-
travagance by Don Quixore himfelf. But
revelation is necellarily limited to the {irft
communication! So fays Mr Parng, and
that it 1s a contradition 1n terms to ima-
gine it otherwile. e 15 a mortal coemy
to the ftudy of the dead languages, and
he. fccms to bhe as ignorant as a mule of
the art of logic®. It 1s a pitiful, but a
common praftice, for men to condemn
what they do not underftand. It 15 wretched
realoning to fay, that the tranmiflion or
communication of any thing whatever can
alter its nature. It is a concluflion at which
a {chool-boy would biufh. If any thing Le
once revealed, 1t 1 ablolutely impoffible

that

* T wifh not to extend this affertion to Lis Rights of Bar ;
but an author may be avery grear politician and a moft wretched
divine : ¢ may reafon accurately on the one, and be a down.

ight fophilt on the other, The world by wifd ver knew G
nght fophill on the other, "The world by wildom never knew Gad,
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that cternity itfelf can make it no revela-
tion; and here 1t 1s necceflary to make a

diftinétion, which our Author has either
wickedly or f{tupidly omitted. A revela-
tion made to one perfon, and not made
to another, is revelation to the one, and
made to the other, except 1t could be and
not be at the fame time. It is made to
the one directly, and conveyed to the o-
ther by human tcftimony. In both cafes
it is revelation, indepcendent of the perfon
to whom it is made, or of him to whom it
s relatcd.  Neither the one nor the other can
alter the nature of the thing; and 1n order
to be credited ten thoufand ages after, we

have only to confider, What pofiihle motive
the perfon pretending to a revelation could

have to impole upon the world P 1f the
fuppofition of his uttering a falfehood,
would be more abfurd and inadmiffible
than that he {poke the truth; the mind
bechoved of necellity to yicld its aflent. To
this very ftrong proof we may add others
yet more powerful : Whether the thing
faid to Dbe revealed be worthy of God;
calculated to promote the dignity and feli-
city of man; and accompanicd by cvidence
bearing the fignature of hcaven? Should
thefe things be cxamined at the bar of
impartial rcafon, and there found . conclu-
five, I am certain that Trnomas would
he deemed a madman fhould Le reject the

cvidence,
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evidence.  Political revolutions may take
place in governments as they pleafe, but
a revelation muft take place in the brains
of mankind; and they muft have an en-
tire new fct of faculies, before his ideas
of revelation can poflibly be adopted.

Having faid enough to evince the igno-
rance of our author concerning the {ubject
of revelation, I go on to the examination of
what follows. e fays, “ It is not difhcult
to account for the credit that was given to
the ftory of Jefus Chrift being the Son of
Gop#*” Had this come from the mouth of
a clown, whofe knowledge is circumfcribed
by a fecw acres of pafture ground, it would
have been catitled to our pardon; but
from the pen of him who compofed Gom-
mon Scafe, 1t mertts the ridicule and con-
tempt of every rational being. It 15 an
indifputable fa&t that the crofs of Chrilt
was 10 the Jews a ftumbling-block, and to
the Grecks foolifhnefs. The latter laughed
the 1dea of his divinity, and vicarious {ub-
{titution to flcorn; and. the former charged
him with blafphemy for aflerting his hea-
venly origin, Proud philofophy and [felf-
conccit were exactly in the mind of an
anticut Greek, what they are in a modern
deift or infidel; the determined enemics

of

¥ Page 4.
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of cvery doftrine delivered by JESUS of
Nazareth, Let Mr. PAINE at his leifure
tell how the Gofpel of Chrift made 1its way
through {fo much of the world, with every
thing againft it, which malice, pride, and
an attachment to cftablithed cuftoms could
fuggeft. Mahomet has gained his point
among the Turks, by flattering their va-
nity and indulging their Jufts; JEesus
Curist has gained his point by waging
war againft the beloved vices of mankind,
by wounding the wvery wvitals of their
pride, and denouncing cverlafting mifery
againft the finally impenitent,  Grispon’s
five {econdary caufes, with as many more
as hell and ParNe can invent, will never
be able to account for fuch a ftupendous

efiedl.

The hodge podge, the low, pitiful puns,
and the childith quibbles he advances in

{peaking of the fall of Adam, of Satan, and
the atoncment, are very far bencath the
dignity of a reply. 1 lament, - however,
that a man, who has acquired fuch reputa-
ton in the world, thould advance in igno-
rance, as he advances in years. I cannot
pals over what he urges as a perfe@ fub-
ttitute for revclation: ¢ If objedls for pra-
“ titude and admiration are our defire, do
" they not prefent themfelves cvery hour to
“our eyes? Do we not fee a fair creation

*opre-
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““ prepared to receive us the inftant we are
“ born,—a world furnifhed to our bands
that coft us nothing ? Is it we that light
up the fun; that pour down the ramn;
and fill the earth with abundance™ ?”
Thefe queries are intended to prove that we
arc capable of difcovering cvery thing ne-
ceflary to be known, independent of any
thing but the works of creation. I beg leave
to tell my readers what Mr PaiNg and his

unhelieving brethren with to keep a fecret.
All the knowledge which he hoafts of; all

the acquaintance he profefles to have with
the being and attributes of Gop; and the
dutics of morality relulting theretrom; 13
meanly pilfered from the facred volume, and
then converted 1nto arpuments againft reve-
Jatton 1tfelf: It 1s, according to the well-
known proverb, Robbing Peter to pay Paul.
It 15 hike picking a man’s pocket to carry
on a law-fuit againft him, If this can pof-
fibly be difputed, let the whole mafs of an-
ticnt knowledge upon this {fubje@ be pro-
duced, and let the world fce what jargon
and nonfenfe uneflifted reafon muft always
exhibit. Nothing can be dilcerned prior to
the promulgation of Chriflianity refpeéting -
the ALmicury and his ways, but the molk
woful {tupidity. Their fupreme deity was
the fon of Saturn, and a monfter of ini-

quity.

