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AN

EXAMINATION, &c.’

I O declaim againft chriltianity, has, of late, become
xtremely fathionable in the literary world. The fame
aten track of pretended argument is repeatedly purfu-
d, whillt the vanity of writers is highly grdtified in
ndeavoring to overturn the prevailing opinions of man-
ind. For my own part, fatisfied with the do&rines of
ariftianity, till I fee, what has never yet taken place—
nem overturned by invincible reafon3 I offer fome re«
arks on a pa mphlct lazely publithed, under the titleof
e ¢ Examiiers Examined,” in order to oppofe thie ri-
o flood of infidelity.

" In the conclufion of this work, the author ¢ {olemn-

p declares that the happinefs of mankind are his vieavs,

h withing to propagate deifm.”” To promote the hap-
nefs of mankind is confeledly a laudable defire; it
re to oe wifhed, that, with fuchi @ view, the author
d had recou.s te means of a tendency to produce an
d of this naiure.  Unfortunately, in the publication
for: us, he {eens to have deviated widely from his




- C o~ TN £ L BTN ™IV AN 8T e\ g

3 (6 )

\
aim, and to be likc unto the ¢ foolifh man who built
his houfe upon the £und, and the rain defcerded, and the
winds blcw, and beat upen that houfe and it fell ;*
but we cannot follow the text and add, ¢ great was the
fall thereof.”” This writer {o apparently friendly to the
interefts of the hwn. -ace, difcovers the wily fox in
the external garb of the innocent lamb. In promifing
felicity, he fveks its deftrudtion. By propagating de- Fa
ifm, he deltroys every hope of falvation, lz:ys the axe at
the root of religion, and infultingly tells us he means to
inereafe our happinefs. By perfuading us to give v~ B
the re. ..ations and promifes of God, and to adopt his
pretended rational, yet fantaftic, {yftem, in the rocm, g
he would render us a cold and fceptic race of beings, _‘
ignorant of every religious principle, but thofe which '
the whim and fancy of each individual diftate.

To thow how contrary the author’s declarations and ™
condu& are, we need only look a little further in the
conclufion, and a few othier detached pallages. <« He
withes not to pcrfecute nor wound the feclings of any,

but to convince by fuir argument.” How hittle do ;i

other fontances corpoert with tuis? If fuch is the author’s
intert, way dess he wound the teclings of the author of -
the Folly of R:afon, and teli us that his pamphlet
¢ was probably wricen frem ne otli:~ than mercenary
views’'? Wit occalion the fucccecing fncers on Wake- f‘;- )

* glattlew, v, 26, 27,
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fi1d, as being a fellow of  F:fier college ? \'Why ftyle
him u ¢ conccited pedant” 2 Why infinuate that the
}Layman is ¢ rcally a gentleman of the cloth’”” ? Why
iﬁ sle the New-2ork Reviewer, “a foi dijant, Efquire” ?
Why farcaftically ftyle Mr. Ogden ¢ the apoftle of vir-
tuc and religion” ? Are thefe marks of the author’s

candor? of his defire not to wound the feelings of
thers ! Aghin, when he felets a few detached paflages
rom the objedts of his criticiim, and leaves the moft
material parts unanfivered, does he mean to difplay his
efire of convincing by fasr argument ? Thefe paflages
erve todemonftrate the propriety of an expreflion which
he writer contends to be improper—the bigstry of a deif?.
fhe define the word ¢ bigotry,” properly, incalling
““ fanaticifm, blind zeal, or fuperftition,* his bigotry,
fupport of deifm,ds evinced in almoft every page, and,
ufe nearly his oﬁ‘words, “ ke thows it by examtle,

ore than any writer on chriftianity.”

- When I firft faw the part of this pamphlet intitled

b Thoughts o tle Cirifian Relipion,” 1 fully expelled |
mething new. upen the fubje@ ; but perufal created
miferable difappointment; nothing was to be difco-
eredbuta repetition of uld obfervations, dreffed up in a
eclamatory ftyle, and cven that ityle, in fome parts,
urtrays the crow fhining in borrowed plumcs.
his whole divifion of the pamphlet, difplays fuch po-

rty of eriginal thought, frigidity of expreflion, and
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even ignorance of the charalter of the authors quote,
that, throungh charity, we ruft fuppofe the author en.

tirely blinded by vanity, or {uch an /rrational detence of T8

. Age of Reafon, would never have fcen the light.
As the author himfelf calls nearly tirree of his fir]

pages declamation, it is unnccedfary to make any re- S

marks on them, I thall therefore proceed to vhat fe calls
Lis arguments. It does not, hewever, evince a defire of 38

fupporiing opinion by fi/r argument, to commence §§

with three pages of declamation, in which are hazarded &8

a variety of bold, yet untrue aflertions, neverafterwards

attempted to be proved.

We are told ¢ that the public proofs of chriftianity,,
are no fironger than thol in favor of Mahometanifm.
Mahomet 1s faid to have wrought as many miracles,
preached as good dodtrine, convexged ten times as ma.
ny followers, and was far moreﬁ
Chrift.”

The number of Mahcmet’s miracles, 15 no procf in §

ccefsful thun Jefcs &8

favor of hits {yftem—it dependson *hcu' rzality. Had Jefus 44

Chrilt performed but one aé cut of the cormmon courie
of nature, it would have evinced his poveer far mnre S

than that of Muhomet, who might havz groduced 1oco &
miracles, the fallacy of which could all be traced. @
The miracles of our Saviour, were far diffcrent in thei.

nature from thofe of the Turkilh chicf. The Mahometan [

miracl: , were difcovered by many, at the time, to be |§
impoftures ; while tholz of chrittiauniiy flifhed convie-
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t:on on the minds of the biliolders, and made them, with

2 fdden impalfe, confefs the divine agency. Ilahomet
]

en utuncd the populace with the tricks of a juyrpler
grcat part of his miracles were trasaéed in the dark,

and refted folely on the evidence of himelf; but thofe of
Chrift were fuch as mull have originated in fupernatu.
ral power, and were tranfadted in the open face of day.
We know the impofture of the writer of the Koran,
from the trick he played uponLis foliowers, in requeft-
ing one of his adherents to defcend to the bottom of a
well, andecry ¢ Mahomet is the prophet of God,”
and then immediately he perfuaded the peopleto fill up
the well with flones, as a monument of the canf-

action, but i* rcality to prevent a difcovery of the

.1

rnnof’cure. ‘The vifion of hi b::::g ol et Ule

feven heavens, has no public notoriety to fupport
it—a vilion imagimed in the night-——unknown to
the weild, and its exiltence depending on the mere
‘ord of the 1aventor. Were the miracles of Chrift of
Lis nature ? do they depsnd on the ipf dixit of th
serformer ¢ On the contrary, vore they not exbxbztca
m the preience of muldtudes P Wher 5000 pe'ojole'
were fed with a fmall portion of vidnals, could this be
an impofture ? Ttut the very nuture of the chriftian mi.
1acles, evince their truth,  Their realily appears from
the generai ohjefts on which they were employed. The
benevolent Savicur of maukind himfelf was exercifed in

temaving the taiferies of the unfortunate—by a w ord
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Lie cured the halt, the maimed, and the blind ; and their 3
diicales were gone—iet for a fhort period, but for ever, 4
‘The variz'y of theie miracles, fhows the immenfity of Lis
power—thcir beneficence eminently diiplays the God.

