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PREFACE.

DURING the courfe of my miniftry, it has been
my principal ftudy to entertain my hearers by ex-
plaining and enforcing thefe doltrines and duties,
with regard to which, Chriftians of all denomina-
tions are agreed ; {o far as their public profeffion is
founded on the Bible; without barping on the
Shibboleth of any party.

To rail againft fuch as profefs reveaied religion,

15 unmanly, anti-chriftian, and inconfiftent with the
genuine {pirit of the gofpel ;—I with to adopt the
{entiments, and 1mitate the condu& of the Pfalmift
“ 1 am a companion of all them who fear thee and
of them that keep thy precepts.”” I have on every
occafion endeavoured to guard againft adding fuel -
to the fire of angry controver{y,—I confider moft
of the differences which ebtain among Chriftians, as
rather verbal than real; and if proper allowance
was made for the imperfettion of language, might
foon terminate, and if in fome lefler matters, men
cannot exactly agree, mutual forbearance would be
A 2 highly
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highly becoming the gofpel,—and in character, 1mi.
tating the Lord Jefus, who always taught his fol-
lowers as they were able to bear it. In proof of
this we hear that on 2 certain occalion he faid, “ 1

have many things to fay unto you, but ye cannot
bear them now.

But when the moft important truths are openly
denied, 1t cannot be deemed 1mproper for a mini-
{ter of the goipel, boldly to fland forth in defence
of thefe doétrines which he teaches. Were it only
to correct a few mifapplied terms, I would confider
it as idle to beftow pen, ink, and paper, or what is
far more valuable, zime, on a fubjed fo trifiing; but
when fentiments fubverfive of chriftianity obtain a
currency, 1t 1s hoped this will be a {uflicient apology
for the prefent atiempt, being no invafion of the
peace of civil or religious fociety.

Among the many advocates for infidclity, none
has difzovered more zeal than Thomas Pa}pe in a

work entitled, Age of Reafon, in Two Parts. His

profeded defign is the overthrow of all exifting fyf.
tems of religion, Popifh and Protefant, whether
eltablifhed or diffenting. The regal aud facerdoral
oftices are reprefented as inimical to the rights of
men.  Rulers, laws, religion, and her minifters of
every denomination muft be defiroved. ' Revealed

religion

!
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religion is traduced as a vile cheat, and her mini.
{ters as bafe impoftors, and both as the caufe of all

the evils that have befallen mankind fince it was
nrft acknowledged.

Treafon, and infidelity, generally go hand in
hand, * denying the Lord jefus, defpiling domi-
niops, and railing at dignitics,” is a natural afloci-

S

ntion and ﬁxemp,zuﬁd in the character and conduct
of Detits 1n the prefent day ; almoft with one breath
they curfe kings, and deride revealed relizion with
its author. Irror is always talleative, and chere is
fcarcely an abfurdity, but thefe blalphemers will at-
tempt to defend.

For fometime palt, Pavne’s Age of Realon has
Leen fludicudly circulated in this part of the coun-
try ; and (if Fame lies not; has gained feveral con-
verts to the caufe of Deilm. Payne’s pamphlet may
fall into the hands of fome who are in 2 great mea.
{fure unacquainted with the Deiltical controverfy,
baving ncither money to purchaie nor time to per-
ufe fuch books as have been before the public for
many years; fer the fake of fuch, I have thought
proper te lay the followinz before the public. Iam
not afhamed to avow, that 1 am indebted to men
who were zealous for the truth upon the earth,
who contencled earneitly for the truth of divine re-

velation.
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velation. Have judged it unneceffary to introduce
new fentiments, as the {cheme treated of by Payne
15 not new, it has been long ago difcufled, weighed
in the balance, and found wanting by apologifts for
the fcriptures ; and after all that Upftart’s preten-
fioris to novelty (Payne’s), his pamphlet contains
no new argument. In the Age of Reafon it 1s ad-
mitted that the {cheme 1s {et forth in {omething of
a new dre:s, all that is plaufible is little more than
a repetition with fome new modes of expreflion
long fince replied to. Payne’s ignorance of former
times, or a preflumption that he has only to do with
people ignorant thereof, is the beft apology that can
be made for bim; all that can be termed original
or new is no ncw ornament to the iniidel icheme,
hut new abfurdities, deformities and blafphemies of

that {yftem.

It would be paying Payne too high a compliment,
and raifing littlenefs into 1importance to follow him
through all his banter, jelting and ridicule, and had
it not been, that fome (if Fame tells truth) are al;

ready moved away {rom the hope of the gofpel, his
pitiful pamphlet fhould have been buried in perpe-
tual oblivion with himfclf for me.

[ have not the ;mnity to expect either general no. -
tice or approbation ; the rapid progrefs of infideli-

tys
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ty, dnd the inveterate prejudices of a party, who
admire and adopt the political, and Deiftical theo-
rizs of Thomas Payne, will in all probability dimt.
nith the influence of my endeavours; for when the
human mind is once fettered with party prejudices,
it can find fatisfaction only in what has a tendency

to increafe the difeafe. |

It is 2 mournful confideration that men, who
have high pretenfions to patriotifm, fhould {fwallow
the anti-chriftian tenets of Payne. I have added 2
few confiderations on fubjection to civil rulers, with
a view to put Chriftians on their guard. It 15 not

likely that fuch will be the pillars of the ftate, who
ftrain every nerve to deftroy thofe of chriftianity.
We can have very little dependence in a time of
~ danger, on thofe who bend their tongues like 2
bow for flander and blafphemy,—they are not va~
lant for the truth upon the earth,—they know not
God, being evil man and {feducers, they grow worfe
and worfe. Inftead-of entrufting our liberties, ci-
vil or facred, in the hands of fuch ; inftead of put-
ting confidence in thefe men, we mufl ¢ take heed
every one of his neighbour, and not truft in any
brother, for every brother will utterly fupplaat, and
every neighbour will walk with flanders ; they will
deceive every one his neighbour, and will not fpeak
the truth : they have taught their tongue to fpeak
les,
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lies, and weary themfelves to commit iniquity !

come out from among them, and be ye leparated,
&c.”

I am not-anxious on my own account what re-
ception the following pages meet with j I expect to
hear the flanders of fome, becaufe I thus refufe to
bury or betray the truth of divine revelation ; but
it is no fmall honor to be reproached by men given
up to afpirit of railery and reviling j—railing againft
dignities and reviling the doctrines of divine revela-
tion. 1 defire, through grace, to account the re-
proach of Chrift greater riches than the approbation
of fuch apoftates from revealed rehigion ; and at any

rate it muft be but a {mall thing to be judged of
man’s judgment : * The falhion of this world paf-
> Ere long the voice both of cenfure

and applaunfe will be {ilenced in the duft, Detfts af-
ford, in the inftance of themielves, a proof of the

truth of revealed religion, it is foretold that {coffers
fhall arlie in the laft times, &c.

{feth away.’

PITTENWEEM, %
April 16, 1766,
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SECT. L.
Of Meral Evidence.

WHEN one hears of revéaled religion, it is nda
tural t6 afk whether the firft who acknowledged it
{ubmitted their tenets to a candid and free enquiry,
or if they were anxious to teprefs inveftigation, and
hide themfclves in obfeurity. If we form a proper
eltimate, the queftion muft be determined in favour
of religion 3 for, inftead of difcouraging the fpirit
of enquiry, it is clear. they encouraged it both by
precept and by example. Of one of the teachers of
revealed religion it is written, ¢ that he was him.
{elf learned in all the wifcom of Egypt””  Another
ipeaks of learning as a moft valuable acquifitién,
and even quotes the fentiments of a heathen poet,
with the higheft approbation, when he deemed it to
his purpofe. Anothet 1s ftill more explicit, and ex-
horts thofe to whom he wrote, to ftudy * to be able
to affigh a reafon of the hope that was in them.”
Thofe perfons who propagate tenets, and yet fhrink
from inveltigation § are always to be fufpected. The
author of chriftian:ty, {o far from this, withes men to
¢¢ {earch the {criptures,” which contained the proof
of his miffion and chdra&er. The men who firft

B were
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were inftrumental in propagating revealed religion;
while they encouraged free enquiry, proved their
integrity and their firm belief of the dotrines which
they delivered to others. Such a line of condudt 15
the very reverfe of what the fchemes of impoftors
would clearly fuggeft. On the fuppolition that thele
perfons have deceived mankind, they have done it
by means abfolutely inconfiftent with political prac.
tice. ,

The dodrines of Chriftianity aré calculated to in-
creafe knowledge,—they alcertain with precifion
many things concerning which philofophers wrang.
led to no purpofe. They make known truths which
‘muft have remained for ever fecret. Ancient phi-
lofophers furnifh a ftriking proof of the infufficiency
of reafon, unaffifted by divine revelation, in their di-
verfified and oppofite theories. Let the world judge
then if religion as revealed be calculated to promote
ignorance.~ L'he chriftian religion has tended very
much to civilize, as well as inftruét mankind., Its
peaceable {pirit and the conduct which it exempli-
fies,—uniformly recommends and enjoins; agree
with its peculiar ordinances.

To demonftrate this, let us take a view of the |
world without revelation, and attend to indifputable
facts.. We need not here crofs the Atlantic, In
what condition were the inhabitants of our native
country previous to their being favoured with- di-

ViIg
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vine revelation? Do we find them in the purfuit of
virtue and morality? No, we find them condutt-
ing themfelves in @ manner fhocking; too fhocking
to relate. In the moft polite and learned nations in
Europe, the heavenly luminaries were deified, nay
almoft every creature worfhipped as God. It has
been found, that men, unaffifted by revelation have
paid homage to cats and monkies, and the vileft of
reptiles. In fuch circumitances, was there no neeid
of divine revelation? In what condition are many
nations ftill who are left to act according to the dic.
tates of nature’s light.

Payne (Age of Realon, Part 1. p. #7.) aflerts
that “ it is falfe to fay that chriftianity was not ef-
tablifhed by the fword.” With what truth this is
afferted, let the world judge. Chriftianity, though
the beft caufe, may be perverted by men of corrupt
minds to the bafeft of purpofes: 1t will not follow
that this arifes from the caufe itfelf, in its native
purity and fimplicity. Let us turn our attention to
thofe nations in Europe where the diftinguithing
do@rines of revelation are generally known, as thefe
books are tranflated into the vernacular languages,
From among them let us {elet Great Britain, as it
15 the land both of civil and religious liberty. At

the {fame time, that we view it as a monarchy, of
which the feveral parts are more clofely joined than

BN any
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any republic can be; the effect of this liberty is moft
obvious.
. The eftablifhment of pOp,ﬁfy in any kingdom, and
perfecution have prevailed. The reformed churches,
on the contrary, have purfued a line of conduét the
very reverfe; and this in firit conformity to the
{pirit of the gofpel. The facts in regard to this are
{o well known, as to render an enlargement altoge-
ther unneceflary. And Great Britain can afford in
her hiftory no inftance of barbarity in this relation,
fince the reformation. Intolerant zeal is unknown
to chriftianity. Men who have fuch high preten-
{ions to reafon as Payne, ought to diftinguith be-
twixt the truth of divine revelation itfelf, and the
vices to which men of corrupt principles may en-
deavour to make it {fublervient. To ufe Payne’s
own words in preface to The age of Reafon, (Part
iL p.7) “lt is not becaufe right principles have
been violated that they are to be abandoned.”

He complains in the fame preface,  that all his
opponents'refort more or lefs, to what they caly
Scripture evidence and Bible authority, to help them
out. They are {o little mafters of the fubjet, as to
confound a difpute about authenticity, with a dif.
pute about doctrines, &c.”
 Whether the charge be well or 1ll founded I can-
not tell, having only feen Wakefield’s Anfwer ; one
thing however 1a clear, that he has led the way;

15
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in both parts of the Age of Reafon he has led
the dance. He has not only confounded authenti-
city with doctrines, but has jumbled doctrines, au-
thenticity, and evidence together; I {hall however
put him right, that if he is difpofed to write any
more, he may know how to begin, and that by
treating on the nature of evidence, of which he ap.
rears totally ignoranf.

‘There are certain motives which do not fail to in-

fluence mankind, as opportunities prefent themielves.
This 1s clear from faét and experience.  Why thefe
motives and principles are eftablithed as the fprings
of action, is to be refolved into the confummate
wildom of the Great Creator, who knew how to
adapt the world and human nature to each other.
We are accuttomed to infer the certainty of phy.
fical appearances from the ftated laws of nature, by
which they are to come to pafs, and when fuch e-
vents do not take place, we conclude, thar fome
laws of nature have been fufpended or violated.
Though the author of nature has fixed thefe laws,
tie can with the greateft facility fufpend them ; and
though we cannot be mathematically certain that
they fhall regularly go onj yet we depend upon
them with confidence. For example, when we fee
the fun fet at night, we without geometrical proof
conclude that he will rife again,—that the fucceflion
of {ummer and winter will go regularly on ; apd it

.
.
i
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is upon this ground that the hufbandman plows and
fows, he does it in hope.
~ Teftimony is involved in moral evidence, but we
draw an erroneous infcrence when we make it the
whole of that evidence. In fome cafes, where hu-
man teftimony evinces the truth of things; the
ftated faws of nature above mentioned muft be re-
curred unto, that we may have full proof of what
otherwife bas only human teflimony to afcertain the
truth,  Recourfe muft efpecially be had to thefe
principles and motives which generally influence’the
conduct of man, acting as a reafonable being. 1t is
neccilary in the inftance of teftimony to confider the
}nown honour and veracity of the perfon who gives
1t—It 1s neceflary to-examine whether or not he
could have any motive to influence him to commit
a fraud ; for every man 1s influenced in bis condué
by {fome motive or other, and matters in regard to
this may be {o circumitanced, as we may be fure
that it is impoffible Le can be deceitful in giving his
teftimony., How can we be fure? Becaufe men are
naturally averfe to thame and contempt; and thén
we are determined- to admit the teftimony, other-
wife we muft forfeit all pretenfions to reafon and
common {enfe.
There are fome things, which, in their nature,
only admit moral proof, which are as clear as other
- things that are capable of mathematical demonftra-
’ tion,
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tion, TLvidence is the obvious appearance of truth
to the mind producing an aflent to it as truth.  In
mathematical demonftration, propofitions derive
their force from fome others already demonftrated ;
and thefe from others, till we come to axioms which
have no demonftration. The like muft hold with
regard to moral propofitions and the principles into
which they may be refolved ; for 1t 1s the evidence
or plinnefs of a propofition, and not the {ubject
matter of it, which renders the denial of it abfurd.

The mind of man yields aflent to {fome moral
conclufions with as little hefitation in regard to their
truth, as to mathematical inferences. There are
innumerable pfam, tranfations, perfons and facls, of
which we can have no perfonal knowledge, and yet
we call them as little in queftion, as we do geome-
trical conclufions : this we do every day in the coms
mon affairs of life.
 Every {pecies of truth has its own peculiar man.
ner of proof; it is the difference, of the nature of
things which are the objects of our knowledge, that
lays a foundation for the different methods of arri-
ving at the certainty of them.

Proof differs 1n kind, according to the nature and
properties of the things about which it is adduced.
Geometrical truths admit of direct demonftration,—
Phyfical truths are fhewn by experiment,— 2fora)

truths
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truths by teftimony, by the principles of hutnai

nature and {tated laws. |
- Payne (Age of Reafon, Part IL. p. #5.) exprefles
himfelf in very firange terms with regard to tefti
mony, when he fays, ¢ Whoever put faith in that
account, (namely revelation) puts it in the man
from whom the account comes, and that man may
have been deceived ; or may have dreamed it, or
he may be an impoftor, and may lie.” But when
we entertain fufpicions refpetting the truth of tefti.
mony, we ought to diftinguifh, betwixt a fufpicion
that is founded in pure phylical poflibility that 2
~ man may be an impoftor ; and a fufpicion that is
founded in the reputation or charaéter of the man
who gives his tefimony, or a defect in the tefti-
mony itfelf, If the teltimony be obfcure, incon-
fiftent, or be contradiéted by higher authority,—if
the perfon be of a doubtful character, if he is known
to be credulous, partial and carelels 1n his general
conduct; in fuch circumftances, every wife man
fhould {ufpend his judgment, till he obtain proof
liable to none of thefe exceptions; on the other
hand, if nothing of that can be alleged; there can
remain only a pure phyfical pofliblity of deception.
It is phylically poflible, that a man who has a
cood charadter for integrity may be hypocritical,
and may have a delign to 1mpofe upon me—it is
phyfically poflible that a man jult when going to telk
me
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vize truth, may be fuddenly feized with madnefs and
narrate an untruth ; thefe cafes muft be admitted a3
phyfically pofflible, and thefe equally poflible with
regard to every man, one who has hitherto retain-
ed an untainted reputation may act a fraudulent and
deccitful part,

There is no human teftimony, but in this accep-
tation of poflibility may be deceitful. While it is
admitted in part that it is not the antiquity of a
tale, that is any evidence of its truth ;> i1t will not
lollow, becaufe aflerted by Payne, ¢ that 1t is a
fymptom of its being fabulous; for the more an-
cient any hiftory pretends to be, the more it has the
refemblance of a fable.” (Age of Reafon, Part ILL
P 2.)

When we weigh the credihility of teftimony, oral
or gwrillen, we ought o ditinguifh between the de-
creale of credibility which has its rife in our own
minds, and the decreafe which may belong to’ the
thing itfelf.

The credibility of a teftimony is leflened, when
deprived of thefe circumitances which at firft gave
it 2 {uflicient degree of credit among men, That is,
no teftimony 1s really diminifhed, or rendered lefs
credible by any caufe, But the want of the condi-
tions which laid a foundation for its credibility at
firft. It is to be confidered here, that we ought
carefully to diftinguith between the nature of the.

U thing,
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thing, and the circumfiances thereof ; and the no-
tions which men may entertain with regard to it.
There can be no decreafe of the credibility of tefti-
mony, delivered by faithful witnefles, though trani-
mitted through a feries of ages ever fo long conti-
nued. We hinted juft now that teftimony remains
equally unqueftionable, when tran{mitted with all
its effential circumftances; when the witnefles are
well qualified, honeft to reprefent them fairly, and
diligent to make enquiry. A matter of fact, which
once poflefled evidence fufficient to recommend it
as the objeét of belief, does not lofe its credibility in
fucceeding ages, however diftant.

It was admitted in part, that the antiquity of any
thing was no proof of its being true, that is anti-

quity as fuch ; 1till with time collateral evidence may
‘increafe, to affure men farther as to the truth of the

teitimony witn regard to the thing narrated and
tranfmitted. For though every one is bound to ex-
ercife his reafon in forming an eftimate, yet he muft
confider 1t as an important circumftance, that it has
ftood the trial of fucceflive generations ;—that men
of candour, iﬁtegrity, and learning, have given it
the moft cordial and unanimous fuffrage. This is
an advantage which men, who lived in a very early
period, were deprived of. It 1s granted, that the
thing itfelf is credited upon proper and direct moral
proof, fiill, when they confider it in unifon with the

conient
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confent and approbation of many thoufands, who
have formed the very fame judgment with them-
{elves. This is a kind of fuperadded evidence, which
aifords additional confirmation, fince multi'udes,
who lived 1n different ages and diftant countries,
have all agreed in their belief. So far then is it
from truth, ¢ that antiquity thews any thing fabu-
lous,” that on the contrary, matters of fact may de-

rive circumftantial evidence to increafe their credi-
bility from the lapfe of time,

SECT. 1L
On the Abfurdity of rejecting Moral Evidence.