1 1¢
44

34
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quity. Crczro himfelf, who wrote profefs-
cdly upon the fubject before us, proclaims
his ignorance to the world by the very
title of his work s de Natura Desrum, concern-
ing the naturc of the gods., There 18
knowledee for you, reader, which THOMAS
durlt not venture to impofe upon you for
the {ublime dilcoveries of reafon, till he
had manufaétured it by the aid of revela-
tion. That man, in point of moral recti-
tude, is precifely what he ever was, (a
favourite tenct of our author’s,) may do very
well with fuch a den of rogues, whore-
mongers and pick-pockets, as the godg? of
the anticnts were; but no chriftian can
digelt the idea that Gop made us profli-
cates. [t is poor confolation to think that
we arc the workimanfhip of a manichean
deity. If Jeuovan made man at firft as
we now behold him ; that is, corrupted and
depraved, 1t is impoflible that he can be
difpleafed with his departure from virtue,
and of confequence, that there can be no
diflinétion between good and evil.

“ The word of God,” fays our author,
“ is the creation we behold*:” And a
precious word the antients made of it, ag
we have already hinted, and as any one
may have the gloomy fatisfaCtion of feeing,
by a perufal of the Pantheon. Were not

infidelity determincdc to rejet chriftianity
: at

% Page 22
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at all hazards, in dchance of cternal dam-
nation, it would furely be difpofed to afk,
how comes reafon to know fo much fince
Jesus of Nazareth appeared in the world,
when 1t could difcover {o little for four
thoufand ycars before? This is a galling
confideration to the deift, for which [ de-
fy him to account upon his own principles,
but it refle€ts cternal honour upon the
pofpel of Chrift.  The Salvo commonly
ufed upon other occalions will not do
here, That man is progreflive, and that we
canndt fet limits to the human underftand-
mg, for this cuts the throat of deifm at
onc ftroke.  What was he doing with his
progreflive nature for fo many ages before
the chrftian zra? It was a progreflion
backward, f{omething like what Tuomas
has been making fince he wrote his

Rights of Man.

Having now ecxamined his ideas of re-
velation, and the total infufhciency of his
propofed fubflitute, to anfwer the purpofes
of virtue and religion; I go on to confider
what he has advanced upon myflery, mira-
cle, and prophcey.  On  the firft of thefe
hc {pcaks thus; “ Lvery thing we behold

“is amyltery to us; our own exiftence is
“ a yltery ; the whol vegetable world s
“ a myltery*,” But we fee the falls, al-

though

* Page 47.



L 19 ]

though we cannot account for them; and
thercfore he will by no mcans allow that
there 15 any analogy between the arcana of
creation, and the incomprehenfible tenets
of the word of Gob. | confefs I have
ftudied this fubject over and over, and I
cannot perceive any thing in divine revela-
tion, which is more myfterious than the
impleft queftion, which may be put con-
cermng any thing in nature. [ obferve
allo, that -it is reafonable to conclude, a4
priori¥®, that a {yftem of religion from Gop
will contain more myfterious points than
the works of creation, becaufe man was
never able to conjeture what would be the
contents of a revelation before it was given,
If Mr Paine had been acquainted with
the abfurdities of Maxicuzus, or even the
profoundeft refearches of the wifeft philo-
fophers on matters of religion, he would
have been afhamed to aleribe to realon
what revelation alone bhas imparted. If our
author and 1 are agrced that every thing
in nature 15 a myftery to us, it follows of
confequence, that 1f revelation be only
liable to a {imilar objeion, it muft be

enti-

* As I am {enfible that this little work will fall into the
hands of many who arc unacquainted with the abftrufe parts
of learning, 1 have made fhort notes on fuch places as_I con-
cetve might be difficult to that clafs of people. A priors, i3
2 phrafe denoting the rcafoning from caule to effed, as @

prfleriori means from effe to caule.
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entitled to a fimilar relpeét. But 1 hum-
bly apprehend that I can combat the de-
iflical idcas of myltery on a ground entire-
ly new. It is always aflerted with an air
of triumph, that if cvery thing 1n ferip-
ture was clear and mathematically certain,
it would be altogether impoflible to with-
hold our aflent. Now, I hope to prove, that
therc are greater ablurdities in the mathe-
matics themiclves than the wverieft infidel
out of hell cver pretended to father on the
golpel of Chrift.  The incarnation, the di-
vinity of the {on of God, -the atoncment,
and fuch like, are declared either to be
ridiculous, blalphemous, or ~obvious contra-
dictions, nonc of which can cver be proved
without an abfolutec knowledgze of the Su-
preme Being.  But are there not monfirous
contradiétions 1n the mathematics, which
the mecancft capacity can clearly compre-
hend? Yes, we all know that the uni-
verfe mult be himited in its extent, becaufe
to be abfolutely .without bounds 1s eflential
to God. Yet matter, we arc told, is infi-
nitcly divilible, a more fhocking contradic-
tion than any chriftian ever made ufe of.
That which 1s divilible cannot be infinite,
and that which 1s infinitc cannot be di-
vilible.  Yet this is not all the fhocking
nonfenfe contained in the problem to which
I now allude. Matter 1s finite or limited,
but ftill this finitc contains an infinite

number
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number of infinites; for there is no par-
ticle of matter {o {mall, which may not
be divided into others infinitely {maller.
To fay that a {ixpence contains an infinite
number of fhillings 1s not more dreadfully
abfurd, and therefore it is altogether im-
poffible to conceive how a mathematician
can difpute the truth of any thing, Thefe
raen who boalt of demonftration alfo tell
us, that two parallel lines, though pro-
cralted ad  inhinitum, will never meet.
This 1s truc if they were ftrictly parallel,
and what every child muft perceive; but
the curiofity 1s, that they will never meet
though continually approximating. Now, by
aCtual cxperiment we find that they muft
meet, and interfe€t one another, and that
their diftance from each other, after the
interfe@ion muft be to their diftance from
the point before the interfe€ion, in the
ratio of onc to one. Another abfurdity,
rcader, and 1 have donc with this part
of the {fubje&., If AcnirLrLes and a tor-
toife run a racc; 1if the former goes an
hundred times faftcr than the latter, and
the tortoile be only a yard before A-
CHILLES, thc mathematician will demon-
{tratc that 1t will never be overtaken. The
very oppofite 1s the truth, as can be
fhewn by a trial. AcnirLrres muft come
up with it by the time it has gone one
yard ; and when it has travclled the fhort