Dut what more than all proves the miraculous gif: of §
Jefus, s, that his future tranfa&ions were all pre- -..""
difted by the ancient prophets, and every miracle 3
confirmed what was forcicld. At the infiant they
were performed, though tnere were thoufands of Deo-
ple inimical to the principles of our Saviour, among 5
them, no doubt, men of abilities capable of dete@ing
fallacy, vet none doubted that they were miracles, arif- ‘
ing from powers above the comprehenfion of mankind. ;
His very enemies, confcious of fupernatural agency, at- ;
tTisuiea them to the infuence of the devil, rather than §
to natural caules. ‘

But * the do&@rines of Mzhomet are as good as thofe |
of chrittianity.”> \What ? are thofe do&rnines prepa-
gated by fire and fivord—propagated for the purpofe 4
of promoting ambition, to be compared with the mild
and beneificent {pirit which pervades chniftianity? Is the
leader of an army threatening all, who will not belicve
his principles, with deftruéiion, to be compared to him
who inculcated the pra&ice of found morality, who for-
bade perfecution, and fuid, lve thy meighbour as tly-
JEIf 2 unts bim «who takeft thy ceat give the cloak alfo.

Dut ¢ the Turkifh prophet converted ten times as
many followers.” Is this a proof of his fuperiority
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our Savicur ! When the former operated upon the

ars of mankind, and held his iword te the throat of
> unbeiicver, furely hz had a greater chance of gain-
a followers than he who mildly preached the word

God, and endcavered to inculcate principles oppof-
1 to the prevailing vices of mankind. Mahomet
ined hicioliowers by force, but Chrift by perfuafion,

s be a preof at all, the followers of Chrift in later
ays, are far more numerous than thofe of Mahomet.
ad Chrit, indecd, converted all the world, he would
ot have anfwered -the defcription of the prophets, who
reiold the number of unbelievers. The tew he did
avert, by the mere force of preaching and miracle,
ow the ftrong evidence, in the minds of thofe
Lo {ollowed him, of his divine miflion. The differ-
ce between the chara&ers of Mahomet, and of Chrift,
d the eiiedts their principles had on their different fol-
vers, 15 {o elegantly difplayed in a paffage of one of
thop Sherlock’s fermons, that I cannot forbear infert-
g 1t: “Go to your natural religion, lay before her Ma-
omet and nis diiciples,arrayed in armour and in blood,
ding m triamph over the fpoils of thoufands, who fell
y lus visoricus fword. Show her the cities which he
et in flaines, the countries which he ravaged and de-
royed, and the miferable diftrefs of all the inhabitants
pf the carth,  When fhe has viewed him in this {cene,

/

d exhibi-ing marks of his divinity. If, however, fuc-
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carry her into hie retirement, fhow lLer the prophet’s

charber—his concuhines and Lis wives, and let ner

hear him allege revelaticnand a divine comniifiion w
jufiify his aduitery 'md lut. When fhe is tired 'mu‘\
this profi <&, then thow her the bu.’fed Jefus, humble 'md
meek, dcing good to ul! the fons of men. Let her fee him§
in his moft retired privadies, let her follow lum to t’n“
mount,and hear his devotions and fupplications to God
Leét her attend lum tc the wibunsi, and confider tnc
paticnce with which he endured the {coffs and re
proaches of Lis encmies.  Lead her 10 his crofs, let he
view him in the agony of death, and hear hus laft prav
er for his perlecutors, Fatkor firgive thert for they bzoﬁv :
a0t evlat they ol th‘gl natural relizion hasviewe dboth,
afk her which is the prophet of God? Buther anfwet: '. |
we have alteady had, when fhe faw part of this {cen:
‘through the eyes of the centurion who attended at th:, " |
crofs. By him fhe {poke and faid, Truly tiis man wi. -

the fonr of God.” M
Our author afks ¢ if the goipel fyltem was c‘e'zr,,;, N
~reafonable and true, what neceflity for miracles to ﬁv '
portit? A dorine thatis reafonablc and true, will 'm
pear fo to eveiy unpr cjudiced mind, withcat the aid oifg
any thing fupernatural.” I grant that an w'/w”t |
diced mind requires no miracle to fupport chr iftianity—§
its divine light is evident to reafen, from the intrinfcfg
go(,unut ofits dofrines.  But where fhall we find thlS

wuprejudiced being 2 can we call our author fuch—|
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ery page of his work demonflrates bigotry in fuprort
: deifm. But miracles were not intended to convert the
heilt or the deift; they ftrive to difcover God and his
i1 from thelight of nature—but it is the idolater and

serftitious, to whom miracle is addrefled. The ftate of
e world, at the time our Saviour came upon earth,
eated a neceflity for miracle. ‘The grofs fuperftition
mankind, their worfhip of idols, and even the eorrup-
Bns of the Jews, hadthrown a film over their eyes,
ld nought but fupernatural agency were of fufficient
fcacy to clear their fight. This thows the little occa-
for miracles at the prefent day : they, cf courle,
{ed with the fall of 1dolasry.

he next argument againfi the dible, is drawn from
corruptions of language. ¢ The vaziaty of trantla-
ps and editions of the bible, and the continual im-
'- dvements and alteratiens inhuman lanzuzagss,amount
32 prefumptive proof, that the {enfe has been una-

Hably miltuken, or «wi/fully perceried” Thele cir-
ftances might prebably have occafioned miftakes
they can afford no proof of a wilfiel perveriion :
Bthis reafoning were good, we might fay of evéry

Bk which has pafled throvgh feveral editions, that thi

2 proof of the criginal fiafe having been wilfuily per-
’-

rtted.  As acorroboration of this wife rc1fonmsr we

ixformed that there isa ftriking difagreement Le-
oo e difierent copiesof the bible. This is a miferable
adl. 1., . s *. 2

ake ofthe author, andasifes from Lis ignoranceof the
A 2
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fabjec. Though it is eafy to aflert, it is difhcult to prove. %
But the bible and its various copies have been carefully t
examined, and, after infinite labor, thofe who are bett ¥ X
able to judge, from their own knowlege, pronounce all
the copies tc agree in the fundamental do&rines.: :?;
Though there are thirty thoufand readings, yet po |
materjal corruption has been difcovered.

The author proceeds ¢ admitting that the bible con:$
tains the only do&rine by which we can obtain f.tl\a ¥
tion, which fe@ are we to embrace’”? The anfwer! 1s,
examine for yourfelf, inftead of fecking to deltroy reli f
gion, becaufe mankind have abufed its pure and holy
do&rines ; read the fcriptures yourfelf, and make ups N
your faith. The abfirufe and intricate parts of thed B8
bible, about which {&s have fooiithly divided, are no”i
really eflential—the moral and docirinal parts are eaﬁ‘rg
underftood, and cafily practied by the well dinof i EL
The chriftian {yftem dees uot create thefe diferences
they criginate in the cbitinacy ard porverfion of ma .
Theauwor’s facer on the feripture, for caufing divi’ Jons, K

which it never, in ia&, intended, is tco contempiible t. to

dcferve an anfwer.

BT tusil)
""j.‘w) ’.
e WL Ty, ﬂ‘

4.