HAVING made thele remarks on the nature of
moral evidence, let us examine the iffue of rejeting
proof founded on this {pecies of evidence.

We all know that the prelervation of order in ci-
vil fociety, by the adminiftration of juftice, entire-
~ 1y depends on this kind of evidence. Thofe who
enad and ordain laws, cannot be perfonally prefent
in all places, to witnefs the breach of them, or con.
formity to them: Accordingly, that public juftice
may be adminiftered in detecting the guilty, and
protecting the innocent, it 1s neceffary that others
e deputed to take cognifance of men’s condu@,

C 2 What
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What others have feen or heard, or can be inferreg
by rational circumfitances, muft be laid before them;
and this, when donc in a becoming manner, is rec-
koned by the wifdom of all nations, to be fuflicient.
evidence ; in cafes of the highelt importance, where
the liberty, property, and life, of the {ubject, avre in.
volved, And 1f tettimony was not confidercd as
fuflicient proof, we fhould foon {ee fociety difoand.
How arrogant would men of victous principles grow
in defiance of laws and lawgivers ? All fubordination
and order, fafety and protection, would end; our
perfons would be expofed to the moit grofs infults,
and our property to open deprecation. I moral e-
vidence be laid alide, 1f men’s eyes and ears did not
guard the public, there would not only be a check
upon the execution and the adminiftration of cqual
laws, but no means could be employed to prevent
any mifchief which might threaten an individoal or
the public at large. Al induliry and every attempt
of individuzls to render thewr circumftances more
comfortable, would be vainj all things would be
allowed to go on by chance, without any adlivity on
our part; there could be no room for the exercife
of thefe powers and faculties beftowed on us by God;
by which we naturally confult what appears beft,
Reafon would be no biefling to us in fuch circum.
ftances, intercourfe with men can be of no avail, if
moral certainty, as founded upon evidence be inad-

miinble ;
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miflible; we behove to be deftitute of all motives
and principles of action, and no better than the
beafts that perith, |

This is not all ; fociety muft inftantly diffolve, it
the above evidence is not admitted. Mutual coni-
ience is one great bond of civil fociety, which, if
¢zken away, perpetual jealoufy and endlels {ufpicion
muft occupy the place of truft and confidence. Men
mult be cver on their guard ; they muft confider e-
Very one 2s an enemy, waiting an opportunity to
suin them. They would confider themfelves as
fafelt when at the greatelt diftance from each other;
—all concern about the public good would be {uper-
ceded by private intereft and perfonal fafety. On
this hypothelis, we would fee every {ociety difband-
ed and difperfed, all commerce and diftinctions a-
mong men mufl inftantly terminate. Such a ftate
of matters would pleale Payne ; princes and fubjects
would be on a level, rulers and ruled ; friendfhip
among the latter would not be realifed, more than
government among the former. ILvery man muft
try, (on this hypothelis) to feek fhelter for himfelf,

All the focial aflections being extingnifhed, as oce
cafions offered, open violence and hoftility would be
the neceflary refult.

Farther, Qur civil liberty and property, or at
leaft our enjoying them, depends upon moral evi-

dence ; Birthright privileges depend upon this fort
of
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of evidence; or whatever we have by wil/ and #effa-
ment.  In many cafes, perfonal knowledge by our
cxternal fenfes is impofitble, and in other cafes no
wife men have infifted on it, and our aflent in fuch
cafes depends entirely upon moral evidence. This
13 fo clear that it ftands in need of no illuftration.

Some matters of fact are {o obvious by teltimony
23 to give us the fuileft aflurance of their certainty;
or in other words, matters may be {o circumitanced
as to leave no ground to entertain any f{ulpicion of
fraud or deceit; and to entertain dark {ufpicions,
would hold us out in the moft ridiculous point of
hoht. |

In believing hiftory, 1t is not neceflary that we
ourfclves faw the things performed which we are
called to belicve, for this is not crediting the re-
port of another, but the teftimony of our own fen-
{es ; 1f we muft {ee the things, then we could believe
nothing unlefs we were perfonally prefent.

If what we have ftated refpecting evidence be not
admitted ; the iffue is, that we cannot believe any
writings unlefs we fee the author write and fubfcribe
his book ; and if this be requilite, there are hardly
" Any writings that we could believe.” I have men-
tioned this, becaufe it feems to lurk in Payne’s pam-
phlet, though he does not verbally ftate it, viz. that
he never faw Mofes, Chrift, Paul, &c. and how can
;t be known that ever there were {fuch perfons, and

how
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how can we be fure that they ever did or wrote fucl
things. [ afk Payne and his followers, Did they e-
ver fee Alexander the Great, Julius Caxefar, or King
Henry VIIL of England? And yet do they not be-
lieve that there were fuch perfons?—On the onc
hand, if they do not believe that there were fuch
men, becaufe they never faw them ; they have in {o
far laid afide the nature of man, and are fitter for 2
dark room and a {trait jacket, than to be reafoned
with. On the other hand, it they believe that therc
were fuch men, though they never faw them ; then
why not believe that there were fuch perfons as Je-
{fus Chrift, Mofes, Paul, &c. and that they did and
wrote the things faid of them.

It is not a fufficient ground to rejet evidence by
teltimony, &c. becaufe there have been many falfe
hiftories; or in qther words, we are not to difbe-
lieve, becaule there may be a phyfical pofiibility of
deception ; for though there have been cheats and
unpoitors in the world, it will not thence follow
that there are no faithful and honeft men. If moral
evidence be not admitted, mutual truft and confi-
dence muft be deftroyed ; civil fociery muft difband
and domeftic felicity break up. Bad as the world
5, there always have been, and fill is, fome inte-
arity in it, and will be, while God continues the
human race, and government over men. Juftice
and honefty is neceflary to the being and order of

fﬂd@t}’.
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{ociety. A phyfical poffibility of being deceived,
never influences mankind in their mutual inter-
courfe one with another, Trade and commerce is
carried on upon the principle of moral evidence, for
it can admit of no other. The merchant believes
that there are fuch places in the world as Madras,
Bengal, China, Batavia, &c. in the Eaft Indies ; that
there are fuch iflands as Jamaica, St Kitts, Barba-
docs, &c. though they never faw them; a man
puts his life in the hand of his phylician, yea in the
hand of his barber. It becomes a reafonable being,
not to believe a thing becaufe it may poflibly be
true, {0 it is equally incumbent on him, not to re-
ject teftimony becauie there may be a phyical poili-
bility of its being falle.

I would not have tils to be viewed as a digref-
fion, for a great many cavillers lay ftrefs upon this,
mean as it 13, they have little more to keep their
infidelity in countenance. They have learned to
flourifh a little on {ome other topics of railery, but
when pufhed, this is their lait flreng hold—The o
der of the day, with them 13, you have hearfay evi
dence, you cannot be {are.

[ afk what they mean: Do they mean tnat we
cannot be mathenmtrallv certain? 1t they do, who-
ever fuppofed or talked o1 r mathematical certainty in

cales of that kind; for 1n every cale of this kind,
we have a certainty that ariles from moral proof,

cqual
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tqual to that which is founded upon geometrical
demonfiration, as was thewn formerly ;—and in

the nature of the thing can admit of no other kind
cf proof but what is founded upon moral evidence,

L] LI -
i — "

SECT. TII.

Of Moral Evidence, as affordiey fecarity againft

Lipofition.

iTis fimply impoffible to impofe falts upon man:
kind at the time they are faid to take place, pro-
vided they be fuch faéts as come within the reach of
men’s {enfes ; for in this cafe’they muft be inflantly
detected. For exampie, let any man in the town
of Pittenweem give out that he divided the Forth
yefterday in prefénce of all the inhabitants, 2nd that -
ke carried them all to Dunbar on dry land ; no fuch
ftory could pafs for a truth, for John and James,
William and Janet, &c. nay the whole would give
him the lie, and tell that no {uch thing took plice;
none of them having been at Dunbar that day ; and
far lefs that they travelled in fuch a manner. But
fays Payne, admitting all this, * it is evident the
books were not written at the time, but hundreds
of years after, (Part1L p. 4.) To this it is anfwer-
ed, that if the things faid to have happened, were

1) not
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Biot only done openly, but that public monuments
were erefted, and certain rites performed, to per-
petuate the remembrance of them; and thefe bear-
ing a dite as ancient as the fats, {ulliciently guard
againdt any impofition in after ages; for whenever
{uch a thing was invented, and no fuch monuments
remaining, and the experience of all who behoved
to know that they never were engaged 1n the ob-
_ {ervation of fuch and fuch ceremonies, would deteét
the fraud, Let Thomas Payne invent fome tale that
fuch a thing took place (oo years ago, he might
perhaps get {ome credulous republican to believe it ;
but if, at fame time, he thould fay, that in teftimony
of the truth of it, from that day to this, every per-
{fon when ¢ight years of age had one.of his ears cut
off, and that every man in the country wanted an
ear, and this was in proof of the fa@, which he faid
had taken place,—that it had been tranfmitted from
age to age; and had been uniformly pradtifed as a
lafting monument of what he had aflerted, took
place ; in thefe circumitances he would inftantly be
deteéted by the whole country, who muft give him
the lie with regard to the mark of wanting an ear
and as the fact.of their wanting an ear was part of
the original ftory, the whole would be viewed as an
impudent fabrication.

With regard to Moles, he could not have per..
{fuaded fo many perfons that he brought them out

of
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of Egypt,—through the red fea,—fed them miracu- -
loully in the wildernefs; if thefe things had not
heen true, for the teftimony of every man’s fenfes
among the chofen tribes muft have given him the
lie. He could not have impofed his writings upon
them in any after period, feeing thefe writings faid,
chat all the things mentioned were done publicly 1n:
their prefence. Deut. xi. 2—8. And thefe books
could not have been invented in any {ucceeding age,
and publifhed in his name; Why ? Becaufe they fay
that they were publithed in the days of Mofes, and
depofited in the ark, Deut. xxxi. 24—-26. and there
was alfo a.copy to be left with the king. Deut. xvil.
18,'19. In thefe quotations, thele books fpeak of
themielves, not merely as hiftory, bat as the ftand-
ing law of the Jewifh nation, and obligatory both
on king and fubjets; and in any age after Mofes,
it would have been impoflible to have made a whole
nation believe, that they' had acknowledged thefe
from the days of Mofes, to that peried in which
they are {fuppofed to have been invented. How
could they be perfuaded that they had obferved
them before they had heard of them? I afk the ig-
norant quibbler, if ever there was a code of fham.
laws palmed upon any nation, fince the world be-
gan? If he cannot anfwer in the affirmative, how
has he the effrontery to affert thus much of the laws

of the Hebrews? Nay, the books of Mofes have the
D2 very
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very higheft degree of cvidence, becaule they give
the hiftory of their laws being reduced to practice
ever fince the time they were enadted.  The paflo-
ver, to perpetuate the remembrance of Iirael’s fafe-
ty, when death entered every houfe 1 Egypt, and
inany others, The Cld Teltament gave lirael other
inftitutions as fo many public recognitions of the
mercies they had received from God.

In the 4th chapter of ]oﬁma it 15 written, that
twelve ftones were {et up, that when their children
thould afk the defign of them, they fhould be in-
formed, and alfo told particularly, of the fa& they
were intended to commemorate ; and it was fuch a
fadt, and fo circumftanced, as it could not be impo-
{ed on the people at the time when 1t is faid ro have
taken place, nor afterwards j if the fact of their mi-
raculous paflage over Jordan be denied, and if it be
{aid that the ftones were erected by fome. defigning
perfon, and that that perfon invented the book of
Jofhua, and gave out that it had been compofed by
Jothua at that time, and ajluded to the 12 ftones in
proof of it ; every man 1n this cafe would reply, We
know of the 12 ftones at Gilgal, but we never
heard this afligned as the realon. of their ereétion,
neither d1d we ever hear of this book of ]o{hua-
where has it been? How came you by it after fuch
a long time ? Befides this book fays that we were to

be
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be taught, and.that we were to teach our children

concerning all this ; but we never were informed of

any fuch thing, nor have we ever told our children,

for we could not, having never heard of it betore.
(Sce Short and Fafy Method with the Deifts.)

The {fame writings inform us, that a particular
tribe was appointed by God as priefts, by whom,
and none elfe, all folemn inftitutions were to be ce-
lebrated. Now, in whatever age thefe writings may
be fuppoled to be forged after the days of the wri-
ters, it is impoilible that they could be received as
true, urlels the deceivers could firft make the whole
nation {o credulous as believe that they had received
thefe writings from their fathers,—had been inrudt-
ed in them when they were young, and had taught
them to their children ;—moreover, that they had
all been circumcifed, and had circumcifed their chil-
dren in obedience to what was commanded in thefe
writings. Now, was it poflible to 1mpofe upon a
whole nation, fo far as make them believe they had
received books that faid they had done fuch and fuch
things, while the whole was 1alfe.

I fhall, for the fake of argument, {fuppofe that
* ghefe things were obferved and practifed before thefe
writings were forged, and that thefe writings were
impofed upon the Jews, in making them believe
that they had obferved fuch and fuch rites in me-
mory of the things inferted in thele forgeries. But

here
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here the very famé abfurdities prefent themfelves;
Tor it muft be allowed, that the Jews obferved thefe
rites in commemoration of fomething, or that con-
trary to reafon and fa@; that they obferved them

they knew not for what : {lill it was impoflible to
perfuade them that they had performed them 1in
commemoration of things they had never {o much
as heard of before thefe writings which are {fuppo-
fed to have been forged. Thus we have the highelt
iccurity againit any impofition upon the Jews after,
as well as at the time when the things are {uppoied
to have taken place.

To fay that the hiftory we . afcribe to Mofes was
not written at the time that Chriftians pretend, but
smight be the invention of later ages, is to fay and
aficrt without proof.

Moies was uniformly owned as the Jewifh Law-
aiver; the Jews univerfully believe it, and affirm it
(here 1s affirmative proof,) they have in every age
paid the higheft regard to his memory. The mott
ancient heathen writers do not deny there was fuch
a perfon as Mofes, nor call in queftion the truth of
his giving laws to the Jews. The ignorant blafphe-
mer cannot give any account when, or by whom,
this hiftory, and the facts related in the five books
afcribed to Mofes, were forged. e cannot give a
name to this imaginary hiftorian, who perfonated
Mofes . he can neither tell us where he lived, nor

produce
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. prodace authentic vouchers of what he imagiues;
and then aflerts.

The queftion with regard to the gofpels and epil-
tles is, Whether thefe writings contain a true ac-
count of what they at firft declared to the world ¢

or if they are {purious, and an impolfture which we
ought to reject?

It was impoflible that the writings of thele per-
{ons we call evangelits and apoftles, could be impo-
{fed on the world, as their’s, while they were alive,
if they had not been their’s. Such a glaring impo-
fition muft have been difcovered by perfons whao
paid {uch unremitting attention to the ftate and pro-
- grefs of Chriftianty ;~~mankind could not be impo-
. {ed upon, while the firft teachers of that fyfiem were
. alive; though it is admitted that the founders of a
- party may outlive the reputation of their own f{yf
~tem, their tenets may be {upprefled by external
. force, or argument. But that tencts, which they
" never publifhed, thould be invented, and uniform-
i':. ty pafs as the true dodtrines of {uch and fuch men,
-in the very age in which they lived, while there was

fufficient opportunity to detect the fraud, is altoge-

ther incredible.
%

]1 There could be no fraud as to the writings of
i‘hefe men while they were alive’; and the fame may
ibe faid of them while the original manufcripts were

fprefewed in the Chriftian world, The cafe muft

F
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have been the fame, while every one might fearch
thefe original manuferipts ; any attempt to impofe
muft have been in vain, {o long as they were extant,
Tertulltan figuifies, that fome of them were prefer-
ved to the age in which he lived, viz. tll the end
of the fecond century, and to preferve writings
much longer is common at this day.

It 15 equally impoflible, that any particular deno-
mination of profefled Chriftians could impofe on the
world afterwards, by adulterating thefe writings.

No particular party would have ventured to do
this, for they would f{ee that every oppofite intereft
muit have been confcious of the fraud. And thus
the very difputes which bave arifen in the Chriftian -
worlc have been fubfervient to the prefervation of the |
truth ; though animofities and divifions among fuch
as profefs Chriftianity be a mournful confidcration,
they have tended to its fecurity ; by this means one
party has been a check on another ; at fame time it -
will not be pled, that the different fetaries could in-
vent them by a general confederacy. While thefe
writings could not be impoled on the world by the
friends of the Chriftian religion, far lefs by its avow-
ed enemics ; this they could not doj fuch a cheat
could not be tmpofed upon the wor]d by 1ts awwowed
enemies ; 1 open difregard of all its zealous friends

in all nations, who were decply interefled in the

caule. |
Let
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Let any man weigh the following things in 4n e
qual balance, and fay, that mankind have been im.
pofed upon, in receiving the Books of the New Tefs
tament for what they are generally believed to be.

Thefe books were originally written in the moft’
celebrated language then {poken in the world ; were
difperfed and tranflated into various. languages dif-
ferent from that in which they were originally com-
pofed. They were not retained in private hands as
myfteries, which ought not to be revealed ; but in
public libraries, where every individual had an op-
- portunity to fearch and fee; they have been openly
quoted by fuch as have avowed themfe]ves advo-
cates for Chriftianity, and by enemies to that caufe;
a great part of them were addrefled to large focie-
ties, and that in different parts of the world. They
have been uniformly recited in public aflemblies, and
privately read, which made a deep impreflion of
them on the minds of mankind; and all feGtaries
amid their angry controverfies have made appeals
to them as the teft of orthodoxy.

Such as have been apoftates from the caufe, ne-
ver hinted that they were an impofition on man-
kind, though they muft have been privy (at leaft
fome of them) to the impofture, had there been
any, and had every opportunity to have done it.

Thefe things, if duly weighed, thew that there
are no writings extant that have fuch evidence of

E authenticity,
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atthenticity. - Let Payne and his friends no morgé
complain ¢ that in the anfwers to the former part
of the age of reafon undertake to Jay, and they put
{ome ftrefs thereon, that the authenticity of the
Bible is as well eftablithed, as that of any other an-
cient book, as if our belief of the one could become
any rule for our belief of the other.” Part 11. p. 3.

It 15 to no purpofe to aver with Payne (Part 1L
p. 65.) ¢ Thofe who are not much acquainted with
ecclefiaftical hiftory may fuppofe that the book called
the New Teftament has exifted ever fince the time
of Jefus Chrift, as they fuppofe that the books af-
cribed to Mofes, have exifted ever fince the time of
Mofes. But the fact is hiftorically otherwife, there
was no fuch book as the New Teltament, till more
than three hundred years after the time that Chrift
15 {aid to have lived.

« At what time the books, afcribed to Matthew,
Mark, Luke and John, began to appear is altoge-
ther a2 matter of uncertainty. There is not the
leaft Thadow of evidence of who the perfons were
that wrote them, nor at what time they were
written ; and they might as well have been called
by the names of any of the other fuppofed apoftles,
as by the names they are now called. The originals
are not in the pofleflion of any Chriftian church ex-
ifting, any more than the two tables of ftone writ-
ten on, as they pretend, by the finger of God,

upon
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wnon mount Sinai, and given to Mofes, are in the
pofleflion of the Jews. And even if they were there
is no poflibility of proving the hand.writing in ei-
ther cafe. At the time thefe were written there
was 1o printing, and confequently there could be
no publication, otherwife than by written copies,
which any man might take or alter at pleafure, and
call them originals, Can we fuppofe it 1s conftitent
with the wildom ot the Almighty, to commit him-
felf and Lis will.to man upon fuch precarious means
as thefe: or that it is confiltent that we fhould pen
our faith upon fuch uncertainties? We cannot
make nor alter, nor even imitate {0 much as one
blade of grafs that he has made, and yet we can al-
ter words of God, as eafily as words of man.” &c.

