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SECT. L

AVING now examined the cHARAcTER of the Jewifh
People, and the TALENTs of their Lawgiver, I come next
to confider the NATURE of that Policy, which by his miniftry was:
introduced amongft them. For in thefe two enquiries I hope to lay
a ftrong and lafting foundation for the fupport of the third general
propofition, That the dolirine of a future flate of rewards and punifh-
ments is not to be found in, nor did make part of the Misfaic Difpen-

Jation.

We find amongft this people a Policy differing from all the
Inftitutions of mankind; in which the two Societies, civil and
religious, were perfeltly incorporated, with Gop ALMIGHTY, As
A TEMPORAL GoVERNOR, at the head of both.

The peculiar adminiftration attending fo fingular a frame of
Government hath always kept 1t from the-knowledge of {uperficial
obfervers. Chriftian writers, by confidering Judaifm as a Reli-

VoL. I1lL B Cious




2 THE DIVINE LEGATION  Book V.

gious policy only, or a Church; and Deifts, asa Civil policy only,
or a State ; have run’int¢ infinite miftakes goncerning the reafon,
the nature, and the end of its laws and inftitutions. And, on fo
partial a view of it, no wonder that neither have done juftice to this
amazing Oeconomy. Let us fuppofe, the famous piture of the
temale centaur by Zeuxis, where two different Natures were fo
admirably incorporated, that the paflage from one to the other, as
Tucian tells us*, became infenfible; let us, I fay, fuppofe this
pi&ure to have been placed before two competent judges, yet in {fuch
different points of view, that the one ceuld {ee only the bruzal, the
other the Auman part; would not the firft have thought 1t a beau-
tiful horfe, and the {fecond, as beautiful a woman ; and would not
each have given the creature fuppofed to be reprefented fuch func-
tions as he judged proper to the {pecies in which he rankedit? But
would not both of them have been miftaken ; aud would not a
fight of the whole have taught them to reftify their wrong judge
ments? as well knowing that the funétions of fuch a compounded
animal, whenever it exifted, muft be very different from thofe of
either of the other, fingly and alone. From f{uch partial judges of
the Law therefore, little affiftance is to be expefted - towards the
difcovery of its true nature, |
Much lefs are we to expeét from the Jewith Doéters: who,
though they fhll keep fheltered, as it were, in the ruins of this
auguft and awful Fabric; yet patch it up with the fame barbarity
of tafte, and impotence of {cience, that the prefent Greeks are wont
to hide themfelves amongft the mouldering monuments of Attic
power and politenels Who, as our travellers inform us, take a
beggarly pride in keeping up their claim to thefe wonders of their
Anceftors magnificence, by white-wathing the Parian marble with

® Tuy S¥reiny &% inny ve Ths RAAMI SN, OIS po&'h:rm ni Osrlaras eicy, a:é‘p;ﬂg, £ :5; abzlos® T
8" ary mpitouor, yvraixds, walator, =g 5 wific 3, x n Epuoyn TAy cwusTar, xabd curdnhTe .
oUrdeiTar Tw yuiaiiiw TO ITTWIROY, npipas g un abriwe pilababgoa, x; ix wgaamywﬁg .&‘glwayﬁﬂ,
Movicves Ty iy ix Dallgs, a5 76 drezor Swalopirs,  Zeusis, c, 6. tom. I. p. 843. Edit. Reitzii,

Amit. 47 17,2
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Sect.1. OF MOSES DEMONSTRATED. 3

~ chalk, and incrufting the porphyry and granate with tiles and
potfherds. |

But leaft of all thall we receive light from the fantaftic vifions of
our Englith Cocceians * ; who have {ublimed the crude nonfenfe of
the Cabalifts, fo long buried in the dull amufement of picking
Myfteries out of letters, into a more {piritual kind of folly ; a quin-
teflence well defecated from all the impurities of f{cnfe and
meaning.

Therefore, to underftand the nature of the Jewifth Occonomy, e
muft begin with this truth, to which every page of the five books ot
Mofes is ready to bear witnels, That the feparation of the [fraclkites was
in order to preferve the dolirine of the uNiTY, amidff an idolatrous and
polytheifiic World, ‘1'he neceflity of this provifion fhall be fhewn at
large hereafter+. At prefent we only defire the Deift would be fo
civil as to fuppofe there might poflibly be a fufficient caufe.

But now, becaufe it 1s equally true, that this feparation was ful-
filling the promife made to ABraHAM their Father; thefe men have
taken occafion to reprefent it as made for the {ake of a FAVOURITE
PEOPLE . And then again, {uppofing fuch a partial diftinction to
be inconfiftent with the divine attributes, have ventured to arraign
the LAw 1tfelf of impofture.

But this reprefentation of the fact 1s both unjuft and abfurd.
They cannot deny but it might be Gob’s purpofe, at leaft, thatit be-
came his goodnefs, to preferve the dotrine of the uNiTy amidft an
idolatrous world. But this (sve know by the event) could never be
effeCted but by a féparation of one part from the reft. Nor could
fuch a feparation be made any otherwife than by bringing that part
under Gobp’s peculiar protetion : The confequence of which were
GREAT TEMPORAL BLEsSINGs. Now as fome one Pcople mutt
needs be feleCted for this purpofe, it feems mofit agreeable to our
ideas of divine Wifdom, which commonly effe&s many ends by the
fame means, to make the dleffings attendant on fuch a felection, the

* The followers of Hutchinfon. + In the ninth book.
I See the firft volume of the Divine Legation.
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4 THE DIVINE LEGATION Book V.

reward of fome high exalted virtue in the progenitors of the chofen
People. But therefore to objeét that they were chofen as Favous-
ITES, 13 both unjuft and abfurd. The fépararion was made for the
fake of Mankind in general ; though one Peaple became the ho-
noured 1nftrument, in reward of their Forefathers’ virtues. And
this 1s the language of thofe very Scriptures which, as they pretend,
furnifh the objetion. Where God, by the Prophet Ezekiel, pro-
mifes to reltore the Ifraelités, after a fhort difperfion through the
Countries, to their own land, he declares this to be the end of their
{cparation : ¢¢ Therefore fay unto the houfe of Ifrael, Thus faith the
‘“* ].orp Gop, I PO NOT THIs FOR YOUR SAKES, O HOUSE OF
‘¢ ISRAEL, BUT FOR MINE HOLY NAME’s SAKE, which ye have pro-
¢¢ faned among the heathen, whither ye went. And I will fanéufy
‘¢ my great name which was profaned amongft the heathen, which
¢¢ ye have profaned in the midft of them; and the heathen fhall
¢ know that I am the Lorp, faith the L.orp Gop, when I fhall be
‘¢ {anétified in you before their eyes *¥.” What Gop himfielf fays
of thhe PEOPLE, St. Paul fays of their Law: ¢ Wherefore then
«¢ {erveth thelLLaw? IT wAs ADDED BECAUSE OF TRANSGRESSIONS ;
‘¢ till the feed fhould come, to whom the promife was made +.”
It was added, {ays the Apoftle. To what? To the patriarchal
Religion of the uNniTy I. To what end? Becaufe of itranfgreffions,
1. e, the tranfgreflions of polytheifm and idolatry ; into which, the
reft of mankind were already abforbed, and the Jews at that time,
haitening apace; and from which, there was no other means of re-
firnining them, than by this ApbpiTION ; an addition that kept them
feparate from all others, and preferved the do&rine of the Unity
till the coming of the promifed feed.

But another thing offends the Deifts: they cannot underftand, let
the end of this choice be what it would, why Gob thould prefer fo.
perverfe and {ottifh a People, to all others. QOne reafon hath been
given already ; that it was for the fake of their Forefathers, and to

* Bzek. xxxvi, 22, 213, + Gal. i, 19,
+ Sec note [A], at the end of this Book..

fulfillk



Secr.i. OF MOSES DEMONSTRATED. 5

fulfill the promife made to the Patriarchs. But others are not
wanting ; and thofe very agreeable to the ideas we have of infinite
Wifdom ; fuch, for inftance, as this, That the EXTRAORDINARY
PROVIDENCE, by which they were blefled and prote¢ted, might be-
come the more vifible and illuftrious. For had they been endowed
with the fthining qualities of the more polifhed nations, the effeés
of that providence might have been afcribed to their own power or
wifdom. ‘Their impotence and inability, when left to themfelves,
is finely reprefented in the Prophet Ezekiel, by the fimilitude of the
vine-tree : Son of man, what isthe vine-tree more than any tree, or than
a branch which is among f} the trees of the foreff 2 Shall wood be taken
thereof to do any work 2 or will men take a pin of it to bang any veffel
thereon ? —T berefore thus faith the Lord God, As the vine-tree among [t
the trees of the foreff *, &c. For asthe vine, which, with cultiva-
tion and fupport, is the moft valuable of all trees, becomes the moft
worthlefs, when left neglefted 1nitsown natural ftate : fo the Jews,
wlo made fo fuperior a figure under the particular prote&tion of
Gob, when, for their fins, that protetion was withdrawn, became
the weakeft and moft contemptible of all tributary nations.

The Poet VoL TAIRE indeed has had a different revelation. <« The
¢¢ pride of every individual amongft the Jews (fays he) is interefted
‘““ 1n believing, that it was not their DETESTABLE PoLiCY, their
‘¢ 1gnorance in the arts, and their unpolitenefs, which deftroyed
¢ them; but that it is Gop’s anger which yet purfues them for
¢ their1dolatries 4. 'This DETESTABLE POLICY (for {o, with the
free infolence of impiety, chara&eriftic of thefe times, he calls ths
MOSAIC INSTITUT ION) was a principle of independency : this /gz0-
rance in the arts prevented the entrance of luxury ; and'this wnpolite-
ne¢fs hindered the practice of it. And yet parfimony, frugality, and
a fpirit of liberty, which.naturally preferve other States, all tended,

* Chap. xv. ver. 3.

+ L'orgueil de chaque Juif eft intéreflé 2 croire quece n’éft point f2 PETESTARLE.
POLITIQUE, fon ignorance des arts, fa grofliereté, qui 1’a perdu; mais que ¢’eit la co-
lere de Dicu qui le punit.. Rem, ix. fur les penfées de Pafcal.

I



6 " T'HE DIVINE LEGATION  Book V.

i the 1deas of this wonderful Politician, to deftroy the Jewifh.
Igypt was long loft for want of a {pirit of independency ; Greece
funk by its knowledge 1n the arts ; and Rome was ruined by its po-
litepefs : yet Judaa fuffercd for the want of all thefe caufes of de-
firu¢tion. Is not this more than a thoufand topical arguments, to
prove, that they were ruined by nothing but by their idolatries,
which brought down Gob’s vengeance upon them ? But any con-
trivance will ferve a Poet, any argument will {atisfy a Freethinker,
to keep a Gop and his providence at a diftance. And that the PEopLE
were as DETESTABLE as their Poricy, the fame Poet, the virtuous
Voltaire aflures us—¢¢ We do not find (fays he) throughout the
¢ wholeannals of the HEBREW ProPLE one generous ation. They
«¢ are utter {trangers both to hofpitality, to beneficence, and to cle-
<« mency. ‘Their fovereign-good is the pra&tice of Ufury, with all
¢¢ but their own nation. And this difpofition, the principle of all
¢¢ bafenefs, isfo inrooted i their kearts, that Ufury 1s the conftant
¢ objet of the figures they employ in that {pecies of eloquergce
¢ which 1s peculiar to them. Their glory 1s 2o lay wafle with fire
¢ and fward, [uch paltry villages as tbhey were juft able to florm : They
¢ cut the throats of the old men and children, and referve from flaugh-
‘¢ ter only the marriageable virgins. They aflaffinate their maflers when
¢ they are flaves. They are incapable of pardoning wbhen they conquer.
‘¢ THEY ARE THE FOES OF ALL MANKIND *.”

Such 1s the ftrong colouring of our MorAL rAINTER. He has
dipt his pencil in {ulphur to delineate with horns and tails, thefe
chofen inftruments of God’s vengeance on a devoted Nation, over-

* On ne voit dans toutes les Annales du peuple Hebreu aucune a&ion genércufe. 1Ils
ne connaiffent ni I’ hofpitalité, ni la liberalité, ni la clemence. Leur fouverain bonheur
eit d’exercer Pufure avec les étrangers; et cet efprit de ufure, principe de toute lacheté,
eit tellement enracine dans leuis coeurs, que c’eft 'objeét continuel des figures, qu’ils
employent dans Pefpece d’eloquence, qui leur eft propre. Leur gloire et de mettre a
feu & i fang les petits villages, dont ils peuvent s’emparer. Ils égorgent les vieillards &
les enfans ; ils ne réfervent que les filles nubiles ; ils aflaffinent leurs Maitres quand ils
font efclaves ; ils ne favent jamais pardonner quand ils font Vainqueurs; I1Ls soNT LES
EXNEMIS DU GENRE #uMAaIN, Addit. 4 PHift, Generale, p. 3o,

run
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run with UNNATURAL LusT and brutifth Idolatry ; for to their de-
{trution, the murders, the rapine, and the violations here charged
uvpon the Hebrew People, allude. For the reft, it is fo much below
all criticifm, that one is almott athamed to touch upon it. Qther-
wife, we might obferve, that, in his rage, he hath confounded the
charater of the ancient HEBREws with that of the modern Jews,
two people as much unlike as the ancient Franks te modern French-
men.—We might be merry with the nonfenfe, of Ulury’s being the
objelt of their figures of eloquence ; which yet 1is not more ridiculous
in the thought than abfurd in the expreflion ; his meaning, I {uppofe,
being, that their figures of eloquence are formed from, and allude
to, the circumftances attending their pra&tice of Ufury.

But the affair grows more ferious, as we proceed with our General/
Hi:ftorian ; and we fhall find that this unhappy People, however they
may {tand with their God, certainly, at prefent, for fome reafon or
other, lye under the Poet’s curf>. And from his uncommon know-
ledge of their Ufury and their eloguence, 1 thould fufpe@, he had
lately been tranfalting fome money- matters with them, and had.
been not only out-witted but out-talked too into the bargain.

As to their HATRED oF ALL MANKIND, (the chopping-block of
infidelity) we have it over again, and more at large, in another.
place. ¢ You are (fays he to his reader) ftruck with that hatred
““ and contempt, which all people have always entertained for the
¢“ Jewifh Nation. It is the unavoidable confequence of THEIR LE-
“ gisLATION; which reduced things to the neceflity, that either
‘“ the Jews muft enflave the whole world, or that they, in their
““ turn, muft be crufthed and deftroyed. It wAs coMMANDED
‘“ THEM to hold all other People in abhorrence, and to think them-
¢ felves polluted if they had eat in the fame dith which belonged to
““ a man of another religion. By THE VERY LAW ITSELF, they
““ at length found themfelves. the natural enemies of THE WHOLE
‘¢ RACE OF MANKIND ¥,

I'Lelicve

¥ —— Vous ctes frappés de cette. haine & dece mepris que . toutes les nations ont.
toUJUNS
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I believe 1t will not be eafy to find, even in the dirtieft fink of
Freethinking, fo much falthood, abfurdity, and malice heaped to-
gether in {o few words. He fays, Tbere was an inevitable neceffity,
arifing from the very genius of the Law itfelf, either that this people
Sfhould enflave the whole world, or that they, in their tarn, fhould be
crufbed and deflroyed,

It might be thought unreafonable to expect that a Poet fhould read
his Bible : but one might be allowed to fuppofe that he had heard
at leaft of its general contents. If he ever had, could he, unmaftked,
and in the face of the f{un, have faid, ¢ That the mMosaic rLaw
¢¢ dire€ted or encouraged the Jewifh people to attempt extenfive con-
¢¢ quefts 2’ ‘That very Law, which not only afigned a peculiar
and narrow diftri&t for the abode of its followers ; but, by a number
of Inftitutions, a¢tually confined-them within thofe limits : Such as
the ftated divifion of the land to each Tribe ; the prohibition of the
ufe of horfes ; the ditin&ion of meats into clean and unclean; the
yearly vifit of each individual to Jerufalem, with many others.
The Poet, who appears throughout his whole hiftory to be a much
better Muflulman than a Chrittian, was furely, when he f{aid this,
in fome pious meditation on the ALcorRAN; which indeed, by #be
gnevitable confequence of its Legiflation, muft either fet the Saracens
upon enflaving all mankind, or all mankind on extirpating {o perni-
clous a crew of mif{creants.

But tbe Fews, he tells us, were COMMANDED fo bold all other
People in abborrence. 1f he had faid, to hold their IDOL ATRIES #72
abborrence, he had faid zrue ; but that was faying nothing. To tell
the world that tbe Fews were commanded to bold the PERsoNs of lds-

laters in abbhorrence, was .done like a Poet.
But when he goes on to fay, that The fews found, BY THE VERY
GONS'I'ITUTION OF THE l.AwW ITSELF, that they were the NATURAL

toujours cu pour la Nation Juive. C’eft la fuite inevitable de LEv® LEGIsLATION; il
filait, ou que ce Peuple fubjuguit tout, ou qu’il fut ecrafé. 1l lui fut crdonné d’avoir,
les nations en horreur, & de fe croire fouillés s’ils avaient mangé dans un plat, qui etit ap.
partenu 2 un homme d’un autre Loi—ils fe trouvirent rar LEUR Le1 MEME enfin Enne-

mis natuwrels du GenrE HUMAIN, Add. a 'Hift. Generale, p. 174.
ENEMIES
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ENEMIES of all mankind, this was not like a Poet, being indeed a
tranfgreflion of the ProBasLE; for by the conflitution of the Law
1ifelf, every Jew that could read, found all mankind to be bhis
BRETHREN. For Mofes, to prevent any fuch eftrangement, which
fome other parts of his Inftitution, 1f abufed, might occafion, was
careful to acquaint the chofen Family with the origin of the human
race, and of their defcent from one man and woman ; and, in order
to imprefs this falutary truth more {ftrongly on their minds, he draw s
out an exact genealogy from Adam, not only of the diret line which
was to inhabit the land of Judea, but of all the collateral Lranches
by which the whole earth was peopled.