It is nextacknowleged, ¢ that the do&rine, \\h:c*
has the greateft tendency to {ecnre our prefentand atws’ '
happinefs, is the beft,” but denizd (hat the chr i aod
religion tends to do fo, bacande by it we are led to be
lieve, that we are all miferatle and ruimed wretches, cor-g’
rupt and exceeding wicked frem our birth, If thi

T
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By ltem is the beft, which will fecure our prefent and fu.
ure happinefs, the autiior is wrong in the conclufion,
at the chriftian religion Las not this tendency. There
hever was a fincere chriltian who was not truly happy.
B0 the moments of mifery and diftrefs, his religion fup-
Worts him, and he places the firmeft reliance on the
| roodnefs of his maker. While at the brink of ruin, he
hopes for protection, and, at his death, enjoys the heart-
B1: fatisfadion of expeding a feene of felicity in ano-
Bher world. Hishappirefs, provided he obey the com-
xands of God, is fecurcd to him in the realms of fufe-
ity.  Dut deifm has a contrary tendency—its follower,
the inftant of diftrefs, is miferable, and hasno de-
pendence on his God—his future happinefs is totally
ut off, fince his principles lead him to deny the im-
g ortality of the foul. ILoeokat the ftatée of mankind,
Mo d we ihall find it to anfwer the defcription of the ho-
3 vritings. The very a&tions of human beings, teftify

Bem to be prone to fin, and, even the example of our
Bthor, is an inftance of a man perverting the ufe of
at glorious reafon Leftowed on him by God, for the

purpofe of difobeying the divine commands. In this
gudced he has miftaken his obje@® ; without con-
i dcring the evidence of revelation, he has thought pro-
er to treat with fcurrility its dorines. It is the eri-
W.7cc 2lone, to which he ought to have attended, and if
Jhat appear plain,it is blafphemy to deny the principles.
B God, for purpojes of which he s the beft judge, has
ought proper to promnlgate certain tenets, his crea-
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tures cught chearfully to obey them, they are only
to examine what teftimony there 1s to ground the idea
of their having been revealed. The ways of deity are
not to be {canned by the limited reafon of man, and the 3§
eévidence is fufficient to convince any rational mind,
untinctured with cold and fceptical ideas. '

As for the fuperftitious notions of fome people, whe
call thernfelves chriftians, in fuppofing every accident z:
happening to them in the courfe of their lives, a judg- 3
ment—this is not to be imputed to the chriftian religi- i§
on, which does not authorife fuch abfurdity.

Weare next informed of a great contradicion in the "
bible from its being faid firfi, that God created man
wale and female, and afterwards, finding Adam alone, §§
created a help-meet for him. If the author had been ac-
quainted with hiftorial compofition, he would not have 3
made fuch a blundering chfervation. The hiftorian,

that they were created, and, ina fubfequent chapier,

inforims us the manner, time and occafion.

Thzidea of ¢ God’s repenting,’ is next infinuated 3§
-as being mconnitent with his unchangeablenefs,  This )|
is ealily fven (o be a figurative exprefion ufed by 5

wipired wiitesse They never meant hat God aCtualy B
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« repented”” but to accommodateto the capacity of their
eaders, the notion of God’s remitting, through his in-
finite goodnefs, a puniflhment juftly incurred, they ufed
e phrafe of the deity, having rcpented. Tke fame
pbfervation, on the poetical ftyle of fcripture, may be
applied to the fucceeding paffages, cn which our author
wifked to exercife his ingenuity.

As tothe declamationon theperfecutions whichhave
brifen in the world, through the efforts of mad, outya-
Beous zealots, in fupport of chriftianity, they are evi-
Mcntly derived from abufe and perverfion, and not
rom the fpirit of chriftianity itfelf. The authcr might
Bs well have excrcifed his brain, in declaiming againft
Bhe liberty of the prefs, as againit religion, becaufe it
fhs been abufed. The freedom of the prefs is juftly -
@yled the bulwarkof liber ty ; but chfcenity, fcandal and
gpifonous dc&rines have arifer: from itsexercife. Shall
2, however, fay it ought to be abolifhed? Shall we, then,
¥> becauie men have applied a religiorn, i itfelf calcu-
cd for a different end, to fupporting their own pur-
pies, thatit ovght to be deftroyed ?

We are next enteriained with a formidable arge-

geoe 2sand chriMianity—its advocates refufe to fub-

g it te e to of raufon—hence it s unreafonable.

e redity of ins uyheries is eftablithed upon the

pil cvidence which the nate of the cafe admits—the

iterics themfclves are above our comprehenfion—fuf-
B
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ficient, if the cvidence proves them to be of divine au-
thority. The Deity beit knows his will.

Not deeply to difcern, not much to know,
Mankind was born to wonder and adore.

But poor, weakfighted mortals, ought to comprchend :-
the ways of God—are then men to abufe the blefling
beftowed on them, and to exercife the reafon they receive 48
from their Creator, in difputing his commands ? ¢ The
judgments of Go! are unfearchable, and his ways paft %
finding out. His way isin the fea, and his path in the ';-,-f
great waters, and his footfteps are not known.” But
‘¢ the idea of the chriltian advocates, refufing to fubmit
their religion to the teft of rational inquiry,” is abfurd. "
The book which contains it, 1s open to all, and our au- f‘_:{‘_’
thor has had the opportunity of difplaying his reafon,
or rather the aant of it, in making fuch nonfenfical {48

r ; -

remarks.

The doérinal part, however, of our Saviour’s {yltem,
is hizLly rational, as may b feen by an attentive peru-
fal of the {criptures, and an examination of his own
holy lite. Take kis example, and not that of fa/f c}mﬁ

ians, and its purity :nd excellence will be eminently
fpicuous. It is a religion which reitrains every idea of ""
criminal excefles, is admirably calculated to keep with-
in bounds the pailions, w and lead maakind to the exer-

cife of all the moral virtuss. The grand principle of &r :
on which it is founded, is highly adapted to promote the .
h';).rmony of [ocial life. '
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Did ever fuch a man exift as the Saviour of the world?

A ~,1n whoife whole life was a conftant fcens of bene-
holence, and a pattern of uprizhtnef(s tothe human race.
B ook at s nicty and devotion—the beauty and fimpli-
ity of his prayers—the wecll adapted, firiking &ylé of
bis difcourfes—his univerfal charity—his attention to
i fick and miferable—his contempt of riches—his hu-
B ility and condefcenfion.  Are thele marks of an im-
B tor ? When the: Jews would have forced him to ac-
| pt an earthly crown—view his difintereftednefs, in re-
fing that throne which would haye eftablifhed his
@b(rines, and have been the means of converting the

oft unbelieving. Even at the crofs, in all the pains of
flering agony, he prayed for his perfecutors—he cri-
» ¢ father forgive them for they know not what they
.’ Yet this wasa man interefted in making man-
B d unhappy—in leadiﬁg them from the pure and holy
B of deifm, inwhich aloneuniverfal £ficityisplaced.
BWe are informed in another paragraph, ‘hat the
Fiftian religion threatens damnation to thofe who do

t follow it: “that there is no other name under hea-
" by which a man can be fuved but 4y Jefus Chrift.”

is affords an inference of the uncharitable {prit of
lriftianity. Had theauthor beenthoroughlyacquaint.