- All this jargon is to no purpofe, Chriftians do not
affert that the writings of the New Teftament have
undergone no alteration in things which are of lit-
tle moment, It is not aflerted that every letter,
{yllable, or word, is exaltly the fame as when the
original writers figned them. If Thomas Payne did
not know, he could be informed, that there are va-
rious ways by which an author may be abufed, and
that perhaps no book has altogether efcaped this ca.
Jamity. Chriftians knew before Payne was born,
that any writing may be hurt by #me, how eafy it
is for miftakes to arife by contractions in-writing,
the carcleflnefs of librarians, the pride of critics, and

E 2 villany
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villany of impoftors. What of all this? will thefe
things leflen the credit of any writing? we do not
think a book {purious on thefe accounts, for if this
was the cafe, we muft abandon every book (o the
flames ; even Payne’s Age of Realon iifelf, for he
admits that an error has crept into the 1t Part; 1f
this were fuflicient to difprove any author, why
do any credit the age of reafon tg be Thos. Payne’s.

But {hil 1t 1s maintained that thefe writings are the
fame which the authors left behind them, and that
not only as to the fubftance of them, but every ef-
fential circumitance ; {o far are they from being in-
vented by other perfons, and impofed upon mar-«
kind in their ftead. Even Julian, who was moft
folicitous to leffen the dignity of Jefus Chrift, takes
thefe books of Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John,

Paul; &c. as authentic.

Though Payne aﬂerts that “ there was no fuch
book as the New Teftament till three hundred years
after the time that Chrift is fid to have lived ;™
yet, as I fhall fhew in the fequel, the fadt is hiftori.
cally otherwife ; and he himfelf (Payne) being judge,
¢ it 1s uncertain at what {tme thefe books appeared,”
however, there is no end of his nonfenfe. From
what has been already faid, refpecting moral evi-
dence, it militates nothing againft their authenticity
that we did not fee them write and fubfcribe them.-
However I fhall not entirely overlook what he af-

ferts
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{ferts refpeCting the New Teftament, ¢ as thefe
writings were not known till above three hundred.
years after the time in which Chrift 1s faid to have
lived.” The fact, as already faid is hiftorically
otherwife, Within a hundred years after the death
of Chrift, we find thefe writings cited by Juftin;-
and Irenzus; not to mention the Epiftles of Cle-
mens, Ignatius, and Polycarp; and from them
downward, in a continued f{ucceflion of writers;
and thele quotations were the {ame as we have them
in the fcriptures at this day. When we confider
how near to that period the Apoltle John lived, and
that Irenzus was taught by Polycarp,—when we
confider, that this Polycarp was ordained by Jobn,
and lived near him,—the firefs that Irenzus lays
upon thefe {criptures, in his oppofition to eral tra-
dition, and how poiitively he makes appeals to them;
—if we confider that foon afier, the Greek and La-
tin, the Roman and African churches, and thofe of
Syria and Egypt, uniformly agree in quoting thefe
writings all in the very fame words; from' thefe
things it will appear what a malignant lie Payne
tells. By the end of one hundred years they were
general, and read in Chrithian churches. Nay, they
were in the hands of the enemies .of Chriftianity,
Trypho in particular. Celfus had alfo read them.
They were tranflated into the Latin and Syriac foon
after. Having ftated thus much, in what follows

1 may
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I'may be allowed to quote their writings, not ag
divine, but as Payne does other writings.

Payne, in the Age of Reafon, Part L. p. 7. and,
Part 1L p. 68, 59, 6o, &c. difcovers the higheft de-
gree of fatire and invedive, concerning the refurrec-
tion of Chrifl, as narrated by the New Teftament
writers; but here he {eems to be very {paring of
argument and common fenie. It is ungenerous to
play upon an argument with wit, as it is often call.
ed, when the fubject is of {uch importance. It dif-
covers a mean, tordid, and contemptible temper, to
{tand at a great diftance, pelting chriftianity with
ridicule, when the perfon has a fair opportunity to
come to clofe quarters and end the difpute in an
honourable manner: it is no merit to ridicule, It
1s 2 very ealy way to get thc advantage of any au.
thor, to ridicule his writings,---a very little quan-
tity of grofs wit, or rather il manners, will go a
very great way. Deilts, however, in every age,
have adopted this plan, and they have been pretty
fuccefsful with fome. Perfons who are otherwife
orofsly ignorant, feel a great degree of pleafure when
religion is infulted : they take up a rude jeft againft
the minifters of the chriftian religion, though in a-
nother cafe they are unable to diftinguifh fatire from
compliment. So great is the power of averfion,
that with men who have high pretenfions to reafon

and
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aid commien fenfe, {ophiftry is received in the room
of demonftration.

It is but a pitiful triumph to gain men’s affent by
an appeal to their fancies, inftead of informing their
judgments. It muft mortify 2 man of feeling to
think that he 1s beholden to the vices, and not to

the judgment of mankind, for reputation. Payne,
in the manner in which he has traduced the refur-
rection, has only followed men of his views who
have gone before him; he has tried to abufe the
doctrine of Chrift’s refurrection with fcoffs and
laughter, inftead of difproving its credibility ; he
has {ubftituted a torrent of reproaches and virulent
epithets, for argument. But reproach and bold af-
{ertion is the cheapeft argument, either in oppofing
or in defending chriftianity.

Payne aflerts, that the witnefles weré incompe-
tent as to their number, ¢ a fmall number of per-
{fons, not more than eight or nine, are introduced
as proxies for the whole world, to fay, they faw it,
and all the reft of the world are called upon to be-
lieve it, &c.”” I prefume, however, that when
Payne fled from England to efcape public juftice, a
fmaller number of witnefles would have conviéted
him than eight or nine. To attack fuch a number
25 being incompetent, fhews the grofleft ignorance
of moral proof; for the number of perfons who tef-

tify concerning a matter of fat, independent of
; other
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other circumftanees, is not conclufive. In the pré
{ent cafe, it thocks the feelings to think that a lie
thould be concealed, more efpecially among fuch 2
number of fraudulent individuals, and thus to de-
lude the world, feems a miracle furpafling all the
miracles recorded in the New Teftanent, Such a
cabal could not fail totell tales on each other fooner
or later. There were others beflides, who unani.
mouily aflirmed the truth of Chrift’s refurrection
and their number was not defpicable, A Chriftian
writer (Paul) declares that in his time there were
the greater part of five hundred then alive, who all
at one particular time faw him after he arofe,

But fays Payne,. (Part IL p. 61.) ¢ As to the ac.
count of Chrift’s being feen by more than five hun.
dred at once, it is only Paul who fays it, and not
the five hundred who fay it for themiclves, it is
thereforc but the teftimony of one man, &c.” It is
ftrange to hear a man dilcover fuch grois irnorance
as to hiftorical evidence. If Paul wrote a falfehood,
why did not thefe perfons detect him, as he wrote
while they were alive. But even laying afide Paul’s”
hiftory, the teftimony of the reft deferves the high.
eft regard, as declaring fomething they had perfonal
knowledge of. We all know, that in a cafe where
a man pretends fenfible demonttration for the truth
of what he fays, he at leaft deferves attention, as

this will convince any man of rezfon, that the mat-
ter
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ket it at leaft deferves enquiry, unlefs he had glvet
grounds to fufpe@t his veracity otherwife. Now
when a confiderable number of men fay they weré
eye-witnefles, their evidence muft be valid unlefs
there be a good reafon for rejeting their teftimony.
Thefe perfons did not only fee Chrlﬁ once but re-
peatedly ; and in fuch a manner as to Ieave no foom
vo fufpedt that fancy had any thing tb do in the
 matter.~They converfed familiarly withy and re-
ceived inftru@ions from him ; he commanded them
to tarry at Jerufalem till endued with power from
on high; he upbraided them for their unbelief, in
not believing thie truth of his refurreétion; on the
teftimony of fuch as had {een him-—That they werg
hlefled and comforted by him :.--faw him aé’cuélly
afcend to heaven. And after this they returned to
Jerufalem, in obedience to his command, and were
edued with powers in exaét accomplithment of his
promife. Is it poflible for imagination to deccive
fo many ¢ Could they think they faw a perfon occa-
fionally for about fix weeks,---that they-eat and drank
in his prefence,---that he expounded the {eriptures to
them, gave them promifes and various rules for the
government of the church. Could this, Ifay; be
fancy ? If this proof be madmlﬂ'able, they muft have
heen the imoft notorlous vﬂlams It 15 therefore of
the higheft importance to examine the charadter of

the witnefles, and the manner in which they gave
F' theip
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their evidence refpecting this eveit. The maunes
in which the witnefles gave their teflimony deferves
attentions This they gave in a mapner the mof
folenm. They invoked the name of the Supreme
Being as witnefs ; they appealed to him as the judge
of the fincerity of their hearts ; and in proof of this,
they declared that they were invefted with the pow-
er of working miracles, to which they appealed,
for the truth of their dotrine. Such appeals a-
mounted to folemn oaths, which, by the common
confent of men, are the laft refource for evidence.
It is true men have been fo wicked as to deny the
being of a God, but this is of no avail in the pre-
fent cafe, unlefs it can be made evident that the
witneffes of Chrift’s refurre@ion’ were poflefled of
fuch flagitious principles.

Again thefe perfons did not narrate what hap-
pened far diftant, either as to time or place. If
perfons were to tell of fomething' that happened 2
number of years before, and at a great diftance: as
to place, their evidence might be obnoxious to ob.
jections, for want of oppertunity to make proper
enquiry. Whereas, in the prefent inftance, the
cafe is quite otherwife. Thefe witneffes avowed the
fact on the {pot where the thing toek place; they
affirmed that he arofe at the very place where he

wag crucified, nor did they delay the publication of
his refurrection till the matter might be in 2 great
meature



Lol

meafare out of mind, no, they did it while his
death was in the mouths of .all, and while perfons
might have been adduced to difprove the fact, had
they declared a falfehood. They did not conceal
the event, but openly declared it: 1t was not pri-
vatcly told to a few of their own party, they pro-
claimed 1t openly when Jerufalem was crowded
with foretgners. They adopted no clandeftine means
to publifh it ; they went into the fynagogues and
temple and pubhifhed 1t. They did not choofe to
inflatne the mob or influence the vulgar, where it
might have been impofiible to detect them, but they
appeared in the moft auguft aflemblies of the Jews,
and teftified before the rulers and priefts concerning
the fatt, Peter delivered a very animated fpeech,
in one of thefe affemblies: ¢ Ye rulers of the peo-
ple and elders of Ifrael, if we be this day examined
of the good deed done to the impotent man, by
what means he is made whole, be it known to you
ail, and to all the people of Ifrael, that by the name
of Jefus of Nazareth, whom ye crucified, whom
God raifed from the dead, even by him doth this
man ftand before you whole,”” What intrepidity
does Peter difcover nere? Sure no man can with
juftice charge Chrift’s refurrection with fecrecy,
when thus avowed before his murderers. Thefe

grave fenators behoved to be afteted decply, by
{fuch 2 charge and declaration from two ﬂhterate

Fa2 men,
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~men. The author of that hiffory informs us that
they marvelled, and no wonder. All the compli-
ment paid them was, that he whom they had late-
ly murdered was raifed from the dead. Had they
had proof, now was the time effectually to have
quafhed them, Infiead of this they ordain that the
_apoftles withdraw, till they confulted together. Such
however was their confulion, that they difmifled
them, by charging them to {peak no more 1 the
pame of Jefus ; the very thing that men would have
done in any age, conicious of guilt. “The apoftles
however told them, they would not dcfhift: upon
which they thought of a moft effeGual methed to
filence them, ¢ they took counfel to kill them.” A
pretty way of anfwering arguments !
* Thefe vn;itneﬂ“es could not be inftigated to give
fiich a teftimony from motives of worldly intereft,
but the very reverfe. A few men, who made no
great appearance either in the literary or political
world ; they tell the Jews that they muft give over
their modes of worthip, as thefe were fuperceded by
the appearance and work of him, whom they had
lately hanged on a tree: this do@rine was not cal-
culated to obtain the ravour of the great ; nay, they
openly, in imitation of Chrift, informed them, that
if they efpoufed chriftianity, they muft lay their ac-
count with perfecution in its moft hideous forms
fo that 1t was vain for men to adopt thelr tenets, N~
lefs
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lefs they were willing to part with liberty, property
and life itfelf. Now, could they be influenced by
worldly confiderations to give fuch a teftimony ?—
They could neither propofe reputation, nor the en-
- largement of their fortunes; which, by the way,-
proves their fincerity. Payne (in his Age of Rea-
fon, Part 1L.) aflerts, ¢ that with refpe@ to fuch
books as compofe the New Teltament, all the in-
ducements were on the fide of forgery.” But the
dangers they encountered,—the fufferings to which
they were eprfed, will be {uflicient to ihew, that
the man who aflerts this, muit be obftinately incli-
ned to think and write juit the reverfe of what the
generality of men, poflefled of reafon and its exer-
cife, will infer in a cale of this kind. 1 would
be glad to know what men could propoie to thems
felves in defending a caufe to fuch extremity, if bad.
It is granted, that men loft to all {fenfe of virtue,
may bid defiance to the dangers to which they may
be expofed in maintaining a bad caufe, provided re-
putation or profit, real or fuppofed, is to be obtain-
ed by {uch an obftinate adherence, and even on
this hypothefis it is more likely that they would
frop fhort. I defy Payne, or any Deilt, to produce
an inftance of a perfon in his wits, who threw away
reputation and fortune to propagate an ‘impofture,
which he confeffed to be fo. From this it will ap-

pear, that the witnefles of Chrilt’s refurrection were

not
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not men of diflolute, morals ;—The only queflion
that now remams then is, whether or not they were
poﬂeﬁed of reafon.and its exercife.

o decide here, it is neceffary to know, if their
words and actions came up to the ftandard of {obri-
ety, as commonly received among mankind. Did
thefe men ever do or fay any thing which betrayed
2 defe@ of intelle@ual powers ! They exprefs their
ientiments with that gravity which became the im-
portance of the fubje& ; they converfed, taught, and
argued with the moft learned, as well as the ﬁulgar.
Why did not fome of the learned Greeks and Ro.
mans difcover fome inceherence in their converfas
£i0R { o

When they argued, they either convinced theip
opponents ; or elle roufed their indignation to fuch
2 pitch, as proved they were reduced to the greatef}
difirefs. And upon the whole, no man who is qua-
lified as a judge of {ober fenfe and capacity, could
deny their qualifications to conduét themfelves as
men and as minifters of Jefus Chrift. They behaved
themfelves with uniformity and confiltency.

Had the refurrection of Chrift been a fraud, why
did not the Jews, who had it in their power, expofe
the impofture? Why did they fit with the heavf
charge of bribing thc foldiers? The writers of th;:
New Teftament openly declared the Jews did fo,
which, if true, militated greatly againft them, This

wWag
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was teprefenting them in the molt odious pamt Oi
View, '
Matthew records the matter thus; the watch who
were let to guard the fepulchre, being terrified by
the earthquake and other circumftances, came into
the city and told what had taken place. Upon this
a council was called j circumftances were fuch as re-
quired that the foldiers fhould beflenced : ; and for
this purpofe, they refolved o try the influence’ of
money. They gave them the money, and told them
what to fay ; * Say ye his difciples ftole him away
while we flept.” A very fingularand contradi€tory
direction ; for if they were afleep, how could they
know who catried away the body ‘—Payne, in the
depth of his new. coined reafon, ‘triesto make this
¢ircumftance militate againft the credlblhty of the
hiftory. This is fuch'a poor tale, that it deferves
-no refutation ; it is a very odd way of réafoning; to
make that mxhtate againit the- hiftorian, whick the
hiftorian tells to expofe the incéhﬁi’cency of others.
I agree with Payne, when he fays, (Pﬁge 59, 60, 61.}
 Were a perfon to tender his evidence about fome-
thing that he fhould fay was done, and of the man-
ner of doing it, and of the perfon who did it, whik
he was afleep, and could know nothing of the ma-

ter, fuch evidence could not be received;” but to

turn the fabrication of the Jews againft the hifforian
is abfurd in the extreme,

It
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{f the hiftorians told a falfehood, why did nqt.tile “
Jews dete@ them? But, like Payne, th“E}r caft dirt
inftead of argument. They flandered and reproach-
ed. They raifed mobs, and endeavoured to inflame
the minds of the common people againft them.
If Chrift did not rife, what became of his body ?
If he did not rife, the body muft have been remo-
ved, either by friends or enemies, That it would
not be by his foes, is pretty obvious ; then it muft
have been taken away by his friends, as the Jews af-
firmed. As to this, a bare aflertion will not do;
chriftians require proof. Let deiits produce authen-
tic records, or any moral evidence what became of
the body ; and any moral proof on this head will be
of the higheft advantage to the caufe of infidelity;
and Bible-believers will be fatished, with moral rqr
mathematical cvidence, or any thing admiffible.
Chriftians are willing to.have the matter tried by
this ; but if iﬁ*ﬁldels have no evidence but mere affer-
~ -tion to keep th‘;mfelves in countenance; the quefls
tion 1s, 0N whi"tr:h fide does fraud and cheat reft?
Payne, on the refurrection, talks of impoftures and
cheat, as if he could prove his dogmas by lines and
figures, and after all he has nothing to fay but con-
jecture and random affirmations which a man of
reafon cannot hear without contempt and indigna-
tion. If this be flander, deilts are called upon ta
vindicate their own icheme,

One
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Cne would think, that the precaution of the Jews
to prevent any impofition, might fatisfy any man 1%
he was not under the influence of the moft invete-
rate prejudice.  The great men of the nation went
to the governor, and told him that Jefus had figni-
fied, while he was alive, that he would rife again,
and it would be neceflary to {eal the tomb, and place
a guard, Their words, as recorded ‘by Matthew in
hittory, fhew that they not only had full warning
of the event, but likewife that they were aware from
what quarter any cheat was to be expected; and the
confequences that would enfue, if any thing was left
undone, which had a tendency to prevent it, They
obtain a favourable an{wer from the governor ; they
are left to do every thing they thought neceffary to
prevent a fraud, ¢ Pilate faid unto them, y¢ have
a watch, go your way, walke it as fure as you can.
So they went and made the epulchre fure, fealing
the ftone and {etting a watch.”  Here every thing
was to thelr wifhes. The gevernor did not fruftrate
their defon,—they had a guard ot f{oidiers at their
command ; they had moncy, and they had malice,
Thefe things leave no rcom to doubt the truth of
Chrift's refurreftion, and that by the power of God.

While thele confiderations have a dead weight on
the Jews, they firike again®l our Republican infidels
with equal force. Could they have adopted any plan
fore effectual ?

G I have
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{ have already thewn that if his body was ftolen;
it muft have been by chriftians. And how did this
cheat come to be known? Did the difciples tell it?

Or the guard ? Or were they conicious of what pail.

ed in their fleep? It is fuch a poor tale as will not
bear a hearing.