{pace
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fpace of fix feet, ACHILLES 13 an hundred
vards before it*. Such ridiculous nonfenfe,
gave me an early difgult at the mathema-
tics. 1 was fond of divinity from a child,
and to that in a peculiar manner, ! turned
my attention. 1 only applicd mylelf to the
ftudy of mathematics, for the purpofe of
afcertaining, whether they were intitled to
the very high encomiums palled upon them

by the fons of infidelity, and in that light
my labours have not been in vain, | find

that the deift exults, he knows not why,
and muft bclieve as a mathematician, he
knows not what. In the whole compals of
revelation there 1s nothing lIike the pre-
cious mathematical morfels 1 have now ex-

hibitedt. All that is incomprehenfible in
{crip-

* T know that mathematicians blufh and are afhamed at this
delicious problem, and have therefore called it the Sophifm of
Zeno. I allow it is a dreadful ﬁ)phirm indeed, and I heart-
ly join in a laugh againftit: but I forbid the mathemuatician at
his peril to finile 5 for it 1s, and muft be true, if the ifinite di-
rifibility of matter be admitted asa fatt.

+ T arant that all the inftances now adduced, are dcmonﬂmbl{(y
certain upon mathematical principles 3 but this 1 apprehend 1s {o
much the worfe, as they are abfolutely folly and nonfenle to
both reafon and experiment. 1 have no averfion to the feience,
but I truft ] may be permitted to make as free with it, as thou-
fands have done with the word of Gon.  As to the inflinite
divifibility of matter, I have heard mathematicians honeftly de-
clare that it is involved in many difficulties, but they would not
yicld the point though conquered.  They affirmed 1t to be con-
ceiveable at lealt, while their Janguage ought to have been, that.

W can be conceived impt}ﬂib!c. If they do not mean that it 19
inf.
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{cripture, only tends to prove that it could
nct. be a human invention. It would be
{omething worfe than lunacy to fay, that
man can difcover any thing which he can-
not comprehend, when 1t is difcovered.
This I humbly apprehend is a formidable
obfervation; and that I may not availl my-
{elf of its forcc, without putting 1ts truth
beyond difpute, let infidelity point me
out a fingle difcovery in any art or {cience
whatever, the invention of man, which any
onc cither does not, or may not under-
ftand. Since the greateft deift under heaven
will find it impoflible to make the gofpel
a human invention, let him call 1t, if he
will, the work of the Devil, {uppoling
him to exift; and furely we muft conclude,
that a kinder devil could not have been
created, to cheat men out of mifery and
woe, and cheat them into happinefs, both
here and  hercafter. 1 think I have faid
enough on myftery, and proved to the fatis-
faction of every enquirer, that nothing
can be found in feripture,~that nothing
has been fathercd upen it, in any age, by
a thoufand degrees, fo abfurd as has

nOwW

infinitely divifible in the rational and metaphyfical fenfe of the
word, which they will blufh to contend for: why not ufe ex-
preflions capable of defining their meaning precifely, and not lay
themf{elves open to the jult ridicule of pood fenfe ? Tts particles
may be divifible as far as man can trace them, even in idea; but
to fay that the divifion is ablolutely endlefs, would be blafphe-
my againft the nature of Gop himfclf,
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now been fixed upon the favourite fcience
of 18 determined opponents: I proceed
thercfore, to our author’s account of pro-

phecy.

Reader, whether you underftand greck
or not, you will certainly be furprifed to
hear, that a poct and a prophet are fynonym-
ous expreflions. Tor this piece of infor-
mation, 1if it be good for any thing, you
arc indebted to the wonderful genius of
Mr PainNg; and he will prove that they
arc fo by this whale of an argument, be-
caufe they are fo. 'This is all the reafon

can perceive for fo bold an aflertion,
through the whole book., What we call
a prophct, the grecks called prophetes, made
up of two words which fignify to Ipcak
beforehand, or to tell what is to come,
This was never pretended by a poet, pro-
perly fo called, and never before was it
deemed a chara@eriftick of a maker of verfes.
The prophelying with the harp, pfaltery
and tabret, 15 what our author cannot com-
prehend; as if there was any thing myfteri-
ous or abfurd in fetting to mufic the predic-
tions of future ecvents, The Church of
England fings profe as well as verle, and
if Tnomas PaINE fecs any more difficul-
ty in finging a predition than a piece of
hiftory, 1 frankly declare that I do not.

14 If
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4 If by a prophet,’ fays our author, “ we
“ are to fuppofe a man, to whom the Ar-
“ micuTy communicat-d fome event that
“ would take place in future; ecther there
“ were fuch men, or there were not, If
“ there were, 1t is confiftent to believe
“ that the event {fo communicated, would
“be told in terms that could be under-
“ ftood*.” I beg leave to know, where the
prophecy 1s to be found, from the begin-
ning to the end of the 0ld Teflament,
which is altogether unintelligible to a care-
ful inveftipator, or {o plain 1n all its cir-
cumitances as to cncourage a forgery ! But
here I have granted too much, for no vil-
lain was cver fo daring as to hazard a pre-
di¢tton properly fo called.  The f{ybilline
prophecies were manufaCtured long  after
the commencement of the chriflian epoch,
by fome who had been well acquainted with
the predictions of feripture. The refponfes
of the antient oracles were a bundle of
trath, which no candid mind will compare,
with the writngs of a ficred feer. Let the
event be what it would, the oracles were
fure to be right, as is cvident from the an-
fwer of one of them to the king of Epirus,
“ dio te MAacida, Romanos wvincere poffe.” Ac-
cording to every rule of conftry@ion, this
has two Oppoﬁtc meanings, ‘1 fay, fon of
facus, that you can conquer the Romans:”

D or,
" Page 3.
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, -1 fay that the Romans can conquer
you, the fon of Macus” What jargon and
nonfenfe 15 here! and how unlike the
majcltic, bold, and godlike dartings into {u.-
turity, recorded in the fible !