l with his mother tongue, he would have found no

h meaning in this expreflion. It is true no man can

faved but 4y Jefus Chrilt—our Lord came to die for

fins of all mankind ; by this he has wafhed away

/3

B
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eriginal fin,and hasbeenthe caufe of univerfal falvation.
Every man who walks in the paths of righteoufnefs,
will be faved, whether he be a chriftian or not—for the
benefit of our Saviour’s expiation, extended to patft, as
well as to future generations, whether they ever receiv-
ed the light of chriftianity ornot. The prepofition 4y
nere, has not the force of iz : a man may be faved éya
law, though he be not iz its pale. }

Our examiner has been fingularly unhappy in the !
philofcphers he has chofen as authorities againft the
chriftian fyftem. The poetical pailages fele@zd from
Mr. Pope, are not oppofed to the religion of Chrift—
they are levelled atthe fuperftition of the beathens. The
poet fpezks of Gods, in the plural number, and of the
flamens or pricfts of ancient Rome.  There is a paflage;
of Pope in praife of the AMefiab—from which 1 ﬂunllg
quote a few lines—fo that his authogity is rather on:
the chriftian fide: ;

«Tus Sivious comes ! by ancient bards foretold :
Hear him ye deaf, and all ye blind behold !

He from thick films fhall purge the vifual ray,

And on the fightlefs eye-balis pour the day.

*Tis he th’ obfiru&ted paths of iound {hall clear g
And bid new mufic charm th’ unfolding ear ;
The dumb fhall firig, the Jame his crutch forsgo,
And leap exulting like the bouading roe ;

—_—
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N0 fich no murmer the wide world fhall hear,

B rcm cv'ry face he wipes off ev’ry tear.

Dne tide of glory, one unciouded blaze |

B crflow thy courts : The LicuT mimseLr fhall fhine,
Reveal'd and God’s eternal day be thine !

he feas fhall wafte, the fkies in fmoke decay,

Rocks fall to duft, and mountains melt away ;

@But fix’d u1s word, uis faving power remains,

y REALM forever lafts, thy own mEssian reigns.”

Mr. Locke too is well known to have been a fincere
[hriftian. As for Hume he was a man of no principle
hatever—neither chriftian nor deift in reality, as may
learnt from his life. B

B In the next paflage of this work, the author exhibits
f friking difagreement between principle an 1 adion.
B informs us that, from an attentive perufal of en-
B htened writers, he has adopted a creed. What?
#s liberal writer, who purfues the dicates of his own
B (0n, adspt a creed from others. Truly this is bring-
S us down to the old flandard ; we may as well be-
keve the bible, as believe in the mere opinions of man.
Put the bible has no authority to fupport it—what au-
Qpority then have your philofophers do&rines to fup-
ort them ? your belief fimply—io that, after all, this
ptional being pins his faith upon other people’s fleeves s
pd, what is worfe, after telling us cach man is to form
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his faith from his own reafon ; he draws up his adopted
creed, and endeavors to impofe it on the world. As _‘f
to the creed itfelf, we may leave it for the author to; ;-
believe, fince it contains nothi ing of any great 1mpor- ! ?
tance, and may he confidered as a whimf{ical defire of 18

following the example of Thomas Paine.

I chearfully acquiefce in one obfervation of the au. g
ther’s, ¢ that the religion, which tends to promote dif
cord, pride and decceit, is prejudicial to fociety.”
Thefe confequences cannot be imputed to the pure fpi-
rit of chriftianity ; but to deifm they may. When eve: if
ry man begins to eftablifh, or adopt his own creed,i X
univerfal difcord will take place, and each will be di

highly gratified by deifm, and I rather think this to be
the reafon why the author thought proper to publi‘h
his opinions, in oppofition to thofe of the world, fecretly ’,%
exulting in the pre-eminence of his boafted reafon. As ‘%
to deceit, when the hopes of a future ftate* are de-:
ftroyed, every man will prey upon his fcllow-creatures,*f
carrying a fair face to the world, in order to get rid of ¢
human punifhments, without any dread of the future§
difpleafure of the Deity. |

v "f.; ?.‘Zﬂﬂ'm # XN

* It is neceffary to mention, that every deiff does not difbe- 3§
licve the sinmortality of the foul.  Mr. Paine feems to belicve
ib—=but our bigat totally denics the exiffence of a future flalz
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& T'he author declares the chriftian religion muft fall—

 tclls us, ¢ thedan of reafon has begun to zppear,
peliing the thick and almoft impenetrable mifts of
B (1. e and [uperilition, illuminating the moft fecret
cive OF thz mind, and will continue to increafe in
ev.ior, tili it fhine forth in cne clear, unclouded and
rnal day.”” This bombaftic fentence is big with pro-
| pcy—but I believe we may invert the words a little,
] with greater ceriainty predi&, ¢ that the cloud of
| delicy has began o appear, covering with thick and
noft impenetr.ble mifts, the bright and holy religion
B God ; but, at the appreaching termination of the
B i, rcligion will again illuminate the moit fecret re-
B o the mind, and concdinue to incr:afe in fplender,
B Lic day of judgment, when the Son of God will ap-
br; in «1l his glory, to teftify the truth of his do&rines.
B0 much for the ¢ Thoughts on Chriftianit,.” We~
iy truly fee it is not on this part of the work that
gl uthor has built his fame.  Slight, fuperficial rea-
i, clothed in a faulty* ftyle, conftitute the whole
R 1 tlis may be Shled mere affertion unfupported by
Lol emplyy this note in 2 _foav hints on the fubject of
quther’s fiyle ; bir«work awill provalls be of greater utility

-

B/ /s repect than in any other, fince il may ferve as a eau«
12 voun® a.ritersy exibiticg them a [pecimen of faults
Qici they cnaht s aosid. This cannct ofend an author,
has chiztly artacked e Myle, and nat the argumentsy of”

opponents.  Tle wery firfi fenience affords abundance of

L for criticifm




2’ \“ ( 24 )
en this fubje&. In the fubfeqacat anfwers to the difsr. r

ent remarks on Puine, ke is intitled to a greater po.
tion of crediz, and all thi; without proving Paine's §

¢ Relision, ‘= fer.~ form cr cticr, [osns to have been ch. 8
feroed b; raziindgy r1 2l s s 4 all parts cf the avorld; 3

ans coi file 2o as tre vl mooic eriprymenty of ‘the moft i

of all :ie ~di=(is tia* - onva cod reie atlention  This iy

truly a oz o3l dlwxfs gentencey a-o as av introdullbiry on,’

't

".I*

pecul arly Zalty, < In forze formor o:'cry” is a beavy e a

prefien.  The verh “oofidzred,” avants an auxiliary ver) B
to mark tie fenfe ; it is nst fohoionly conneltod with, ¢ o
Jerusdy’? tobe groerried ly tie fame az:liary verb. Rel{gis:;
itfclfis not an crupl;;mer., M ough the exercifeof it is.  Pro
ducing avants tre par:.:lc as to precedz it 5 ars it 15, th;;
fenfe is imperfed. Effe&@s cannot be produced frrin obj cdts'3
The apparert meaning of the fentence is, that relizion ba.i
produced thefe [ ncfisi:l efleils from the olyelis therfeizes i
and, not, as I juppsfe the author's intention was, thi _f
amsng all the purfuils of man, religion had produced tr .
maft beneficial effolis 1o him.  The fentence awould bave he: j
more clear thus exprefod.  Religion, in different forms,i

feems in all ages and all parts cf the world, to hav
been obferved by markind, who have confidered its ex
ercife, as the moft noble employment of the moft divine
pature, and as mure produive of beneficiai edelts v
fociety, than any other purfuit, in which it has be
engaged. .
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inciples to be right, or injuring chriftianity. Ovet-
rning weak arguments, proves not the juftice of the
bpofite dodtrines.  Many of thefe works may be de-