~ If Chrift did not rife, Thomas Payne muft believe
what is incredible by other men. He muft believe
that a few cheats overturned all the wifdom of phi-
lofophers, and craft of the politicians, in the age 1n
which they lived, or he muft conclude that this was
eftected by a few madmen. He muft believe that
a moft aftonithing event teok place without means
cither human or divine, As for natural means, {uch
as worldly policy, or influence, money, &c. thefe
men were poflefled of none to carry on fuch an im-
pofture.  As for divine power, this muft be out of
the queftion, for God could not countenance fuch
villains. Will any man believe, that a company of
rude uncultivated men, could lay a plan fo deep as
never to be found out, eluding the vigilance of their
moft implacable enemies ! Can any man believe, that
human nature was in them {pecifically different from
what it is in other men,—without motives of honor
or intereft they fhould run fuch a rifque ? Can a man
believe, that fuch vile impoftors would teach fuch an
excellent fyltem of morality as they did? Thomas
Payne, what {hall be given thee, or what fhall be

done
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done to thy falfe tongne! what fhall be given thee
for thine incredulity, abufe, flander, and reproach.
If you believe the above, which is the inevitable
confequence of infidelity, you believe what few men
will. My foul, come not thou into his fecrets.

But fays Payne, (Part I. p. 7.) “ The refurrec-
tion and afcenfion, fuppofing them to have taken
place, admitted of public and ocular demonfiration,
like that of the afcenfion of a balloon, er the {un at
noon-day, to all Jerufalem at leaft. A thing which
every body is required to believe, requires that the
proof and evidence of it fhould be equal to 2ll and u.
niverfal; and as the public vifibility of this laft related
a@ was the only evidence that could give fanction
to the former part, the whole of it falls to the
ground, becaufe that evidence never was given, &c.”
Part 1. p. 61, It is directly repugnant to the
fuppofed or pretended end, and that of convincing
the world that Chrift was rifen; and on the other
hand to have aflerted the publicity of it, would have
expoled the writers of thofe books to public detec-
tion, and therefore they have been under the necef
fity of making it a private affair, &c.”” And near
the foot of p. 61. and in p. 62. he fays, * I now
come to the laft fcene; that of the afcenfion into
heaven. Here all fear of the Jews and of every o.
ther thing elfe, muft neceflarily have been out of
the queftion ; it was that which, if true, was to {eal

the
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the whole, and npon which the reality of the future
miffion of the dilciples was to reft for proof. Words,
whether declarations, or promifes that pafied in pri;
vate, either in the recefs of a mountain in Galilee,
or in 3 fhut-up houfe in Jerufulem, cven fuppofing
them to have been {poken, could not be evidence in
public ; it was therefore neceilary that this lalt {cene
fhould preclude the poffibility of denial and difpute;
and that it thould be 2s I have fated in the former
part of the Age of Reafon, as public and as vifible as
the fun at noon.day ; at leaft it ought to have been
as public, as the crucifixion is reported to have been.”
Let us now thortly examine this filly tale twice told.
The Jews propoled an experiment fimilar to this,
when our Lord was on the crofs; “ If thou be the
Son of God, come down from the crofs.”  ‘They
faid they would believe if he would publicly deliver
himfeif. Well, Deills protels miuch the fame thing ;
had Chrift (hewn humnfelf publicly after his refurrec-
tion, this would have fatsfied them,--they would
have depanded in this cafe, on the evidence of men,
precarioufs as toey affirm it 15, But this at once
{hews the weaknefls of ﬂmir_ fcheme, or the tnfince.
rity of their hearts, or both; for the belicf of this
great article of chriftianity, muft have been found-
ed on thie fame moral evidence that it is at this day,
~recourfe muft have been had to the fame kind of
proof, which they aflect to defpife as infuflicient.

It
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if they run down and ridicule all evidence, except
mathematical, how is it poffible for them to confider
it fufficient in this cale? 4 double minded man is un-
fable in all bis ways, But {ays Payne, * {uch a pub-
lic appearance was neceflary, at his refurrection and

afcenfion to all Ferufalem at legft>  Well faid ; but
how could you have known (Thomas Payne) that

he did thus appear? How could you be {ure {even-
teen hundred years atter this ¢ How could you have
fatisfied yourfelf that it wasio? You muit have done
the very fame thing, that muit be done in prefent
circumftances, namely, try the evidence if it has the
marks of rational beliet; for evidence of the {ame
kind, and communicated in the fame manner, muit
ever produce the fame eflect ; and of courfe ali your
talk 1s but a filly jeit.

You afiéct to laugh to {corn the miracles of Chuifl,
as tricts ,md forgeries, though they were perform-
ed in thé moft public manner, and ftand upon evi-
dence, far fuperior to that evidence upon which
you profefs to credit other facts that have taken
place. ¢ But to come to the point” with Payne.
The cafe about which we argue here is a matter of

fact ;~-a thing 1n 1ts own nature incapable of mathe.-
matical demonftration, a kind of proof which will

not be required in fuch circumitances, unlefs by

fools and madmen, or perfons grofsly ignorant of
the true nature of evidence,

With
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With refpect to fenfible proof, it 1s admitted, that
2 matter of fa@t may be thus proven, to {fuch as
hived at the time the fa& happened ; but 1t is the
gréatcﬂ: nonfenfe and contradiction, for men who
five ages after, to fpeak of fenfible proof of fuch
matter of fact, and of courfe fenfible proof muft
be for over excluded in 2ll fimilar cafes. By what
rule or means is a man convinced of“the truth of
things which do not admit of ocular or fenfible
prooff On the fame evidence as to kind, though

more forcible, Chriftians believe the refurre@tion and
afcenfion of Jefus Chrift,

oECT. 1V,

The Mofaic account of the Creation, confiftent with
g 1
Natural Philofophy.

?&YNE, like the monkey for want of pofteriors
cannot reft, flies from one thing to anothcr. He
amuft needs let the world know that he is a philof{o-
pher : his vanity 1s almoft boundlefs. (Part L p. 34
Age of Realon.) “1 proceed in addition to the fe-
veral obfervations already made in the former part
of this work, to compare or rather to confront the
evidence that the firucture of the univerfe affords,
with the Chriftian fyfem of religion. But I can.

not
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not egin this part better than by referring to the
ideas that occurred to me at an early part of life, &c.”
The vain glorious creature would make his own 1deas
2. ftandard to other men. Having given us an ac-
count of his philofophical creed, he roundly afferts
that * the creation is the only woerd of God; and

that to believe a plurality of worlds (in gffcét) ren-
ders the Chriftian {yftem of faith, at once little and

ridiculous, and fcatters it in the mind like feathers
in the aw.”

His defign evidently is, to reprefent the Chrilian
religion as inconfiftent with the principles of philc-
fophy. Yes, Thomas Payne is the man, and tru:
philofophy will die with him! He wilhes to reprelent .
Chrifttan Clergy, as only engaged in the ufelels
ftudy of the dead languages,—that they, with the
whole fraternity of Bible-believers know nothing but
the A, B, C, or that two and threc make five,—as
ignorant of natural philofophy, &c. But why all this
parade,—this pretended learning, as if Chriftian
Priefts did not know as much as Payne! |

Iam by no means inclined to intrude on the pub-
Jic with philofophical difquifitions, yet to wipe &
way the reproach from Chriftians, I fhall give o
fummary view of the account of the creation of 2l
things as revealed in the fcriptures; by which ti
world will judge whether Bible telievers credit any
thing as abfurd, and whether the Scriptures be in-

confiltens
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confiftent with the principles of found philofopliy
or not.

Creation denotes the produdtion of all things out:
of nothing., Creation is two-fold, primary and fe-
condary ; or immediate and mediate. The one fig-
niftes the production of fomethicg out of nothing,
the other the formation of a material being out of
pre-exiftent matter, but that matter {o indilpofed;
that he who produced the matter alone can form
{uch a creature out of it, The firft chapter of Ge:
nefis affords us an exemplification of this twofold
creation. According to that hiltory, God Almighty
on the firft of the fix days, produced that vait mafs
of matter out of nothing, out of which lie formed

all the feveral pecies of material creatures on the
fublequent days.

The introduction to the account given cf creation
in that hiftory, divides it into two parts, the jes-
wens and the earth. 1t 4 admits of heavens in the plu-

ral number; thefe are commonly diffributed into

acreal, aiherial, and empyrean. There is earth as well
the beavens. 'The earth 1s but a very inconfiderable
part of the creation, It is commonly denominated
tng terragqueous globe; a g¢lobe on account of its
oval form, and terraqueous, as-<confilling partly of

cartiv and partly of water.- The writer of the Epif-
tle to the Hebrews calls this worlds.  The univerfe
confifts of worlds heaped upon worlds, unnumbers

ed
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ed and unknown. By creation in the book of Ge-
nielis 1s intended the valt untverfe, known and uns
known. Pafling the Jypetbefos, maintained by the
Pagan Philofophers, Peripatetics, Epicureans, Car-
telians, Chinefe, Chaldeans and others; I {hall tol-
low the hiftorical account in the baok of Genebs.

On the fir/t day God meade the beavens, and the
earth, and the ligds,

t, The beavens,  As we neticed, this includes
the aercal heavens. By this 15 meant, that collec-
tion or body of air, which to » confiderable height
encircles the earth, the chict qualities of which are
fluidiiy, gravity, and ﬂ/@fz‘.‘c::z‘y‘ [n 1t we breathe, al-
ternately drawing it in and farcing 1t out by the ac-
tion of the lungs. It 1s known to geographers by
the name of the atmofphere. The real height of it
is generally fuppofed to extend 5o miles from the
{urface of the earth.

There 15 the athereal or ftarry heavens, {o deno-
minated, as comprehending that valt region in which
the heavenly lumhinarics are 1';111ged., and perform
their periodical revolutions. The Ef}.-‘_;ﬁjf;*emz 15 ufed
to point out the gloticus reiidence of the Lord of
the univerle.

2. The carth, By this Chrifiizns intend that part
of the valt univerie, defiined to be the temporary
refidence’of man. It 13 2n opague body, deriving
irs light from the fun. It is of a round, or rather

! oval
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¢val form.  Of 1ts internal parts we are in a gres?
meafure unacquainted. Our earth is one of the pri-
mary planets, and moves round its axis, once in 24
hours, and round the fun in a year.

3. The /fight. According to the hiftory in Gene-
fis, what we call the heavenly luminaries were not.
created till the fourth day. Says Payne, (Part II.
page 82.) ¢ The knowledge of the heavenly bodies
1s from the Bible of the creation, and not from the
{ftupid Bible of the church, which teaches man nc-
thing. The Bible-makers have undertaken to give
us, in the firflt chapter of Genefis, an account of the
creation ; and 1n doing this, they have demonftra-
ted nothing but their ignorance. They make there
to have been three days and three nights, evenings
and mornings, before there was a fun, &c.” By
light made on that day, is meant the vaft numbers
and variety of luminous particles, which, on the
fourth day were collected, and formed thefe bodies
of light which we call the heavenly luminaries.
Though it is admitted that the fun meafures time,
yet that body is not time itfelf, as contradiftinguith-
ed from eternity. Before the exiftence of creatures
all was eternity, and time commenced whenever
creatures exifted ; and before the fun there was 2

period of time equal to the days mentioned, had
that period been meafured by the fun.

Ths
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'{'he works of the fecond day were two; the frma-
sent, and the divifion of the waters under, from
thofe above it. |

1. The frmament, or expanfe, as the word means.
By this may be underftood the aerial, or the aerial
and mthereal heavens. Nor is this an unneceffary
repetition.  The heavens mentioned on the firlt day
raay mean the prodution of the materials, whereas
on the fecond day they might be arranged as we
now behold them. A

2d Work of this day was the df-z:ufﬁm of the wa-
ters which were under the firmament, from the wa-
ters which were above 1it. By the waters under the
firmament, is intended the waters contained in the
feas, rivers, lakes, and bowels of the earth. With
regard to the waters above the firmament, the hifto-
rian intends either the great bodies of waters con-
tained, or at leaft fuppoled to be contained, in the
other planets, And all this on the b}fpaz'bgﬁs, that,
antecedent to this divifion, all the waters of the fe-
yeral planets were jumbled togetherg and ¢hat on
this day, the quantity of water belonging to each
world was allotted to it. Or it means, that on this
day the air was fo attempered, as to diftinguith be-.
rween the waters in the feas, lakes, &c. and the a-
queous particles carried about in the meteors and
clouds which {wim in the higher regions of the at.
mofphere,

He The
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The works of the third day were the collection of
the waters under the {rmament, and the infufion ot
a principle of vegetation into the earth.
1t, On this day the waters under the firmament
were collected into receptadcs that were prepaverd

for them, and thus there was a feparation between
fhe fea and tae dry land. lmvm o to this work,
our earth was without hilis or «allies; and on this
day, tiic Great Creator, eitiier immediately, or by

fomething fimilar to fubtarmaucous thunder, {o agi-
tated the carth, as to raifc one part and fink ano.
ther. Thus he feparated the ica irom the dry land.

2d, On this day he infu/zd into taz eartn the pows
er of vexetation, fo as it might producc the different
{pecies of plants, trecs, &,

On the Jourin day tic heaven] Iy boaics were form-

ed; the fuz, mocn, and itars. :
oft, The /un. This valt. body, which is the fource
of light and heat to our part of the great univerie,

—and the fixed P**a are um_len ood to be immen(e
collections of wnflamed matter, the Licat of which 1s
preferved by their amazing magnitude, their muteal
action and re.action, ahd the rays they ewit.  The
{un remains, and & prefesved from {uming away by
the hxity of the comypounent parts, and by the valk

¥

weioht and denlity of the atmofphere incumbent on
'them parts,  Tac fun 15 of vaft magnitude, and at

T

an immenic autance {rom the carth,

"
AP
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ad. The moon. 'This is one of the planets, which
derives its heat from the {un.
ad. On this day the Glorious Creator made the
dars. "Uhefe have been called fixed or wandering.
Fach of the former is fuppofed to be a fun, cnlight-
ening and otherwife influencing planetary bodies.
The wandering are fo denominated, not only be-
caufe they nave round the fiar, which is the center
of the {yflem to which they belong; but becaule
they change their pofition with regard to the fixed
itars.  Planets are primary and {econdary. Comets
are eccentric bodies, sud in their motions are quits

L
irrecular,
!

On the fifth day, He made the fowls of the air,
=nd the fifhes of the {ea.

On the fixta cay, He made the bealls of the earth,
and created man, In this acconnt is there any thing
J.Jﬁllfi or uﬂphﬂoﬂ‘-phiml ¢

But, fays Payne,  thele are the only Bible, the
m‘lv word of God, they fpeak to us.”  ‘That thf:};'
fheakk to ve, who ever dented. In a book which
chrti i ns belicve, {peech is aferibed to God’s works,
 The heewens declare the glory of God, their wsice is
gone into all the eaith, and their words to the end of
the weorld.—Tle works of God are calculated 1o beget
awe of himy—"1is ciernal pewer and Godhead are clear.
,{. Jeen by 1he things 1hat are made : But that creation
is the only word of Ged is 2 mere aflertion, and he

thould

boeet f
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fhould have firft proven that it was unneceflary te
lave any otficr,

He paims upon Chriftians that they believe the
world to be fat like a Trencher,—that they cannot
celicve there are any worlds but one.  Why might
not this flander have been uttered at firft 7 Yhe rea
fon 18 obviﬁu%j he has been eager to let the world
dnow that e has a littde {matter of esperimental
vy, Says be, (Part L Page 42.) < In the
wxdit of thefe vefleclions, what are we to think of
he Chriftian fyflem of fuith, that forms itfelf upon
ihe 1dea of only one world, &c. Trom whence
could arife the folitary and firange conceir that the
Slmighty, who had millions of worlds equally de.
pandent on his protection, fhould quit the care of
all the reft, and come to die in our world, becaufe
zhev {ay, one man and one woman had eaten an ap-
ple.  Ard, on the other hand, are we to fuppofe
that every world 1n the boundlefs creation, had an

1

‘ve, an apple, 2 ferpent, and a Redeemer, In this

=)

[

caie, the perfon who 15 wrreverently called the Son
of God, and ifometimes God himfelf, would have
nothing elfe to do than travel from world to world,
in an endiefs fucceflion of death, with fearcely a mo-

smentary inerval of life.”
It is one thing to aflert, and another to prove,
ihat it is, and mult be a part of the Chriftian faith,

that there is onlv onc world, Is it not written,
| “ the
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¢ the worlds were framed by the word of God.”
He talks at random, when he fpeaks of the reflt ot
the worlds having an Eve, a ferpent, &c. Is he {ure
that thefe worlds are inhabited 7—that they are in-
inhabited by men, fuch as we are? Where 1s s
proof ¢ Is he fure of it? Has he had ccular demon-
firation ? Where is the evidence? Was Payne in any
of them ? Has he vifited them all? Has he a regular
correfpondence with all thefe worlds ¢ Did he recerve
information from others? Who were they? What
was theif occupation? Were they fifhers or ftay-
makers ?—Thefe queftions mnft be an{wered berors
his clamour can affect Chriftianity on that head.
To believe that there are a valt variety of worlds re-
plenithed with inhabitants, is quite harmlefs 1n 1t-
felf. But from the poflibility thereof, to defame
any fyftem of religion in fuch dogmatical terms, de-
ferves the moft pointed cenfure.

o N S S S — e = =

SECT. V.
Of My/ftery, Miracle, and Prophecy.

EN Part I, Page 335, 36. he narrates a part of Ius
relipious experience. From the time I was capas
ble of conceiving an 1dea, [ either doubted the truth
of the Chriftian fyftem, or thought it to be a ftrange

affarr
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carcel y knew which it was; but I well re.
member w h en about feven or eight years of age;
hearing a fermon read by a relation, who was a great
gevotee to EETE' church, upon the fubjed »f what is
calied redemstion by the dsath of the Som of God.  Af-
ter the J=rmon was ended, I went inco me garden,
and 25 I was going down the garden fteps (for I per-
fectiy recailect the fpor) I revolted at the recollec-
tion of what 1 had heard, and thought to myfelf
that it was like making God Almighty alt like 4
pziitonate man, that killed his Son when he could
not revenge himieli any other way; and as I was
iure a man would be hanged that did fuch a thing,
I could not fee for what purpofe they preached fucl
{ermons.”

A childith fiory when told, and ftufled with felf.
concelt 3 a pretty ftory thit he thould pafs a decifion
on religicn at feven or eight years of age! It is like-
ly he has ncver been freed from thﬂ trambles. of
puerile prejucdice antil this day.  And he muft {peak
for the whole werld! All men muit fay amen to his
{fentiments, and thefe of a child too! Nothing can
be true, except this pitifil ¢ gm‘ //z can comprehend it.
it muit be uniuit 1n God to pun'ﬂl his own Son,—
= ¢ condudt was to be meafured by his
fandard. It *-.f:m.zi:i be unhwful indeed, for one

Cfi
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bt hlmfelf he had his life at his dlfpofal whlch

no mere man has.

MYSTERY.

(Age of Reafon, Part L. p. 43.) [ proceed to
{peak of the means that have been employed in all
ages, and perhaps 1n all countries, to impofe upon
mankind. Thofe three means are, Myftery, Mira-
cle, and Prophecy. The two firlt ave intompatible
with true religion, and the thlrd ought always to
be {ufpedted.

“ With refpect to myitety, every thing we be-
hold is, in one fenfe a myftery to us. Our own ex-
iftence is a myftery, the whole vegetable world is a
‘myftery, &c.” (Page 44.) * The fa&, however, as
diftinét from the operating caufe, is not a2 myftery,
becaule we fee it, and we know the means we are
to ufe, &c. But though every created thing is in
this fenfe a iyftery, the word myftery cannot be
applied to moral truth, any more than obfcurity
can be applied to light. The god in whom we be-
licve is a god of moral truth, Myftery is the anta-
oonift of truth, &c.