So that were our Poet to turn Lawgiver, (which he might as wcll
do, as GENERAL HISTORIAN) and {it down to contrive a method by
which brotherly love and affetion might be beft eftablithed amongft
the fons of men, one might defy him, with all his poetical or hifto-
rical invention, to hit upon any more efficacious than that which
Mofes has here employed. St. Paul, when he would enlarge the
affeCtions of the Athenians (to whom all other nations, as well as
the Jews, were become BARBARIANS) to that extent which Chriftian
benevolence requires, employed no other topic than this, that Gop
HAD MADE OF ONE BLOOD ALL NATIONs OoF MEN : and from thence
inferred, that they all ftand in the relation of BRETHREN to onc
another.

But it may be afked, What are we then to think of that oprum
HUMANI GENERIS, with which the ancient Pagans charged the
Jews ? I have fhewn, in the firft volume of this work, that there
was not the leaft thadow from fué? to {upport this calumnyv; and
that it was merely an imaginary confequence, which they drew from
the others declared hate and abhorrence of the Idols of Pagani{m,
and firm adlerence to the fole worthip of the one 7rue God.  But be-
fides this original, the Principles and Doétrine, there was another,
the Rites and Ceremonies of the Mofaic Religion ; cither of them fuf-

ficient alone to perpetuate this wretched calumny amongft ignorant
VoL. 1IL C and
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‘and prejudiced men. ‘That the D:éFrine was worthy of its original,
the enemies of Revelation confefs; That the eftablithment of the
Ceremonies, as they were neceflary to fu pport the Doéfrine, were of
no lefs umportance, I thall now thew our Poet.

To {eparate one people from all others, in order to preferve the
dofirine of the Unity, was a juft purpofe.

No {eparation could be made but by a ceremonial Law.

No ceremonial Law could be eftablifhed for this purpofe, but what
muft make the Gentiles be efteemed unclean by the feparated
People.

T'he confequence of an eftimated wncleannefs, muft be the avoid--
mg it with horror: which, when obferved by their enemies, would
be malicioufly reprefented to arife from this imaginary odium bumani
generrs.  What 1dea then muft we needs entertain, I will not fay of
the Religion, but of the common honefty of a modern Writer, who,.
without the leaft knowledge of the Jewifh Nation or their Policy,
can repeat an old exploded calumny with the aflurance of one who:
had difcovered a newly acknowledged truth? But the Pagans were
decent when compared to this rude Libertine. ‘They neverhad the
infolence to fay, that this pretended hate of a/l mankind was com-
MANDED BY THE LAW ITSELF. They had more fenfe as well as
modefty. ‘They reverenced the great Jewith Lawgiver, who, they:
{aw, by his account of the origin of the human race, had laid the.
ftrongeft foundation amongft his people of brotherly love to all men.
A foundation, which not one of the moft celebrated Lawgivers of
Antiquity had either the wit to inforce, orthe fagacity to difcover.

Well, but if the Jews were indeed that DETEST ABLE People which
the Poet Voltaire reprefents them- to be, they were properly fitted
however with a Lgw, which, he affures us, was full as DETEsT-
ABLE. What pity 1s it that he did not know juft-fo much of his
Bible however, as might-ferve to give fome {mall countenance at
leaft to his impieties! We might-then have had the Prophet to fup-

port the Poef, where, {peaking in the name of God, he fays,—I
‘ gave .
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gave them Statutes that were not good, and fudgments whereby they
fhould not live *. But to leave this to his maturer projects; and go
on with him, in his pious defign of eradicating this devoted People ;
for he aflures us, we fee, that unlefs they be root:d out, their DE-
TESTABLE POLICY will fet them upon enflaving all mankind.

He hath thewn the PEo?PLE to be deteflable, and their T.aw to Lo
deteflable ; and well has he provided for the reception of botli, a mo't
deteflable countrY. You may, if you pleafe, {uppofe all this done
in vindication of the good providence of the God of Ifracl; for a
People {o bad, certainly deferved neither a better Government nor
Habitation. No, he had a nobler end than this; 1t was to give the
lye to the Legate of the God of Ifrael, who promifed to them in his
Mafter’s name, A /and flowing with milk and boney, the glory of all
lands. Having gotten Mofes at this advantage, by the afliftance of
Servetus and his followers,. (for he always {peaks from good autho-
rity) he draws this delightful pifture of the oLy LAND.—¢ All of
¢¢ 1t which 1s fituated towards the fouth, confifts of DESERTSs orn
‘¢ sALT sANDs on tbe fide of the Mediterranean and Egypt; and of
‘“ HORRID MOUNTAINs all the way to Efiongaber, towards the
‘¢ Red-Sea. Thefe fands, and thefe rocks, at prefent poflefied by a
¢ few ftraggling Arabian Robbers, were the ancient patrimony of
¢« the Jews 4.”

Now admitting this account to be true: 1. In the fir(t place, we
may inform our Poet, that, from the face of a country lying defert,
there i1s no fafe judgment to be made of the degree of its fertility
when well cultivated ; efpecially of fuch a one as is here deferibed,
confifting of rugged mountains and fandy plains, which, without
culture, indeed, produce nothing, but which, by human induftry
in a happy climate, may be made to vie with foils naturally the moft

* Ezekiel. See p. 79, & {eq.

+ Tout ce qui eft fitué vers le midi confifte en deferts de fabics falls du cote de la Me -
diterranée & de I’Egypte, & en montagnes affreufes jufqu’a Efiongaber versla MerRouge.
Ces {ables & ces rochers, habités aujourd-hui par quelques Arabes Voleurs, {ont ’an~
cisnne patric des Juifs, Add. a 'Hift, Generale, p. 83.

C 2 prolific.
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prolific. 2. It appears from the vaft numbers which this country atu-
ally {uftained, in the moft flourithing times of the Theocracy, that it
well anfwered the charafter their Lawgiver had beltowed upon it,
of a land flowing wwith milk and boncy. 3. The Hraelites, when they
took poficflion of it, certainly found it to come up to the charater
which Mofes had given them, of a place where they fhould find
great and goodly Cities which they bad not builded, houfes full of good
things, whick they bad not filled, wells digged which they had not digged,
and vineyards and olive trees which thyy bad not planted *. 1f, 1 {ay,
they had not foundit {fo, we fhould foon have heard of 1t, from the
moft . turbulent and diffatisfied people upon earth. And 1t was no
wonder they found it in this condition, fince they had wrefted 1t
from the hands of a very numerous and luxurious People, who had
carried arts and arms to fome height, when they, in any fenfe, could
be faid to have Cities fenced up to Heaven. But the Poet has a {folu-
tion of this difficulty; for to the Ifraelites, juft got out of their forty
years captivity in the Wildernefs, this miferable country muft needs
appear a paradife, in comparifon of the Deferts of Param and Cadifh
Barnea 4. Now 1t 1s very certain, that no Defer? thereabout, could’
be more horrid or forbidding than that of Judea, as the Poet has
here drawn the landfcape. But does he think they had quite forgot
the fertile plains of Egypt all this time? And if they compared the
promifed Inheritance to the Wildernefs on the one hand, would they
not be as apt to compare it to Egypt on the other ! And what Judea
gamed by the firft, it would lofe by the {fecond. But he will fay,
that Generation which came out of Egypt, fell in the Wildernefs.
What if they did? they left their fondnefs for its fleth pots behind
them, as.we are {ufficiently informed from the exceffive attachment
of their pofterity for Egyptian luxury of every kind. 4. But let us
admit his account of the fienlity of the promifed Land, and then {ee

* Deut, vi—viii,
t+ —Ce pais fut pour eux une terre delicicufe en comparaifon des Déferts de Param & .
de Cades-Barué, Ib.

how
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how the pretenfions of the Mofaic Miflion will ftand. We will

confider this fterility in either view, as corrigible, or as incorrigible.

If corrigible, we cannot conceive a properer region for anfwering
the ExDs of Providence, as Mofes has delivered them unto us, with
regard to this People. ‘The firft great blefling beftowed on man-
kind, was to be particularly exemplified in the pofterity of Abraham,
which was to be Jike the fand on the fea-fhore for multitude: and yet
they were to be confined within the narrow lunits of a fingle diftrit :
{o that fome proportionate provifion was to be made for its numerous
Inhabitants. Affluence by commerce they could not have; for the
purpofe of their feparation required, that Idolaters thould no more
be permitted to come and pollute them, than that they fhould go-
among{t Idolaters to be polluted by them : And accordingly, a fuffi-
cient care was taken, In the framing of their Laws, to hinder this
communication at either end. Thus the advantages from commerce
being quite cut off, they had only agriculture to have recourfe to,
for {fubfiftance of their multitudes. And the natural fterility of the
land would force them upon every invention to improve it. And ar-
tificial culture produces an abundance, which unaffifted nature can
never give to the moft fruitful foil and moft benignant climate. Add
to this, that a People thus fequeftered, would, without fuch conftant
attention to the art, and application to the labour, which the meli-
orating of a backward foil requires, foon degenerate into barbarous
and {avage manners ; the firft product of which has been always feen
to be a total oblivion of a God.

But 1f we are to {fuppofe what the Poet would feem to infinuate;
in difcredit of the Difpenfation, that the foil of Judea was abfolutely
1ncorrigible ; a more convincing proof cannot be given of that Ex-
TRAORDINARY PrRovIDENCE which Mofes promifed to them. So.
that if the corrigibility of a bad foil perfetly agreed with the END of
the Difpenfation, which was a feparation, the incorrigibility of it
was as well fitted to the MEAN, which was an extraordinary Provi-
dence. For the fa&, that Judea did not fupport thofe vaft multitudes,
bemg unqueftionable, and the natural incapacity of the country fo to

do:
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do bemg allowed, nothing remains but that we muft recur to that
extraordinary Providence, which not only was promifed, but was:the
natural confequence of a Theocratic form of government. Butlam
inclined to kecp between the two contrary {uppofitions, and take up
the premifles of ‘the one, and the conclufion of the other: to hold
that the fterility of Judea was very corrigible; but that all poffible
culture would be inadequate to the vaft numbers which it fuftained,
and that thercfore its natural produce was {till further multiplied by
an extraordmary 0lgffing upon the land.
- ‘To-{upport this {yftem, we may obferve, that this extraordinary
afiiftance was beftowed more eminently, becauie more wanted, while
the Ifraelites remained in the #7/dernefs. Moses, whole word will
yet go as far as our General Hiflorran’s, {ays, that when God took
‘Jacob up, to give him his Law, he jfound bim indeed in a defert
Land, and 1n the wwafle howling wildernefs ; but it was no longer
fuch, when now God had the leading of hwm. ¢ He Jed bin: about,”
[i. e. while he was preparing ‘him for-the conqueft of the promifed
¢ Land] He inflruéied him,” [i.e. by the-lLaw, which he there gave
s him7 He kept him asthe apple of bis eye,” [1.eihe preferved him there
by his extraordinary Providence;] the effets- of which he delcribes
in the next words,-——¢ He made him ride on-the high. places of the
earth,” [i. e. he made the Wildernefs to equal,-in its produce, the
beft cultivated places] ¢¢ that he might ecat the.increale of the
¢ fields ; and he made him to fuck honey out of the Rock, and o1l
¢¢ out of the flinty Rock : Butter of kine, and milk of theep, with
¢ fat of lambs, and rams of the breed of Bathan™ [1.e. as large as
that breed] -¢¢ and goats, with the fat of kidneys of wheat,” [1. e. the
flour of wheat] ¢ -and thou didft drink the pure blood of the
¢ Grape.”

That this was no fairy-fcene, appears -from the effe&ts.—<¢ Jefhu-
<¢ run waxed fat, and kicked : thou art waxen fat, thou art grown
«¢ thick, thou art covered with fatnefs ; then he forfook God which
¢« made him, and lightly efteemed the Rock of his falvation™, &c.”

* Decut. chap. xxxii, ver, 10, & feq.

'I'his
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'This {evere reproof of Mofes certainly did not put the Ifraelites in
an humour, to take the wonders in the foregoing account on his
word, had the fats he appeals to been the leaft equivocal.

On the whole, we can form no conception how God could have
chofen a People, and affigned them a land to inhabit, more proper for
the difplay of his almigaty Power, than the People of Ifrael and the.
land of Judea. As tothe People, the ProPHET in his Parabdle of
the Vine-tree, informs us, that they were naturally, the weakeft and
moflt contemptible of all nations: and as to the land, the PoeT, in
his great Fable, which he calls a General Hiftory, affures us, that
Judea was the vileft and moft barren of all countries. Yet fomehow
or other this chofen Penple became the Inftructors of mankind, in the.
nobleft office of humanity, the fcience of true Theology : and the
promifed Land, while made fubfervient to the worthip of one God,
was changed, from 1ts native f{terility, to a region fowing with milk
and boney ; and, by reafon of the incredible numbers which it
fuftained, defervedly entitled the GLORY OF ALL LANDs.

‘This 1s the {tate of things which ScripTURE lays before us. And
I.have never yet feen thofe firong reafons, from the fchools of Infi-
delity, that jthould induce a man, bred up, in any {chool at all, to pre-
fer their logic to the plain fa&ts of the Sacred Hiftorians.

I have ufed their teftimony to expofe one, who, indecd, renounces
their authority : but'in this I am not confcious of having tranfgrefled
any rule of fair reafoning. The Freethinker laments that there is no
contemporary Hiftorian remaining, to confront with the Jewifh
Lawgiver, and dete& his impoftures. However, he takes hecart,
and boldly engages his credit to confute him from his own hiftory.
This 1s a fair attempt, Buthe prevaricates on the very firft onfet.
The Sacred Hiftory, befides the many-c/vi/ facs which it contains,
has many of a miraculous nature. Of thefe, our Freethinker will al~
low the firft only to be brought in evidence. And then bravely at-
tacks his adverfary, who has now one hand tied behind him: for thae
civil and the miraculous -fa&s, in the Jewith Difpenfation, have the
fame, nay, a nearer relation to each other, than the.two hands .of .

the .
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the fame bodv; for thefe may be ufed fingly and independently,
though to difadvantage ; whereas the civil and the miraculous faéts:
can neither be underftood nor accounted for, but on the individual
infpe&tion of both. This is confefled by one who, as clear-fighted
as he was, certainly did not fee the * confequence of what he fo
liberally acknowledged. ¢¢ The miracles in the Bible™ (fays his
philofophic I.ordfhip) ¢¢ are not like thofe m Lavy, detached pieces,
¢¢ that do not difturb the civil Hiftory, which goes on very well
¢t without them. But the miracles of the Jewith Hiftorian are inti~

‘¢ mately conne&ted with all the civil affairs, and make a neceflary
¢¢ and infeparable part. ‘The whole hiftory is founded in them; it
¢ confifts of little elfe 5 and if it were not an hiftory of them, it

¢«¢ would be a hiftory of nothing +.”
From all this, 1 aflume that where an Unbeliever, a Philofopher

if you will, (for the Poet Voltaire makes them convertible terms)
pretends to thew the falfhood of Mofes’s miffion from Mofes’s own
hiftory of it; he who undertakes to confute his reafoning, argues
fairly when he confutes 1t upon facts recorded in that hiftory, whe-
ther they be of the miraculous or of the civil kind: fince the two
{forts are {o infeparably conneéted, that they muit always be taken
together, to make the hiftory underftood, or.the falts which.it con-

tains intelligible.

S E C T. 11.

LILOWING it then, to have been Gob’s purpoie to per-
- petuate the knowledge of himfelf amidift an idolatrous World,
by the means of a feparated People ; let us fee how this defign was
brought about, when the Family, he had chofen, was now become
numerous enough to fupport itfelf under a feparation ; and ldolatry,
which was grown to its moft gigantic ftature, was now to be

reprefled.

¥ Sce the View of Lord Bolingbroke’s Philofophy, p. 192. & feq. of the third ediiion, -

4 Bolingbroke’s Pofthumous Works, vol. 11, p. 279.

1 See note [B), at the end of this Book. | ’
The



Secr. 2. OF MOSES DEMONSTRATED. 1y

The Ifraclites were, at this time, groaning under the yoke of
Egypt; whither the all-wife providence of God had conduéted them,
while there where yet few in number, and in danger of mixing and
confounding themfelves with the reft of the Nations. In this
diftrefs, one of their own brethren 1s fent to them with a meflage
from Gop, by the name and charalter of the GoD orF THEIR
FaTuEeErs, whofe virtues Gop had promifed to reward with diftin-
guithed bleflings on their Pofterity. The meflage, accompanied
with figns and wonders, denounced their {peedy deliverance from
Egyptian bondage, and their certain pofleflion of the land of
Canaan, the fcene of all the promifed bleflings. The People
hearken, and are delivered. They depart from Egypt; and in the
third month from their departure, come to Mount Smnai. Herc
Gop firft tells them by their I.eader, Mosks, that, 1f 1bey would
vbey bis wvoice indeed, and keep his Covenant, then they [huald ve a
PECULIAR TREASURE 20 him above all people, for that the wnoLr
EARTH was bis *. Where we fee an example of what hath been
. obferved above, that whenever an Inftitution was given to this
People, in compliance with the notions they had inbibed 1in Egypt,
a correCtive was always joined with it to prevent the abufe. Thus
God having here told them, that it they would 0b2y brs woice they
thould be Ais peculiar treafure above all people, ({peaking in the
charafter of a twtelary God;) to prevent this compliance from
falling into abufe, as the divifion of the feveral regions of theearth
to feveral celeftial rulers was infeparably conneéted with the idea of
a tutelary Deity, he adds, as a reafon for making this People his
Peculiar, a circumftance deftru&@ive of that pagan notion of tutelary
Gods— for that the wHOLE EARTH avas bis. Well. The people
confent + ; and Gobp delivers the Covenant to them, in the words
of the two Tables 1.