i

It has been  alcertained by abilitics 'in—
finitely fuperior to thofe of Mr Parng
that Isaran flourifhed about feven hun-—
dred years before the Lirth of Chrift; and
yct he fpeaks of cevery thing relating to his
snauner of hfe, as if he had been his co-
temporary 3 and 1 fuch uncquivocal lan-
¢uage, as to be incapable of milconfiruction,
fmpoltors, awarce of the danger of {uch ex-
perimerits, have always kepe clear of pro-
phefying; becanfe the knowledge of contin-
gencics, or of things u.lt.-.ur;]y future, he-
longs only to Gop: It 1s a proof in fup-
nort of a  Divine revelation, cqual to the
certainty of any problem of Lucrip. Some
other cevidences of a Divine mifhon may,
perhaps, be capalle of counterfeit; but it
5 abfolutely impoflible that this Cvcr can.
[rsusg ventured to declare that one ftone of
Jerufalem fhould not be left upon another,

and

* | mean the ahilitics of the immortal Sir Ifaac Newton, whole
indefatigable indultry has done almoft as much for religion as
altronomy 5 an important circum{tance of which I would re-
mind Twomas Pawve. If I have charged our author with
ipnorance, fo did the great Sir Haac charge Dr Halley, and
told him without any kind of mrcumlocut:on not to fpeak of
religton 3 ¢ I have ftudied the fubje&,” fad that prodigy of
Icarning, “and I know that you know nothing of the matter.”
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aind this was literally accomplithed in the
pace of forty years: IHad he been a de-
ceiver, one who was only fhooting a bow
al a venture, he would have left his difci~ °
ples to be branded with perpetual infamy,
if it had not happened, and betrayed a de-
gree of unrelenting barbarity towards them,
which cannot be fathered upon Manomer
hiumfelf,  Nay, he declared that he was to
rife again 1n three days, which all the hell-
ifh artifice of his combined cnemics could
neither prevent, nor make t.e world dif-
bchieve: The apofiles conttnued to  preach
it where 1t could calily have been detected
as a lie, if it had not been true; and an
infernal Sunhedrim was too much interefted
mn the fuccels of 1ts behef, to pals 1t over 1n
filence, if they could have refuted it*, But
I am not yet called upon by our author, to
review  this fubjedt direflly,  Upon  the
whole, 1t is cvident, that God only can
predict future cvents; and therefore 1t is
as certain that he who can predetermine
with allurance what will happen for feven
hundred or a thoufand yecars after he is
rotten 1n the duft, muft have it from him,
to whom all things arc prefent, as 1t is
that two and two are equal to four. What
pittable folly, or unpardonable impudence

muft it then be, for Mr PaiNt to aflert,
that

#* Trud of the witneffes.
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that *“ a prophet is a charalter ufelefs and
“ unneccflary®*” DBut hLe who can aflert
any thing, may aflirm this into the bar-
gain, as it can fcarcely render him more
ridiculous than he 1s alrcady.

This pamphlet, which 1 have not only
undertaken to examine, but to refute the
{entiments it containg, is fuch a compound
of heterogencous fubftances, that I am more
perplexed in reducing it to any thing like a
fyltem, than in refuting every fophiftical
argument it contains.  He introduces Re-
velation  firft, and then we have to wade
through a chaos of unconnected matter,
betore we come at the cvidence. I have
f(:rapcd together what he {ays upon myf-
tery and prophecy, and fhall next animad-
vert on his account of miracles.

Many vague delmnitions have been given
of a miracle, but it is not the lefs pollible,
or capable of buing defined on that ac-
count. It is an alt contrary to, or a tem-
porary fulpenfion of, the cltablithed laws
of nature. In oppolition to this, Mr PAINE
confidently aflirms, that, “ unlefls we know
“ the full extent of thofe laws, and of
“ what are commonly called the powers of
“ nature, we are not able to judge whether

any

* quc 54..
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‘“ any thing that may appecar to us wone
“ derful, or miraculous, be within, or be
‘““ beyond, or be contrary to, her natural
“ power of acting®.” IHe makes no feru-
ple of telling us what a wonderfully {cien-
tific genius he was, at a very carly period
of hfe; but what 1s bicome of 1t now?
Every philofopher knows, that all heavy
bodies gravitate towards {ome point as
their centre; that they pollufs mobility,
divilibility, attraction, cohefion, and fuch
like, while he honeftly confefles that he
knows no more of the cilence of matter,
than a child. He knows it to be confift-
ent with the laws of nature, for a2 man
to die, and dircé@tly repugnant to all her
laws, for a Dbullet to remain fufpended in

the air, without the application of exter-
nal force. Upon thele points he can de-

termine with abfolute certainty, and yet re-
main an utter flranger to the eflence of
matter. By one hold aflertion, however,
without the fhadow of an argument, our
author has cut ofl the propriety of ftudy-
ing the f{ciences. 1f we can tell nothing
about a miracle, we cannot point out a
deviation from the laws of nature, and
confequently are incapable of judging what
15 a conformity. ‘This again paves the
way for another abfurdity, or rather a picce

of

¥ Pares 49, and se.
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blafphemy,-~that 1t 15 out of the power of
(obp himfelf to work a miracle; for if it
he impoflible for a man ever to fay when
a miracle 15 performed (the purport of My
Parue’s reafoning ;) 1t 1s equally the fame,
in as far as man is concerned, as if our
author defied Omnipotence to make the at-
tempt.  Dut let us take a moral view of
this dreadful argumentation, and {ee where
it will land us. 1f a knowledge of the
whole extent of nature be necellary to aid
ug in judping when her laws arc violated
or fufpended, 1t 15 cqually reafonable to  af-
fert, that a perfeét knowledge of the divine
¢flence, 1s an indifpenfable qualification for
judging of any thing he docs. Let our
author then be confiftent, and commence
an atheifl, for he has now cut humfelf off
{ron the deplorable privelege of being cven
a detl.