¢ When men, whether from policy or religious
fraud, fet up fyftems of religion, incompatible with
the woid or works of God in the creation, and not
only above, but repughant to humadn comprehen-'
fion, they were under the neceiﬁty of inventing or

1 adopting -
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ddopting a'word that fhould ferve as a bar to all
queftions, enquiries and' {peculations, and thus it
as happenegl, that religion, which in itfelf 1s with-
out myftery, has beca corrupted into a fog of myf-
tery.”

This legitimate offspring of emptinefs and vanity,
lays a heavy charge to the chriftian world for belie
ving myltery 3 or belicving tencts, to the full com-
prehenfion of w hich the human mind is confciledly
inadequate. In anfwer to this, it is not neceflary
to enter into a2 minute invefiigation of principles.
To repel the force of the accuiation, it ma}.r be pro-
per to advert to two obfervations. Firft refpecting
the meaning of the terma myitery 5 {fecond, with re-
gard to the evidence by which doctrines are fup-
ported, which fall under the denomination of myf-.
tery. Myfterious is an appellation given with pro-
pricty to any do@rine or tranfation, the naturc
and manner of which we cannot completely under-
ftand. But if we were to reject every hypothefis,
as incredible, to which fuch objections may be made,
namely ; that we cannot fully underftand their na-
ture and manner of operation, the {D.hm ¢ of enqui-
ry would be {mall indeed. Payne, it 15 true, ad-
mits that * in one lenfe every thing is a myflery,”
which is referred to’ certain eftablifhed laws, of
which the effect and ftability are confirmed by ex-
perience ; whereas, in myfleries of chriftianity, we

caly
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¢an form no idea of the means which could be eme-
ployed to bring them about. But many examples .
might be adduced in which our contefled ignorance
of means forms no objeétion againft their end,though
this end be not expofed to fenfible cognifance.  lhe
argument at laft mult come to this, what proof is
equal to an end, that does not come within the
compafs of experience ; or fenfible cognifancer The
natural anfwer is, thefe mylterious tenets which
Chriftians believe derive their authority from reve.
lation. The proof, of courfe, by which the truth
of thefe tenets is eftablithed, muft be inferred from

the charalter, a&ions, and other circumftances of
the perfon by whom fuch mylteries are revealed,
and particularly from the tendency of his other in-
ftitutions. In the prefent inftance we mufl recur
1o the préphecies which anounced the birth and ac-
tions of Chrift; to the miracles which he perform.
ed; to his moral conduct, in every circumitance
irreproachable ; and to the tenor of his inttitutions
as calculated to promote the belt interefls of men.
By the concurrence of thele things, a poffible cir-
cumftance becomes the object of rational belief,
founded not upon impreflion, but on argument,
Allowing chriftianity be out of the queflion, thefe
there are the very things which every reafonable
man wifhes to concentrate in the author of a reve.
lation from God, and if 1t can be proven, that thefe

I 2 centered
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centered in the author of chriftianity, brings an e-
vidence of its divinity, adapted to the nature of the
fubjett.  That this is the cafe with refped -to
chriftianity, will appear from what has been obfer-
ved on the nature of moral evidence, and as to mi-
vacles, we {hall {fpeak of them by and by; in the
mean time, myftery and miracle are of the fame na-
ture, according to Payne’s own conceflions. To
every accufation of this kind, where there s a de-
termination by impreflion, the reply is, our faith is
fo far a rational principle as it is deteymined by cvi-
dence, and that after an impartial inveftigation.
Thefe dodirines of .chriftianity which ars not on a
level with our underftandings, (as fome others arc, )
we are induced to confider as worthy of credibility;
~ for this plain and obvious r¢alon, pamely, a doc-
trine which a perfon might reject as improbable,
viewed by itfel!; viewed as 2 c,ompon_enf part of
the general {yltem, may be received with grati-
tude and confidence, as the gencral {yltem 13 calcu-
Jated to promote the ends of general utility, It
forms in the mind a part of a whole, of which he
finds himfel{ obliged to own the divine original.
1 have mentioned thefe things with a view to over-
throw Payye’s firongeft allegations refpecting myf-
tery, viz. an invidious and ill-founded diftinction
between Reafon and Belief. 1t may be faid, there
are certain moral precepts which we comprehend,
| and]
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and we are convinced of their fitnefs, But are we

on that account to adopt maxims which we do not
underftand, into cur {yftem of principles? To this
we aniwer, the proof which demonftrates chriftian
tenets as calculated to promote the honour of the
Supreme Being, and the interefts of men; is as di-
reCt and {trictly philofophical as any evidence can
" be. The belief and conviction of a chriftian in this
cafe, 1s equal to'a conviction and belief eftablithed
by philofophical inveftigation,

MIRACLE.

Says Payne, © As Myftery anfwered all general
purpofes,‘Mfrac[e followed as an occafional auxili-
ary. The former {erved to bewilder the mind, the
latter to puzzle the fenfes, The one was the lingo,
the other the legerdemain.” He then goes on to
dcfcribe myltery as the fame with miracle, and yet
he confefles, that * there is nothing in this defcrip-
tion that conveys the idea that is affixed to the word
miracle ;> which, by the way, overthrows all he
had faid of myfery, for myltery and miracle are
z the fame ;" and yet they are not the {ame accords
Ing to his dheﬁn_i*tion of miracle: and he adds, ¢ it
is unneceflary to carry the enquiry farther.” In as
far then as myftery and miracle are the fame, the

anfwer to what he adwvances relpecting myftery,
‘muft apply to miracle.

. He
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He goes on to tell us that ¢ mankind have con-
ceived to themfelves certain laws, by which, what
chey call nature is fuppofed to act; and that 2 mi-
~ vacle is fomething contrary to the operation and ef-
gcct of thole laws.”

The truth of miracles, or a fufpenfion of the laws
of nature, and their credibility, will in fo far ap.
pear from what has been ftated concerning myftery.
Thofe who fet up in oppofition to the miracles per-
formed by Mofes and Mefiiah, evidently allowed the
fact of them, by their attempts to match them. To
deny the truth of miracles, becaufe they cannot be
accounted for according to the principles of the laws
of nature; is in effect to banifh the Supreme Being
irom the moral and material world, asat the world
was f{uch as a clock. This is to make the works of
the Supreme Being, in theiy operation indepedent
of their great author; and is a denial of an all-wi
and fuperintending providence. |

The miracles performed by Mofes and Jefus Chriit
were performed publicly, while friends and foes,
patives and forcigners, the learned and the unlearn-
cd, beheld and were aftonithed.

Yes, fays Payne, but all this was ¢ legerdemain.’
There can be no fecurity againft aflertion and fur-
miie. When 2 man pretends to reafon, he ought to
confider himf{elf -under fome laws and rules; but
when he takes occafion to furmife, where there is

ne
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20 ground, the reafonable part of mankind will con-
fider him fitter for bedlam than to be argued with.

Will Thomas Payne believe,—that perfons affec-
ted with burning fevers and corroding ulcers could
be tricked into perfect health ‘by mer: legerdemain?
—will he believe that blind men will fee, lepers be
cleanfed, and the dead raifed to life, by mere fancy?
or that great multitudes could be fo far impofed
upon as to believe, that they faw, lieard, ate and

drank repeatedly, in different places, while no fuch-

things took place? If thefe things are pofible, what
are our external fenles good for? Or can we ever
depend upon them? No, we cannot believe a Deift
when he talks about being convinced by {enfe, for
according to this bypothelis we cannot believe ouv
own fenfes.

It is true, in a cafe which required'nice reafoning,
there might be fome pretext, but wlhien it comes to
eafing and drinking, if men cannot make ufe of
their eyes and tafte, we had better want both.

A man muft come to one of the following con-
clufions: either that the account we have of the
miracles of Jefus Chrifl was falfe, and only reported

by fome who had a defign to deceive,—or that he
wrought no miracles ; but merely deinded the fenfes
of mankind,~—or that the ipettators knew thar hie
wrought no miracies, and thus were not impefed

wpon ; ‘but that they all, friends and foes, united in-

A
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A corifedél'acy, to make the world believe that he
did perform miracles, while he did no fuch thing,~-
or that he performed the miracles which Chriftians
fay he did. It is prefumed that he will find it a
hard tafk tolprovje, either that the whole was a
trick,~that multitudes in fuch circumftances were
impofed upon,—or that fuch a confederacy could
pofiibly take place. ,

With regard to myftery and miracle, I charge
Payne with the moft wretched bigotry 3 for ¢ Man
lears the theory of religion by refleétion. It arifes
out of the action of his own mind, upon the things
which he fees, or upon what he may happen to hear
or to read ; and the practice joins itfelt thereto.”
(Part L. p. 44, 45.) ¢ The whole vegetable world
is 3 myflery.” (Ibid. p. 43.) This is the higheft
degree of obftinacy and credulity, to ftand {o obfli-
nately by a thing about which he cannot folve the
leall difliculty.

No fays he, for ¢ the acorn, when put into the
ground, is made to develope itfelf, and become an
oakk. We know not how it is that the feed we fow
unfolds and multiplies itielf; and returns to fuch an
abundant iotereft for fo fmall a capital.”

“ The fact, however, as diltinét from the-opera-
ting caufe; 15 not a mytlery becauic we {ee it; and
we know al{o the means we are to ufe, which is no
other than putting the feed into the ground, We

| | come
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know therefore as much as is neccfary for us to
know, and which, if we did, we conld not perform,
the Great Creator takes upon him{eli, and performs
it for us. We are thercfore better off than if we had
been let into the fecret, and left to do it for curiclves.”

Cne would tlonk ar fivft fight this very conciufive.

it fecms to Jeave a man under the necefity of ad-

mitling, that thnugh i things woich are the ob-

ects of fenfe we overlosic cillic Eti_{is, which cana
not be refolved 5 yet in other things infuperable difa

fceities may be fulbcient cvound to reject themy
particularly, myiteries m;ad mircies 1 queltion, and
it would appear the greatell credulity to believe
chem upon the evidence offered for their fupport.
if this be not the o ennrg, it can have none.  But
f infuperable dific Itics s}?‘:;‘i}bf fuffcient for czliing

in queftion fome things, for svhich we have all the

.ll

evidence that the s :1;' are of thele things acmit of;
then I wis riple *ﬁ‘i‘f vine thut the difference of
things 1n ther own nature, neceliari iy 1nfer a dif-
ference in the mode of proci, and by virtue of the
conftitution of things, we are bound to aflent to
things as true, upon mere moral procf, as well as
affent to the teftimony of our fenfes; unlefs we
admit of what fome have pled for, viz. a delufive
fenfe, which is inconfiftent with the infinite per-
fedrion of God. Moreover, {uch a delufive fcheme
is caqually impoflible 1n 2 cale that admits of mo.

I tal
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fal firoof, as in any inflance of mathematical de-
monftration. It mwuft follow. that all Payne’s taik
about the inconfiftency of miracle 1s merely great
twelling words of vanity., ‘The frefs lies on evt-
dence and not on intricacies.

It 15 further vrged againit miracle by FPayne,
(Age of Reafon, Pazt L p. 45.) ¢ Mankind have
conccived to themielves certain laws by which, what
they cali nature is fuppofed to act; and that a mi-
racle 1s {omething contrary to the operation and ef-
fc&t of thole laws. PBut unlefs we know the whole
extent of thofe laws, and of what are commonly
called the powers of nature, wc are not able to judge
whether any thing that may appear to us wonder-
ful or miraculous, be within, or beyond, or be con-
trary to her natural power of acting.” It will be
neceflaiy here carefully to attend to what has been
faid refpecting the nature of evidence, and to what
has been already ftated on myfltery and miracle.

In crder to repel the objection, let it be obferved,
that though many have been impofed upon, and
though a man may not, at all times and in all cafes,
know when he 1s fo, it will not thence follow that
he muft always be deceived 3 nor will 1t follow, that
in certain cafes, he can never be fure that he is not
impoied wpon.

Let an example illoftrate this, Though a man
‘may not know the utmmoit extent of the power of
fire,
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fire, yet hc may know that it belongs to its nature
to burn, and that, when fuel 1s calt into 1t i 1t
does not confuine the {ame, there muft be a ufpen-
fion of the laws of nature. If 1{awa man appre-
hended publicly, and without any operation per-
formed on him, but in his every day’s clothes,
thrown into a flery furnace, the flames of which ra.
ecd with awful fury, 16 as to kill the officers who
threw him into the firc; and yet the perfon who
had been apprehended and catt inteo it, walked at
the bottom of the furnace wichout harm, or the
{imell of fire about his clothes; 1n thefe circumftan.
ces, I could not be deceived in drawing this conclu-
{ion, viz. that there had been a f{ulpenfion of the
laws of nature in relation to the power of fire on
that man ; and thit it had operated 1n a natural way
on the perfons whom 1t had confumed when they
threw the man into the fiery furnace. In like man-
nter, though I do not know how ¢ an acorn becomes
an oak,” neither can 1 tell how amazing an increafe
there may be of corn by a concurrence of natural
caufes, fuch as arife from chmate, foil, &c yet |
certainly know that there can be no natural eflicacy
in uttering a few words, to increale one imall loaf
of bread, {o fait ; in the breaking ; really not in ap-
pearance only, but to fatisfy the appetite of thou-
fands of hungry perfons; and that the fragments
ihould be more than the bread was at firft, *

K 2 With
* Sec Short and Eafy Method, &,
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good men, feeing they mufl have been.confcious of
%he fraud ; and a fraud and perfeverance in it is In-
confiftent with the character of fuch.

If it be, as he fays, the invention of priefls, this
oives the world an idea of that order of men far {u-
perior to what they themfelves ever thought ; if this
be the fact, inftead of their knowing only bic, bec,
poc ; they muft be the moft artful and intelligent of
of the human race, if they could f{o far impofe upon
the fenfes of their fellow creatures, they muit be pol-
{fefled of power more than human:—7This 1s mcre
wonderful than all the miracles mentioned in the
Bible. And feeing prielts have been able to main-
tain {uch an impoliure, Payne ought to yield to that
. wery pricfthood which ke afledts to defpile; to avaid
a mortification fo gravelling as bow to priciis, he
ouzht candidly to confels his error and ignorance,
—and fubmit to the truth of revealed relicion. 1
am, however, afraid his neck 1s compofed of an iron
[incw, and his brow of brafs; Solomon’s proverb,
I fear, will be verified 1n the inftance of this mali-
cioue infidel, ¢ bray a fool 1n a2 mortar with a pefile,
vet will not his folly cepart from him.”

Thofe who were firft employed in preaching the
“hriftian fyftem, were infpired with courage to pub-
lifh thefe doctrines to the world : they witnefled the
falts which related to the Iife and decirines of Chrift,
and therefore their evidence muft have weight with

211
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all who wiil not fervilely proftitute their reafon te
¢he modt {candalous incredulity, more efpecially as
they were perfons of truth and integrity, and as we
fave feen they witneled fucts which came within
tue reach of their exdernal icnies.

‘They declared thefe at the time when, and 1n the
piace whcre they were tranficted, and that openly
before ther wolt inveterate enemies ; who had eve.
ry advantage, and a great mnclination to detelt the
rraud, if there had been any,  They had no world.
}y interelts to promote by the publication oi thefe
things,—expofed themielves to the fury and rage of
thew cuemies and perfecutors,  While men have a
principle of {elf- prefervation, they cannot be fuppo-
fed to publifh thele dotrines at tuch a rifque, 1f their
mnds had not been fortified by fupernatural power.
It 13 true, that pride and bigotry have prompted {fome
men to dle martyrs to atheifm, but fuch gencrally
cnded their days fullen and mad, reviling fuch as
put them to death; whercas fuch as died to feal the
grutn of Chrl;{tmmtyﬁ pitied and prayed for their e-
yiomies. 1 allow, that, mercly to die in the de-
fence of a caufe 18 no proof of the truth of it
snore than Payne’s believing that revealed rehgion
was a mere imoofition, when he had death, by the
bloody hand of Robefpierre, 1n near profp c& can
prove t the truth of dedin. It will prove obftinacy,
put not that his principies were juilt,  Befides, he

wak
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was not dying for infidelity ; whereas in the inftance
of Chriftian martyrs, all circumftances confidered,
had they not died to fupport the truth ; human na.
ture muft have been very different f4ca, from what
1 15 70w,

They fupported their tenets by miracles, which
could not be #ricks, tor the jugelers at that time, a*
lealt fome of them, owned, that the power of God
attended them. Jugelers always aim at gain and

o0
reputation, whereas the apoitles had only bonds and

imprifonments in view.

The miracles which they performed might ealiiy
be known as to the fact of them. Perions who ii-
ved at the time when, and place where, they were
performed, had accels to know, wheiher or not
fome of their neighbours had been born blind, and
had obtained their fight by thele men ;—wiietiier
or not any of them had been deaf, dumb, and lame,
and had obtained the ule of the organs of {pecch,
and of their limbs,—and whether any of their ac.
quainiances had been dead, and had been raifed 0
life again: thefe things, if true, muft have been
known ; and, if falfe, there were men very ready
to detect the cheat.,

It cannot be pretended, that our Savieur and »iy

the world 2re vnacquainted ; for though things of
this kind may amuic mankind, the miracles of our

L)
Savionr,
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Saviour and his apoftles, from their ufefulnefs and
variety, prove that they were not limited to a few
{ecrets of the laws of nature, which work alwa
one way; they were moft beneficial to mankmah
It cannot with truth be aflirmed, that imagination,
however powerfully it may work, would make them
fancy that fuch things took place without being
real ; for though a hypocondriacal perion may be
deceived, yet numbers could not be 1mpoied upon
at one and the fame time. They were of a nature
too {ingular to be miftaken, fuch as making thc
blind to fee by 2 word; changing the ftorm into 2
calm by a rcbuke; and though, in {fome difeaies,
which Iy in high fermentations of the blood, &c.
fancy may operate to cure, yet chronical diforders
and natural defeéts ke blindnels and lamenefs, can.-
not be carried off by the power of imagination.