But this promife, of their being received for Gopn's peculiar treafure,
could be vifibly performed no otherwife than by their {eparation

¥ Exod. xix. g. + Ver. 8. 1 Chap. xx.

VOL& 111. D ‘fl'Olil
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from-the reft of mankind. As on the other hand, their {eparation
could net have been effeted without this vifible prote&tion. And
this, Mofes obferves 11 his interceflion for the people : For wbherein

 Shall it be Enown here, that I and thy people have found grace in thy
Sfight 2 Is 1t not in that THOU GOEST WITH Us ? So fhall we be SEPA-
RATED, I and thy people, from all the people that are upon the face of
the earth ®. 'TI'he better, therefore, to fecure this {eparation, Gop
propofes to them, to become their King. And, for reafons that
will be explamned anon, condefcends to receive the Magiftracy, on
their free choice.—.4nd ye fball be unto me a kingdom of priefts +, and
an hboly nation.—And all the people anfwered together and faid, AN
that the Lord hath fpoken we will dot. Gop then delivers them a
Digeft of their civil and religious Laws, and fettles the whole Con-
ftitution both of Church and State. Thus the Almighty becoming
their KiNnG, in as real a fenfe as he was their Gop, the republic of
the Ifraelites was properly a THEocrAcy; in which the two.
Societies, civil and rehigious, were of courfe intirely incorporated.
A thing neither attended to nor underftood. The name indeed is of
famihiar ufe: but how little men mean by it, 1s feen from hence,
that thofe who, out of form, are accuftomed to call it a Theocracy,
yet, 1n their reafonings about it, confider it as a mere Ariftocracy
under the Judges; and as a mere Monarchy under the Kings:.
whereas, 1n truth, it was neither one nor the other, but a real and
proper THEOCRACY, under both.

Thus was this famous sePARATION made. But it will be afked,
Why i {o-extraordinary a way? A way, in which the fagacious.
Deift can difcover nothing but the marks of the Legiflator’s fraud, .
and the People’s. fuperftition.—As to what a mere human Lawgiver
could gain by {uch a proje€t, will be feen hereafter. At prefent, it
will be fufficient, for the removal of thefe {ufpicions, to fthew, that.

* Exod, xxxiii. 10,
t For where God is King, every fubseis, in fome fenfe or other, a pri¢ff ; becaufe in -
that cafe, civil obedience muft have in it the nature of religious miniftration,
! Exod, xix, 6—8,
2 THZO--
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a THEOCRACY WAS NECESSARY, as the feparation could not be effe&ied
any other way.

It appears, from what hath been fhewn above, that the Ifraelites
had ever a violent propenfity to mix with the neighbouring Nations,
and to devote themfelves to the practices of idolatry : this would
naturally, and did, in fa&t, abforb large portions of them. And
the fole human means which preferved the remainder, was the
feverity of their civil Laws againft idolatry *.  Such Laws thercfore
were neceflary to fupport a_feparation. But penal Laws, inforced
by the ordinary Magiftrate, for matters of opinion, are manifeftly
unjuft. Some way therefore was to be contrived to render thefo
Laws equitable. For we are not to fuppofe Gop would ordain any
thing that fhould violate the rule of natural juftice. Now thefc
penal laws are equitable only in a Theocracy: therefore was a
THEOCRACY NECESSARY.

That the punifhment of opinions, by civil Laws, under a rdFro-
CRACY, 15 agreeable to the rules of natural juftice, I fhall now
endeavour to prove.

Unbelievers and intolerant Chriftians have both tried to make
their advantage of this part of the Mofaic inftitution. The one
ufing 1t as.an argument againft the divinity of the Jewifh Religion,
on prefumption that fuch Laws are contrary to natural equity; and
the other bringing it to defend their intolerant principles by the
example of Heaven itfelf. But they are both equally decetved by
their ignorance of the nature of a Theocracy: which, rightly

¥ ¢ If there be found amongft you, within any of thy gates which the Lowrp thy
* Gop giveth thee, man or woman that hath wronght wickednefs in the fight of the
‘“ Lorp thy Gop in tranfgrefling his covenant, and hath gone and ferved other Gods,
‘ and worfhipped them, cither the fun, or the moon, or any of the hoft of heaven,
““ which I have not commanded; and it be told thee, and thou haft heard of ir, and
‘‘ inquired diligently, and behold it be true, and the thing certain, that fuch abomi-
‘“ nation 1s wrought in Ifrael; then fhalt thou bring forth that man or that woman
‘ (which have committed that wicked thing) unto thy gatcs, even-that man or that
““ woman, and fhalt ftone them with ftones till they die.”” Deut. xvii. 2, 3, 4, 3.

D 2 under-
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underftood, clears the Jewifh Law from an embarrafling objeftion,

and Jeaves the rights of mankind inviolate.
Mr. Bayle, in an excellent treatife for Toleration, when he comes.

to examine: the arguments of the Intolerants, takes notice of that
which they bring from the example in queftion. ¢¢ The fourth
“ obje€tion (fays he) may arife from hence, that the Law of Mofes-
¢ gives no toleration to idolaters, and falle prophets, whom it
¢“ punithes with death; and from what the Prophet Elijjah did to.
‘¢ the Priefts of Baal, whom he ordered to be deftroyed without
““ mercy. From whence 1t follows, that all the reafons 1 have
“« employed, in the firft part of this commentary, prove nothing,
‘¢ becaufe they prove too much; namely, that the literal fenfe of
the Law of Mofes, as far as relates to the punifhment of opinions,,.
“ would beimpious and abominable. ‘Iherefore, fince Gop could,
¢ without violating the eternal order of things, command the Jews

“ to put falfe prophets to.death, it follows, evidently, that he could,
¢¢ under the Gofpel alfo, command orthodox believers to inflilt the

¢« fame punithment upon heretics.

¢ 'am not, if I rightly know my{elf, of that temper of mind,
‘« {o thoroughly cerrupted by the contagion of Controverfy, as to-
‘¢ treat this obje&tion with an air of haughtinefs and contempt; as
‘¢ 15 the way when men find themfelves incapable of anfwering to
¢¢ the purpofe. 1 ingenuoufly own the objection to be ftreng; and
¢¢ that it {eems to be a mark of Gebp’s fovereign pleafure, that we

¢¢-thould not arrive at certainty in any thing, feeing he hath given.
¢¢ exceptions 1n- his holy word to almoft all the common notices .

‘“ of reafon. Nay I know fome who have no greater difficulties to -
““ hinder their believing that Gobp was the author of the Laws of .
‘¢ Mofes,. and of all' thofe Revelations that occafioned {o much
““ flaughter and devaftation, than this: very. matter of intolerance,
‘¢ {fo contrary to our cleareft 1deas of natural equity *.,””-

A

* Voions prefentement cette iv, objection. On la peut tirer de ce que laloi du Moife, .

&c. Gormimentaire Philofophique, Part 1. Chap- 4.
Whether -
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Whether Mr. Bayle himfelf was oneof thefe backward believers,
as by fome of his expreffions he gives us reafon to fufpe, is not
material. ‘That he dwelt with pleafure on this circumftance, as.
favouring his beloved fcepticifm, is tooevident. But fure he went a
little too far when he faid, Gob’s word contains exceptions to almoft all
1he common notices of reafon *. I hope to fhew, before I have done with
Infidelity, that it contains exceptions to none. Our excellent coun-
tryman Mr. LockEe, who wrote about this time on the fame {ubjeét,
and with that force and precifion which is the charater of all his
writings, was more reafonable and modeft 1n his account of this.
matter.” .As to the cafe ({ays he) of the Ifraelitesin the Fewifh Com-
monwealth, who being initiated into the Mofaical rites,.and made
citizens of the commonwealth, did afterwards apoflatize from the wor-
Sbip of the Gop of Ifrael; thefe were proceeded againfi as traitors and
rebels, guilty of no lefs than bigh treafon. For the commonwealth of
the fews,. different,. in that, from all others, was an abfolute THEO-
CRACY 3, nor was there, nor could there be, any difference betaveen i1he
Commonwealth and the Church. The Laws effabliflbed there concerning
the worfhip of the one invifible Desty were the civil Laws of that people,
and a part of their political Government, in which Gop bimfelf was
the Legiflator +. ‘This he faid; but it being all he faid, .

I fhall endeavour to {fupport his {folution by fuch other reafoning
as occurs to me. It will be neceflary then to obferve, that Gop, in.
his infinite wifdom, was pleafed to ftand in two aréstrary relations
towards the Jewith People, befides that narural/ one, in which he
ftood towards them and the reft of mankind in common. The firft
was that of a ztuzelary Deity, gentilitial and local; the Gop of
Abraham, Ifaac,.and Jacob, who was to bring their pofterity into
the land of Capnan, and to prote&t them there, as his peculiar
People.. The fecond was that of fupreme Magifirate and Lawgiver,
And 1n both thefe relations he was pleafed to. refer it to the people’s

* —par.les exceptions qu’il a mifes dans fa parole & prefquc toutes les notions

communes de la raifon.

1. Letter concerning, Toleration, p. 37. .Ed. 1680,
{ree.
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free choice, whether or nothey would receive him for their Gop and
KinGg. For a tutelary Deity was {fuppofed by the Ancients to be
as much matter of eleCtion as a civil Magiftrate. The People,
therefore, thus folemnly accepting him, thefe neceflary confequences
followed from the HorREB coNTRACT.

I. Firft, that as the national Gop and civil Magiftrate of the
Jews centered in one and the fame object, their civil Policy and
Religion muft be intimately united and incorporated *; confe-
quently, their réligion had, and very reafonably, A puBLIC PART,
whofe fubje¢t was the Society as fuch: though this part, in the
national pagan Religions, which had 1t likewife, was extremely
abfurd, as hath been thewn more at large in the firft volume +-.

1I. Secondly, asthe two Societies were thoroughly incorporated,
they could not be diftinguithed; but muft ftand or fall toge-
ther. Confequently the direction of .all their civil Laws muft be
for the equal. prefervation of both. ‘Therefore, as the renouncing
him for King was the throwing him off as God; and as the
renouncing -him for God was the throwing him off as King;
idolatry, which was the reje&ting him as Gob, was properly
the crimen le{e®e majeftatis; and fo juftly punifhable by -the civil
Laws. But there was this manifeft difference 1n thefe two
cafes, as to the effets. The renouncing Gobp as civil Magiftrate
might be remedied without a total diflolution of the Conftitution ;
not {o, the renouncing him as tutelary Gob : becaufe, though he
might, and did I appoint a deputy, in his office of KinG, amongft
the Jewith tribes ; yet he would have no {ubftitute, as Gop, amongft
the pagan Deities. Therefore, in neceflity as well as of right,
idolatry was punifhable by the civil Laws of a THEoCcRACY ; i1t
being .the greateft crime that could be committed again{t the State,

* Such a kind of union and incorporation was mecft abfurdly affelted by MaAanomET
in imitation of the Fewifsh Oeconomy ; whence, as might be expefted, it appears that
neither he nor his afliftants underftoodl any thing df its true nature,

+ See Divine Legation, B. IL. Selt. 1. p. 136,

3 The kings of Ifrael and Jxdab being, as we fhall thew, indeed no other,
a5
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as tending, by unavoidable confequence, to diflolve the Confti-
tution. For the one Gob being the fupreme Magiftrate, it {ubfifted
in the worthip of that Gobp alone. Idolatry, therefore, as the
renunciation of one Gop alone, was n a ftn¢t philofophic, as well
as legal fenfe, the crime of lefe-majefty. Let us obferve farther,
that as, by fuch INCorRPORATION, religious matters came under
civil confideration, fo likewife civil matters came under the religious.
This is what Jofephus would fay, where, in his fecond book againft:
Apion, fpeaking of the Jewifh Theocracy, he tells us that Mofes did
not make Religion a part of Virtue, but Virtue a part of Religion *.
The meaning: 1s, that, as 1n all human Societies, obedience to the

Law 1s moral Virtue; under a THEocrACY, 1t 1s Religion.

III. 'The punifhment of ldolatry, by LLaw, had this farther cir-
cumfitance of equity, that it was punifthing the rebellion of thofc
who had chofen the Government under which they lived, when
freely propofed to them. Hence, in the Law againft idolatry,
the crime 1s, with great propriety, called the TRANsGREssion
OF THE COVENANT +.

Thus we fee, the Law 1n queftion ftands clear of the cavils of
Infidels, and the abuie of Intolerants 7.

But to this, the defender of the common rights of fubjects may be
apt to objelt, #¢ that thefe penal laws were unjuft, becaufe no
‘“ contralt to give up the rights of confcience can be binding.”

To which I reply, with a plain and decifive fa&t, ‘That nonc
of all the 1dol2trous worthip the Jews ever fell into, from the time
of giving the Law to the total diffolution of the Rcpublic, was
MATTER OF CONSCIENCE; but always of convenience; fuch a.
procuring {ome temporal good, which they wantonly affcéted, or
averting fome temporal evil, which they {fervilely feared. The
truth of which appears from hence, that, in the midft of all thei

¢ Alrioy 3" o018 x; Tw Tedmww Trg rouoleciag Weos TO XENTIKOY WAITWY il WOrY Snveixe:’ & Yoo wifny
a » 14- » ! AW #c ] \ ’ \ / 3 -~ \ ’ . ’ " by é\_ ’
TR &fHing eToINTE TNy WItbtiay, aAla TAUTHS T pign TRAAX -cvreide x, xalisnoe Aiyw dt Ty dixxsosrbum,
vay nagligiar, Tuy FoPgocliny, TH Tay WoMTEr Wpts AANIAYS Iy Gmaes gvprfurnar.  Pe 482, Hav, Id.
4+ Deut. xvii. 2.
1 See note [C], at the end of this Boaok, .

idolatrics,
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idolatries, the Gop of their Fathers, as we fhall fee, was ever
owned to be the Creator and firft Caufe of all things; and the Reli-
gion taught by Mofes, to be a Revelation from heaven.

But it may be afked, What 1f their commiffion of idolatry had,
at any time, proved matter of confcience; i. e. fuch an altion as
they thought they were obliged 1n duty to perform ?

I reply, thequeftion would have weight, had the Law in difpute
been of human nftitution. But as it was given by Gobp, who
knows the future equally with the paft and prefent, and faw the
cafe would not happen, it is altogéther impertinent. The Queftion,
indeed, points out to us, tlie danger and abfurdity mn any buman
legiflature to make penal Laws for reftraining the exercife of Reli-
gion, on any pretence whatfoever.

Thus it is feen, that a feparation, {o neceflary to preferve the
Unity, could not have been fupported without PENAL LAWws againit
idolatry ; and, at the fame time, feen that fuch penal laws can
never be equitably inftituted but under a Theocracy. ‘The confe-
quence 1s, that A THEOCRACY WAS NECESSARY.

But this form of Government was highly convenient lkewife.
The Ifraelites, on their leaving Egypt, were funk into the loweft
praltices of idolatry. ‘T'orecoverthem, therefore, by the difcipline
of a feparation, it was neceflary that the idea of Gop and his attri-
butes thould be imprefifed upon them in the moft fenfio/e manner..
But this could not be done, ¢commodioufly, under his character of
Gop of the Univerfe ¢+ under his chara&er of King of Ifrael it well
might, Hence it is, we find him in the Old Teftament {o fre=
quently reprefented with affe@ions analogous to human pafiions.
The Civil relation, in which he ftood to thefe people, made fuch a
reprefentation natural ; the groflnefs of their couceptions made the
reprefentation neceflary; and the guarded manner in which it was
always qualified, prevented it from being mifchievous. Hence,
another inftance of the wifdom of this Oeconomy ; and of the folly of
Spinoza, and others, who would conclude from it, that Mofes and the

Prophets had themfelves grofs conceptions of the Deity. Nor fhould
the
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the indifcretion of thofe Divines pafs uncenfured, who have taught
that Gop, in the Old Teftament, looks on man with a lefs gracious
and benign afpe&t, than in the New. An error, which at one time
gave birth to the moft abfurd and monf{trous of the ancient herefics ;
and hath at all times furnithed a handle to infidelity *¥.  But Gon,
whenever he reprefents himfelf under the idea of Lord of the
Univerfe, makes one uniform revelation of his nature, throughot
all his Difpenfations, as gracions and full of compeffion; as 2o0d fo
ALL, and whofe tender mercies are OVER ALL HIS WORKsS: vet
condefcending to become the tutclary God, and civil Magifirate of
the Jews, 1t cannot but be, that he fhould be confidered as having
his peculiar infpeCtion attached to this People, and as punifhing
their tranfgreffions with feverity.