Puce 6. Infamous oblivion is an inconfiftent expreffion.

i; i’;;ii Lurics the memory of what is pafl, it cannst, theny

'_ | AN US o

RP.:: 7. « Howis the lonor and character of the Almighty

o2 o5 12 abfurd and impious doitrines it contains,”
or and ckaradter require a plural verb. To feel an af-
WV:: is an ait of the mind on a feis of injury—but how ho-
W 2:d charaler can be affronted, it is difficult to con.
- ; yet they are mad> fenfible beingsy and affronted at
¥rivies. . | |

I fhall there; Sre give the reafons why I difbelieve the
Rfiian [fizm, and all tbe axguments advanced in its fa-
"’ Beliefy or difbelict; car only apply to truth or falfhoid.
abfurd ty fay, I dont belicve an argument: propriety
W< dictate—1 am not convinced by it.

W 7ith rofpect to the public prosfs exhibited By its Sfouns
.’ [ reading this fenierce, owe are at a Iofs to hnoww to
W thewordits applics. Travelling feveral linesbackawards,
¥ preceding paragraps, the wird bible appears to be the
antecedent 5 but the brile canwot be intend s the
WPor, I prefume, meant the Souirders of the chriftian

gion.

age 8. ¢ Profeons I pringing out of the bible—ex- "
s a droll difcordant idea, L
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fervedly ftyled; « trafh ;”* the writers were, like our
author, incompetent to the tatk of polemical compo-
fition'; and though their infentions were good, I ac.
knowlege their arguments to be weak. Our redoubted §
hero has employed himfelf, like the knight of the woeful g

countenance; in combating windmills ; but when vido- j

ry attends his fteps, the giant remains unaffailed.

Even here, this fa/r examiner mifies his aim—inftead |
of anfwering the reafoning in the work, he leaves it }
alone, and employs himfelf in finding fault with the *

g
.
!

{tyle of his opponents.

I muft confefs I did not expe@ to find invedive and 3
abufe from the pen of fuch a candid and impartial wri- §
ter ; cfpecially as a deiff cannot be bigstted : but he |

Pags 1o. « All eternity” tau!o]ogj s the word all adds
nothing to the fenfe.

Page 13. A [pecimen of fublime apd pathetic bombaft : i
“ But I flop, or, “ I could a tale unfold, awhole lighteft word
avould harrow up the fouly’ chill the blood awith horror, and |
draw forth curles from the grave againft the very name of :
a religion, which kas beenmade the pretext for fuck cruelties.”
This is foaring with a vengeance ; but it is lucky that the |
author floppedy and le! the poor people remain quiet in their
graves.

Page 41 “ But the more time that elatfes fince the avri-
ting of it, renders the probability of its not coming wchansed
en!miltranilated the greater.”” Through ignorance the author
aflexts the very thing be meant to deny.
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~overs here the cloven foot, and fhows himfelf as ca-
ble of illiberality, as a chriftian. In this attack, he
ms to be addrefling his favorite goddefs Deifm, in his
ed poetry :

| O let my fironz, umerring hand

Thy bolts forever throw,

And dezx! damnation round the land,

-~

On each [ judge thy foe.

B s to the obicrvations on the * Fuliv of Reafon,”
a{s them over, for great as the fcily of that piece 1s,
ater is the folly of the aniiwer ; and fhall leave our
hor in quict poffefiion of the field, after vanquifhing
oppofite champien, for not underftanding his mo-
B -tongue, as well as himfelf. 1 only remark, that his
gervaticns, on the indecency of {ome parts of the bi-
B relate not the de&rines of chriitianity. They are
I to be found in the hiftorical parts of the old tefta-
Bk, in which the fidelity of the hiftorian made him
e the falts as they were ; but the plainnefs of the °
s did not admit of polifhed compofition.

Bs to Wakefield’s Exvim; 1ation, it never was confi-
bed as an anfwer to D.iine—.he author, though he
cnds to be a chriftian, approaches, in fad, to a deiit 3
| this pretended «xamination is evidently intended g
cret vehicle for kis own dorines—do@rines which,
¥ repugnant to the fuidamental principles of the
filtian religion. Wakefield feems to have imbibed
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Jefuitical principles in Jefus College, and has cunningly

attacked the religion. of Chrift, under the mafque of its.
defender. As his obfervations are not intended to ;
have anygreat degree of force againft Paine, ourauthor|
can gainno great triumph in wafting five and twenty |
pages for the purpofe of conquering Wakefield ; qu
that it is unneceflary to mifemploy timne, in defence of

the latter :—kis pamphlet will foon fink into that con.
tempt, from which the lcarned name of ths author wil "i

not be able to preferve it.

IR, Yy

The <« Ageof Infiility,” bya Layman,is a publica.
cation of a very diiferent kind ; and, as it was intended%
ferionfly, and contains found argument, our author%
fails in fucceeding as weli with this opponent, as the;
two firft. I procecd to obviate the force of his replies :

on the luft work.

_.;::Jm«;w

Our hero here aware of his incapacity to anfwer the
Layman, very adroidy tells us, he has animadverted on
moft of his errors, in the review of Wakefield. This
might have paffed for current, but, upon comparing
Wakeficld and the Laymaa together, {ca:ce a fingle
oblervation appears io be fznilar ¢ {o that this declara-
tion amouais to a corf~fion, that the latter is but part
ally anfwered. Here again we have a {pecimen of ene
dAvaring te convince by fr/r argument.

Our redeubted opponent to what he does not under-
ftand, has either ignorantly, or wilfully, miltaken the
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| meaning of the Layman’s firft paffages. He has fallen
B foul upon him for afferting, that the genuine gofpel of
IChrift is too pure and divine to meet the approbation
of men of vicious hearts, who have hitherto compofed
R majority of mankind. He acknowleges the pu-
ity of chriftianity, but contends there is no neceflity for
W/5vine naturs to teach fach dodtrine, as many heachens
#ave done the fame. 'This is fimple ipfe dixit, unfound-
bd by proof. To it we may oppofe the well evidenced
ertion, that no heathen ever preached or pra&ifed
ch morality, as the Savicur of the world. But, if
e do&rine be fo plain and fimple; as to be compre-
nded by mankind, without the aid of divine revela-
n—it anfwers cur author’s ideas of {found religion—
at it is comprchenfible to reafon : hence we perceive
confeflion of the ratienality of the chriftian {yflem.