If we faw a bullet fulpended in the open
air, or a man aflually dead returning to
his former ftate of exiftence, we could be
at no lofs to pronounce them miracles, or
fufpenfions of the well-known luws of na-
ture, fhould Mr Parnt write himlelf to
death in maintaining the contrary. e
feems to vaunt excecdingly about the ai-
cenfion of a baloon being capable of pafling
for a miracle, with abundle of abfurdities
to the fame cflect.  Lledricity, magneti{m,

or
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or the {ufpenfion of animation when it is
not extiné&, may f{urprife the ignorant, but
can never he deemed miraculous, as he
boldly maintains, Men apparently dead by
being a conliderable time under water, have
been reftored to their wonted aétivity, by
means of fumigation, tri¢tion, and fuch
like; but he muft be infane indeed, who
can compare this with the refurre@ion of
a man dead and buried, accomplifhed by a
fingle word, TIn the inftances adduced by
Tuomas, there 15 no violence offered to
the powers of naturc; they are ncither fuf-
pended nor reverfed. It is fome comfort
to chriftians, that the miracles of their
Lorp and his apolftles, viere never denied
by CeLsus, that monfter of ignorance, fo-
phiftry and malice, although he wifhed to
make the world believe that they were the re-
fult of magic. “ Suppoling,” fays that arch-
cnemy, ‘“ as many things to be true as are
“ written concerning  healings and the re-
“ furrc€tion, or concerning a few loaves
“ fecding many, of which many fragments
«« were left; or as many other things as
“ the difaples, Ipeaking marvelloufly, have
«« written: Come, lct us believe thofe to
 be wrought by thee; they are of the fame
“ kind with the works of inchanters®”
This is rcafoning by the lump indeed, and

round-

* Ongen again{t Celfus, L 1
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roundly taking things for granted without
the leaft fhadow of a proof. Did Cersus
or our author cver hear of legerdemein fill-
mg a man's belly, or making him believe
he was full when hungry? A nimble-
fingered rozue may delude the organs of
vilion, but the coats of the ftomach are
proof againft his juggling. Cersus how-
cver is intitled to our thanks for his ac-
knowledgements upon this fubjeét; and for
fuch a favour, we fhall pardon his ftupidi-
ty. In anothcr place he makes the chrii-
tians fay, we cflcem him (that is JEsus)
to be the Son of Gob, leeing he cured
the lame, and the blind, and railed the
dead. Then he breaks out into the fol-
lowing reveric; O light and truth ! With
“ his own voice he hath exprelsly confell-
“ ed according as ye alfo have written;
“ wherefore there fhall come to you others
“ alfo uling the like powers, wicked men
“and 1mpolters; and he names onc SA-
TAN the worker of thefe things, So
that hc dceniles not, that thefe things
are 1ndeed nothing divine, but the works
“of the wicked®” There i1s little of
cither light or truth here, but flill a con-
feflion of the reality of the miracles per-
formed by Cunrist, which is all T delire
of the antient infidel.

44
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I am well aware, that to have recourfe td
{cripture authority againft Mr Paine, would
he reafoning in a circle, taking for granted
the very thing which he fays 1s not
proved ; and therefore I refoived never to
mect him with any mode of reafoning
which he dare prelume to reject. e can-
not produce me an author contemporary
with Curist, or any of his apoftles, who
was cver able to perfuade the people of
that very age, that Lazarus was not railed
from the dead; that Jesus did not feed five
thoufand men with food infuflictent for
twenty; or that he did not rife himfclf
from the manfions of the grave. I1f CELSUS
will not help him, in vain fhall he expeé
the aid of Porpruyry, Tryrnon, PrLiny,
Tacitus or Josernus. None of thefe
mecn  were friends to Carist, moft of
them avowed cnemics; and therefore what
could tempt them to acknowledge that
miracles were wrought by him, the fuccefs
of whofe caufe they could by no means
relith, let Mr Paine inform lurope, when
he finds leifure.  When a man withes to
be an enemy, to bring into contempt the
charalter and tranfadlions of another, he
will be the laft perfon 1n the world to
confefs the truth of any thing which inhan-
ces his reputation, | could eafily prove that
the four gofpels, which contain the hiltory
of the life and tranfactions of Curist, bear
L higher
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higher marks of being authentic and
genuine than any hiftory in the world;
but I will not quote from it as authority
in combating a decift, although he has quo-
ted what feemed to pleafe him from the

books of b and the Pfalms.

Now, if miracles can be performed; if
hoth jewifh and hcathen infidels confefled
that they were done by Jesus ; upon what
new 1nvented principles of logic  will
Tunomas get them denied? If a man
fhould declare he had reccived a com-
miflion from God to publifh a do&rine or
doCtrines to the world, upon the belict of
which, depended the everlafting fate of the
human racc; and if he fhould bid the
occan be quiet, the tempeft ccale, the dead
rifec, and the dumb {pecak, to convince
them he was no deceiver; will our author
fay, that he was leagued againft his maker ?
Impoflible! 1 have the charity to think
that he 13 not yet quite {fo mad. This
.would charge the Avrmicury with the
highelt contempt for the honour of his
own majefty, and the moft lamentable
cruclty towards the workmanthip of his
hands. Mcn may cndeavour to cheat one
another, but when a man direCtly appeals
to Gob for the truth of what he aflirms,
and does works which arc cvidently be-

yond the reach of human wifdom and
| nower,
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power, to cftablifh what he afferts; no {o-
phiftry can free the Gop of nature from
being the author of fuch a cheat, even {up-
pofing, for the fake of argument, that the
devil could perform them. When fuch ap-~
peals are made, on occafions {fo momentous,’
the matter is no longer between man and
man, but between Gobp and man, and
confequently to fuppofe impofition tG be
triumphant here, is either point blank to
deny the divine exiftence, or that he has
abandcned this our planet to the direction
of chance. A certain perfon tor whole mo-
ral chara@ter Mr Paine profefles great ve-
neration, once 'faid, 1f Satan be divided
againft Satan, how can his kingdom ftand ?
But he has made Gopn, vatan and
Curist to confpire againft mankind, by
faying they may be deceived in the moft
momentous of all concerns, for which [
lcave him to account at a judgment-bar.