Thefe appear to me the true reafons of the Theocratic form of
government. With {uch adimirable wifdom was the Jewith Occo-
nomy adapted, to effe€t the ends it had in view! Yet, notwith-
ftanding the {plendour of divinity which fhines through cvery part
of this Theocratic form, Mr. Fofter, a diflenting preacher, tells us
roundly, that it s all an idle dream ; and that Lhe will undertake to
defend the Law, which punifhes idolatry with death, ¢ not on
‘“ dark and imaginary, but on clear and folid principles; I therefore
¢ add, (fays he) fuppofing the THEoCRATIC form of government
“ amongft the Jews to be a point inconteftable, it flems [carce
¢ capable of affording a full and fatisfatiory anfwer to the objeion
¢¢ raifed againft the Hebrew Law for devoting idolaters to death.
¢¢ For when the people of Ifrael, fond of noveity, and of imi-
¢-tating the cuftoms of .other nations, were ftubbornly and inflexi~
““ bly refolved, notwithftanding all the remonftrances of the Prophet
¢ Samuel te the contrary, to have a vifible and mortal King; God
““ upon this occafion declared, that they had rejecied hir that be

* It mufl be owned ({ays Tyndal) that the fame Spirie (I durc not call it a fp:rit of crue’n)
dves not alike prevail throughout the Old Teflament: the neaver ve come to the tiviev of the

Gofpel, the milder it appcared. Chriflianity as old as the Creation, p. 241, See too
Lord Bolingbroke’s pofthumous works throughout,

VoL. 11 E 6¢ Shawerd
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‘- fhounld not: reign over them: and as his former political reign is-
¢ founded on-a fuppefed compaét between the Almighty Sovereign-
« and’ his people,. that- original compaé? being now {elemnly
¢ -renounced on the part' of the people, there muft of courfe be a-
¢¢-diffolution or.end of the Theocracy *.”

He bLegins with calling the Theocracy @ dark principle. And yet,
the account he gives of it thews,. that he did not find it dark ; and,.
what was worfe, could not, with. all his endeavours, make 1t fo.
He calls it smaginary ; and yet the very Hiftory he quotes- to prove
its thort duration, fhews, even by his own proof, 1t was noz sma-
ginary,. but real. |

Indeed, if that civil Government;, which 1s founded on oR1GINAL
compAacT, were diflolvable at pleafure, that is, as foon as one of
the contra&ing parties was grown weary of it (which this Decider
on Government and Laws exprefsly {ays it is), then Government, .
on its moft legitimate foundation, would be the moft dark and ima-
ginary of all things. W hen the Parliament rofe up in arms againft
Charles 1. they wanted juft fuch a Pieacher as this (and yet they.
had many precious ones), to aflure them, that their renouncing the-
King’s Authority had fairly diflolved the Monarchy, and broughtit.
to a lawful end. For the Leaders of that body, it 1s plain, knew
nothing of this fecret, and were therefore at a great deal of pains to
prove, and at laft could hardly get themfelves believed, that Charles-
himfelt had broken the original Compali. But unlefs this Compaclt
ftands upon a different footing from all other compacts 1n the world, .
we may fafely pronounce, that a bargain or agreement, which has-
been made between two parties, can never be diffolved but by the
confent of both of them ; or by a fundamental mifdemeanour m.
one; if the other party chufes to exalt the forfeiture. Now, in.
the cafe of the Jews under Samuel, there was a renunciation, 1t is -
true, on the part of the People, or, in plainer Englifh, a REBEL-
110N, But Gop did not give way to it; he would not (as on the
prunciples- of cavil juftice he might) exa@& the forfeiture; which.

* Sermons, vol. ili. p, 373, .374.
was,.
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was, the withdrawing his protetion. All this will be proved at
large in its place. ‘The Theocracy, therefore, ftill continued under
their Kings ; which were indeed no other than the awornted, or the
Viceroys of Gop.—Such 1s our Preacher’s {fuccefs in attempting to
fhew Mr. Locke’s principle to be durk and imaginary. L.t us {fee
next whether he has better fortune n proving his own to be clea:
and fold.

Now his way of jufhfying the Law, which punifhed idolatry
with death, writhout the aid of thc tbeocratic principle, 1s this.——-
¢¢ As the end for which the civil confhitution of the Jews was
¢ formed, vrz. to prevent their being over-run with idolatry,
¢ (which, asit prevailed among{t the neighbouring nations, cor-
‘¢ rupted their 1nternal fenfe of the difference of good and evil, and
“¢ banithed humanity and decency, and many of the moft confi-
¢¢ derable and 1important of the foctal virtues, by introducing
¢ fhameful 1mpurities and human f{acrifices, quite deteftable to
¢“ nature) as the end, I {ay, for which the civil conftitution of
“¢ the Jews was formed, appears, when thus explained, and
¢ abftrated from all confideration merely religious, to be wife and
‘¢ gracious 1n ‘itfelf; and as the judicial Laws in that fcheme of
*“ Government were admirably adapted to fubferve and advance this
¢ wife and gracious end ; it neceflarily follows, that idolatry, which
‘¢ would have fruftrated the whole defign of the Conftitution, and
*¢ have entirely diffolved and deftroyed it, muft, upon the fame
¢¢ reafons that are allowed to be juft in all ether Policies, have
‘¢ deferved capital punifhment *.”

Here we fee our Preacher approves himfelf juft as 1kilful in the
end of Civil-government, as he did before, in its nature and effence.
He appearsnot to know {what he might have feen proved in the firft
volume of this work) that civil Society muft have one particular,
diftin&, and appropriated end; and that this end can be no other
than fecurity to the temporal liberty and property of man; becaule
(as 1s there fhewn) all other ends may be attrined without civil

* Page 375, 370.
E 2 Soclety.
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Society. This then 1s the only proper end of Government. Yet:
our Preacher falls mto that exploded conceit, which makes any
attainable end, fo it be a good.one, the legitimate bufinefs of civik.
Society, as fuch: which confounds this Society with all others,

there being. no way to keep the Civil diftin& but by afligning it an-

end peculiar to itfelf.  But his {ubje&t happening to be the Few:/b
govzrument, it {ecured his reafoning from the glare of the abfurdity..
And his falfe and fallacious account of the end of 1ts inflitution, with
which he mtroduces his reafoning, gave a certain plaufibility to the.
nonfenfe which followed. It is in thefe words, The end for whict
the civil conflitution was formed, was to prevent their being cver-run
with 1dolatry. Now, by civil conflitution, a fair reafoner thould mean
(where the queftion is concerning the efficacy of a mere civil Govern-
ment, in contradiftintion to the Religious) the civil conftitution
of the Jews. as it was fo diftinguithed. But, in this fenfe, the end.
of the civi/ conflitution of the Jews was- the fame with.all other,.
namely, fecurity to men’s tewrporal liberty and property. It 1s true,
1f by their crvil conflitution, he meant both eivil and religious, which.
here indeed was incorporated, and went under the common name
of LAW ;. then indeed its. end wwas to prevent idolatry ; but then this .
1s giving up the point, becaufe that imcorporation was the confe-
quence of the Theocratic form of Government, or, to {peak more.
properly, it was. the THeocrAacY 1itfelf. Thus he comes round.
again to the place on which he had turned his back ;. and, before he .
knows where. he 1s, eftablithes the very do&rine he would confute,
In a word, our Preacher was got out of his depth ;. and here 1 fhall.
leave him to fink or.{wim only obferving, that this great advocate
of religious liberty has done his beft (though. certainly without de-.
fign) to {fupport a principle the moft plaufible of any that Perfecutors:
for opinions crn-catch hold on, to juftify their iniquitous practice.;.
namely, tbat civil government was ordained. for the procuring all the
good of all kinds, which it is. even accidentally. capable of advancing. .
And to make fure work, he employs that adulterate glofs, which.
They {o artfully put upon their wicked pratice ;.w7z. that it is

Jor-

v
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for the fupport of morality : for who 1s fo purblind that he cannot
{py immoralities lurking in all heretical opinions ! And thus it s that
our Preacher defends civil Government, in punifhing opinions :
The idolatry of the neighbouring nations ({ays he) corrupted their inter-
nal fenfe of the difference of good and evil, and banifbed bumanity and
decency, and many of the mofl confiderable and 1mportant of the focial
virtues. A reafon conftantly in the mouths, whatever hath been in.
the hearts of Perfecutors, from St. Auftin to St. Dominic *..

Il.

We come, in the next place, to thew, that this THEOCRACY, as
ft was NECESSARY, fo it would have an ealy reception; being
founded on the flattering notion, at that time univerfally enter-
tained, of TUTELARY DEITIES, Gentilitial and Local. Thus, to
carry on his great purpofe, the Almighty very early reprefented:
himfelf to this chofen race, as a Gemtzlizial Deity,. The Gob
of Abraham, Ifaac, and Jacob 4 : Afterwards, when he. preferred
Judea to all other countries for his perfonal. refidence (on this ac-
count called His raND I), he came under their idea of a Local
Deity : which notion was an eftablithed principle in the Gentile
world, as we have fhewn above, from Plato. It was originally
EGypTIAN ; and founded 1n an opinion that the earth was at firft
divided by 1ts Creator, amongf{t a number of inferior and fubordinate
Divinities. ‘The Septuagint tranflators appear to have underftood
the following paffage, in the fong of Mofes, as alluding to this
opinion ;—Hhen the Moft High divided to the nations their inberitance,.
woen be feparated the fons of Adam, be [et the bounds of the people
ACCORDING TO THE NUMBER OF THE CHILDREN OF ISRAEL. For
the Lord's' portion. is his people: Facob. is the lot of bis inberitance § :
For, inftead of, according to the number of the children of Ijrael (which

* See note [D], at the end of this Book.
t See Jer. x. 16. and li. 1q.

3 Levit, xxv. 23. Deuts xi. 12. Pfrx. 16. If. xiv. 25— Jer. u, 7, Chap, nvi,

ver. 18. Ezek, xxxv, 10. Chap. xxxvi. ver, g, 20, Chap. xxxviui, ver, 16, Wifd. of

Sol,. xii. 7. § Deut, xxxii, 8, q,
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if they found in the text, they underfiood no more than later critics)
they wrotc xaje apifuor "Alyérwy Oe¥, ACCORDING TO THE NUMBER
oF THE ANGELs OF Gob. Which at leaftis intelligible, as referring
to that old notion, onginal to the -country where this tranflation
was made. And Juftin Martyr tells us®, that in the beginning,
Gop had committed the government of the world to angels, who,
abufing their truft, were degraded from their regency. But whether
he learpt it from this tranflation, or took it from a worfe place, I
{hall not prctend to determine.

The Land, thus feleéted by Gob for his perfonal refidence, he
beftows upon his chofen People.  Bebold (fays he) the land of
Canaan which I give unto the chilaren of Ifrael for a pofleflion 4. This
too was according to .the common notions of thofe times. ‘Thus
Jephthal, who appears to have been half paganized by a bad educa-
tion, {peaks to the King of the Ammonites, Wit not thou poffess
that wwbich Chemofb thy Gob giveih thee to poffefs 2 So, awhomfoever the
Lord our Gobp fhall drive out from before us, them will we poflefs T.

It was no wonder, therefore, when Gob was thus pleafed, for
the wife ends of his providence, to be confidcred, by a prejudiced
peonle, in this charater, that all the pagan nations round about
fhould regard the Gob or IsRAEL no otherwife than as a local tu-
telary Deity ; too apt, by their common prejudices, to fee him only
uunder that idea. Thus he 1s called the Gop of the Land §,—1he
Gob of the Hills ||, &c. And it 1s exprefsly faid, that they fpoke
agamft the Gobp of Ferufalemn, as againfi the Gods of the people of the
carth, awhich were the awork of the bands of man **, By which 1s
meant, that they treated him as a local tutelary Deity, of a confined |
and bounded power : for 1t was not the old pagan way to {peak
again{t one another’s Gods, in difcredit of their Divinity : and this
circumf{cribed dominion was efteemed, by them, no difcredit to it :

But, by the Jews, the worfhippers.of the true Gobp, it was juitly held

* Apologet, i. 4 Deut. xxxii. 49.
1 Judg. xi. 24. § 2 Kings xvii. 26. Chap, xviii, ver, 33, & feq.
il T Kings xx. 23, ** 2 Chron. xxxii. 19,

to
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to be the greateft. Therefore, to call the Gop of Irael z4e God
of the bills, agd not of the plain, was [peaking agasnft him.

For, here again we muft obferve, that when Gobp, agreeably to
the whole method of this Difpenfation, takes advantage of, or in-
dulges his people in, any habituated notion or cuftom, he always
interweaves fome charaéeriftic note of difference, to mark the infti-
tution for hisown. ‘Thus in thisindulgence of their prejudices con-
cerning a tutclary Gop, |

1. He firft inftitutes, upon it, a Theocracy ; a pratice juft the re-
verfe of Paganifm: for there Kings became Gods 3 whereas here
Gobp condefcended to become King *.

2. Secondly, he forbids all kind of community or intercourfe be-
tween the Gop of Ifrael and the Gods of the Nations, either by
joining their worfhip to his, or {o much as owning their Divinity.
Thus were the Ifraclites diftinguifhed from all other people in the
moft effe€tual maunner; for, as we have often had occafion to ob-
{crve, there was a genecral intercommunity amongft the Gods of pa-
ganiiin : They acknowledged one another’s pretenfions ; they bor-
rowed one another’s titles; and, at length, entered into a kind of
partnerthip of Worfhip. All the Pagan nations, we {ec, owned
the Gobp of Ifrael for a tutelary Deity 4. DBut His fellowers were
not permitted to be {fo complaifant. ‘There was to be no fellowfhip
between Gob and Belial 5 'though a good underftanding always {ub-
fifted between Belial and Dagon.

But, amidft a vaft number of chara&eriftic circumftances proving
the origin of the MosA1c RELIGION to have been different from that
of every other nation, there is none more illuftrious than this, Thas:
the Mbofaic religion was built upon a former, namely the PATRIAR~
€HAL : whereas the various Religions of the Pagan world were all
unrelated to, and indecpendent of, any other §,

* See note [E], at the end of this Book.
+ 2 Kings xviil, 2g5. Jer. iv. 2, 3..
T See volume I. book i, -

Ana
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R

Aund yet the famous Author of The grounds and reafons of the
Chriflian Religion hath been hardy enough to employ -one whole
chapter to prove, that this methsd of ntroducing Chrifiianity ipto the
world, by building and grounding it on the Old Teflament, is agreeable
lo the common method of introducing mew Revelations, whether real or
PRETENDED, or any changes in religion'; and alfo the nature of
things*. ¢ For if ({fays he) we confider the various revolutions
‘“ and changes n religion, whereof we have any tolerable hiftory,
<¢ m:thewr beginmng, we fthall find them, for the moft part, to be
<¢ gratted on fome old ftock, or founded on {fome preceding rzvela-
¢ tions, which they were either to fupply, or fulfil, or retrieve from
¢ corrupt glofles, mmnevations, and traditions, with which by time
¢¢ they were mcumbered: and this, which MAY sEEM MATTER
¢ OF SURPRISE TO THOSE, WHO DO NOT REFLECT on the change-
<¢ able nature of all things, hath happened ; :though the old revela-
« tions, far from tending any change, ingraftment, or new
< difpenfation, didfor the moft part declare they were to laff for ever,
¢ and did forbid all alterations andannovations, they being the laft
¢ difpenfation intended +.”

Here are two things aflerted:- 1. That the'building new Religions
and new Revelations upon old was agreeable to the common ‘method
of the ancient world. 2. That it was agreeable to the nature .of
things., Thefe are difcoveries one would little have expected.

I. Let us ficft examine his FacTs.—But to judge truly of their
force, we muft remember, that the obfervation is made to difcredit
what Believers call true-Revelation, by fhewing that all falfe Reli-
glons have taken the fame method of propagation.

1. His:firft point is, That this method was agreeable to the commion
practice of the ancient world. Would not-one expeét now an inftance
of fome.confeiledly falfe Religion, between the time of ABRAHAM
and CHR1sT, which pretended to be built on fome preceding Reve-

* Grounds and Reafons, &c. p. 2o0. t 'Page 21,
lation ?
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lation? Without doubt : If it were only for this, that there is no
other way of proving the propofition. Befides, to fay the truth,
{uch an inftance would be well worth attending to, for its extreme
curiofity. But he could not give the reader what was not to be
had : and therefore he endeavours to make up this deficiency of fué,
by thewing, 1. That the Jewisx Religion, like the CHrIsTIAN,
pretended to be built on a preceding. ¢¢ Thus the miflion of
¢ Mofes to the Ifraelites (fays he) fuppofed a former revelation of
¢“ God (who from the beginning {feems to have bcen conftantly
¢ oiving a {ucceflion of difpenfations and revelations) to their an-
¢¢ ceftors ; and many of the religious precepts of Mofes were bor-
““ rowed, or had an agreement with the religious rites of the lea-
““ thens, with whom the Ifraelites had corre{pondence, and parti-
¢ cularly with the religious rites of the Egyptians, (who upon
¢¢ that account feem confounded with the Ifraelites by fome pagans,
¢¢ as both their religious rites were equally, and at the {fame time,
¢ prohibited by others) to whofe religious rites the Ifraelites feem
*¢ to have been Conformifts during their abodein Egypt *.”” Go thy.
way, for a good Reafoner !—To prove that falfe revelations had the
{ame pretenfions of dependency on a preceding, as the true have
had, he fhews that all the true had thefe pretenfions. But this 1s
but half the atchievement. ‘The beft part is ftill behind. ’'Tis a
rarity ; a blunder ingrafted on a fophifm. He was not content to
fay that Mofes founded his Religion on the Patriarchal : He mufk
needs go on,—And many of the religious precepts of Mofes wwere bor-
rowed, or bad an agreement with the religious rites of the Heathens,
with whom the lfraclites bad correfpondence, and particularly with the
religious Rites of the Egyptians. Now, how it comes to pafs that
Mofes’s borrowing from the religious Rites of the Egyptians, whofe
religion he formally condemned of falthocod, thould be metamor=
phofed into an example of one Religion’s being founded upon, or re-
cetving 1its authority from, another, I confefs, I cannot compre-
hend. If he were not at the head of the Freermi~nkers, 1 thould

¥ Page 22,
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fufpe&t fome {mall confufion in his ideas : and that this great Rea-~
foner was unable to diftinguifh between, a Religron’s fupporting it-
felf on one preceding, which it acknorwledged to be true : and a Religion’s
complying, for the fuke of inveierate prejudices, with fome innocent
praltices of anothcr religion, which it was eretied to cvertbhrow, as
falfe.