} The Layman does not infinuate, that there is any
bce in difbelief s but fays the do&rine of deifm, fo fa-
orable ™ the pradice of vice, has chiefly met with ad-
Jocates among the vicious and corrupt, who, cnioying
hat opinjon, think they fia fecurely.
- Notwithftanding our anthor’s ideas, mankind are evi-
Penily in a ftate of depravity : the major part are en.
paged inconilant icenes of iputica and vice, Tbis
oy vaional and wnprejudicsid obiviver of humai: na-
re can declare fiemhis own requr ks, -

C
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The mofl material part of the Layman’s pamphlet is
lefi unanfwered ; this is like our author’s mode ; he
{fcldom encounters fubflances, but amuics himfclf i
fencing with fhadows on the wall. The Layman has, in
a maiterly manner, exhibited a fketch of the evidences
in fupport of chriftianity, and fkown its truth from the
beft teftimony that it was poflible to produce. This
fiuck in the ficmach of our author, and he wifely left
it unanfwered ; even without a fingle remark. ‘The
Layman’s definition of revelation too, in oppofiticn to
Mr. Paine, is paffed over in filence, as incapable of an-
fiver. |

As to the ecmparifon between the religions of Chrxll
and of Mahc.aet, fufficient has already been faid upon
the fubje&*® to do away the force of cur author’s OLJCC-;
tons. A fow remarks here on the fubje® will fufhee
The extrads on this head only evince the opinions o
the Turks—the Koran, however, does not contain th
fublime morality cf the religion of Chrift. ¢ In all rei
gions the life of the founder fupplies the filence of hu
written revelition ; the favinzs of Mahomet weref
many leffons of truth ; Lis actions fo many examplesc
nof s but, if he had findizd hiltory a little, he wouk
Laive fpared himicif the fhame of making fuch an untv

virtue.”” Whore the autlor got his intclligence I knov

allertiene 1ia conitant grntiﬁcatxon of the fenfual ap

. . - 11° * 1.s
petit 3 a i of debauchery 5 and revelling in 3

. ‘ . .
% 4/..00.:;’ 1"13\. b.
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B rms of vicious women, can be cailed fo many exam.

les of virtue, then Mahomet was truly the prophet ot
iod.  His life, indeed ¢ fupplies the filence of his
crizten revelation,” and if we can judge any thing from
ks adtions, we fhall be able to difcover {ew marks of di-
Winity. Far different was the character of Chriit; he
hever waged war on the peaceful inhabitants of the
i, nor fought earthly dominion and felf aggran.

Jizement ; he did not convert by dedruttion. But the
B-:uus Mahomet did all this. The fayings of Chrii}
Bcere the fayings of truth ; through his mouth fhe fpake
he moft fublime and incoatrovertible axioms of mora-
k y- The fayings of Mahomet, except a few truifms,
ere falfe : of this chara&er his vifion in the feven hea-
bears every -trait. Take away the evidence of

Bhe arch impoftor himfelf, and the fabric falls to the
roeund.

W8 The author tells us, Mahomet has been unjuftly abu-
d by chriftians ; this he pretends to prove by a brief
tement of the caufes, which led to his eftablifhment,
d by taking motice-of fome of the molt important

nighty talk is performed by citing a few detached pal-
ages from an author of undsubted refpectability.  This
¢fpectability, however, we are to take upon truft ; for,
| vith refpect to the name of the author, weare left in
he dark. It isfomewhat fingular that our vndaunted

reeds and precepts enjoined in the Koran, ~ All this

bl
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<hampion of reafon, fhould have recourfe to authorig
at all; particularly to a poifoned fource—a bigottedi
author.*

Mahometani{m, we are told by this unknown ar.

thor, and echoed by our examiner, is undouhtedly :]

great improvement of the Jewith and chriftian fyftems
—~why ? becaufe it eftablifhes the unity of God, and ap
proaches nearer to deifm. This is a pretty petitio prin
cipii ; the objet in difpute is taken for granted. De
111 muft firfk be proved preferable to chriftianity, befor
the conclufion can be drawn.

Another obje@ion may be gathered from a fet of de
fultory obfervations—the do&rine contained in thé K
ran is more fublime, than that of the teftamient. Hen
let our author anfwer this objection in his o—w'n‘ words:
¢ In the name of common fenfe, what has fublimityt:
do with truth or falthood ! Truthis truth without th
afliftance of artificial fupport, and all the majeftic fert#
ments, that ever were invented, cannot make a fah’t

tory true.”

‘The Koran s fuperior to the bible, becaufe it enjein§
lcanlinefs, Though this be a very neceffary regulatd
on Iu the conftitution. of m: an, what has it to do with r
tigicn, or the duties of man to his Maker 2 The wif
ters of the bible did not employ themfelves in direction
which had nothing to do with their objeét, '

* Grut. 724 [‘.“".:/.-'{7."1 ,J?J ” t/ /})),Co
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L Our author, or rather his guide, or both, are mifta.
1, when they tell us that the Mahometan religion is
kftitute of a priefthood, and that the people affemble
the mofque and izam. An imam, inftead of being a
Bace for worthip, is a&ually a prieit ; for the Maho-
etans have an order of pricfthood defignated by the
¢ of imams, the chief of whom is called the muf?i. -

B« The legiflator, who interdi&ted wine, cannot furely
accufed of alluring his profelytes, by the indalgence
B their {enfual appetites.”” In this refpe®, indeed, be
Jnnot ; but the fobriety of Mahomet’s followers, was a
keflary regulation to preferve himfelf. The nume-
B enemies he had to combat ; the necefhity of always
Bng on the watch ina ftate of warfare, obliged him
yays to have his votaries at command ; the indul-
Blnce of wine would probably have made them unruly,
BN, at fdme_pnlucky intoxicated moment, his enemies
bt have found an eafy prey. But other fenfual in-
B ences made amends for this interdiction. The al-
irance of four wives, with 2s many concubines as the
% thought preper, opened a field of fenfual joy fuffi-
ently alluring to the convert. ‘The promiic, too, of
Sluptucufnefs, in the arms of the Houni, after death in
e realms of Paradife, held forth a tempration fuffici-
t to enchant the warm complexion of an Afiatic.

“ The circumftance of the Mahometan religion
Feing its eftablifhment to the fword, cannot abridge its
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merits. We exped the government of the French,
Repubiic wiil be eftabhified by tne fword.” The
compariion between religion and  government, i
farcical. Government mulft, it is true, be eftablifhe;
by the means in the power of man : when the political

frame is torn by divifions, human beings can only har:
recourfe to the law of arms ; and the chance of fuc.

«cefs is as equally with the wrong fide, as with tie
nght. But when the Deity reveals his will, by hy
prophet, it is repugnant to the idea of his benevolen!
and mercy, that this prophet fhould propagate his deef
trines by the power of the fivord. Nothing can mor
roagly chara&erife the rc‘icriohs impoftor, than cru
elty and revenge : paflioas which cannot exif in the
Melienger of a Being, whofe attributes are mercy and
love. Our Saviour appeared as a God himfelf, fur-
rounded with the glorious qualifications of divinity,
His tor:gue, and his exemplary manners, were his only
v..apcns ¢ with thefe he converted his votaries.