He next comments like a merry Andrew
on the circumftance of Jonau being fwal-
lowed by the whale, which, he obferves,
may anfwer all cafes of miracles. It is af-
‘tonifhing to conlider what profound igno-
rance pervades his whole work, Jowan
never called this a miracle, and he never
once urged 1t as a proof to the Nincvites
of his divinc miflion: What unpardonable
effrontery to call that a miracle, which was

ncither
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neither named nor adduced as fuch; and
which he has only fct up for one, that he
may have the pleafure of knocking 1t
down! He has made a miracle alfo of
our S3VIOUR’s temptation in the wildernefs,
the firft time [ frankly acknowledge, that
I ever hcard it receive the delignation.
‘That which proves every thing, proves no-
thing at all ; and our author can make a
miraclc of any thing to ferve a particular
purpole, while at other times he athrms
there can be no fuch thing. Speaking of
miracles, he adds; * It is the moft cqui-
“ vocal fort of cvidence that can be fet
up; ftor the belict is not to depend upon
“ the thing called a miracle, but upon the
“ credit of the reporter, who fays that he
faw 1t; and thercfore the thing, were it
true, would have no better chance of be-
ing believed than if it were a lie®)” If
Tiomas meant that the beliet of a mira-
cle i1s not to depend upon itfelf to the
{pcators of its performance, it 1s a grofs
miftake. If he withes to aflert, that fuc-
ceeding ages muft believe 1t on the tefh-
mony of witnefles, he fpeaks like a child,
by making a prodigious hultle about what
cvery body knows. 1 have alrcady faid
enough on the naturc of human teftimony,

and proved that thce {uppofition of 1ts
falle-

1

* Page §1.
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falfchood 1s often more impoffible than the
belief of its truth,~the very manner in
which we remove every difliculty concern-
ing the Divine exiftence. 1 have now ex-
amined every thing material in our author’s
pamphlet relating to the golpel, and the
evidence by which its hcavenly origin is
fupported. I might here put a period to
my labours, and bid my readers adicu;
but to make this reply as perfe&t as my
poor abilittes will admit, it may not be
improper to try the merits of his arguing
on the Mpfaic account of creation, and the
impoilibility which he pretends there is in
believing both the gofpel and the difcove-
ries of Aflronomy. He who has very little
learning, fcldom fails to talk of that little
on cvery occafion. What the praifes of
Aftronomy, and the ridicule of linguiftry had
to do with a deiftical refutation of revealed
religion, 1t would require the art of divi-
nation to conjetture. It was perhaps to
let his readers know that he had a fmat-
tering of Aftronomy, and that he hated the
languages becaufe he underftood them not.
He who has heard of the fox and the
grapes, may apply the fable on the pre-
{fent occafion, if he thinks proper.

The Mofuic account of the creation
feems too childifh and infignificant for his
coper-
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copernican-bead®,  “ As to the account of
“ the creation” fays he, ¢ with which the
‘“ book of Genefis opens, it has all the ap-
“ nearance of being a traditiont.” It gives
me pain to hcar fuch confummate folly from
fuch a quarter. There are two clafles of
men who may be ruined by the pamphlet
under review; infidels who with it to triumph,
and thofe, in a ftaggering fituation, who
kdow not what to belicve. The former
are contented with ridicule and no argu-
ment, while the latter are calily led afide
by a fophiftical play upon words. Where
i3 the traditionary appearance of the Mo-
faic account of the creation, when it allows
in general terms  all the difcoveries of a
GALILEO, 2 C.OPERNICUS, or a Sir Isaac
Nrewrton? [t [peaks of the formation of
our carth, fun, moon and ftars in language
more finple and fublime than our author
could ever reach. It therefore acknowledges
the folar fyftem at leaft, and no proof
can be adduced to fhew, that it includes
not the univerfe under the expreflion,
“ he made the ftars alfo,” But the ape of
Moses” world has given very great offence,
and of confequence we fhall fee if it ig

well

* Copernican-head. A head filled with the knowledge of A-
firanomy as explaned by Corernicys anative of Thorn, whoft
Syltem was corre€led and enlarged by Sir Isaac Newrox,
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well founded. The univerle muft have had
a beginning {ometime, for to fuppole it
eternal i1s to muke it Gop hLimfelf. 1f
then 1t cver began to be;—if cver there
was a time when it was not, the {ame
blafphemous objcétion is cqually applicable
upon the fuppolition that 1t 1s ten thoufand
millions of ages old; as that it is not quite
{ix thoufand years. GoOD never began to
exift, and confequently a {ingle moment
comes as near to his eternity as ten thou-
fand ages. If this earth, fays the infidel,
be fcarccly fix thoufand years old, what was
Gop doing from cternity, before he began
to create? I retort the quellion upon him,
and afk 1 my turn; fuppole it is onc
hundrcd millions of millions of millions of
centuries {ince the formation of all things,
what was God doing before its commence-
ment ? The {cripture account of creation is
in perfe&t unifon with every f{ubfequent
aftronomical difcovery, and the period from
which 1t dates the birth of nature, is only
hable to a fimilar objeClion with every
other hypotheiis.

Our author-gocs on, and fays, “ Though
it i1s not a dire&t article of the chriflian
{yftem, that this world that we inhabit 1s
the whole of the habitable creation, yet
it is fo worked up therewith, from what is
called the Mofaic account of the creation,

| “ that
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that to believe otherwife, that is, to be-
lieve that Gop created a plurality of
worlds, at leaft as numerous as what we
call ftars, renders the chriftian {yftem of
faith at once little and ridiculous, and
{catters it in the mind like feathers in
the air. The two beliefs cannot be held
together in the {ame mind, and he who
thinks that he believes both, has thought
“ but little of cither” Now, [ believe
both, | have thought a good deal upon
both, and I know it is impoflible to prove
that the one perfuafion 1s incompatible with
the other. If a man thinks our carth the
only habitable globe which the Divine Be-
ing has formed, ke may bhe a good man
and a good chriftian ; and if he 1s convineed
that the worlds in the immenfity of fpace
cxceed our calculation, where 1s the repup-
nancy between that and the belief of the
gofpel ? Chriflianity never utters a fentence
again{t the belief of a plurality of worlds,
but aflerts it on cvery proper occafion.  But
fays the cnemy of CurisT, if you believe
that there are innumerable worlds in the
valt cxpanfe, you muft have a mcan idea
of the majefty and wildom of the AL-
micuty, to fuppofe that he could be fo
much taken up with this diminutive fpot.
What ! Scend his beloved Son, or, as fome
of
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6f you call him, his eternal Son, to fuffer
and dic for the fins of a handful of beings?
Let Trnomas fpeak for all his brethren,
becaufe he has a knack at reprefenting
things in the moft favourable light for the
caufe of infidelity. " Trom whence,” fays
he * could arife the folitary and ftrange