2. He fhews next, that thofe falle religions which came AFTER
the Jewifh and the Chnftian, and are confefled to mimick their pe-
culiaritics, pretended to be built on preceding revelations.—¢¢ The
‘¢ miflion of Zoroafter to the Perfians {uppofed the religion of the
‘¢ Magians ;. which had been, for many ages paft, the antient na-
¢¢ tional religion of the Medes as well as Perfians. ‘The miflfion of
¢« Mahomet fuppofed Chriftianity ; as that did, Judaifm *.,” This
15 {hll. better. The defign of his general obfervation, That 1# was
the common method for new revelations to be built and grounded on pre-
ceding revelations, was to fhew that the revelations, which we call.
true, iumitated the falfe. And he proves it,---by fhewing that the
falfc imitated the true. That Mahomet’s did fo, is agreed on all
hands. And thofe bewildered men who would have us credit the
ftory of a Jate Zoroafter, do, and muft {uppofe that he borrowed
from Judaifm. But the truthis, the whole 1s an idle tale, invented
by Perfian writers under the early Califss However, though the
Zoroafter of Hyde and Prideaux be a mere phantom, yet the Religion
called by his name, was-a real thing, and f{tarted up in the firft ages.
of Mahometi{m, with a Bible to fupport its credit, 1n imitation of,
and to oppofe to, the Alcoran. But this neat device unluckily de-
teéts the whole impofture : For in the Age of Mahomet,. and in the
tune of the firt Commentators on the Alcoran, the Perfians were
efteerned by them as Idolaters, and without a Bible ; (and they had
good Opportunity, by their conftant commerce thither; to be well
informed :) Which 1s agreeable to every thing that the earlier and
the later Greek Wrriters unanimoufly deliver of the Perfian Religion.
But that,. on the appearance of Mahometani{m, the Perfians fthould

¥ Page 23,
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do what the Greeks did on the firft appearance-of Chriftianity, refine
their old idolatrous worfhip, till they brought it to what Hyde and
Prideaux obferve it is at this day, amongft the remainder of the
Magian fect i Perfia and India, 1s nothing ftrange. The wonder
is, that thefe learned men fhould have {wallowed {o grofs a cheat, on
the teftimony of later Mahometan Writers 3 who had fo many
motives to fupport it, and fo {lender abilities to dete&@ 1t; whofc
propenfity to fabling is fo great as even to difcredit any truth that
refts on their authority ; and whofe talents in the art of lying arc fo
little proportioned to their inclination to exercife it, that they never
fail of defeating their own impofitions. This argument, therefore,
was in all refpe&s worthv the Author of The Grounds and Reafons of

the Chriftian Religion.
3. Laftly, he tells us, that ¢ the Siamefe and Brachmans both

¢ pretend that they have had a a fucceffion of incarnate deities amongft
« them, who at due diftances of time have brought new Revela-
¢ tions from heaven; each fucceeding one depending on the for-
* mer; and that religion 13 to be conveyed on, in that way, for
*¢ ever *.”—He promifed to prove a fucceffion of Religions in the an-
<ient world, the later founded and depending on the preceding :
And he proves—a fucceffion of incarnate deities, talked of amongft
the MODERN pagans of India and $i1am; and, from this fucccflion
concludes for a fucceflfion of pEPENDING RELIGIONS, of which they
have no kind of notion. Nor are thefe extravagancies, which their
priefts do indeed talk of, any other than late inventions of their
priefts, to oppofe to Mahometan and Chriftian Miflionaries. But a
Juccelfion of incarnate deities was {o arch a ridicule on the myflerics
of our holy faith, that it was to be brought in at any rate.  But now
the joke is over, let me tell him, he need not have gone o fur for it.
Were not Ceelus, Saturn, Jupiter, Mars, &e. a fuc ¢ffion of incarnate
deities 2 yet were any of the Religions, which had thote Gods for
their author or obje&t, FouNDED or DEPENDENT on (though they
fucceeded to) one another ?  Here again, our fagacious I'recthinker
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was at a fault ; and, with all his logic, could not diftinguith between:
one Religion’s being built upon anotber, and one Religion’s fimply fuce

ceeding anolher.

IT. He comes next to the NATURE oF THINGS. The reader has
ic:n how fhort he falls of his reckoning from faéZ: But let him
tairly make up his accounts, and we thall not differ with him about
his way of payment; but willingly receive his deficiencies of Faét,.
i1 Reafon. ¢« It we confider ({ays he) the narure of things, we
¢ fhall find that it muft be difficult, if not impoffible, to introduce
<« among{t men (who in all civilized countries are bred up in the be~
¢ lief of {ome revealed rehigion) a revealed religion wholly new, or
*¢ fuch as has no reference to a preceding one: for that would be
¢ to combat all. men 1n too many refpets, and not to proceed on a
““ fufficient number of principles neceflary to be affented to by.
¢¢ thofe, on. whom the firft impreflions of a new religion are pro-
«¢ pofed to be made*.”

Here his head was full of the theologic 1deas. of modern times;,
where one Religion 1s maintained and propagated on the deftruction.
of all the reft. And that indeed would be combaring all men in 100
many refpeéls, without good.evidence in the Religion thus propofed.
But had he had the leaft knowledge of Antiquity, he would have
known that the Gentile religions of thofe times were founded on
different principles, and propagated.on different practices. Not one.
of thofe numerous Religions ever. pretended to accuie another of
talthood 3 and therefore was never itfelf in danger of being fo ac-
cufed. They very amieably owned one another’s pretenfions; and’
all that a new Religion claimed, was to be let into partnerthip with
the reft, whofe common pratice was to trade in fhares+. Yet, ac-
cording to this great Philofopher, 5z was difficult, if not impoffible—-
3t was combating all men in too many refpelts.—It was not proceeding:
on a fulficient. number of principles neceflary to be affented to, &c. But:

* Page 23, 24.
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he can make Men, as well as Religions, change their natures when
he wants them for fome glorious mi{chief. It is his more ufual
way, and fo it is of all his fellows, to make the People (the grofs
body of mankind) run headlong into Religion, without the leaft 1n-

quiry after evidence. But herz we are told 1t i very difficult, if not
impoff:ib'e, to induce them to think well of a Religion which hath

not the moft plaufible evidence for its fupport : ‘T'hat the not giving
them this, is not proceeding on a Sulpcient number of principles, but

combating all men in too many refpells, &c.
And this is all we can get out of him, FROM THE NATURE OF

THINGS. But as he has raifed a curiofity which he knew not how ta
gratify, I fhall endeavour to {upply his ignorance; and from this
nature of things, thew the reader, 1. How the Religions of Moskes.
and Jesus muft NECESSARILY SUPPOSE a.dependency on fome pre-
ceding. 2. How the ancient Religions of paganiim muft NECEs-
SARILY NOT supposSt any {uch dependency ;- and 3. How it came to
pafs, that more modern impoftors, rifen fince the coming of Chrif-
tianity, imitated the true, rather than.the falfe Religions of ancient
times, in this pretence to dependency..

I. The PaTriarcunAar, the Jewisa, and the Curistian Reli--
gions, all profefled to come from the only one Gop, the Creator of
all things. Now as the whole race of mankind muft be the common
objet of its Creator’s care, all his Revelations, even thofe given only
to a part, muft needs be thought ultimately direted to the intereft
of the whole : confequently every later Revelation muft {fuppofe the
TRUTH of the preceding. Again, when feveral fucceflive Revelations
are given by him, fome lefs, fome more extenfive,.we muft concludé
them to be the parts of oNE ENTIRE DIsPENsATION ; which, for
reafons beft known to infinite Wifdom,; are gradually enlarged and
opened : confequently every later muft not only fuppofc the TRUTH
of every preceding Revelation, but likewife their mutual RELATION
and DEPENDENcCY. Hence we fec, there may be weighty reafons,
why God, from the beginning,. fhould have been conflantly giving a

Jucceffron
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Jucceffion of Difpenfations and Revelations * ; as this Author, with a
lewd f{neer, feems to take a pleafure ‘in obferving. If therefore,
what we call the true Revelation came from Gob, thefe Rehigions
imnuit needs be, and profefs to be, ‘dependent on oneanother,

1L Let us fec next how the cafe ftood in the ancient Pagan
world. Their pretended Revelations were not from the oNE Gob;
but all from local tutelary Deities ; each of which was fuppofed to
be employed in the care of his own Country or People, and uncon-
cerned in every Other’s department. Confequently, between earlier
and later Revelations of this kind, there could be no more dependency,
than there was oppofition: But each ftood on its own foundation,
fingle, unrelated, and original.

HI. But when, by the propagation of the Gofpel, the knowledge
of the oNLY oNE Gop was {pread abroad over the whole earth,
and the abfurdities of Polytheifm fully underftood by the people,
an lmpoftor, who would now obtrude a new Religion on the
world, muft of neceflity pretend to have received it from that on/y
one Ged.  But the probability of his giving a Revelation now, being
feen greatly to depend on his having given one before, our Impoftor
would be forced to own the truth of thofe preceding Religions,
which profefled to come from that Gob.  And as the credit of the new
Religion was beft advanced by its being thought a finithing part of
an incomplete Difpenfation, he would, at the fame time, bottom it
on the preceding. Befides, as an Impoftor muft needs want that
neceflary mark of a divine Miffion, the power of Miracles, he
could cover the want no otherwife than by a pretended relation to a
Religion which had well eftablithed itfelf by Miracles. And thus,
in fact, ManoMET framed the idea of his impofture. He pre-
tended his new Religion was the completion of Chriftianity, as
Chrifhianity was the completion of Judaifm3 for that the world
not being to be won by the mild and gentle invitations of Jefus,
was now to be compelled to enter in by Mahomet. And fo again, to

% Page 2.
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complete the imitation, this laft and greateft Pr0phet, as his
followers believe him to be, is pretended to be foretold 1n the New
Teftament, as the Meflfiah was in the Old. '

Thus this notable obfervation, from whence the Author of the
Grounds and Reafons of the Chrifiian Religron endeavoured to deduce
fo difcrediting a likenefs between all fa/fe religion, and what we

believers hold to be the zrue, comes, we fee, juft to nothing.
But he has yet another flagrant mark of lkenefs, in referve :-

And thus he goes on, from difcovery to dilcovery.—In building tbus

upon prROPHECY (fays he) as a principle, Fefus and his Apofiles had
the concurrence of all [ects of Religion among f# the Pagans. 1s it
poflible ? Yes. For the Pagans univerfally buslt their Religion on

DIVINATION*, As much as to fay, the people of Amfterdam, in.
building their town-houfe upon piles, had (in the mode of laying
a- foundation) the concurrence of all the cities in England; who

build theirs upon ftone, or clay, or gravel. In the Jewith writings
there are Prophecies of a future and more perfeét Difpenfation ;.

which, Jefus claiming to belong to n1s, his Religion was properly
built upon proPHECIES. The Heathens made Gods of their dead
benefators, and then confulted them at their fthrines, as Oracles:
they infpected the eutrails of beafts; they obferved the flight of
birds ; they interpreted dreams and uncommon phxnomena; and
all thefe things they called pivinaTioN. But what likenefs is
there between thefe things and Prophecies, the Prophecies on which.
Jefus founded his Religion ?  Juft as much as there is between
TruTH and what thefe men call, FrRee-THINKING: But he has
found a device to bring them related. ’Tis-a mafter-piece; and the:
Reader thall not be robbed of it. T hey {the Pagans], {ays he, learnt
that art [Divination) in fehools, or under difcipline, as the Fews did
prophefying in the fehools and colleges of the Prophets; where, the.
learned Dodwell fays, the candidates for propbecy were taught the
rules of divination praétifod by the Pagans, who were fkilled therein,.
and 11 poffeffion of the art long befure them +. ‘This idle whimf{y of

* Grounds and Reafons,. &c. p. 27, 28. +. Sce vol.IL. book iv, § ©.
the
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the Zlearned Dodwell concerning the ‘{fchools of the Prophets has
been ecxpofed, as it deferves, already *. But for .the fake of fo
extraordinary an argument (an mmpiety, grafted on its proper ftock
an abfurdity ), it deferves to be admitted, though it be:but for a
moment. The reafoning then ftands thus: Divination was an art
learnt in the {chools; fo was one kind of Prophecy, or the Jewifh
art of Divination': thofe who learnt this Jewafh art-of divination
were taught the rules of pagan divination: THEREFORE pagan
divination and ANoTHER kind of -Prophecy, fuch as foretold the
coming of the Mefliah, were things of the fame kind. JIncom-
parable ‘reafoner’! and defervedly placed at the head of modern
Free-thinking ! But his‘learming 1s equal .to his fenfe, and his pre-
mifes juft as true as-his conclufion: The Pagans univerfally built their
Religion on divinatron. 1:believe there are few {chool-boys, whe
would not laugh at-his blunder, and tell him it was juft otherwife,
that the Pagans univerfally built divination on their Religion. All
that was ever buwilt .on divination was now and.then a Shune or a

Temple. To return::

111

But ‘thefe prejudices,-concerning local tutelary Deities, which
made the introdu&ion of a Theocracy {o eafy, occafioned as eafy a
defeSvion from the I.aws. of 1t.

1. For thefe tutelary Deities owning one another’s pretenfions,
there was always a friendly.intercourfe of mutual honours, though
not -always of mutual worfhip. ‘For at firft, each Ged was fup-
pofed to be fo taken yp -with his own people, as to have little leifure
or inclination to attend to :the concerns -of others.—Now this
prejuaice was the fir/f {fource of the Jewifh 1dolatry.

2. But the pretenfions  of thefe Gods being thus reciprocally
acknowledged ; and Some, by the fortunate circumftances of their
followers, being rifen into f{uperior fame, the Rites ufed in their
Worfhip ‘werc eagerly affeted. And this was the fecomd fource of

* See vol, I1. book 1iv. s 6- .
the
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the lfraelites’ idolatry ; exemplified 1n the eretion of tho GOLDEN
<ALF, ard their fondnefs for all Egyptian {uper{titious in general.
3. But of thefe tutelary dcities therr being two forts, GENTILI-
TIAL and LocAL ; the one ambulatory, aud the other ftationed ; the
latter were fixed to their pofts, as a kind of berr-loom, which they
who conquered and poflefled the country were obliged to maintain
in their accuftomed honours. Aund whatever gensifitial Gods a
People might bring with them, yet the /Zcu/ God was to have a
neceflary fhare in the rcligious Worthip of the new Comers. Nuy
it was thought impiety, even 1 forciguers, while they 1ojourncd
only in a {trange Country, not to {acritice to the Gods of the place.
Thus Sophocles makes Antigone fay to her father, that a ftranger
fhould both wvenerate and abhor thofe things which are vencrated
and abhorred in the city where he refides®. Celius gives the
reafon of fo much complaifance.~—~¢¢ Becaufe (fays he) the {everal
parts of the world were, from the begiuning, diftributed tofeveral
powers, each of which has his peculiar allotment and refidence +.”
And thofe who were loth to leave their paternal Gods when they
{fought new fettlements, at leat held themfelves obliged to worthip
them with the Rites, and according to the ufages of the Country
they came to inhabit. Againft this more qualified principle of
Paganifm, Mofes thought fit to caution his People, in the following
words : When the Lord thy Gob fhall cut off the nations from before
theey, whither thou goeft to poffefs them, and thou fucceedeft thenn and
dwellefl in their land ; take beed to tovfelf that thou be not Suared by
Jollowing them, after ibat they be defiroyed from before thee, and that
fbow ENQUIRE NOT AFLER THEIR GoDs, Saying, wow did 1befe
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nations f*r've their Gods 2 even so wiLL I po likewws _/é But the
adoption of thefe new Gobps, as well' as of their thes, was fo

general, that Davrd makes his bemng unjuftly driven into an idola-
trous land, the {ame thing as being forced to f{erve idolatrous
Cods.  For thus Be expoftulates with his perfecutor, ¢ Now
¢ thercfore I pray thee let my lord the king hear the words of
‘“ his fervant : 1t the Lord have {tirred thec up againft me, let him
““ accept anvoffering ¢ but 1f they Dbe the children of tmen, curfed
‘“ be they betfore the T.ord; for they have driven me out this day
¢ from abiding in the inberitance of the Leord, faying, (GO SERVE.
““ orurrR Gobvs+.”  To the fame prnciple Jeremiah likewife
alludes, in the following words, Therefore will I caff you out of this
farxd, intv a land that ye know not, neitber ye nor your fatbers: and
THERE SHALL YE SERVE OTHER Gobs day and night,. where 1 wifl
not flew you faveur T. By which is not' meant that they fhould be
Jorced, any otherwife than by the {uperftitious dread of divine
vengeance for a flighted worfhip: for at this time civil reftraint in
matters of religion was very rare.