The Layman’s elucidation of Mofes's account of the

fall, next affords room for cenfure. Inftead of ufins

l
argument, the author juft boldly afferts, that this ac
count® Jelittles the chara&er of the Deity, and that the
idea of hereditary original fin, was engendered in th:
flighty imagination of fanatics, muft appear evident
Had th2 author been kind enough to have ufed fom

* Thisis ancw exprelion.
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roofs lere, they might have been worth anf{wering-:
it is the author of the [uliy of Reafon, who is told,
that he has reje&ted argurment and reafon, and fub-

( 35

tuted declamation and bare affertion, ia their place,”
ay retort upon his friendly examiner : Befire thou
uckeft the mote out of thy brother’s eye, pluck the beam out

Lhine ouint.

The author proceeds with a few ideas, borrowed
om ciher writers, on the {ubje&t of free age}zqy, and,
::h the :fifiance of Dr. Beottie, thinks he has over-
e the event dificulty of reconciling it Wiﬂl the
fience of God. . He obferves, it will be univer-
1y admitted, that there are fome things which the

city cannot do : H= cannot deceive, cannot commit
vil. INeither is it more derogatory to his charater,
fay, there are fom= things, which he cannot know.”
his anfiver is not fatistaltory. The Deity is, un-
ubtedly, all-powerful s whatever e will, he can do;
he thought proper, he could commit what we call
n: inftead of faying, that he caz not, it is more cor-
&t to fay that he wil/not. This do&rine, in order to
akz a free agent of man, makes God a& from necef-
.y, and limits his power. The do&rine, however, of
berty, is not incompatible with chriftianity. Dr.
cattie, and molt of the other fupporters cf free agen-
v, are chriftians. The idea of rewards and punifh-
anis, held out in feripture, implies, that man is free.
he prefcience of the Deity, requires not the belief
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of man’s a@ing from receflity. Whenever 1 offer tmg
alternatives to aman, and leave kim to a& as he pluf.é}
es, though I do not compel him to foliow the one or ;
the other, I can judge, from his paffions and habits dg
life, which couric e will take. Predeftination, too, B
one of the chief dorines of our auihor’s beloved reli-é
oion, which aporoaches fo near to deifm—that of Ma§
homet : 1= is, theretore, fomewhat fingular, that he§
fhould be orpofed to it ‘

The Lurman obferves, thai the facred hiftorians :mi
anfwerable {or Lads alore, not for thair morality ; n
the Jewith hitory bhe taiiicd with blood and cmeltvf
fo is that of all otlicr nations.  To this our author r : 1
plies, that other hiftcrians do not pretend that Gol:

commanded thofe cruelties, and mftances the dcﬁrm

w'n

AW AN

tion of the /wnocent Canaanites. The innocence of th:k
pevple is the difpute, if we are to take ths whole of th;;
ftory, they notorioaﬁyi violated the commands of Ge*
Theie cruelties were, then, a mercy to the people 3

other ages and nations. The fevere cxampls, made =
the Canaanites, was a beneficence to the oither inhal

ants cf the earth. It wasnot the revenge of God
excited this deitrudion, but merely to warn the huma
race ; afcw werepuniil.od tofave the whole,

Theenfuin: page or two of the anfiver, as it is
led, fimply coufiit. of declamation, in fheering at u
as trifiing, wiich L net soplied to by readoning @ v
ridicule is a far beriur weavon to dart at truth,
argument.
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ants cf the earth. It wasnot the revenge of God
excited this deitrudion, but merely to warn the huma
race ; afcw werepuniil.od tofave the whole,

Theenfuin: page or two of the anfiver, as it is
led, fimply coufiit. of declamation, in fheering at u
as trifiing, wiich L net soplied to by readoning @ v
ridicule is a far beriur weavon to dart at truth,
argument.
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' The author endeavors to find a defence for Paine's
affertion that there are five deities of the chriftians :
God the Father, God the Son, God the Holy Ghott,
the God Providence, and the Goddefs Nature ; butfays
B rothing about this mifreprefentation, only leaves it to
e cendor of the reader—zthis candor will, I fancy, fee
;at Paine was only amufing his imagination, with a

Mvlay upon words.
b we are toid, it is not granted, that Chrift wrought
bniracles, as it refts upon fearfzy only:—When a combi-
pation of witnefles who faw a fad, with their own eyes,
Jolemnly declare fo—it is more than hearfay : aand
hat this was the fa& the author wouid have feen, had
B attended to the Layman’s fketch of the tetimony cn
R (ubied.

The author continuss, ¢ the greatelt improvemant,
at now remains to be made in divine knowlege, is
@ revive again, the fimple religion of our firft parents.”
we follow the example of our firfk parents, as rzlat=d
p {cripture, we fhall belicve in God, and obey his com-
ands.  Qur firft parents had not all the revclation,
hich God has pleafed to communicate to their chil-
j{ren, ‘but we find, except in one fingle inflance, that
dam teftified obedience to the God, who made him.

I have been very concife ia mv remarks upon this
bart of the pamplilet, fince, though the authe has em-

loyed feveral pages again@t the Layman, very little cife
cC 2
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can be dilcovered but idle declamation. The Layman,
however, remains unanfwcred, and his work is a very
refpectable publication.
As to what the author calis the fourth aflault upon

the fortrefs of deifin, or the Guide to Reafon, it is too
nidiculous to deferve remarks on either fide.

The obfervations on the New-York Reviewer, and
his Examiner, have nothing to do with the caufe of
charitianity ; the pamphlet is unneceffarily fwelled on :
this fubje&t. The zenv il-2, however, of the Reviewer ’
is certamnly juft, that the I'rench are relapfing into the
wdolatry of the Heathens, and the fcheme of national
worthip thown by our author, to make the 1dea abfurd,
evidently provesit to be jult.  The Pagans originally
created deiiies in their own minds—iuch as the cardi-
nal virtues ; in precefs of time, they erected ftatues to
their infaginary beings 3 and fhortly afterwards, when
the original notion was loft, the ftatuzs themfelves bs- §
ca:ne the objed of worthip.  Juft fo it may be with the §
French. They have fet apart national days in honor §
of ideal beings, as liberty—truth—juftice—chaflity— 1
courage——fidelity, &c. If the age of barbarifm fhould
ever be renewed, and ignorance once more obtamn
dominion, Pagan worthip wiil again take placc s ideas
of thefe fantaftic deities will float in the minds of the

vulgar, and the beings tiemlelves will become the ob-

16& of adoraton.
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WWith refpe@ to the anonymous publication in the
8 Philadelphia paper, I deteftilliberal abufe as much as
B the author, and heartily coincide with him in his re-

arks on that piece. Mr. Paine’s chara&er does not
affe the point ; by the juftice, or injufiice, of his argu-
ents, I am willing he fhall be tried.

The molt visken? inveive againlt a violent inveive,
Blontains remarks on Uzal Ogden’s Addrefs. 1ic i
M ccd with endeavoring to traduce the chara&er of
B.inc, becauft he fays, « unpleafing 1s the tafk to ex-
dofe an individual to public obloquy, on account of the
ipropriety of his condu@®.” Mr. Ogden’s expreflion
BB pericdtly confiftent.  If Paine is proved to be an ene-
7 to the human race, in endeavoring to poifon the
lhinds of the weak, with principles deftruive to their
Rlvition—the very confuting him unavoidably expofes
W:ine to public obloquy. We have no reafon to infer
Bt it i Ogden’s intention to fraduce Paine ; fimply that
lich will be the confequence of expofing his errors, and
his ¢ theinterefts of virtue and religion require.” If
aine believed himielf his principles to be true, he had
Jo bufinefs to publifh them—he had no right to fhake
he {aith of others 5 if the principles of chriftianity were

cn doubtful, a refpedt to what might be the will of
Bod, would fuggeft the indecency of making converts

j-an end, which the unbigosted deifts affirm is not in their
Biew.
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What does the author mean by afferting that chrifi. §
anity does not dignij5 fwmrn nature # Tt religion @
which creates :-. man the belief of an immu«tal foul, cer. 3
tairly dignifies his nature, and makes him of infini: @
more importance in the fcale of beings, than if ne wu ji§
born to refide in this world fimply, then to die, and be 38

7o more.