% conceit that the ALmicHTY, who had

* millions of worlds equally dependent on
his prote@ion, fhou!d quit the care of

all the reft, and come to die in our
‘““ world, becaule, they fay, one man and
“ one woman had eaten an apple. And
“ on the other hand, are we to fuppofe
‘“ that cvery world in the boundlds crea-
‘“ tion, had an Iive, an apple, a ferpent,
“ and a Redeemer? In this cale, the perfon
“ who 15 irreverently called the Son of
Gobp, and fometimes called Gop him-
“ {elf, would have nothing elfe to do than
“ to travel from world to world, in an
““ endlefs fucceflion of death, with {carcely
“ a momentary interval of lit¢*.”” At the fatal
ftupidity of mankind I have often fighed in
fecret.  While they deem five or feven
ycars necellary to learn to make a table, a
{poon, or a pair of f{hoes, they think no
qualifications requifite for expounding the
doltrines of divinity. A mechanic out of
employment, with nothing to recommend
him but impudence, equal to his folly, will
I aban-
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abandon the hammer, and Inock his head
againfl the pulpit, Conlcious that he will every
where meet with as big fools as himfelf, hc
knows he muft always find employmncent,
while he can diftend his gullet. What {uch
a man is to the pulpit, Mr Paing 1s to
the prels, when he writes upon Theology,

I have alrcady proved that the belict of
ten thoufand worlds 15 no more inconlift-
ent with the profcllion of Chriftianity than
nme, and that the religion of JEsus never
denles a fingle difcovery made by the a-
bleft aftronomer,  What then is the mean-
ing of all this bravado, now quoted from
our author? C.n he, or any man, prove
that the inhabitants of the other worlds
cither iell or did not fall, or what method
of recovery infinite wifdom thought proper
to devife, admitting for a moment that they
had all rebelled? Will our champion, or
the moft fool-hardy of his coadjutors ven-
ture to fay, that it was any way neceffary
for us to get a hiflory of thefe things?
It would be as confiftent to cxp.@ an ac-
count of the making of logarithms in an
fiffay on Poctry, as a recital of the tranf-
adtions of other plancts in the concerns of
our own. He fpeaks of the ArLmicury,
as relinquithing the care of other plancts
by the concern we chriflians fay he has de-
monftrated towards ours; but as chriftians
never faid fo, as it cannot be inferred from

ol
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a fingle article of their creed, it i3 a
thametul, fallacious, and blalphemous con-
clufion of his own, and worthy of his
pen.  JEHOVAH cannot leave the care of
a fingle atom he has formed to the guidance
of blind chance, clfe anarchy and deftruc-
tion would be the inevitable iffue,

He loves mightily to play away upon the
ftory of the apple, as he calls it, which I
ain fure will only gain a laugh among the
refufe of mankind., In thc breail of cvery
fcholar, it muft cxcite pity for the author.
Jefore he attempted to turn it into ridicule,
he fhould have underflood a particular {ub-
ject, which I belicve is too metaphyfical
for his volatile genius. Some things are
cvil in their own nature, independent of
the will of Gop; others are only known
to be fo by the promulgation of his will,
and others may be made fo by his arbi-
trary appointment, if he thinks proper.
All things indifferent in  themielves, that
15, which may be cither done or not with-
out contracting moral defilement, come un-
der the laft of thefe diflin&ions.  Abftraélly
confidered, it can never be proved crimi-
nal to eat an apple; but if Gop fhould
prohibit the ufe of 1t for reafons beft
known to himfclf, to eat it would be as
oreat an infult offered to his Divine Ma.
jelty, as the murder of a fellow creature,
[t 13 nothing to the purpofe in the pre-

{ent
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fent debate whether Gop ever did {o or
not; ftor fince Mr Parng dare not deny,
that he may do fo,. whenever he pleales,
none but a fool can {milc at the idea,

I have {een the pamphlet of Mr Wakk-
FIELD as a icply to Mr Parwe, finee |
began to write, and therdfore 1if he had
cven touched the wvitals of our author’s
arguments,* 1 (hould have-been filent.  But
after the perufal of it, as a neceflary pre-
caution for avoiding cvery thing advanced
by him, I found that the whole bufinefs
of a rcefutation was left 1o another. lrom
a lacred regard to a fubjedt which I have
ftudicd for cight or ninc years; from a
with to let infidelity {ee that fome more
powcerful advocate muft efpoufe 1ts caulc
before it can have any rcafon to triumph,
and to be of fome fervice to fuch as wifh
well to the caufe of chriflianity, though in
a Itagpering condition.—1 have undertaken
the tatk : Whether [ have done all the
juflice to it which might have been done,
remains with the world to determine. 1
cannot help obferving that men are in-
debted to Mr PAINE, and many others for
fuch performances, becaufe the world would
never have been favoured with fuch a num-
ber of able defences of Chriflianity, had
they not appeared. The religion of Jesus
has {uftaincd many a ficrce attack, and

come off triumphant in a thoufand con-
{11€ts ;
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flilts 3 and therefore our author was more
extravagant than the knight of Mancha
when he encountered the wind-mill; to ex-
pedt a vi€tory over fuch a veteran.