Part I p. 47. he fays, “ We have never feen, in

our time, nature oo out of her courte, LuL we have
reafon to believe that millions of lies have been told

)

in the fime time, &¢It 1 has an any mean.

i d

ng at.ail, it implics, that there ought to be a contia
auation of miracles,  To ths it 15 anfwered, that
ve have no right to cenfure the wovs of the Su-
prome Being, Belides, it there was a continudtion
of them, it would defzat thewr end, men would aaily
“become accuftomed to this kind of evidence; and
they would foon ccale to umprefs us. A conting.

icn
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'it:i(}n of miracles would lead men to call the &iviﬂé
power intoqueftion. They would be ready to impute
them to fome natural though unknown caufe. And
if men will not believe what is written, they would
not believe the moft uncontelted miracle that might
be performed foi their conviction, more than many
who believed not though they witneffed miracles
performed by, Mofes, Mefliah and his Miffionaries:

Thus much for myftery and miracle.
' |

PROPIIECY.,

“ Prophecy ought ﬂwnya to be fuilpected.- ( Part
T p. 43) As myftery and mirdcle took charge of
‘é‘.he palt and the prefent, prophecy took chargeof
the future, and rounded the tenfes of faith, If
there were,”” ( mcaninr{' prophets) ¢ it 1s confiftent
to believe, that the event fo commanicated, would
be told in terms that could be undetflood 5 and not
related 1n fuch 2 loote and obili{lé manner as to be
out of the comprehenfion of thofe thit heard it,
and {o equmocﬂ as to lit almoft any cifcumftance
that might happen aftcrwards, It is conceiving
yery irreverently of the Almighty to fuppole he
wounld deal in this jefling manher with mankind :
vet all the things called prophecics in the bco*lf call’
cd the Bible, come under this dcicnpimn (Part I
p 48, 49 ) ¢ It is upon the pretended pI‘OphECICS:, |

L. thah
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L.

that the theory of the church, calling itfelf the
Chriftian Church, is founded.” (Part IL p. 74.)
It is admitted that there are fome dark prophe.
cies, but they are not all of this complexion. Let
us attend to the exac accomplifment of predictions
concerning the moft contingent events; they may
be called contingent, becaufe their accomplifhment
depends not on fecond caufes, and of courfe cannot
be accounted for by the laws of nature. The
kﬁowledge of the laws of nature, enables natural-
ifts to defcribe and foretel events, that depend on
thefc laws which are regular in their operations.
For example, the tranfit of a planet pafling by a fix-
ed ftar,—an eclipfe of the {un effected by the moon’s
intervening between the fun and our earth; or an
eclipfe of the moon by the intervenfion of our at-
mofphere between the fun and the moon,—the al-
ternate ebbing and flowing of the fea, and fimilar
events, which may be preditted for ages to come.
But the fcripture prophets foretel events of the moft
cafual and fortuitous kind, and of which no man
can have any previous knowledge from the eftablifh-
ed laws of nature, and that long ere they happened.
A very few references will illufirate this, Hun.
dreds of years before Jofiah was born, it was fore-
told, that he by name, fhould burn the bones of the
idolatrous priefts, whom Jeroboam had employed,

and that this fhould be done at Bethel. h Could the
‘ - fatal
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fatal death of Ahab and Jezebel been more circum.
ftantially defcribed, by one who was to write the |
i]i&ory, than prophecy foretold, with regard. to
dogs cating the flefh of the one, and licking the
blood of the other. The return from the Babylonith
- captivity was not only prediéted long before, but
the perfon who was to-be the inftrument is exprefs-
iy named. The circumitances of Chrift’s birth, life
and miracles, {ufferings and death, were clearly fore.
told 1n ancient prophecy; without any equivoca-
tion. Thefe things confidered, Payne muft be view-
ed as a flanderer, aflerting without preof.

e § et TP ettt

SECT. VL
The confiftency of Scripture vindicated,

"L HE enemies of divine revelation pretend]to dif
cover a great number of inconfiftencies, and contra-
dictions. And here Payne aflumes a very formi-
dable appearance, he comes forth brandifhing (as he
would make the world believe) a new piece of ar-
mour, fuch as was never heard of before, he boldly
comes to the field, like the Goliah of his party, bid-
ding defiance to all the friends of revelation.

(Part I1. p. 4.) He fays, “ 1 proceed to examine
the authenticity of the Bible; and I begin with what
are called the five Books of Mofes, Genefis, Exodus,

L 2 Leviticus,
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Leviticus, Numbers, and Deuteronomy. My intention
15 to thew that thole books are fpurious, and that
Mofes is not the author of them; and flill furiher,
that they were not written in the time of Mofes,
por till feveral hundred years afterwards 3 that they

_are no otuer than an attempted hiftory of the life of
Mofes, and of the times in which he 1s {aid to have
lived, and 2lfo of the tumes prior thereto, wiltten
by lome very ignorant and itupid pretendgrs to au-
thorthip, feveral hundred vears after the death of
Lcfes, as men now write hittortes of things that
happened, or are fuppoled to have happcncd {eve.
ral hundred or {everal thoufand years ago.”

" < The evidence I thall produce in this cafe is from
the books themielves; and | *"11 confine mylfelf: to
this evidence only, e

i

-

¢“ In the orft place there 1s no atiirmative evidence
that Dlofes is the author of thefe books, &c.”
Vhat can he Intend by afhrmative evidence? unlels
it be that none aflerts 1‘.‘10{63 was the zuthor of them.
Such fenfelefs {ftuff, one would think, could not
have been vented by 2 man 1n his wits, for the Jews
have uniformiy aflirmed that Mofes was the writer
- of them. ¢ Yhey are written in the third perfon
The Lord faid unto Mofes—Mofes faid to the Lord
—the people fpake to Moles, &c.”” : But- what is
‘[hIS to the lmr ofe ! Cafar and Offtan wrote in the
third perfon.

.

. ) He

)
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- He aflerts, (Part II. p. 5.) That it cannot be
admitted that Mofes fpeaks, without rendering him
truly ridiculous and abfurd.,”” Why?. ¢ becaufe in
Numb. xil. 3. ¢ Now the man- Mofes was very
¢ meek, &c.” If Mofes faid this of himfelf, inftead °
of being the meekeft of men, he was one of the moft
vain and arrogant coxcombs, &c.”’. To quarrel at
‘this, argues the grofleft igno}ancc of the fimplicity
of ancient times. - -

- Upon thisargument 1 may deny that Payne wrote
the stge of Reaton, for diftovering fuch confum.
muate vanity and pride ; when he fays (Part IL p. 50.)
¢ i have now gone through the Bible, as a man
would go through a wood, with an ax on his {houl-
der, and fell trees; here they lie, and the priefts, if
they can, may replant them, They may, perhaps,
ftick them in the ground, but they* will never make
them grow.”” If Thomas Payne be the author of
this, he is without credit, thus to boatt. "

He proceeds to quarrel with the book of Deuter-
onomy, becaufe the laft chapter gives an account of
Mofes’s death, and as Molfes could not write the
hiftory of his own deat}%‘and burial, he infers from
this .that Deuteronomy could; not be writtén by
Mofes. As to this every body knows, that the laft-
chapter of faid book was written by Jothua, asan .
introdu&ion to his hiftory ; but it will not thence
;_fglﬁlﬁow that Mofes did not write the reft, He next

takes
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takes notice of a variation in. the fourth command-
ment,'as mentioned in Ex. xx. and Deut. v. In
the one paflage, the reafon annexed 1s taken from
the creation; in the other from their .deliverance
out of Egypt. To this it is replied, that their de.
liverance from bondage was an additional motive to
keep the fabbath and allow their fervants to reft on
that day, while the obligation to keep it in comme.
moration of'God’s finithing the work of creation
was no way leflened.

Part 1L, p. 8.) * I come now to fpeak of the hif-
torical and chronological evidence. The chronology
I thall ufe in the Bible chronology.—It is therefore
proper that I inform the readers, (fuch an one, at
leaft as may not have the opportunity of knowing
1t) that in the larger Birbles, and allo in {ome {maller
ones, there is a feries of chronology printed in the
margin of every page, for the purpofe of thewing
how long the hiftorical matters ftated in each page
happened, or are fuppofed to have happened before
Chrift, and confequently the diftance of time be-
tween one hiftorical circumftance and -another.”
The accuracy of the marginal chronology is not
pled for by Bible belicvers, they do not infift on its .
authenticity, or being infpired, and of courfe his
reafoning on that hypothefis cannot affeét the trutk
of the hiltory. |

) 44 IB ,
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“In the xiv. chapter of Genefis, the writer ofves
an account of Lot being taken, &c.~that Abraham
refcued him, and purfued the enemy to Dan. I
~ come now to thew (fays Payne) that there was no
fuch place as Dan till many- years after the death of
Mofes, and confequently that Mofes could not be
the writer of the book of Genefis, where this ac-
count of purfuing them to Dan is given.--To efta-
blith this in proof, it is neceffary to refer from Ge~
nefis to the xviil, of the book called Judges. It is
there faid that they (the Danites) came unto Laifh,
&c.. And they called the name of the city Dan, af-
ter the name of Dan their father, howbeit the name
of the city was Laifh at the firft.”

The objection might ftand thus; If Laifh did not:
get the name of Dan, till the time of the Judges, the'
writer of Genefis muft have lived after it was taken
by the Danites, and confeq.uent]y Mofes could not
be the writer of Genelis! To this it 1s an{wered,
that in tranfcribing the fcriptures, the tranferibers
frequently gave to perfons and places, names that
were modern, inftead of the ancient ones. This
- difficulty, however, will difappear, if this Dan men.
tioned in Genefis was a river, and not a city or town;
and I have more reafon to conclude that it was a ri
ver, than Payne has to aflert that it was a town.
If he does not know, I beg leave to tell him, that
Lot was fettled near the river Jordan; and Jordan

13
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s fo called, from the conflux of the rivers Yor and
Dan. | |

Part I p. 10. he goes on to argue, or rather af. .
{ert, that Mofes could not be the writer of Genefis,
becaufe « in the’ 36th chapter of Genefis there is gi-
ven a genealogy of the fons and defcendants of Efau,
who are called Edomites, and alfo a lift, by name,
of the kings of Edom, in enmﬁerating of whicli, it
15 faid, ver. 31. * And thefe arc the kings that
reigned in Edom, before there reizned any king o-
ver the children of Ifrael” (Page 11.) “ It'was
~with confiftency that the writer of the Chronicles
could fay as he faid, 1 Chron. chap. 1. ver. 47
¢¢ Thefe are the kfngs that reigned in Edom, betoré
there reigned anjf' king over the children of Hrael,”
becaufe he was going to give, and has given, a lift
of the kings that had reizned in Ifrael; but ab it is
impoflible that the fame expreflion could have been -
ufed before that period, it is as certiin as any
thing can be proved from hiftorical language, that
this part of Genells is taken from Ch.omc les, and
that Genefis is not {o old as Chronicles, &c.”’

The fum of all this fcéms to be, that Mofes could
“not give fuch an account of Kings reigning over If-
el as'there wete none till Saul, long after Mofes
{was de'ld 1 am very much afraid that the effe@s
of a late fever has not left him (Payne). I would
zdvife him to read the Bible over again, It is clear

that
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that he pafles a decifion, founded on moft wi fui
and criminal ignorance. 'Was not the man Mofes
“ King in Jefhurun.”

‘Trom the hiftory it appears, that the Edomites
rooted out the Horites or Hittites—by degrees, ob-
tained pofleffion of the country, and had a govern-
ment of their own ; and their government was king-
Jy. Thefle kings reigned in Edom, ¢ before there
reigned over the children of Ifrael,” that is before
Mofes’s time, for he was £ing in Jethurun. . His o-
ther objections againft Mofes are of a piece, refpects
ing the manna and the giant’s bed ; they are fo fri-
voious as to delerve no ferious 1cfut1t10n.

In page 14. he goes on to the book of Jofhua,
and tries to overturn its authenticity, by hinting,
that it could not be written by Jofhua, for it gives
an account in the laft chapter, ¢ that Hrael ferved the
Lord all the days of the elders that outlived himj;
and infers that Jofhua, though he might know what
paffcd in his own day, could not write the hiltory
of Ifrael after he was dead.” This, however, is equal-
ly frivolous with the objettion againft Mofis; the
laft chapter of Jofhua and the lalt chapter of Deutec-
ronomy, were at lealt part of them, written by the
continuators of the hiftory. Payne fizhts with meg
of ftraw, when trifling with the terms unzil this day,
after ity e | | |
M " Tcan
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{ can fay with propricty that Thomas Payné pub-
fithed a book, entitled, 'he Rights of Man, which,
inftead of being burnt, is in the poffeflion of many
in Great Britain wntif this day. The Rights of Man
was publithed within thefe few years, and in virtue
of the interference of government, none dared to
publifh the like after it, # #bis day.

He goes on to contralt Jofhua xv. ver. 63. with
Judges i. ver. 8. and 2 Sam. v. ver. 4, &c. and avers
¢ that [erufalem was not taken till the time of Da-
vid, and confequently, that the books of Jofhua and
Judges were not written till after the commence-
ment of David’s reign, which was 370 years after
the death of Jothua,” A more pitiful objection
than this .could not have been devifed. Salem,
where Melchifedec reigned, was celebrated in the
days of Abraham; Jothua, in his day, found it 2
principal city in the {fouth of Canazn. Joih. Xo 1y 30
It fell to Benjamin’s lot, Jofh. xviii. and was ad-
joined to Judah’s, Joth. xv.—The children of Judah
took poffeflion of it; Judg 1. but it afterwards be.
camg 2 city of the Jebufites, Judg. xix. David, a.
‘mong his firlt expeditions, retook it from the Je-
bufites. Pray, how often have fome of our Weft
India iflands been taken, loit, and retaken; and in
* parrating the hiftory of the laft time any of them
was taken, could any infer that they were never in
our poflefiion before?

(A os
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(Age of Reafon, Part IL p. 18.) ¢ Having fhewn
¢hat every baok in the Bible, from Gen. to Judges,
is without authenticity; I come to the book of Ruth,
an idle bungling ftory, &c.” ,

1t 1s a very ealy way to get rid of any book, tc
burlefque and ridicule it ; 1 think, however, he had
better done {o with every book that has come in his
way, than expofed his ignorance.

I fhall only remark, that if this book was to be
" taken from the canon of {cripture, the genealo.
gy of our Lord would be incomplete; the whole
of the Old Teftament, without this book, would be
infufficient to fhew his being the Meffiah ; of courfe
it is of the utmoifi importance to Chriftianity;
though, had it been awanting, I believe Payne knows
fo little, he would hardly have mifled it.

With regard to what he argues refpecting 1ft and
od Samuel, it is to be obferved, that he is fighting
with his own fhadow, in proving from detached
paflages, that thefe books were not written by Sa-
muel ; for Bible-believers are of opinion, that thefe
books bear the name of Samuel in the title, not be-
caife he was the writer of them, excepting fuch as
fell within his own time, to the 25th chapter of the
firft book, in which we have an account of his death;
but becaufe the firft book begins with an account of
his birth, life, and aétions; and the reft of thefe
books include the hiftory of Sanl and David, who

M2 Were
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were both anointed by him ; bence they have been
termed the 1ft and 2d books of the Kings, and the
two that follow, have been denominated the 3d and
4th, which the tit'cs in our tranflation bear. It is
likely that Nathan was the continuator of the hiftory,
As to the books of Rings and Chronicles, "he
chiefly hints at fome apparent oppofition refpecting
the commencement and duration of the reign of
fome Kings. 1In reiation to this, let it-{uflice to ob.
ferve, that, though by comparing the years of feve-
ral of the Kings of Judah and Ifrael, mentioned in
the books of Kings and Chronicles, we find that
fome are {aid, in onz of them, to have reizgned a few
years longer than the account of ‘the years of their
reign, mentioned by the other. The {eeming con-
tradiction may be reconciled by confidering him as
having begun to-reign befoie his father’s death, as
Solomon berore David died; or from the time of
his being nominated as his father’s fucceflor, and ac-
knowledged as fuch by the people ; which was done
at times, to prevent dilputes afterwards ; and fome-
times, when a king was engaged in foreien wars,
and the event uncértain, he named and appointed
his fon to reign in his abfence, from which time
he had the title of King though his father was
alive: Or when 2 I:ing was {uperannuated, or o-
therwife difqualified to reign, as Uzziah when les
prous, he. fettled his 1om as vicerojin his life time,
and
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and on that account the fon is {aid to reign with his
father,
- Before 1 proceed farther, I fhall take notice of an
objection {tated in 2 foot note, p. 39. between the

16th and 15th chapters of It Samuel. In the 16th
chapter it is faid, that David came to Saul, and ftood
before him, and he loved him greatly ; whereas in
chap. xvil. we read that he enquired, Whofe fon 1s
this youth? How could this be, when he had been
in his fervice before?
. There is, however, no inconfiftency between thefe
paffages ; for IfuPp(;ﬁng Saul’s memory failed him,
and he did not know David, thisis nothing firange.
A mafter will foon forget a {fervant, if he has been
but 2 fhort time with him  or if he appears in ano-
ther drefs, as David in the inftance condefcended on,
for he was in the habit of a {hepherd. Where then
is the abfurdity ? Suppole a man’s fervant fhall enlift
into the army, and return with his regimentals, and
in full uniform ; the mafter, moft likely, would not
know him at firft; where then is the alleged incon-

hitency ?

As to his table of the prophets, and the filence of
the books of Kings and Chronicles refpecting them,
he {cems to have thrown it mn to fill up a page, ha-
ving had nothing elfe to {fay. And as for Jonah
and the whale, we refer the reader to what is ftated
on Miracle.

He
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He then takes notice of the variation, with re.
gard to thofe- who returned from the captivity, as
ftated by kzra and Nehemiah, and of Ezra’s {eem-
ing inconfiftency with himfelf. [his might arife
from the condué of fome who gave in their names
to return, bur afterwards declined, and fome who
ceclined to return at firlt, afterwards went. Nehe-
siak fays, merely, that he found a regifter, with
fach and fuch names and numbers. Lhe one might
afcertain their number when they fet out from Ba-
bylon; the other, when they came to Jerufalem.
Moreover, there is no doubt but a very confider-
able number of the heathen accompanied them, on
their return, Or, there might be a miftake com-
mitted in the tranfcribing ; the Hebrews calculated
by letters, and -if Thomas Payne knows any thing
about that language, he muft grant that a miftake
might be very ready, when it is confidered, that
~ many of thefe characters are very like one another
i torm,. |
~ As to what he {ays, with regard to. the book of
Plalms, affirming that David could not be the wri.
ter of them, becaufe.the 137th Pfalm, has a refpect
to the exercife of the Jews under captivity at Baby.
lon, reminds one of Yalitaft’s men of Buckram, for
Bible-believers know well that David did not write
that Plalm,

Payne’s
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Payne’s animadverfions on the remainder of the
Old Teftament are fo jejune and trifling as to de-
{erve little notice. However, let us fhortly attend
to what he fays, when charging Jeremiah with du.
plicity, and prophecying falfehood. (Part IL p. 41.)
‘“ It appears from the 38th chapter, that when Je-
remiah was in prifon, Zedekiah {ent for him; and
at this interview which was private, feremiah prei-
fed it firongly on Zedekiah to {urrender to the ene-
my, ¢ if,’ fays he, ver. 17. ¢ thou wilt go forth un-
to the king of Babylon’s princes, then thy fou] fhall
live, &c.’ Zedekiah was apprehenfive that what
pafled at this conference {hould be known; and he .
faid to Jeremiah, v, 25. © If the princes, (meaning
thofe of Judah) hear that I have talked with thee,
and they come unto thee and fay unto thee, declare
unto us now what thou haft faid unto the king;
hide it not from us, and we will not put thee to
death; and alfo, ‘what the king faid unto thee:
then thou fhall {ay unto them, I prefented my fup-
plication before the king ; that be would not caufe
me to return to fonathan’s houfe to die-there. Then
came all the princes unto Jersmiah, and afked him ;
and he told them according to all the words the
king had commanded.” Thus this man of God, as
he is called, could tell a le, or very ftrongly preva-
ticate, when he fuppofed it would anfwer his pur-
pole ; for certainly he did not go to Zedekizh, to

make
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make his fupplication ; neither did he make it; he

‘went becaufe he was {ent for, and he employed that
opportunity, to advife Zedekiah to furrender him.