But the nmaginary vengeance which the tutelary Gop was fup«
pofed to take on thofe, who, inhabiting his L.and, yet flighted his
Worthip, was at length really taken on the ldolatrous Cutheans,
when they came to cultivate the land of Iirael. For the Almighty
having, in condefcenfion to the prejudices of the I{rachtes, affumed.
the title of a TuTELARY LocAL Gop, and chofen Judea for his
peculiar regency; it appeared but fie that he thould difcharge, i
good earneft, the mmaginary function of thofs tutelary Gobs, in
crder to diftinguith himfielf from tbe lying Vanities of that infa-
tuated age. ‘Therefore when {o great a portion of his Chofen
people had been led captive, and a mixt rabble of Eaftern idolaters
were put into their place, he fent plagues amongft them for
their profanation of the holy Land: Which calamity their own
principles eafily enabled them to account for. The ftory is
told in thefe words: ¢ And the king of Aflyria brought men

* Deut, Nl 2g, 30, + 1 Sam.Xxvl, 16, I Chap. xvi. ver, 13,
‘“ from
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““ from Babylon, and from Cuthah, and from Ava, and from
.¢¢ Hamath, and from Sepharvaim, and placed them 11 the cities
¢ of Samaria, inftead of the children of Ifrael; and they pofiefied
“¢ Samaria, and dwelt in the cities thereof. And fo it was, at the
¢ beginning of their dwelling there, that they fcared not the Y.ord;
¢ therefore the Lord fent lions amongft them which flew foine of
“ them. Wherefore they fpake to the king of Aflyria, faying,
*¢ The nations which thou haft removed, and placed 1n the cities
¢¢ of Samaria, KNOW NOT THE MANNER oF THE Gob or TIE
““ LAND: therefore he hath fent lions amongft them; and bchold
¢ they flay them, beccaufe they know not the manner of the God
‘¢ of the land. Then the king of Aflyria commanded, faying,
“ Carry thither one ot the Priefts—and let him tcach tlem
<¢ the manner of the God of the land.—Then one of the Priefts came
“* and dwelt in Bethel, and taught them how they {hould fear the
““ Lord. Howbeit every nation made Gods of their own—cvery
¢ nation 1 their citics wherein they dwelt. —So thefe nations
“¢ feared the Lord, and ferved their graven 1images, both their chil-
¢¢ dren and thewr childrens children, as did their fathers, fo do they
“ unto this day *.”

But leaft this account of the miraculous interpofition fthould be
mifunderftood as an encouragement of the notion of local Gods, or
of immtercommunily of worthip, rather than a vindication of the
fandtity - of that Country, which was confecrated to the God ot
Hrael, the facred Hiftorian goes on to acquaint us with the per-
verfe 1nfluence this judgment had on the new inhabitants, 1o
contrary to the divine intention. ¢ They feared the Lord, and
‘¢ ferved their own ‘Gods after the manner of the nastions,  Lion
‘¢ they carried away from thence. Unto this dav, ther do aitorth:
“¢ former manners: they fear not the L.ord, neirher do they atter
“ their ftatutes, or after their ordinances, or after the Y.aw aud
““ Commandment which the Lord commanded the childrin of
v Jacob whom he named lfracl 4. > They fearcd the Lordy and 17 wps

* o Kings xvil 24, et feq. 1ToVel, 33, 3.
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2herr own Gods ; that is, they feared the vengeance impending on
the exclufion of the Worthip of the God of Hrael. But zbey feared
not the Lord, neither did after their Statutes. ‘That is, they tranf-

grefled the Commandment which they found fo frequently repeated
in the Pentateuch, of joining no other Worfhip to that of the God

of Ifrael.

And this was the true reafon why the Kings of Perfia and Syria-
(when Judea afterwards became a province to them) fo frequently
appointed facrifices to be oftered tothe Ged of the land, at Jerufalem,
in behalt of themifelves and families.  Nor was the practice difufed
when the Jews fcll under the Roman yoke ; both Julius Ceefar and
Auguftus making the fame provifion for the fe/icity of the Empire.

Hence thercfore the 20ird {fource of the Jewith i1dolatries. 1t was
this fuperftitious reverence to local Deities within their own depart-
ments, which made them {o devoted, while in FEgypt, to the Gods
cf that Country ; and when mn pofleffion of their own land, to the
tutelary Gods of Canaan.

But this mtercommunity of Worfhip, begun by the migration of
Pcople and Colonies from one country to another, grew more
gcneral, as thofe migrations became more trequent. ’Till at length
the frequency, aided by many other concurrent caufes (occafionally
taken notice of in feveral places of this work), made the izter-
commanity univerfal.  And this was the /a/f {ource of Jewifh 1idola-
tries. ‘Thisdrew them into the fervice of every God they heard of';
or from whom thev fancied any {pecial good might be obtained ;
cipecially the Gods of ail great and powerful Nations. Thefe pre-
judices of opinion, joined to thofe of pratice which they had learnt
in Egypt, were the true caufes of their {fo frequent lapfe into
wdolatry,

From all this it appears, that their defetion from the Gop of
Iracl, wicked and abominable as it was, did not however confifl in.
the rejelting him as a falle God, or in renouncing the Law of

Mofes as a.falfe Religion; but only, mn joining foreign Worfhip

and 1dolatrous Ceremonies to the Ritual of the true Gob. ‘Their
bias
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bias to the idolatrics of Egvpt was inveterate cuftom; their incli-
naticn for the 1dolatries of Cuanaan was a prevailing principle that
the tutelary God of the place thould be worfhipped by its inha-
bitants ; and their motive for all other idolatries, a vain expeftation
of good from the guardian Gods of famous and happy Nations. .
Thefe were all inflamed by that common ftimulation of a
debauched People, the luxurious and unmoral rites of Paganifm ;
for it 1s to be obferved that thefe defeltions generally happened
amidft the abufes of prefperity. There 1s a remarkable pafiage in.
the Book of Jothua which fets this matter in a very clear light.
The Ifraclites having lapfed into idolatry, Jothua drew together their
Heads and Rulers at Shechem, m order to a reformation. And the
topic, he nfifts upon for this purpofe, 1s not, that the God of
Ifrael was the only true God, the Maker ot all things; but that he
was the family-God of the race of Abraham, for which he had
done fo great things. And this he profecutes from the 2d verfe
of the xxiv. chap. to the 13th. His conclufion from all is, ¢ Now
¢“ therefore fear the Liord, and _ferve bim in fincerity, and in truth, and
¢ put away the Gods which your Fathers ferved ou the other fide of
¢“ the flood and m Egypt *.”*  However (continues he) at leaft make
your choice, and either ferve the ILord, or ferve thc Gods of other
People. ¢ And the people anfwered, God forbid wwe fhould forfake the
¢““ Lord to ferve other Gods - : for we acknowledge him to be that
““ God who has done fo great things for us.”” To this Jothua
replies, ¢¢ Ye cannot ferve the Lord; for e is an bily God: be is a
““ jealous God, Le will not forgive your tranfgreffions, nor vou
“ fins 1. From all this, it appears, that the point debated between
Jothua and his People, was not whether the Ifraclites thould return
to God, whom they had rejeéted and forfaken ; but whether they
fhould ferve him onNLy, or, as Jothua cxprefles it, ferwe fiin in
Sfincerity and in truth. For on their exclaiming againft the impiety
of rqgeting God,—«¢ God jorlil, <c flould forfaie the Lord; we
““ will {hll ferve him;” meaning along with the other Gods,-—

¥ Ver, 1d. t Vero a6, 1y, - 2 Ve 19,
the:r
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their Leadcr replies, Ye cannot ferve the Lord, for b: is an HOLY
God: Fe /s a jraLous God. i.e. As a holy God, he will not be

{fcrved with the lewd and polluted Rites of the Nations; and as a

gealous God, he will not {uffer you to ferve'ldols of wood and ftone

with his Rites. ‘T'he confequence is, You muft ferve him alone,

and only with that worthip which he himfelf hath appointed.

T'hat this was the whole of their Idolatry, 15 farther feen from
the accounts which the holy Prophets give us of 1t, 1n their reproofs
and expoftulations.

Isarau fays, Zo whar purpofe is ‘the multitude of ywur Sucrifces
unto me, faith the Lord: I am full of 1"e Burnt-offerings of Rums,
and the Far of fed Beafls, &c.®. ‘To whom are thefe words
addrefied ? To thofe who, befides their ‘numerous Immoralities,
there reckoned up at large, deliglited 1n 1dolatrous worfhip in Groves
and bigh Places. For the Denunciaticn 1s thus continued : They

Shall be afkamed of the CAKs which ve have c:"qﬁf‘ed, and ye fhall ée
confounded for the GARDENS that ye bave cholen . He defcribes
them again in this manner: A4 People that proveketh me to Anger
continually TO MY FACE, that facrificetb in Gardens, and burneth
Incenfe upon Altars of Brickt. Yet, at the fame time, thefe men
oloried fo much m bemng the peculiar People of the Lord, that they
iaxd, Srand by thyfelf, come not near to me, for I am bolier than
thou §.

JErEMIAH draws them in the very fame colours: Though they
Say, The Lord liveth, furcly they fiwear falfly||, 1. e. vainly, idola-
troufly. Why? The Reafon 1s given foon after; they {wore
Iikewife by their idols: Hoew fball I pardon thee for this? thy Chil-
dren bave forfaken me, and swoRN BY THEM THAT ARE No GoDs 4,
Again, Wil ve fical, murder, and commit adultery, and swrawr
FALSLY and BURN INCENSE UNTo BAAL, and walk after cther Gods
toat ye know not (1. e. ftrange Gods]; and comie and STAND BEFORE

% Chapi. ver, 1. # Ver. 29. 1 Chap. Ixv. ver, 3.
§ Ver. s, l Chap, v, ver. 2. q Ver. v,
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ME IN THIs HOUSE, which is called by my Name, and fay, Ve are
delivered to do all thefe abominations ®* 2 And n another place we
find them thus expoftulating with the Prophet,— W berefore batia the
Lord pronounced all this Evi! againft us 2 or wwhbat is our Iniquity, or
what 1s our Sin that awe bave committed againfl the Lord our GobD +.?
and the Prophet anfwering them 1n this manuer,— bdecaufe your
Fathers have forfaken me, [aith the Lord, and awalked after other
Gods, and bave ferved them, and lLave worflipfed tiem, and bave
forfaken me, and bave not kept my Law : And ye have done worfe thaxn
your Fathers?. Butis it poflible they could be {fo exceeding ftupid.

l_l
or impudent as to talk at this rate, had they ever renounced the

RerLicioN, or the Gop of their Forefathers ¢

Ezexier, likewife, thews plainly that their idolatries confifted
in polluting the Religion of Mofes with foreign worthip: ¢ Son of'
¢¢ man, thefe men have fet up their i1dols 1n their heart, and put
¢¢ the ftumbling-block cf their iniquity before their. Face: SnaLL
¢« | B2 I1NQUIRED OF af all by then 2 ‘Therefore {pcak unto them,.
<¢ and f{ay unto them, Thus faith the Lord Gop, Every.man of the
¢« houfe of -1frael that putteth up hisidols in his heart, and putteth
¢« the ftumbling-block of iniquity before his tace, and cometh to
<¢ the Proplet, 1the J.ord will anfwer him that cometh according to
¢ the multitude of his idols §, &c.” And again:. As for you, O
boufe of Ifracl, Thus fuith the Lord God, Go ye, ferve ye every cre
bis idols, and bereafter alfo, if ye «will not hearken unto me: but
POLLUTE YE MY. HoLy NAME NO MORE with your gifts and wité
your tdols ||, 1..e. with gifts offcred up to me with idolatrous Ritee.
In another place he giveth a terrible inftance of this hornd mix-
ture: ¢ They have committed adultery, and blood 1s 1 their hands,
¢¢ and with their idols have they committed adultery, and have
¢¢ alfo caufed their fons, whom they bare unto me, to pais for them
¢¢ through the fire to devour them. Norcover this they have done
‘“ unto me : THEY HAVE DPEFITED MY SANCIUARY IN TIHE SAMFE

#* Chap. vii. ver. 9, ro, 1 Chap. xvi. ver. 10. HEEA U O § PO & N

§. Chap xiv. ver. 3, 4. I Chap. xx. ver 36,
‘“ DAY,
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¢ pAY, and have profaned my Sabbaths. For when they had flain
¢« their Children to their 1dols, then 1 n1EY CAME THE SAME DAY
¢ INTO MY SANCTUARY to profane it; and lo, thus have they-done
«¢'in the midit of mine houfe *.”” Thefe, and mnumerable other
paflages 1n the Prophets to the fame purpofe, evidently fthew, that
this defe@ion from the God of lrael confifted not in a reje@ion
of Him, or of his Law,

Tnis appears fhll more cvident from the following confide-
rations :

1. That, in the courfe of their idolatries, they abufed the
raemorials of their own Difpenfation to fuperftitious Worlhip.
Such as the Brazen Serpent of Moles ;3 to which, 1n the time of
their kings, they paid divine honours 4. And I am much miftaken
if the monument of Twelve floncs, taken out of Jordan, and pitched
imn Gilgal for a mel‘nc-rinlﬁ of thetr miraculous pafihg'e T, was not
equally abufed. What induces me ‘to think {fo, i1s the following
paflage of Isaram: ¢¢ Draw near hither, ye fons of the forcerefs,
s« the feed of the adulterer and the whore. Againft whom do yo.
¢¢ {port yourfelves ?—enflaming yourfelves with idols under every
¢ oreen tree, flaying the children in the valleys under the clifts of
¢« the rocks? AMONG THE SMOOTH STONES OF THE STREAM IS
¢« THY PORTION ; they, they are thy lot: EVEN To THEM HAsT
¢¢ 'THOU POURED A DRINK-OFFERING, thou haft offered a meat-
«¢ offcring. Should I receive comfort in thefe-§ 1

2. The Ifraelites were moft prone to idolatry in PROSPEROUS
rIMEs; and generally returned to the God of their fathers 1n
ADVERSITY, as appears from their whole hiftory. Agamft this
impotence of mind they were more than once cautioned, before
they entered into the Land of Bleflings, that they might afterwards
be left without excufe. ¢¢ And it fhall be (fays Mofes) when the
‘¢ Lord thy Gop fhall have brought thee into the land which
¢ he {ware unto thy fathers, to Abraham, to Ifaac, and to
¥ Chap. xxiil. ver. 37—39. + 2 Kings xviii. 4.

: Jofh,iv. 3, 20, 21, 22, § Ifaiah lvii. 3. et fcq.

¢ Jacob,
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¢¢ Jacob, to give thee great and goodly cities which thou buildedft
¢ pot, and houfes full of all good things which thou filledft not,
¢¢ and wells digged which thou diggedft not, vine-yards and olive-
¢« trees which thou plantedft not, when thou fhalt have eaten and
¢¢ be full ; then beware left thou forget the Lord which brought
¢¢ thee forth out of the Land of Egypt from the houfe of bondaze.
¢¢ Thou fhalt fear the Lord thy Gop and {erve him, and fhalt {xvear
¢¢ by his name. Ye fhall not go after other (Gods, of the Gods of
¢¢ the people which are round about you*.” However Mofcs him-
{felf lived to fee an example of this perverfity, while they remained
in the Wildernefs : But Fefburun (lays he) waxed fat, and kicked:
Thou art waxed fat, thou art grown thick, thou art covered with
Jatnefs 3 then be forfook God which made bim, and lightly effecmed 1he
Rock of bis Salvation +. And the Prophet Hosea aflures us, that
the Day of profperity was the conftant feafon of their idolatry :
Ifrael is an empty vine, be bringeth forth fruit unto bimfelf: Accorb-
ING TO THE MULTITUDE OF HIS FRUIT, HE HATH INCREASED
THE ALTARS; ACCORDING TO THE GOODNESS OF HIS LAND THEY
HAVE MADE GOODLY IMAGESJ. And again: According to their
pafture fo were they filled; THEY WERE FILLED, AND THEIR HEART
WAS EXALTED: therefore have they forgotten me §. 'This, therc-
fore, 18 a clear proof that their defe&ion from the God of Ifrac!
was not any doubt of his goodnefs or his power, but a wanton
abufe of his bleflings. Had they queftioned the truth of the Law,
their behaviour had been naturally otherwife: tliey would have
adhered to it in times of profperity ; and would have left it in adver-
fity and trouble. ‘This the Deifts would do well to confider.

3- Theterms, in which God’s warnings againft this defeion are
exprefled, plainly fthew that their lapfe into Idolatry was no rcjetion
of him : he will have no rFELLowsHIP oF coMMu~TON with falfe
Gods. The names employed to defign their idoltrics are ABULTERY
and WHOREDoM. And God's refentment of their defction is

* Deut. vi. 10. et{eq. and chap. viii. ver. 11. et feq,

4+ Deut. xxxii, 13, I Chap. x. ver. 1. y Chap. xiii, ver. 6.