[ am forry that Mr WAKEFIELD has ex-
poled his weaknifs by a reply to our au-
thor, which 15 rather 2 vindication than a
rcfutation, It 15 very deficient in point of
argument, and the fule 1s too turgid and
pompous for a controverflal work. His
1ronical {tory of the boy that was {wallow-
cd by a thark, has outdone Mr PaINE for
abfurdity and a contempt of things facred,
and puts his whole work beneath the notice of
common fenfe. If I am not much miftaken,
he 1s a Socintan, and thercfore there 1s not
a preat deal between his creed and our au-
thor’s; if they were as nearly rclated them-
felves, I would call them coufin-germans.
He who has a gullet larpe enough to fwal-
low the tencts of old Fausrtus, ought to
reje€t in toto the facred records; for there is
not in the univerfe fuch a mafs of incohe-
rent, unintelligible nonfenfe as the Bible, if
fociniantfm be true, In fpcaking of mira-
cles, with a delign to confront our author,
Mr Wakrrienp has got into altitudes be-
yond the reach of cvery human compre-
henfion, and made the profoundeft jargon
of the fchoolmen appear beautiful and con-
fiftent.  Tle fays that the impreflion made

upon his mind who fees a miracle or any
cvent
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cvent wharever, does not cxceed the 1m-
prefion of tcftimony on the mind of an-
other who faw 1t not, hy an cvancfcent 171~
Smitefimal of efficacy.  Reader, if you under-
ftand this, much good may 1t do you, but
fo thick and 1mpenctrable 18 my pericra-
nnnn, that [ comprchend 1t not. | am cer-
vain 1t 15 no defence of mracles, but 1t mult
lcave our friend Trnomas in full policlhon
of the ficld, and allow him to flalk about
in triumph like the champion of the Phi-
liftines™,

In publications of this kind, it 1s almofi
impollible to ftand clear of ridicule. Ho-
RACE mult laugh, and JuveEwnar mult
frown, I have fintled when the fubjeét

would

* A My M*Nrrng has piven the world an anfwer to My P’
Aype of Reafon, whichis indeed far fuperior to that of Mr Wake-
rieen. Phe one feems to be the Tanguage of infidelity under
the mafle of fricndfhip 3 the other @ production of an orthodox
Chriftian.  But 1 cannot help thinking that neither of them come
up to the precile rdea of a reply to a daft. To quote feripture to
fuch a manas Pawve, and confider it a5 in the fmallelt degree con-
clufive 1 point of arpument, 15 4 begging of the queltion,  Of
this prachice, however, Mr M‘Nernwe is not very guilty, al-
though I humbly apprehend that he has not anfwered the Age of
Reafon.  "Uhe nature of controverfial writings is fuch, let them
be executed moas malterly a manner as poilible, that the reader
thinks he has abundant patience if he can attend to the fubjed,
without being led away from it by whatis forcign to the purpofe.
1o follow Waxrricnn through the greater part of fixteen pages
in a defence of the divinity of CrrisT, was certainly to ftep very
far out of his road, and give his judicious readers unexpeéted
trouble. " difpute was between bim and Parve, who denies
nut any particutar doltving of revelation, but the whoie of it

Mr
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would permit me, but the fatire 1n gene-
ral is here rather pungent. 1| have ever
been of opinion that no author could be
juftified for a profulion, cither of grave or
ludicrous fatire, where the fubje€t was not
interefting, becaufe it was to give oflence
without any adequate gain to counterba-
lance it; but in the prefent debate, the cafe
was very different. 1 had to fift a writer,
not like his unbelieving predeceflors, who
{cemed afraid to alarm or infult the opini-
ons of profcffing Chriftians by fuch open
blafphemy as the dge of Reafon. “Lhey
apprehended that great deference and  re-
fpe@ were ducto the fentiments of fo many
myriads, and of confequence thelr delign
is lefs vifible, and their di€lion lefs abomi-
nable. Tinpar’s Chriflianity as old as the
Creation, is a flriking proof of this, We
all know the author’s defien was to fet
afide revelation, by attempting to  evince
the fufliciency of Natural Religion; yet in
the whole perforinance, there i1s not a fin-
¢le fentence fo fhocking as the belt of Mr
Painrk’s. In this cale it was impolhible
for me to be {fo mild and ceremonious, as
the generality of writers, efpecially  when

they

Mr Warerinun is a reputed Socinian, and therfore a vindica-
tion of the Lrinity, or Divine nature of Jrous Curist againi
his Sopbiflry, would Lave Leen goud employment for Mr Me
Nrinie in a feperate paformance. 1 hope, however, that L,
pamphlet vill be of favice to the ferioufly diftofed, while miidils
muft have fomethins more fermidable; and Dyl it fuccels with
all my heat,
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they attempt to refute what might as well
be let alone. Here the dearclt interefls of
mankind arc decply concerned; the honour
of Gop himlelf is treated with conempt,
and {ilence thercfore is treafon againft the
Majefly of heaven.  Here one cannot al-
ways be mild, without betraying that in-
difference about religion which is a difgrace
to humanity.

Let not the advocates for the political
fentiments of Mr Parxe any longer deny
that the Age of Reafon is his. ‘The ftile,
the quaint cxpreflions, and the manner of
arguing, arc {o cxallly the fame with the
Rights of Muan, making a rcafonable allow-
ance for the diflurence of the fubjeét, that
he muft be blind indeed who fees not
where to get a father to it. You may no
doubt be rcady to cry out, you could not
have cxpe@ed fuch a picce from  that
quarter ; but lct this put you in mind of
what Vircin fays:

Lronti nulla fides ; nimium ne crede colori™,

I anticipate with plealure that happy day
when chriftianity, after reiterated confliéts
with 1nfidelity, thall be univerf:lly believed,
revered and obeyed.  The mountain of the
Lorp fhall be cftablithed upon the top of

YARIVINY the

* ¢ Truft not too much to appearances,” is a free, though not

a literal, tranflation of the above line,



[ 49 ]

the hills, and all fleth f{hall flow unto 1.
To furvey mankind rifing higher and high-
er in a conformity to the fource of excel-
lence; to fee the light of the golpel diffufed
through the whole habitable globe; and to
behold the never-ceafing  employment of
heaven begun upon carth, are indeed ra-
vithing profpeéts. Then Tunomas Paine
(if ever there were fuch a man®) cducated
a quaker, and dying a dcift, f(hall be for-
gotten as an untimely birth, and his theolo-
gical writings configned to the flames..

Reader, I have now brought this {mall
performance to a clofe. | found confidera-
ble pleafure in reviewing the Age of Reafon,
not indeed on its own account, but becaufe
I humbly conccived that I might be infiru-
mental in  prote€ting all thofe from its
peftilential 1niluence, who may favour my
pamphlet with a perufal.  If my expeéations
have been too fanguine, I am not the firft
who has been difappointed. I truft my
defign is laudable. I undertook it with the
honelt intention of doing good, and I leave
the iflue to the management of that Gop
who 1s love and truth in the abftraé.

* Sce the laft page of the Age of Reafon.
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