{elf ro Nebuchadnezzar.”
Thus he endeavours to fupport the charge of du-

plicity. It is moft aftonifhuing to {ee this vile blai-
phemer palming things thus on the feripture.  The
fact of the matter was, that Zedekiah fent for the
prophet Jeremiah, and defired him to tell the fate
of the citﬁr. Lhe interview being OVET, and the
king being folicitous to preferve the prophet’s life,
defired him to fay to, the princes thus and thus: The
princes having comé as the king fufpected, he told
the princes according to the words of the king;
where is the lie ! where is the prevarication ? he did
not fay, neither did the king defire him to fay, that
he went to fupplicate the king, but that he prefented
it. We find in the hiftory that a petition had been
prefented formerly on his behalf, and there 1s little
doubt, but he here rencwed his requeft, when clo.
fetted with the king’; {o when he told the princes
this, he finned not, he told a truti to preferve his
life, and he was under no.obligation to inform them
of @/l that pafied. In every well governed realm a
man muft be convicted upon evidence, and no man
ought to condemn himfelf; though he be really
guilty. |

In
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i fllppoi't of his pr0phecying falfely he fays, ¢ Ifi
the 34th chapter is 2 prophecy of Jeremiah to Zedes
kiah in thefe words, ver. 2. ¢ Thus fith the Lord,
behold I will give this city into the hand of the king
of Babylon, and he will bura it with fire; and thou
{lalt not efcape out of his hand, but fhall furely be
taken, and delivered into his hand ; and thine cyes
{hall behold the eyes of the king of Babylon; and
he fhall {fpeak to thee mouth to mouth, and thou
thalt go to Babylon. Yet hear the word of the Lord,
O Zedekiah king of Judah, thus faith the Lord,
thou fhalt not dié by the fword, but thou fhalt die -
in peace ; and with the burnings of thy fathers, the
former kings that were before thee, fo fhall they
burn odours for thee, and they will lament thee,
faying, ah, Lord. F¥or I'have pronounced the word,
faith the Lord.” Now inftead of Zedckizh behiold-
ing the eyes of the king of Babylon, and fpeaking
with him mouth to mouth, and dyisg in pesce, and
with the burning of odours, as at the {uneral of his
fathers, (as ]el:elnhh had declared, the Lord him-
{clf had pronounced) the reverte, according to the
¢2 chapter, was the cale; it is there faid, ver. 10..
¢ That the kine of Babylon {lew the {fons of Zede-
kiah before his ejes, then he put out the eyes of
Zedekial, and bound him 1a chains, and carried
him to Babylon, and put him in prifon till the day
af his death,” What can we then {ay of thefe proa
N " phets,
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phefs; but that they are impoftors and liars ?” Wha
£an Pay-he fay, but what favours of malice, IYing;
and {lander ? for the prophecy was mott exactly ac-
complithed. The city was taken—the men of war
. ﬂegl, and Zedekiah ,}irent towards the plain,—the
Chaldean {oldiers took the king, and brought him
to the king of Babylon;——he then beheld the
king of Babylon with Ais eyes—-=the king of Ba-
bylon bound him and carried him to Babylon in
chains, put Him in prifon till the day of his death;
he died in peace, he was not hanged, or beheaded,
or otherwife put to death ; a man dies in peace who
dies, not by the {word, or poifon or otherwife in a
violent way. ,The hiftory is filent indeed refpetting
the funeral rites, but as the reft was fulfilled, we
may prefume fo was this ; when the paffion of kings
1 @yef; they will refleét that human affairs are in 2
ftatz of conftapt fluctuation, and have a refpeét to
Royalty when fallen. And though his eyes were
put out, he faw the king of B’lbylon with his eyes

before he was deprived of his fight.
He throws out a number of refletions againft the
- Jews; imputing murder and aflaflination to them,
However it may be obferved, in relation to this,
that feveral a&s of cruelty afcribed to them, appear
6n 2 more accurate examination, to be grounded on
~an incorrect tranflation of fome paflages in the Old
Teflament, As a {pecimen of this; we read 2 Sam,
.94
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sit. 31. that ¢ when Rabbah was taken, David brought
forth the people that were therein, and put them

“under {aws and harrows of iron, and under axes of
iron, and made them pafs through the brick-kilns;’
hence it has been inferred, that he put themn to
death with the moft exquifite torments. But it hag
been*fh_ewn by feveral learned critics, that our ver-
fion would have been more conformable to the ori-
" ginal, if the paflage had been rendered thus: ¢ He
put them #o faws, and harrows, and # axes of iron, -
and made them pafs # to the brick kilns:* 1. e. he
put them to hard labour with thefe tools, and at the
brick-kilns. (See Omerod’s Remarks on Dr Prieft-
ley’s Difquifitions, 2d edit. p. 72.) With regard
to the alleged injuftice of Ifrael to the Canaanites;
the neceflity of their being extirpated, or at leaft
the deftruétion of their national polity,—the pro-
priety of this being effeCted by the Jews,.and the
advantages which other nations derived from it,
See clearly ftated in Blﬂwp Law’s confiderations on
the Theory of Relwmn See alfo Butler’s Analogy:
This vile calumniator (Payne) aflerts, that ¢ the
Jews never prayed but when in diftrefs,” and that
¢ only for Vi&ory; vengeance, and riches;” for
fhame! a more barefaced lie could not have been
¢old. Go read the Bible and fee; did not king So.
lm:m:)n pray at the dedication of the templeP |

N 2 Before
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phéts, but that they are impoftors and liars #” What
£an Pay'ne fay, but what favours of malice, lying;
and flander ? for the prophecy was moit exactly ac.
complithed. The city was taken—the men of war
. fled, and Zedekiah ,}i'ent towards the plain,—the
Chaldean foldiers took the king, and brought him
to the king of Babylonj——he then bebeld the
king of Babylon with bis eyes—=the king of Ba-
bylon bound him and carried him to Babylon in
chains, me Kim in prifon till the day of his death;
he died in peace, he was not hanged, or beheaded,

or otherwife put to death ; a man dies tn peace who
dies, not by the fword, or poifon or otherwife in a
violent way. ,The hiftory is filent indeed refpecting
the funeral rites, but as the reft was fulfilled, we
may prefume fo was this ; when the paflion of kings
1S Qvef, they will reflect that human affairs are in 2
fat: of conftapt fluctuation, and have a refpet to
Royalty when fallen. And though his eyes were
put out, he faw the k'in'g of E_Babylorul with his eyes;
before he was deprived of his fight.
He throws out a number of reflettions againft the
- Jews; imputing murder and aflaflination to them.
However it may be obferved, in relation to this,.
that feveral alts of cruelty afcribed to them, appear
¢n a more accurate examination, to be grounded on
~ an incorredt tranflation of fome paflages in the Old
Feftament, As a fpecimen of this; we read 2 Sam,
X1,
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stit. 31, that ¢ when Rabbah was taken, David brought
iorth the people that were therein, and put them
under faws and harrows of iron, and under axes of
iron, and made them pals thr‘ough the brick-kilns ;’
hence it has been inferred, that he put them to
death with the moft exquifite torments. But 1t has
been fhewn by feveral learned critics, that our ver-
fion would have been more conformable to the ori-
" ginal, if the paflage had been rendered thus : ¢ He
put them #o faws, and harrows, and # axes of iron, -
and made them pafs 7o to the brrck kilns:* 1. e. he -
put them to hard labour with thefe tools, and at the
brick-kilns. (See Omerod’s Remarks on Dr Prieft-
ley’s Difquifitions, 2d edit. p. 72.) With regard
to the alleged injuflice of Ifrael to the Canaanites;
the neceflity of their being extirpated, or at leafk
the deftruétion of their national polity,—the pro-
pricty of this being eftelted by the Jews,.and the
advantages which other nations derived from it.
See clearly ftated in Bithop Law’s confiderations on
the Theory of R cligion. See alfo Butler’s Analogys

This vile calumniator (Payne) aflerts, that ¢ the
Jews never prayed but when in diftrefs,” and that
« only for viory, vengeance, and riches;” for
{hame ! a more barefaced lic could not have been °
told. Go read the Bible and {ee; did-not king So..
lomon pray at the dedication of the templvf:p
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Before we leave the Cid Teftament, we fhall coxn-
fider tlie qualifications of Mofes as a hiftorian, in
relating what pafled before his day, refpeting the
flood and other events. As to infpiration, let it be,
for the fake of argument, out of the queftion.

In relation to Exodus, Leviticus, Numbers, and
Deuteronomy, he himfelf was an actor in all, and
nad the chief management of public aflairs 5 as the
lawgiver, every thing was under his cogniﬁm‘ce, fo
that this part of the hiftory, excepting the laft chap,
of Deut. which gives an account of his death, may
be denominated Mofes’s hiftory of his own time,
As tor the book of Genefis, he might learn the con-
tents of it from tradition. The longevity of the
Patriarchs enabled them to tran{mit the fadts ; they
pafled through very few lLands, and could not well
- be mifinterpreted or miftaken:  We cannot, for in-
ftance, 1magine that the grand.children of Jacob
could be ignorant of the affairs of their family ;—
of their pedigree, and ‘the place from whence they
came into Egypt ;—Can we fuppofe, that an event-
{o very remarkable, attended with fuch circums.
ftances, as the felling of Joleph was, could be for.
-gotten In {o thort a time? Could Jacob be ignorant
of the countiy whence Abraham came; more efpe.
“cially, when he was {o long there, living in Laban’s
family ? Could Abrzham, who lived in the fame age
withShem,beignorant of the flood, when Shem, from

waom
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whom he defcended, was one of the perfons faved
by the ark? And can we fuppofe that Shem was
ignorant of the tranfactions before the flood, when
he was born long before the death of Methufelah,
who lived before the death of Adam? The know-
ledge of thefe things therefore could eafily be trani-
mitted to Mofes; for Adam might tranfmit it to
Methufelah, and Methufelah to Shem ; Shem to A-
braham, &c. Thus laying infpiration afide, the tra-
dition was eafy.—-Mofes was a man of great judgment
and experience, capable of diftinguifhing between
t4ble and reality,~—cminent in natural and political
- knowledge ;—brought up in Pharaoh’s court, and
was fkilled in all the wifdom of Egypt.

The author of the Age of Realon, after a torrent
of blafphemy, refpecting the conception of Jefus
Chrift, the great myftery of the gofpel; fays,
n. 2. “ The firlt chapter of Matthew begins with
oiving a genealogy of Jefus Chrilt; and in the third
chapter of Luke, there 15 alio given a genealogy of
Jefus Chrift. Did thefe two agree, 1t would not
prove the genealogy to be true, becaufe it might
neverthelefs be a fabrication, but as they contradi&
each other in every particular, it proves falfehood
abfolutely, &c. Befides which, there is only the
two names of David and Jofeph that are alike in the
two hits.” !

To
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‘To fettle the genealozy of Jefus Chrift, it will be
neceflary to attend to the following things, viz.
That Matthew defcends downwards from father to
{on; iuke afcends upwards from fon to father,—.
Matthew reckons only from Abraham, Luke traces
back to Adam.—That the names capnot be the fame
ﬂ:eingk Matthew reckons the genealogy of Jofeph,
the iuppofed father of Chrift ; Luke reckons the ge-
nealogy of Mary. If 1t be {aid, Luke only mentions
jofephy not Mary, chap. 111, 213. therefore both Mat.
thew and Luke reckon the genealogy of Jofeph.
Yo this 1t 1s anfwered, that Matthew fpeaks of Ja.
cob as the natural father of Jofeph, ver. 16. Luke
of Heli as his father-in-law, as he was elpouled to
Mary the daughter of Hcli; and he does this be-
caufe 1t was not the cuftom of the Jews to reckon
cenealogies by women, but by men; accordingly
we {ind Naomi calls Orpah and Ruth daughters,
while they were only her daughters-in:law. Befides,
Jofeph and Mary were both of the houfe of David,
for it 1s to ‘be noticed, that Matthew reckons the
defcent of Jofeph from Solomon the Son of David,

znd Luke {hews Mary’s defcent from Nathan, ano-
ther of David’s {on’s, fo that Matthew proves the

thefis, that Jefus Chrift is the Son of David, the
fon of Abraham,

Moreover, it would appear that they took the
names as they tound them regiftrated with the Jews;

and
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2d the word which is rendered ("as was fuppofed )
in Luke 11, 23. has a refpect to the regiftration of
“the names ; and may be rendered (‘as found in the
public records ) and 1f they had copied them unfairly,
the Jews had opportunity to detect the fraud and
torgery. I am the rather of this opinion, becaule
when we compare the Chronicles with thefe genca-
logies in Matthew and Luke, we find that in Mat-
thew #hree kings are entirely pafled by, between jo-
ram and Ozias, who, had they been mentioned,
would have made {feventeen gencrations. Their
names have, perhaps, been neglected in the recorc,
on account of their connection with the impious fa-
mily of Ahab, againft which the judgments of hea.
ven were dencunced ; and Ahaziah, the firflt of theie
three, was Ahab’s fon-in-law. 2 Kings viii. 26, 27,
And if we number the names, we find there is one
wanting to make up the three fourteens. To ob-
viate this difliculty 1t 1s reckoned, that the Jecho-
niah mentioned, ver. 11. and Jechoniah mentioncd,
ver. 12. were two different perlons, the one the fi-
ther, and the other the fon; the Jechoniah mesn-
tioned, ver. 11. being the fame with Jehoiakim th
father of Jechoniah, asin 2 Chron. ii. 1z, 16, for
often the fame peifon had difierent names, and thas
both under the O]d and New [eltament; e. g. A-
zariah 18 de'lolnmated Uzziah, and in M'ttthew Ca
7ias. Peter was fometimes called Peter, and fome.

| times
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times Cephas. Sometimes the‘rxiedia{a, arid at o
ther times the immediate father is mentioned, Matth.
i 21. The {on of David, the fon of Abraham, ver,
2. Abraham: begat {faac, and Ifaac begat Jacob.

In tracing Jofeph’s defcent from Solomon in the
firft of Matthew, and in tractng Mary’s defcent from
Nathan, Solomon’s brother, we find Zorobabel and
Salathiel mentioned, though both their progenitors
‘and iucceflors, their fathers and their children,” are

very different names in Matthew from what they
are in Luke. Now, though the names of Zorobabe¢!
and Salathiel be the fame, the perfons were different;
that is, there was a Zorobabel and Salathiel that de.
icended from David by Solomon, and another Zo-
robabel and Salathiel that defcended from David DY
WNathan’s line. Thefe confiderations ferve to fhew;
that the evangelifts copied the hames from thie pubs
Yic records, and put them down juft as they found
them. Ibegleavetoadd, that from Payne’s own lifts;
he proves how fuperficially he has attended to this
fubjelr; for he fays, (Part IL p. 52.)  There are
oniy the two names of David and jofeph that are a.
like in the two lifts. His own lifts, however, clearly
condeman him ; for Zorobabel and Salathiel are men.
tioned by himifelt in the Ifts he has fet down:
¢+ The legs of the lamb are not equal.” |

(Page 53.) Payne tries to difprove the truth of
the gofpel-hiftory, by Inarhng at the writers of the
| New



L ro5 ] ,

New Tellament, for not writing word for word the
{fame, fuch as the infcription that was put over our
Saviour, &c. I alk, if they were originally written
in onc and the fame langaage ? was not one infcrip-
tion wntien in Greek, one 1n Hebrew, and another
in Latin. Here was a diflerence at firft, and in
tranflating a paflage from one language into another
by diferent perfons, a werbal difference might hap-
pen.  The difference here between the evangelifts
is purely werbal, no way affecting the f{eale,

From this verbal diffcrence in the inicription, as
mentioned by the evargeliits, he draws an inference
(Vart IL p. 56.) “ We may infer, thefe circumflan-
ces trivial as they are, that thole writers, wheever
they were, and in whatever time tiov lived, were
not prefent at the fcene. The only one of tie men
called Apoitles, who '*.ﬂ JERIY hdw’ neen near the
fpot, was Peter,” &c. Whether this inference be
juftly or unjullly drawn ﬁom the ¢ofpel hittory s
or whether Payne has read with attention the books
which he huas the temerity to condemn may be
icarned from John xix. ver. 265 27. * When Jefus
therefore faw his mother, and the difciple ftanding
by whom he loved.~———and from that hour that
difciple took her unto his own lome.”  And the fame
chapter, ver. 34, 35. we are told that John faw the
{oldier pierce his fide with a fpear, and witnefled the
#Hluing out of blood and water ; ¢ But one of the

O {oidiers
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foidiers with a fpear pierced his fide, and fortiiwith
came there out blood and water.  And he that faw
it bare record, and his record is true, &c> Whe.
ther fuch an inconfiderate quibbler be fit to pubhik

a commentary on the Bible, the above will hew.

As to how John could cfcape, when Herod {ent
forth and {lew the young children ; he fhould have
- arft fhewn that John was in that part of the couna
try, at the time; and whether or not John and Jc.
fus were of the fame tribe, &c.

- He hints that our Lord could not write. Does
fie prove this by the hiftory itfelf? Is 1t any where
faid that he could not write? Is it any where faid in
the gofpel hiftory, that Jefus ftooped down and wrotce
on the ground ? Had 1 any perfonal acquaintance of
Payue, [ would ferioufly advife him to ftudy Deifm
and Chriftianity :—Iad he been properly verfant in’
either, he never would have ventured to expofe
- Deifin as he hes done; and had he carefully read
the fcriptures, he never would have cut fuch a piti-
ful figure as a commentator.

As to what he throws out refpeéting the time of
our Lord’s being crucified, from Mark’s faying ¢ he
was crucified at the third hour (nine in the morn-
ing); and John faying, it was the fixth hour (twelve
at noon).”” And (in a foot note, {ame page) * Ac.
cording to John, the fentence was not pafled till a-
bout the fisth hour (noon), and confequently, the

cxecution
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execution could not be till the afternoon ; but Mark:
fays exprefsly, that he was crucified at the third
hour (nine in the morning).” ———I reply, it may be
noticed, that the third hour mentioned by Matthew
is to be underftood according to the Jewith compu.
tation, for our nine o’clock, and fo on to twelve:
Whereas the /ixth hour, at which John fays our Lord
was condemned, 1s to be taken, according to the
Roman computation, (for our Iix o’clock in the
morning,) that evangelift having wrote his hiftory
after the deftruction of Jerufalem. Thus the ac-
counts exactly agree, refpecting his condemnation
ana crucifixion,

He has a fiily cavil about our Lord’s refurreétion,
.--about there being but onc angel at the {epulchre,
according to one evangelilt, and two angels {tated
by another. It is fufficient to obferve, that frequents
ly one evangelift tells a particular fact with fome
few circumftances, and ancther writer tells the fame
fa&, but tells more or fewer circumitances. It
{feems, that either only one of the two angels appear-
ed without the fepulchre, and then went into it,
and was feen with the other angel, one at the head,
and another at the feet of the placc where the body
fay: Or rather, there is a reference made to difle-
rent appearances, at different places, and at different

$1NES.
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As to what he fays of the difciples being repre.
fented asin Gulilve, and clofettéd in Jerufalem at one
and the fame time; it is not founded in fact; the
golpels fay no fuch thing;
pigotted {landerer fay ?

There 13 no doubt he has read the New Teltas
ment, but not with that attention that he cught, or

s

but what will not this

he would have known who were apoities.  He reca
kons Luke one of the Eleven; he vught, before I

t'._r

wrote his commentary, to have known, that Luke
was not an apoltle. In the prel ace to his hiftory, he
tells us that he wrote from the tcfiimony of others.
This muil either proceed from ignorance or fiom
inalice ; 1f trom the former, his qualilications ior
comenting on feripture will be obviousy if frumn
the latter, 1t muit open the eyes of mankind to fec
his daring impudence.

He clofes with the time onr Lord was in the ;gmvc;?
¢ three days and thrce nichts in the heart of the
earth, but it happens awlware ly cnough that Chrift,
according to their own account, was but one day
and t#0 mf}'hfs.:. in the grove; about 36 hours, in-
ficad of 725 that 1s, the Fvidoy nigh, the Saturday,
and the Saturday night, Jor they fay he was up on
the Sunday moruing vy fun-rife or before, &c.”