Vou. 111. H perpetually
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perpetually exprefled by the fame metaphor: which fhews that his
right over them was ftill acknowledged, juft as an adulterous wife
owns the hufband’s right, amidft all her pollutions with firangers.
Where we may obferve, that though their idolatry 1s {o conftantly
ityled abvLTERY, yet that of the Pagans never is; though it1s
very often called wHorEDOM. The reafon of this diftinction 1s
plainly intimated in the following words of Ezekiel : ¢¢ How weak
«¢ is thine heart, faith the I.ord God, feeing thou doft all thefe
¢ things, the work of an imperious whorith woman ? In that thou
¢ buildeft thine eminent place in the head of every way, and makeft
¢ thine high place in every f{treet, and haft NoT BEEN As ANHAR-
<« Lot (in that tliou {corneft hire), but As A wirg that committeth
<« ADULTERY, which taketh ftrangers inftead of her hufband *.”
The Jews had entered into a covenant with God, which had made
them his Peculiar : and when they had violated their plighted faith,
they {tood in that relation to him which an ArvLTREss does to her
injured hufband. The Gentiles, on the contrary, had entered mnto
no exclufive engagements with their Gods, but the pralltice of :nter-
community had proftituted them, as a common HARLoT, to all
comers.

Thus much, however, muft be confefled, that though the very
worft of their idolatry counfifted only in mixing foreign Worfhip with
their own; yet, in their mad attention to thofe abominable things,
God’s Worthip was often fo extremely negle&ed, that He fays, by
the Prophet, They bave forfaken me, the fountain of living awaters,
juft as the Saint-worthippers in the Church of Rome forfake God,
when in their private devotions the Vulgar think only of their
tutelary Saints.

The feveral principal parts, therefore, of the Ifraelhitith idolatry
were thefe,

1. Worthipping the true Gop under an image, {uch as the go/der
Calves, 1 Kings xii. 28.

* Chap. xvi. ver. 30, 31, 32,

2- WOI’-
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2. Worthipping him in Places forbidden, as in Groves, 2 Kings

xviil. 22. If. xxxvL 7.

3. And by i1dolatrous Rites, {uch as cuzting themfelves with kurves,
Jer. xh. 5. |

4. By profaning the houfe of Gop with 1dolatrous images, Jer.
XXXil. 34.

s. By worthipping the frue Gop and Idils togetler.

6. And laftly, by worfhipping do/s alone, Jer. 1. 13.  Yet bewhat
follows, ver. 35, 1t appears, that even this was not a total apoflacy
from God.

If the Reader would know what ufc I intend to make of this ac-
count of the Jewifh idolatry, to the main Queftion of my Work, I
muft crave his patience till we come to the laft Volume. If he
would know what other ufe may be made of 1t, he may confider what
hath been {aid above ; and be farther pleafed to obferve, that it ob-
viates the objeftion of a fort of men equally unikilled in facred and
profane Antiquity (of whom more by and by), who, from this
circumftance of the perpctual defection of the Jews into idolatry,
would conclude that the Difpenfation of Gobp to them could never
have been fo illuftrious as their hiftory hath reprefented it. The
ftrength of which objc&ion refts on thefe two fuppofitions, that their
idolatry confifted in renouncing the Law of Mofes: And renouncing
it as diflatisfied of its truth. Both which fuppofitions we have thewn
to be falfe : the negle& of the law, during their moft idolatrous
practice, being no other than their preferring impure novel Rites
(which moft ftrongly engage the attention of a fuperftitious people)
to old ones, whofe fan&tity has no carnal allurements. As to its ori-
ginal from Gob, they never entertained the leaft doubr concernin o
it 3 or that the Gonbp of Ifrael was the Creator of the Univerfe : They
had been better inftru&ted.—Thus fasth the Lord, the 110..Y ONE OF
IsrAaeL and mI1s MAKER *.—As much as to fay, the tutelaryv God
of I{racl is the Creator of thic Univerfe : Indeed, in the period juft
preceding their Captivity, when the extraordinary providence was

* Ifaiah xlv, 11,

H 2 gradually
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gradually withdrawing from them (a matter to be confidered here-
after more at large), they began to entertain {ufpicions of Gobp’s
farther regard to them, as Ais chofen people. But that nothing of
this ever contributed to their idolatry 1s plain from what we have
fhewn above, of its being a wanton defe€tion in the midft of peace,
profperity, and abundance (the confefled effets of the extraordinary
providence of the God of Ifrael), and of their conftantly returning to
him in times of difficulty and diftrefs.

It is true, that this ftate of the cafe, which removes the infidel
objeftion, at the fame time difcovers a moft enormous perverfity 1n
that People 5 who, although convinced of the truth of a Religion
forbidding all sutercommunity, was for ever running aftray after foreign
Worthip. However, would we but tran{port ourfelves into thefe
times, and remember what hath been {aid of that great principle of
INTERCOMMUNITY OF WoORsHIP ; and how early and deeply the
Jews had 1mbibed all the effential fuperfiitions of Paganiim ; we
fhould not only abate of our wonder, but {ee good caufe to make
large allowances to this unhappy People.

But there 1s another circumftance in this affair too remarkable to
be paifed by in filence. As fond as the Jews were of borrowing
therr Neighbours’ Gods, we do not find, by any hints in ancient
Inftory, either profane or facred, that thzir Neighbours were difpofed
to borrow theirs. Nay, we are aflured, by Holy Wrnit, that they
did not. Gop, by the Prophet Ezekiel, addrefling himfelf to the
Jews, 1peaks on this wife :— And the contrary is in thee from other
wWomen in 19) WHOREDOMS, WHEREAS NONE FOLLOWETH THEE -TO
COMMIT WHOREDOMs : and in that thou giveff a reward, and no re-
ward 15 given to thee s thercfore thou art contrary *. 1 have fthewn,
ciltewhere, that, by this, is meant, that no Gentile nation borrowed
the Jewifh Rites of Worfhip, to join them to their own. For as
to Profclytes, or particular men converted to the fervice of the true
God, we find a prodigious number in the Days of David and Solo-
mon +. S0 again, 1n the Prophet Jeremiah, HATH A NATION

Chap. xvi, ver. 34. + 2 Chron, 1, 17.
CHANGED
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CHANGED THEIR Gobps, wHICH ARE YET No Gobs? But my
people have changed their glory for 1bat which doth mnot profit * 5 1. e.
Hath any of the nations brought 1n the God of Ifrael into the num-
ber of their falfe Gods, as the Ifraclites have brought in theirs to
ftand in fellowfhip with the zrze? For that the Nations frequently
changed their tutelary Gods, or one 1dol for another, 1s too noto-

rious to need any proof.
This then is remarkable. The two principal reafons of the con-

trariety, 1 {fuppole, werc thefe :

1. It was a thing well known to all the neighbouring Nations,
that the God of Ifracl had an abhorrence of all cormmmunity or alliance
with the Gods of the Gentiles. This unfociable temper would deter -
thofe people (who all held him as a tutelary Deity of great power)
from ever bringing him into the fellowfhip of their country Gods. .
For, after fuch declarations, they could not fuppofe his company
would prove very propitious. And 1 truth, they had a fingle 1n-
{tance of his ill neighbourhood, much to their coft; which brings
me to the {econd reafon.

2. The devaftation he brought upon the Philiftines, while the aArk
refted In their quarters. For they having taken it from the lHraclites
in battle, carried it, as another Paliadium 4, to Athdod, and placcd
it in the temple of their God Dagon ;3 who pafled two fo bad nights
with his new Gueit, that on the fecond morning he was tound parcd
away to his /by flump T : And this difafter was followed with a de-
{folating peftilence. T'he pcople of Afhdod, who hitherto had in-
tended to keep the Ark as onc of their Idol-protetors, now declare.
it _fhould not abide with them, [for that the hand of the Gon or IsrRALT
was fore upon them, and upor Dagon their God§. They fent it
therefore to Gath, another of their cities ; and thefe having carned
1t about 1n a religious proceflion, it made the fame havock amongft
them||. It was then removed a third time, with an intent to fend
it to Ekron ; but the men of that city, terrificd with the two pre-

# Chap. 1i. ver. 11, + Sz note [F], at the end of this Book.
1 1 Sam.v. 4, 3. § Ver. -, " \er. g,

By
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ccding calamities, refufed to receive it, faying they had brought the
Ark of the God of lfrael, to [lay them and their people ™, At length
the Philiftines by {fad experience were brought to underftand, that it
was the beft courfe to fend 1t back to its owners: which they did
with great honour ; with gifts and trefpafs-offerings, to appeafe the
offended Divinity #. And from this time we hear no more of any
attempts amongf{t the Genule Nations to jomn the Jewith Worthip to
their own. They coufidered the God of Ifrael as a tutelary Deity,
abfolutely vxsocrasLe; who would have nothing to do with any
but his own People, or with {uch Particulars as would worfhip him
alone ; and therefore, i this refpelt, different from all other tutelary
Gods 3 each of which was willing to live in community with all the
reft. This, the hiftorian Jolephus underftood to be their fentiment,
when he makes the Midiamitith women addrefs the young men of
Ifrael in the following manner: Nor ought you to be blamed for
honouring thofe Gods whi b belong to the Country where you fojourn t.
Befides, our Gods are COMMON TO ALL THE NATIONS, Yours {0 NONE
OF THEM §. _

And-thus the milder refted, t1ll occafion requiring that God thould
vindicate his property in that Country which he had chofen for his
peculiar refidence, as a tutelary Deity. He then drove the Pagan
inhabitants of Samaria 1nto his worthip, juft as he-had driven the
Philifties from 1t : and, 1n both cafes, hath afforded to his fervants
the moft illuftrious proofs of divine wifdom, in his manner of con-
duéting this wonderful Oeconomy to its completion.

But from this circumf{tance of the inability of the Law to prevent
the Ifraelites from falling thus frequently into idolatry, a noble
Woriter || has thought fit to ground a charge of impofture againft

¥ 3§ Sam. ver. 10, + Chap. vi. ver. 3.

¥ See what hath been faid above concerning this imaginary obligation,

§ Miudailo & =d;, sl o%g sis %y a@ix3 zus Id¥g avyi; O wedlaémache X, TAUTCL. TWy iy
ﬁ_uﬂfewr XOSYWY GVIwy mea.; Jrra:ﬂag, ™ & 5;4515?8 'rr.r'ge; pﬂgﬁu TOISTH Tbrxc;ruﬂ@“. Antiq. ]ud. l. 1v.
c. 6. Sect. 8.

E lcrd Bolinghroke.
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the Lawgiver. It would therefore look like prevarication to let fo
fair an opportunity pafs by without vindicating the Truth from
his mifrepreientations ; efpecially w hen the nature and caufes of that
idolatry, as here explained, tend fo direétly to expofe all his pom-
pous fophiftry.
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¢ One of the moift conceivable perfeétions of a law is (fays his
Lordfhip), that it be made with fuch a forefight of all poffible

accidents, and with fuch provifions for the due execution of it in

all cafes, that the law may be effetual to govern and diret thefc

accidents, inftead of lying at the mercy of them. Such alaw
would produce its effe&, by a certain moral neceflity refulting
from itfelf, and not by the help of any particular conjuncture.
We are able to form fome general notions of laws thus perfett ;
but to make them, 1s above humanity. To apply thefe re-
fle€tions to the .aw of Mofes—We cannot read the Bible without
being convinced, that no law ever operated {o weak and uncertain
an effect as the Law of Mofes did. Far from prevailing againft
accidents and conjunctures, the leaft was {ufhicient to mterrupt
the courfe and to defeat the defigns of it; to make that people
not only neglect the Law, but ccafe to acknowledge the I.egifla-
tor. To prevent this, was the firft of thefe dcfigns ; and if the
{feco.d was, as it was, no doubt, and as it is the defign or pre-
tence of all laws, to fecurc the happiefs of the pcople, TiIts
DESIGN WAS DEFEATED AS FULLY AS THE OTHER 3 for the
wholec hiftory of this people 1s one continued {feries of infrations
of the Law, and of national calamities. So that. this law, con-
fidered as the particular law of this nation, has proved more 1n-
effe€tual than any other law perhaps that can be quoted. If this
be afcribed to the hardnefs of heart and obftinacy of the people, 1n
order to fave the honour of the L.aw, this honour will be Jittle
faved, and 1ts divimity ill maintained. This excufe may be ad-
mitted in the cafe of any human law ; but we ipeak here of a law
{uppofecd to be di&tated by divine Wifdom, whicn ought, . and
which would have been able, 1f 1t had been fuch, to keep, m a

¢ {tatc
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¢¢ ftate of {fubmiffion to it, and of national profperity, even a people
¢¢ rebellious and obftinate enough to break throagh any other., If
<« it be faid the Law became ineffe€tual by the fault of thofe who
¢ governed the people, their Judges and their Kings, let it be re-
<« mcmbered that their Judges and their Kings were of Gobp’s ap-
<« pointment, for the moft part at leaft ; that he himfelf is faid ro
¢“ have been their King during feveral ages; that his prefence re-
¢« mamed amongft them, even after they had depofed him ; and
¢« that the High Pricft confulted him, on any emergency, by the
¢ Urim and Thummum. Occafional miracles were wrought to
<¢ 1nforce the Law ; but this was a ftanding miracle, that might ferve
<¢ both to explain and inforce it, by the wifdom and authority of the
¢ Legiflator, as often as immediate recourfe to him was neceflary.
<¢ Can it be denied that the moft imperfe&t {yftem of human laws
«“ would have been rendered effetual by {fuch means as thefe *

I. The fum of his Lordfhip’s reafoning amounts to this, ¢ that
~ the Jewith Law being ordained for a certain end, it betrays its im-
pofture by never being able to attain that end. For, firft, if mfinize
Wifdom framed the Law, 1t muft be moft perfe&t ; and it 1s effential
to the perfeltion of a mean, for a Law 1s nothing but a mean, that
it attain 1ts end. Secondly, if /nfinite Power adminiftered it, that
Power muft have rendered even the moft imperfect {yftem effectual
to its purpofe.”

Thus, we {ee, his argument, when reduced to order, divides it-
{elf into thefe two branches ; Confiderations drawn, firft, from the
. Wifdom, and, then, from the Power of the Deity, to difcredit his
workmanfthip. |

1. We will take him at his beft, with the improvement of order ;
and firft examine his conclufions from the circumitance of zufinite
Wildom’s framing the Law.

Let us admit then for a moment, that his reprefentation of the
end of the Law 1s exalt; and that his aflertion of its never gaining
its end, 1s true: I anfwer, that this objeftion to the divine original

* Lord Bolingbroke’s Works, vol.iil. p. 292, 293, 294. Quarto Edition,
of
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of the JEwisn Law holds equally againft the divine original of that
Law of Nature, called the MoraL LLaw. Now his Lordfthip pre-
tends to believe that the Mora/ Law came from Gobp : nay, that He
was fo entirely the Author and Creator of 1t, that if he had {o pleafed,
he might have made it eflentially different from what it is. But yet
the experience of all ages hath fhewn, that this Law prevailed ftill
lefs againft accidents and comjunéiures than the Mofaic. For if the
Jews were always tranfgrefling their Law till the Captivity, yet af-
ter that difafter they as fcrupuloufly adhered to it; and 1 that
attachment have continued ever {ince : whereas, from the day the
MoraL Law was firt given to mankind, to this prefent hour, 74e
leaft accident was f[ufficient to interrupt the courfe, and to defeat the
defigns of it. How happened it, therefore, that this acknowledged
Law of Gob did not govern and direc? accidents, inflead of lying at
the mercy of them 2 Was 1t lefs perfect 1n 1ts kind than the Mofaic ?
Who will pretend to fay That, who belicves the Moral L.aw came
diretly from Gop, and was delivered intimately to Man, for the
fervice of the whole Species; while the Jewifh Law came lefs di-
retly from him, as being conveyed through the miniftry of Mofes,
for the fole ufe of the Jewith People ?

‘To thefe queftions his Lordthip would be ready to anfwer, ¢ ‘That
it 1s neceflary for the fubjets of a moral law to be endowed with
free Will : That free Will may be abufed ; and that fuch abufes
may render the moft perfeét {yftem of Laws ineffe@tual.”” But this
anfwer turns upon his Lordthip, when applied to the defence of the
Mofaic LLaw ; and turns with redoubled force.

We fee then how much he was miftaken in concluding, that, be-
caufe perfeition in its kind is one of the eflential qualities of a divine
Law, therefore fuch a law muft of zeceffity produce its effet. His
beft reafon for this fancy is, that be is able to form fome general notions
of Laws thus perfec?. Which is no more than telling us (notwith-
ftanding his parade of infinuated ability), that he is able to conceive
how the Will may be controlled, and how Man may be transformed

- VoL. III. I into
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into 2 Machine. It is true, he owns, that this ra&, viz. 70 make
laws thus perfect, is above bumanity. It 1s {o; and let me add, as
much &elow the Divinity ; whofe glory it is to draw his reafonable
creatures with the cords of @ man. A Law then, which produces its
effets by a certain neceffity, muft do it by a neceflity which is pby-
fical, and not moral; it being the quality of phyfical, not of moral
neceffity, that its effe€ts cannot poffibly be defeated.

Thus, we fee, all there is of truth in his Lordfhip’s aflertion, of
its being ¢ffential to the perfection of a mean that it attain its end,
amounts only to this, A capacity in fuch a mean to attain its end,
naturally and of itfelf. And this, we {ay, was the condition of the
Mofaic Law ; whatever might be the a&ual fuccefs.