Mr. Ogden fays it becomes a duty to diveft thif
deiftical enthufiaft and incendiary of his mafque,” fucji
language we are told is improper, Paine has opeals
put his name to the work—how then can he
mafque ? This is idle ; the name of Paine, hitherfg
the apparent friend of the human race, is a greaizas
mafque, than if the name had been concealed. Re--
vering the advocate of civil liberty, mankind are
apt to be impofed upon by his arts ; uader the veily] ~
their friend, he has a&ed the part of their fecret enem: .
Pretending amity he has endeavored to undermine G
interefts of virtue and religion. But our author r: 3
be juftly fiyled ¢ mafqued” in his own fenfe of CE2
word ; he did not dare to father the foundling of i
brain: he has thrown it upon the prote&ion of =8

world without a name.

¢« Why fhould deifm be the conftant theme of ab:§
for the bigots cf all other perinafions. Let the o/
fer, of deifm prove, that iis Joctrine tends to defirf |
the peace and happine(s of focicty.,” Deifm is noi 4
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theme of abufe : the real advocates of chriftianity op-
pofe deifm by fur argument, and wilh not to wound
the feelings of any ; but they fee no re: don why they’
hould be abufed themfelves. The author has uncha-
itably inveighed againft chri‘tianity and its profeflors,
nd any thing faid againft himis but a fair retort.

ad he adhered to his declaration, I fhould never have
fleted upon his ignorance and want of candor. Had
not attacked the ftyle of his opponents, I fhould
t have animadverted on the fuults of his ftyle. As
is, he may thank himfelf for obtaining the charaer
wttributed to Wakefield : that of a conceited and vi-
nt adverfary.
Tat tie dedrine of deifm terds to deftroy the peace
& hanpines of Saeiety has Sremently been demonfizu-
Waen erce the bead o rilt=lon s dehinved,
ftands vpom urllhiz pririales @ its et
moas boekens Mamnolovom deper l20t o his -
» Wil pooy vrea his felov creaturs. Hemnay
e his own intesel, thov: b &2t a&ive to th fucial
wore, Wi impunivv, Hi copelation of a day of

‘-‘\,. - N ~1. "-..' Y B . R
AV ae, Wkt laisiin 15 these to redtrau Lis

€ - < o - M e
T;ﬂ]_ﬂ"gﬁ ) “‘{,’[{/v}}] “’l‘Ll rl"lf:f‘ccd tpr‘r‘:u- Off’.‘lpcr;tl"

oy net be amifs o confilir tae m:poit of

L ivefun {o often mifapylied by the audior.  His

D
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reafon tells him to renounce chriftianity § mine to fup.
portit. He may call mine weak, I may term his g,
Here we are at variance. To whom muft we appeal
for a ftandard ? who muft be the conimor judge ? the
majority of mankind. But the majority of thofe tgq
whom the chriftian fyftem has been revealed, are chrift.
ians, notwithftanding the attacks ofinfidels for feveral
centuries palt. Reafon, as it has been ufed, is a vague
and indefinite term ; every man’s fancy is his reafon,
and according to that he muft believe.  Hence a vari.
ety of diffcrent modes of worfhip muft be efluilifhed.

Hence we f{ee the neceflity of revelation, in order to
know and {uilow the true Ged, and obey his will,  The !

age of rcafon would be the age of contradition ; and !
;

coniinual diffptes would arizes. Theie taieples of rea-

fon, fo much dcfired by the avther, would contain
many dodrings, as the cerfufion of tongues did Ian
guages at the tower of Zabel. Eachpidelog her would
fport lus own ideas, and change them as often as hi
experience, or whin, or funcy didtated. We fheuid
not know what to belicve, or hew to belicve.  Few i
flunces world crcu- of a I ine and an Examiner cor
curring. Temples of reafon would fosn become tem
ples of confuticn.

I now bring my remarks to aclefe: *he fame of tht
Paml)‘}l]'_ﬁt, on \Vh.l\:h I thC }‘:’C'ﬂ '\.Lin‘f‘:dv(\r‘.?-je" iS huic

~ . « Iy {’
aron the overtbrow of thole wiw could not ilas
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Fud th: author terazd his attention to the evidances of

chriftianity, initead of examining the arguments of its
waak defenders, he would have found a harder talk.
Asitis, h has facceeded partially, without any me-
rit, in miiemployiag his powers to overcome light and
unfub tantial rzafeaing. Before I conclude, let me give
b im foma words of advice—never to attack that which
hz does not uanleritand—never to copy paffagss from
other authors, and folter them on the world as hisown
:0 ftudy logical arzumznt before he engages again

g polemical ConTTover {3 but, above all, t be a litile
. 10r¢ converfant m fpd}m" and compofing i‘;iso mathier-
. or > 12,

_ F Until fomsthing like argument appears in favor of
BNciim, I fhall continue a chriftian. In ail that has late-
BBy been faid nothing new appears. It confifts of a re-
Betition of old arguments, repeatedly refuted. Let
yery one examine for himfelf, and he will find, after
e moft mature refle&ion, that the only trucht happi-
jefs confifts in the chriftian fyltem ; that folid—th:at ua-
loyed happinefs, which can fupport mankind, even in
¢ moments of tryinz diftrefs. Let man look up to
s God, and place 2 conidence in his promites, and he

i1l never have reafon > fay, «“ My God, my God,

fvhy hatt thou forfuken me!”

| The concluling words of the author’s pamphlet, are
gpredictive of its fuccels—zaire. It il il deifm
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will be the fpeculation of a day ex itin only in vifiona-

*

Ty brams . it muit fall, and the pure and holy religion

it wil reman mummmnt. Its fcoiffers and

vevilers, Iiincere }' 10pC, May Niect Willl mere mercy,
1
L3

wave redon Lo eapedt.
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)AGE 5, line§, for reafon, read realiizs.
— 6, line 10, for infultingly tellsyvead infults eur reafin -

by teliing,
7, line 4, after f5i difant, dele,
16, line 16, for hifborial, read hiforical,
17, line 4, afier deity, dele,
18, line 25, for #o and, read and ts.
23, line g, after predi?, dele
25, line 20, note, for‘intend, read intended,
26, line 14, for deiff, read deif?.
277, line 16, after relate, add #o.
28, line 16, for on, read 2.
line 25, after awbhich, dele ,
53, line 12, after Aimfe/f; infert * and at the bottom
note, vead, Hiflory informs us the real reafon of this
rdiction ¢ the pretended prophet had oncz been nearly fur-
4 iz his camp, awhile bis followers qvere under the dom.-

? of Bacchus 3 wine avas probibited, to prevert a_fiilar

?g Cre

e Lull
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