This has been obsiated, by a Tertian or third
day ague, which is {o denominated thourh there is
~oniy one day’s intermiflion betwixt the paroufm

I-i
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and fo the firft and third day are included in the

computation. Befides, the fcripture often ipeaks
or a nuinber of days, inclulive of the firit and laft,
as when 1t is faid, when eight days were accomplifh.
ed, our Saviour was circumciled, inciuding the days
of his birth and his circumcifion, between which fix
duy+ intervened 3 thus our Saviour continued three
days 1 the tate of the dead inclulive of the firlt
and Ialt, or, he arofc again the third day according
to the {cripiures.

On Paul’s Epiftles, he fays very little, and no-
thing to the purpoie ; he deals reproach very liberal-
ty, and is fparing of common fenfe; he tries (o ape
Voltaire, and aflzCts to attack Paul as chargeuble
with a philofophical abfurdity, when he fays, ¢ chat
which thou fowelt is not quickened except it die.
te wilhes to triumph in this fuppofed abfurdity,
lee Voltaire, Qusflions [ur P Encyclopedie. But Mr
Boner of Geneva, a fuperior phyfiologift to either
Volraire or Payne, juitifies the pofition as philofo-
phically true. The exterior infegument of the grain,

undoubtedly corrupts and dies, while the germ, re.
mains and lives.

SECT.
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S CT, VIIL

The auihenticity of Scripture Hiftory, con Trmed by co.
femporary, or at leaft by wery ancient ﬁ:rfz'cr.r, who
had caportunily 1o knew the fuéls publifbed, and <oty
coitid mot ve biaflod in favour of fuch as publifhed

flcm,

L5 0 the biflory of BMofes, there may feem to be
a want of Vouchers, and it muft be admitted, we
cannot find cotemporary writers to confirm Mofes's
hifiory, for a very obvious reafen, Mofes being the
moit ancient hiftoran in the world.  Moles’s hifto.
ry i driftly the hiftory of the church, and contains
the narration of facts that more efpecally belonged
to the Jews. 'The circamitances of the reft of the
world were fuch, that no very authentic memoirs
of this people could be expected from them. They
‘were without the pale of the Jewifh church, and had
very lictie accefs to know what was tranfacted with-
an it. It is to be conlidered that the reft of man-
kind were involved in ignorance and fuperftition.
Upon the confufion of tongues at Babel/, the know-
Jedge of rehiginn began to decline.  the fons of
Noal aicr their diperfions and plantations gra-
dually degeneratcd. in fuch circumftances, it is
not likcly they could improve in knowledpe. It

behoved
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i:choved to take fome time to fettle their form of
government, and till this was eflected, they had no
opportunities to tmprove in arts and fciences. That
this was the caie is beyond a doubt. They wanted
the necefliry means to preferve the memory of
things, and of courfe conld il write hiftory. The
Grecians, who greatly boaft on this head, had not
the ule of letters till Cadmus taught them theie, who
was but cotemporary with Fofbua or, as others have
thought with Samuel. They had not learning to
record things relating to themiclves, far lefs tnclina-
tion to intereft themfelves tn the affairs of others.
It has indeed been faid by fome learned men, that
the Greeks were taught before Cadmus, by Cecrops,
the {irft king of Athens, who led a colony out of
Eoypt, {ixed in Greece, and built that city.,  Bat it
appears, that if Cecrops did introduce letters, therc
are no monuments of his characters remainins. The
molt ancient feem to be thole taught by Cadmus.
The great events recorded in {cripture, took place
among a people little known to thefe Barbarians j it
is no wonder that thefe were not hiftorians of the
church., The moft ancient celebrated hiftorian a-
mong the Pagans, Sanchoniatho has many allufions
to {feripture hiftory related by Mofes,—concerning
the crea‘lon, the progrefs of arts, the calling of A~
braham, &c. and Porphyry an ancient philofopher
and an encioy to chriftionity, tries o eftablifh his

hiftory,
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hiﬂory, from its agreement with Mofes’s writings
on thefe fubje@ts. That Mofes was owned among
them is evident from the writings of Longinus. Stra.
bo Ipeaks of him in the moft honourable terms, and
Trogus Pompeius takes notice of his beauty and wif-
dom. Belides, there were a great variety of religl-
ous rites, which they learned from the Jews, fuch
as circumcifion,—the day of reft, new-moons, and
efpecially the practice of facrifices. Thefe things
were notorious among the heathen nations.  Thele
muit be looked on as fo many veftizes of the Iaws
of Mofes, and atteftations to the facred hiftory ; for
thele things can never be accounted for, but on
{fuppofition that the Bible hiftory is genuine and
autiientic.

The truth of the facts narrated :n the New Tefl-
tament, 1s confirmed by friends, avowed enemies.
and by heathen writers. The teltimoeny of Jolephus
is weil known ; no doubt, this has been confidered
by fomcr as an interpoiation; but the paflage i
quotea vy Lufcoius, Calleflus, Sozoman Suidas, &.

We have a firiking atteftation of the innocence of
our Lord in Yudas,—and it is not a mere arbitrary
circutnftance that his conduct is related by the cvan-
gelifts,—who when he {aw Chrilt capitally condemn-
ecl, an cvent he did not expedct, rufhed into the tem-
ple like a2 madman, tarew down the wages of un-
righteouinels before the prieft and rulers, and with

grc:r‘::
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fg'f'eﬁt emotion publicly told them, he had betrayed
innocent blood. This is the teftimony of an enemy,
and merits attention.  Swetonius mentions Chrift
by name®, and fays that Cleadius espelled thole
from Rome wlio adhered to his ciufe. Taci-
t1s mentions the progrefs of Chriftianity, the jﬁvion
lent death that Chirift died ; that he flourifhed un-
der Tiberids; that Pilate was then procurator in
Judea, and that tlie original author of tliis {ect was
Chrift {. |
Pliny, who lived in Trajair’s reign, and Attained
hiigh honor in the &ate, n a letter written to the
¢mperor within 40 }euls after the death of Paul,
draws an amiable picture of the depor e 1t of Chrif-
tians, and the purity of their mmnels, wlien he
fays, < Lflent folitt {tuato di¢ ante lucem convenire,
carmenque Chrilto quafi Deo dicerz {ccum Invicem :
{oque facramento non in eelus aliquod obftiingere,
{¢d ne furta, ne latrocinia, ne adulteria committe«
fent, ne fidem falerent, ne depofitum appellati ab-
ncedrent : quibus perattis morem fibi difcidendi
fuiile, rurfulque coeundi ad capiendum cibum, pro-
mifcuum tamen et innoxtum.’” Plinii. Epiff, Lib, X
Epift. 97. p. 724» In our language it may run thus;
P “ It
* Tudeos impulfore Chriffo aflidue tumultuantes Roma expulit,

Swetonilisy Pe 544
+ Aultor nominis ejus Chriftus, qui-‘Tiberio imperitante, per pro-

curatorem Rontium Pilatum fupplicio afiectus ctat,  Tacit, dnnal,
Lib. XV,
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¢ It was their CUROHF] to aflemble before light, on o
ftated day, and mutually to recite an hymn to Chrilt
as God, binding themfelves by oath, not for a wicked
purpofe,but on the contrary,ncver to commit afraud,
not to fteal or debauch, never to fallity their word
&c.”” Celfus a celebrated Deift, who hved in the 2d
century, fpeaks of the author of Chriftianity as ha-
ving lived but a little before his time, and mentions
the principal facts in the gofpel hiftory relating to the
birth, life, doctrine, and miracles, death, and rcfur-
rection of Chriff—dceclaring that' he had copied the ac-
count from the writings of the evangelifts. 11e quotes
thele books and makes extracts from them, as being
compofed by the difciples and companions of Jefus,
and under the names they prefently bear; he ac.
knowledges the miracles performed by Chrift, that
they were really performed, he never calls in quef-
tion ; he attributes them to our Lord’s fuperior
{kill in magic. And what teftimony can be morc
credible than that of an enemy.

Julian, who flourifhed in the 4th century, pro.
duces no.counter evidence in refutation of the gof-
pel hiftory, though he mentions the name of all the
four Evangehils,—never attempts to difprove the
authticity of their writings, or to deny the truth of
Chrift’s miracles.

Lucian bears his tefttmony to the truth and influ.
ence of gofpcl principles, and that Chriit was the au«

thoy
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thor of this new re/igion. The tefimony of friends
to Chriftianity is well known, Luiebius, Origen, St
Jerom &c.; And the public records have becn quo-
ted, for its truth, as Pilate behoved to record the
irial, condemnation, ‘and execution of jefus Chriit.

5o much in reply to Payne’s Age of Reafon, the
a}guments which I have ufed, are fuch as have been
tully ftated and lluftrated by various writers on the
{ubject; and have been fucefsfully employed in de-
fending revealed religion in times paft, Though
what has been advanced is only a compend of the
{fentiments of writers again{t infidelity, it ought not
to be difregarded, being defigned for fuch 2s are in
a oreat meafure unacquainted with the controverfy,
into whole hands Payne’s Age of Realon may come,
and not for the learned world. It is one of the
Lord’s righteous judgments on the nations, that he
has permitted this man to {hew a brow of brafs,
under the delufive mafk of friendfbip to liberty, for
{educing men from their duty to God and civil
rulers,

Pa APPENDIX,
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jE F the Scriptures be true, as we have endcavoured

to prove, they are the only rule of the faith and

pradticc of Chriftians: and if they act in character,
they will never adopt the wild theories of {ome mo-
dern reformers ; there is a civil conltitution to pre-
{erve, as well as reform ; and however friendly they
may be to reform in church and fate; while reli-
cign is to be preferved as well as purtfied, they.
ought to guard againft putting confidence 1n men
who are avowed enemics to revealed relfgion, -~ No
doubt we ought to diftinguifiz between a caule and
the management of it; but if men avowedly wound
the feclings of Chriftians, by adopting the writings
of Payne in the grofs, Chriftians ought to guard a-
gainft encouraging reformers of fuch a deicription.
1 faid we have a conflitution topreferve, anditis the.
excellence: of the Brizilh confittution, to realize the

convenicncies of focmt)? without matermﬂy infrin.

oing our natural rights. The few atleaft which may
be forfeited, bear no prepoition to fuch as are fublhi-
tutedin their place. Perfonal fecurity, liberty, and
- private property, arc conlirmedro all by law.  ft al-
{ions to every one the right of applying to courts of
juftice, for redrefs or damages, and thefe courts arc
open to all. It would be caly to prove by an obvi-

ong
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ous compartfon, the vaft fuperiority of our political
inftitutions ; and that of courfe to contribute for
the purity and faiety of the conftitution ought to be
an exclulive object of intereft and attention, to all
who love their native land. Our conflitution ori-
ocinates in nothing accidental; but is the refult ox
lpng experience and found obfervation. And though
corruptions may have crept in, yet one peculiar ex-
ccllence of that conftitution is, it contains <vithin it
i thse means of reformation, without having recourfe to
revedt,  Chriltians fhould guard againft ﬂIEI]D“thEHu
ing that party in the ftate, who would overthrow
the conftitution. Many are the devices of Satan,
he adopts every method to compafs the ruin of man-
kind, and {uch as he cannot detain in profanity, he
tries to enfnare by {pecious pretences to purity. He
who runs may read this, in the political difputes
which have taken place, and the infdelity whick
fcems 0 {ucceed.

it is not my defign here, either to juftify or con-
cemn the prefent meafures of government. Of two
¢vils, which is to be chofen? Whether a civil or a
fpreign war has the moft horrid afpeft? Whether
the profefled friends of reform have condudted them-
flves as good fubjedts or not 7 Whether or not it is
natural for government to lefilen our liberties, in
proportion to our licencioulnefs? Whether, admit-
ting Robert Watt to have been a government fpy,

this
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this leflened the evidence of the then exifling con-
{picacy, or not? Whether in a nation, where excef.
five diflipation obtains, it is likely a republic can be
efioblithed which will {furvive a fevere hock ? Whe.
ther 1t 1s better for France to have 500 defpots, or
only oner Whether the divifion of fentiment that
prevails among American flates, prognofticates {ta-
bility and permanency to their form of government ?
‘Theie and fnailar queftions, [ leave to the difcuflion
m‘ thute who ouzat to be betier verled in politics.
e nflitution of the magifirate’s officeis not
1otnded 1n revealed, but in the principles of natural
rehigion, and though the magiftrate, in the dilcharge
of his affice to his fubjets in common, cught to con-
duct himfelf according to natural principles; vet in
things that are oprional, with regard to the fubjeéls,
lie is to conduct himfelf according to the principles
of revealed religion; in this point of view, magif-
trates are to encourage virtue and difcountenance
vice ; and they may do this without invading our
natural rights as fubjects.  For example, 1 have no
right to complain of any encroachment on my na-
tural privileges and rights, becaufe I am not a mi-
nifter of {tate.
‘Though the reafon of obedience is al{fo founded
in that original inftitution, yet a natural defire of
liberty is to be directed by the holy feriptures, and

if chriftian fubjedts a& in charalter, inflead of ftir-
MDg,



L 119 ]

¥ing Up fedition and tunult, they are bound to be
cxamplary in obedieace, and fiudy to lead guiet
and peaccable lives, praying for the infernal peace
and profperity of their country, for in the peace
thereof we thall have peace. Puaul writicg to Titus,
chap. 111, 1. Exhorts him to remind his hearers of
that fubjection whicl: was due to principalities and
powerss.

When we recur to facred hiftory we find 1t was
the uniform practice of the faints, to obey, what-
ever rulers were recognized as fuch, by the bedy
politic of which they were members, in their lawtul
commands. Under the Old Teftament difpenfation
this was their general praciice toward tneir own
kings,—in Lgypt, and at Babylon, they were never
charged with a crime on that account. It is trug,

hich

thot Irael finned in the circumitances with w
their government was changed,—it 15 alfh true that
hey fet up l{inn‘s but not by hin }“Lt it 1s the o {.}‘r
fet blafphemy from thence to infey that .%:zz-g;_;- 0
vernment 1s unlaswful in ifs nuture ﬂnd Nerafions,
for we find God gave 1pf-‘izzt direch wd GO
ragement 10 t'ie choice tiey made. Deut. xvil

T

a——20. Though he difappr oved of the manner U*f

1

I
it, vet he commilioned &: mel to comply with theix
Tequf:ﬁ : he Hgnified his approbatton of éz*zﬂ*f“ I
ment, by extraordinary mtcapouuons in their faveur

in theiv choice of fomic kings, and gave tnem {ome
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fpectal promifes in relation to monarchy, and threat
ened them with the want of it as a fevere judguient,
Hof. 111, 4

When Dawd was perfccuted by Saul, he repeat-
edly owned his authority,—the fucceeding prophets
uniformly conducted themfelves, in 2 manner that
was calculated to recommend obedience, hence Eli-
1ah henoured Ahab as king, before the people ; nay
Daniel and others accepted of commiflions from the
kings of Babylon and Perfia, and were never crimis
nated for {o doing.

The conduct of the faints under the New Tefta-
ment -ought to be equally yal, this 1s ftrickingly
exemphified by Paul, who, {enfibie of the advantages
that attend regular government, anfwered gladly
before Felix as a Juuge,---vindicated his innocency
before Feflus,---confidered it as a fingular favour to
have accefs to anfwer tor himfelf befove king Aerispa,
and actually appealed to Czlar, which was a pliin
homologation of Cxlar’s authority and rigat to rule.
Thefe confiderations ought to imprefs the minds of
all who believe the Bible,

ift. Our duty toward kings is to be esprefled by
fearing them ; this is not a fiavilh fear, nor does it
merély refpet the inward frame of heart, but ex-
ternal loyalty, the truth of this 1s obvious, fceing
this fear in fcripture 1s connecred with the fear of

*he Lord, which implics éxternal homase and in.
vard
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ward regard, © My fon fear thou the Lord and the
king.” Chriftians are not bound to obey habitual
. tyrants; but are bound to obey lawful commands.
They are to {fubmit to fuch as are owned by the bo-
dy politic. ¢ Fear thou the king” was an injunc.
tion laid upon the Jews, and binding on every {uc-
cecding age, in regard it never was repealed or fuf.
pended ; and muilt be obligatory {o long as the Pri-
mores regui, acknowledge any particular perfon for
their king, or fupreme ruler; fo long as they con-
{ent to his authority, the regal office remains vefted
in him.  Civil authority having its rife in the Pri-
mores regni, according to the iaw of nature, obedi-
ence from the fubjects cannot be difpenfed with,
(whatever defe@s be in the government) {o long ag
thele Primores ?'egﬂf homologam his rule,

2d. By contributing toward their fupport. Thé
conduct of our blefled Lord 15 a proper model of
imitation here; ¢ Render unto Cefar the things

?

that are Cwefar’s.” Ceflar was by confent of the na-
tion in the adtval exercife of government, as was
clear from their current ccin, for though its having
his image and {uperfcription, was no evidence that
a1l the money in the country was his, yet it was an
undeniable proof of his avthority, and that they were
bound to obey, and {upport him in thé exercite of
his governinent. 1.

Q. Chriftiang



|- 122 |

Chriftians do well if they take heed to Rom. xiu,
;.——3. the duty enjoined is fubjection, which they

= to evidence by rendering iribute, cuftom, fear,

Nnot ir¢m appreneniions of danger, but irom a fenfe
of dutv, ¢ not for wrath but for conftience fake.”
The dety was incumbent on all to whom the apuitle
wrote, and on every chriftian flill} called ever};

forl.” The vrofefiors of religion were reproached
vith beine inimical to the e, u“d difﬁﬁl,&ed (G

reruiar oovernment ; to wine off this foul reproach,
the anciiic ﬁwg that obedience to the powers that

1w, T-.'hofe religion has' a ten-
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ez.l.-:.i quet— and peaceable hves, and obey

t man ior tne Lerd’s fake, I‘ﬂ;‘g-

0
Hed God's ?;zf::f,’.?'fr and powers that be.

g..:tui-:s are r:'a*.”: /
‘The realon of this onedience s founded in the infli-

tution, “ there 13 no power but of Cod, the pow-
er3 tont be age of Gody” this doss not tay that has
Or mere qurper:: as fu{:“, are to DE
cbayed; {cr they are nct ordained of God ir a mo-
=2} fenfe, and {ubjection can only be binding toward
shefe who are in prcfent poiicfion and exercile of
Tovernment, by the confent of civil fuciety ; it fol-
lows, tnar he who rehifteth the power refilieth the
ordirance of God; and fuch as refift regular govern-
men:, refect on God’s ordmance fuch as cannot
rezular government are fligmatized in' ferip-
th
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sd. By honourmn" them. © Give honour to whom
honour is due ;”* and that amid grievances, * If the
fpirit of the ruler rife up againft thee, leave not thy
place;” that is, though the civil inagi{’crate take up
':. groundlefs offence, yet tubjects are not to go gut

of their place; but conduét themfelves towards the
* Ruler as fubjedts, < for yielding pacifieth great of-
rences i’ wherezs if they leave their place the of-
fence may be encreafed and perpetuated. See Gib’s
Difplay.
4th. By kcepinrr at a diftance from men of réft-

lefs tempers, ¢ Meddle not with them who aré ol
ven to change.” Where a {pirit of innovation pre-

vails, 1n men’s condult toward civil rulers, inno-
vation a5 to religious principles and pradtice, may
be expelted ; innovation in the one cafe, will be ac-
companied with innovation 1in the other, which is
awfully verified in the prefent day, by fome fervile
imitators of YThomas Payne, My foul come not
thou into their fecrets, into their affemblics; mine
honour be not titou united.” ‘

F I N.IS.
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