The qualities of a Law capable of producing its efte&t, are to be
fought for a prier:, as the Schools {peak, and not @ poflerior:: And
if here we Gnd intrinfic marks of excellence in the particular Laws ;
of confummate wifdom in the general Frame and Conftitution of .
them ; and can likewife difcover thofe accidents, which, at {fome
periods of the Difpenfation, hindered the effef?; we have done all
that human reafon can require, to vindicate this divine Law, ‘from
his Lordthip’s imputations of uxrpofture.

To treat this matter as it deferves, would require a volume, theugh
not {o large as his Lord(hip’s. But a few words will {fuffice to give
the reader a general 1dea of the truth. And a general 1dea will be
fufficient to thew the futility of the objetion.

‘The admirable provifion made by the Jewifh Law for preventing
idolatry, may be feen in the following inftances.

1. That each {pecific Rite had a natural tendency to oppofe, or to
elude, the {trong propenfity to idolatrous Worfhip, by turning cer-
tain Pagan obfervances, with which the People were befotted, upon
a proper obje¢t.—Hence that coNForMITY between Jewith and Pa-
gan Ceremonies, which fo vainly alarms, and fo vainly flatters, both
the friends and enemies of Revelation.

2. ‘That by their multiplicity, and the frequent returns of their
celebration, they kept the People conftantly bufied and employed ;

{o
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fo as to afford fmall time or leifure for the running into the forbidden
{uperflitions of Paganiim.

3. That the immediate benefits which followed the pun&ual ob-
fervance of the Law had a natural tendency to keep them attached
to it.

4. But laftly, and above all, that the admirable coincidency be-
tween the Inflitute of Law, and the Adminifiration of Government
(whereby the Magiftrate was enabled to punith idolatry with death,
without violating the rights of mankind), went as far towards the
atnal prevention of idolatrous Wortfhip, as, according to human
conceptions, Civi L.Aw, whether of human or divine original,
could poflibly go. And refting the matter here, I {upgofe, onc
might fafely defy his Lordfhip, with all his legiflative talents, and
his vain boaft of them, ro form any general notions of a law more
perfeét.

But this reafoning on the natural efficacy of the Mofaic Law, by
its innate virtue, to prevent and to reftrain Idolatry, which it did
not at all times, in fa&, prevent and reftrain, will be further fup-
ported by this confideration : That the circumftance which, from
time to time, occafioned a defe&tion from the Law, was neither an
indifpofition to its eftablithment ; nor any incoherence in its general
Frame and Conftitution ; nor averfion to any particular part, nor
yet a debility or weaknefs in its San&ions. ‘The fole caufe of the
defe&ion was an inveterate prejudice, exterior and foreign to the
L.aw. The Ifraelites, in their houfe of bondage, had been brought
up in the principles of LOCAL AND TUTELARY DEITIES and INTER-
COMMUNITY OF WORSHIP ; principles often referred to, on various
occafions, in the courfe of this work, for the illuftration of the moft
mmportant truths. In thefe Principles, they faw the whole race
of mankind agree: and, from the Pra&ice of them, in the worthip
of tutelar Deities, they thought they faw a world of good ready to
arife. But not only the hope of good, but the fear of evil drew
them ftill more ftrongly into this road of folly. Their Fgyptian
cducation had early imprefied that bugbear-notion of a fet of /oca/

I 2 Deities,
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Deities, who expeted their dues of all who came to inhabit the
country which they had honoured with their protetion * ; and fe-
verely refented the neglet of payment on all new comers. This
will eafily account for the frequent defetions of the Hraelites 1n the
divided fervice of the Gods of Canaan.—But 1t 1s difficult for men
fixed down to the impreflions of modern manners, to let themf{elves
into diftant times; or to feel the force of motives whofe operations
they have never experienced : Therefore, to convince fuch men
that the early Jewifh defeCtions were not owing to any want of force
or virtue in the Law, but to the exterior violence of an univerfal
prejudice, it may be proper to obferve, that, from the Babylonian
Captivity-to this very time, the Jews have been as averfe to Idolatry
under every form and fathion of it, as before they were propenfe
unto it. If it be afked, what it was that occafioned {fo mighty a
change ! I anfwer, It was 1n part, the {feverity of that punithment
which they had felt; and in part, the abatement of that foolifth
prejudice which they had favoured, of INTERCOMMUNITY OF WOR-
sH1P : This, though ftillas general as ever in the Pagan world, had
yet loft greatly of its force amongft the Jews, fince they became
acquainted with the principles of Gentile Philofophy ; the founder
parts of which being found conformable to the reafonable do&trines
of their Religion, were applied by them to the ufe of explaining
the Law. An ufe which this Philofophy was never put to in the
place of its birth, on account of the abfurdities of Pagan worthip ;
for this kept the principles of Philofophy and the pratices of Reli-
gion at too great a diftance to have any influence on one another.
Such was the advantage the followers of the Jewifh Law reaped from
the Greek Philofophy ; an advantage psculiar to them; amnd which
made fome amends for the many f{uperftitions of another kind,
which the mixing Philofophy with Religion introduced into the
praltice of the Law: {uperftitions which depraved, and at length

* See what has been faid on this matter juft above, in the cafe of the Curtheanrs, in-
Labiting Samaria,

totally
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totally deftroyed the noble fimplicity of its nature and genius.—But
I.anticipate a {ubje& for which 1 fhall find a much fitter place.

At length then we fee, that the Law of Mofes was, indeed, fuch
a one as his Lordfhip would require in a LAW OF DIVINE ORIGINAL,
namely, that 7t produced its effec?, 1f not by a phyfical neceflity
which bears down all obftrution before i1t, yet by a mora/, which
conftantly kept operating when no foreign impediment ftood in the
way ! So falfe is his Lordfhip’s aflertions, that tbe wHoLE biffory of
this people is one comtinued ferses of infrallions of the Law. If, by
the whole, he means (as his argument requires he thould mean) the
whole both of their facred and merely civil hiftory; and, by one
continued feries of infraclions of the Law, their lapfes into Idolatry ;
it is the groflfeft mifreprefentation: the far greater part of their
duration as a diftin& People was free from 1dolatry ; and an authentic
account of this freedom 1s recorded in their Annals. Butif by
their whole hiflory, he means (as his caufe might neceffitate him to
mean) only the {acred books ; and, by zbherr infraéiion of the Law,
only tranfgreffions in lefler matters, 1t 1s 1llufory and impertinent.

2. We have {een the force of his Lordfhip’s conclufion from the
circumitance— of infinite Wifdom’s framing the Law: We come
next to the other circumftance, from which he deduceth the fame
conclufion, namely infinize Power’s adminiflering the Law.

‘¢ Let 1t be remembered ({fays his Lordthip) that Gop himfelf is
‘“ {faid to have been their King during feveral ages; that his prefence
‘¢ remained amongft them, even after they had depofed him; and
‘“ that the High Prieft confulted him, on any emergency, by the
““ Unm and Thummim.. OCCASIONAL MIRACLES were wrought
‘“ to inforce the Law ; but this was a ftanding miracle that might
‘¢ {ferve both to explain and inforce it, by the wif{dom and authority
‘“ of the Legiflator, as often as immediate recourfe to him was
¢ neceflary. Can it be denied that the moft imperfeét [vflem of buman
““ Laws would have been rendered effectual by fuch means as thefe 27

This bad reafoning feems to be urged with much good faith, .

contrary to his Lordfhip’s ufual cuftom ; and arifes from his igno-
rance,
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rance of a Theocratic adminiftration, as the nature of the admi-
niftration may be colleCted from the common principles of the Law
of Nature and Nations.

Lect us confider the affair difpafiionately. God, in giving laws to
his chofen people, was pleafed, more bumano, to aflume the title of
King, and to adminifter their civil affairs by a Theocratic mode of
Government. Every {tep in this eftablithment evinces, that it was
his purpofe to interfere no otherwife than in conformity to that
political affumption. He piuceeded on the moft equitable grounds
of civil Government: he became their King by free choice. It
muit needs thercfore be his purpofe to confine himfelf to {fuch
powers of legiflation, as human Governors are able to exert ; though
he extended the powers of adminifiration far beyond the limits of
humanity. His Lordfhip’s ignorance of {o reafonable a diftintion
occafioned all this pompous Fallacy. He found in the Mofaic
Difpenfation occasioNAL MIRACLEs pretended: and he imagined
that, confiftently with this pretence, Miracles ought to operate
throughout, rather than that the end of the Law fthould be defeated.
But, I prefume, Gop could not, conformably to his purpofe of
ereting a THEocrAcy, and admniftering 1t MORE HUMANO,
exert miraculous powers in Jegzflating, though he very well might,
and actually did exert them, In governing : becaufe, 1n legiflation,
a miracle, that 1s, a fupernatural force added to the Laws, to make
them conftantly obeyed, could not be employed without putting a
force upon the Will; by which God’s L.aws would indeed produce
their effect, but it would be by the deftruction of the fubject of them.
The cafe was different in adminiftering the Laws made : here God
was to a&t muraculoufly ; often out of wife choice, to manifeft the
nature of the Government, and the reality of his rega/ charalter;
fometimes out of neceflity, for the carrying on of that Govern-
ment on the San&ions by which it was to be difpenfed : and all
this he might do without the leaft forcc upon the Will.

This is {ufficient to expofe the futility of his Lordfhip’s conclu-
fion from the circumftance of /nfinite Power’s adminifiring the Law ;

it
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it. being eflential to the Law, that mfmte Power cdmimfiring it,
fhould reftrain itfelf within fuch bounds as left the Will perfetly
free. But infinite Power, reftrained within fuch bounds, might
fometimes meet with unf{urmountable obftrutions in the courfe of
its dire€tion, under a Theocracy adminiftered more bumano.

II. We have feen how weak his Lordfhip’s reafoning is in itfelf:
et us now fee how much weaker he makes 1t by ill management ;.
till at length it comes out a good argument againft his own
objection.

‘¢ The Law of Mofes (fays his Lordfhip) was {o far from pre-
¢¢ vailing over accidents and conjuntures, that the leaft was fuffi-
¢¢ cient to interrupt the courfe and 'defeat the defign of it, to make
¢¢ that people not only neglect the L.aw, BuT cEASE To ackNow-
““ LepGE THE LEGisLATOR. Lo prevent this, was the firf? of thefe
“ defigns: and if the Jfecond was (as i1t was, no doubt) and as it is
‘“ the defign or pretence of all Laws, to fecure the happine(s of
¢¢ the people, THIS DESIGN WAS DEFEATED AS FULLY AS THE
‘“ oTHER: for the whole hiftory of this pcople 1s one continued
¢ {eries of INFRACTIONS OF THE I.AwW, AND OF NATIONAL
‘¢« CALAMITIES.”

To pafs by that vulgar miftake (which has becn f{ufficiently
expofed above) that the Jews ever ceafed 1o acknowledge their Le-
giflator 5 let me obferve it to his Lordthip’s credit, that he appears
to have underftood {o much at leaft of the Mofaic Inftitution, asto
{ee that the fir/l end of it was peculiar to itfelf; and that that
which 1s common to all civil Communities was but the fecond end
of This.

But 15 it not ftrange, when he faw {o far into the naturc of the
Jewith Conftitution, that he fhould not fee that this fecond end was
entirely dependent on what he himfelf makes the principal ;
namely, to preferve the Ifraelitcs from idolatry; but fhould argue:
againft the divinity of the Law, as it thefc ends were independant
one of another; and that one might be obtained without the other ?

For,
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‘For, to aggravate the imbecillity of the Law, he informs us in the
paflage laft quoted, ¢¢ that it was not only unable to gain its firft
end, butits fecond likewife: that the one de cfign was defeated as fully
“as the other 5 that the people were not only idolaters in fpiritual
matters, but poor, miferable, and.calamitous in their civil inte-
refts.”  Strange! that he could not fee, or would not acknowledge,
that the 'Law denounces their happinefs and mifery as citizens, in
‘exalt proportion to their adherence to, or their defetion from, that
I.aw; when he faw and confefled (wwhat their History records),
that this was their .invariable fortune. The whole biffory of this
people ({ays his Lordthip) 75 one continued feries of infraétions of the
Law, and of national calamities. Now if the whole frame of the
Mofaic Law was {fo compofed, as to do that by pofizive inftitute which
the Moral Law does by mnatural/, viz. reward the obedient, and
punith the difobedient (and it cert:inly was {o compofed, if a
continued feries of infractions was followed by a continued feries of
calamities ), we muft needs conclude that we have here the ftrongeft
proof of that divine Wifdom in the Conftitution, which this great
modern Law-giver pretends to {eek, but affures us he 1s not able to
find; and yet, at the fame time, brings this convincing circums-
ftance of the ¢ruzh of the LAw ;—This defign (fays he) was defeated
as fully as the other. Here his rhetoric, as ufual, got the better of
his reafoning : Not content to {ay,—zbe whole biftory of this People
15 one continued feries of infractions of the Law,—he will needs add
by way of exaggeration—AND OF NATIONAL CALAMITIES.
Which has {o perverfe an influence on the argument as to undo all
he had been labouring to bring about, by difcovering a connexion
between infraétions and calamities, which has all the marks of a
divine contrivance.

Had it been the declared defign of their Law-giver to feparate
the two ends, and to form {fuch an Oeconomy as that the People
under it might be flourithing in peace and affluence, while they
were ldolaters in Religion; or, on the other hand, true Wor-
fhippers and, at the fame time, calamitous Citizens; then to find

them
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them neither religious nor profperous, under a Law which pretended
to procure truth without temporal felicity, or to eftablith peace and
profperity in the midft of error; this indeed (without taking in the
perverfity of {fuch a Syftem) would have fully difcredited the pre-
tended original. But when, in this Law, truth and happinefs,
error and mifery, are declared to have an infeparable connexion ;
the freethinking Politician, who fhews from hiftory that this con-
nexion was conftant and invariable, 1s intrapped by the retorfion of
nature and reafon, to prove againft himfelf the Divinity of that
Inftitute he labours to difcredit.

Still further : When, on reading the hiftory of this extraordinary
People, we find (as Jofephus well exprefles it) that, n proportion to
the neglect of the Law, eafy things became unfurmountable, and all
their undertakings, bow juft foever, ended in uncurable calamii:s*,
we cannot but acknowledge the divine diretion in every ftage of
fuch a Difpenfation. For, to comprehend the whole of the Hif-
torian’s meaning, we muft remember, that there were {fome Laws
given purpofely to manifeft the divinity of their original : fuch as
that againft multiplying borfes 5 which, when it was tranfgrefled,
eafy things became unfurmountable ; and that which moft facilitates a
vitory, a ftrong body of Cavalry intermixed with Foot, proved
amongit the Ifraelites a certain means of their defeat. So again,
when they tranfgrefled the L.aw which commanded a// the males to
80 annually to the temple, the hiftorian tells us, zheir mef? juff under-
takings ended in incurable calamities ; and fure nothing could be more
J4f2 than to defend their borders from invaders; yet they were fure
to be moft infefted with them when they thought themfelves beft
fecured : that is, while their males were at home, when they fhould
have been worfhipping at the Temple.

III. But it is now time to come a little clofer to his T.ordfhip.
He has been all along arguing on a FALSE FAcT, which his igio-
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rance of the nature of the Jewifh Separation hindered him from
{eeng.

Heaunderftood, indeed, that this extraordinary Oeconomy had,
for its primary end, fomething very different from all other civil
Policies; and that that which was the firft (indeed the only
end), in others, was but the fecondary, end in this. Yet this
primary end he faw {o obfcurely, as not to be able to-make it out.
He {uppofed it was 1o keep the Ifraclites from idolatry ; whereas it
Was TO PRESERVE THE MEMORY OF THE ONE (GOD IN AN IDOLA-
TROUS WORLD, till the coming of Chrift: To keep the Ifraelites
Jrom idolatry, was but the mean to this end. Thus has our political
Architet ¢ miftaken the fcaffold for the pile,” as his harmonious
friend exprefles it. And the miftake is the more grofs, -as the notion
of the ultimate end’s being to Zeep the Ifraclites from idolatry, is
founded in that vain fancy of Jewifh pride, that their Fathers-were
feleted as the favorites of ' God, out of his fondnefs for: the race of
Abraham.

Under -this retified idea therefore let us confider the-truth of -his
Lordthip’s aflertion, That no Law ever operated fo weak and uncertain
an effect as the Law of Mofes did: far from prevailing againft acci-
dents and conjunéiures, the leaft was fufficient to interrupt the courfe, and
‘o defeat the defigns of it.

Now if we keep the true end of the Law in view, we fhall fee,
on the contrary, that it prevailed conftantly and uniformly, without
the leaft interruption, againft the moft violent accidents, and in the
moft unfavourable conjunéiures ; thofe I mean, which happened when
their propenfity to the pra&ice of 1dolatry, and their prejudice for
the principle of intercommunity, were at the height : for amidit all the
diforders confequent thereto, they ftill preferved the 'knowledge of
the true God, and performed. the Rites ordained by the Law. And
the very calamities which followed the .infraGtion of the Law, of
which the neighbouring Nations occafionally partook, were {ufhi-
cient to alarm thefe latter, when moft at eafe, amidfl the imagi-

nary protettion of their tutelary Gods, and to awaken them to the
awful
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awful fenfe of a BEING different, as well as fuperior to their
National Proteétors. Which fhews, that the Law f{till operated
its effect, ftrongly and conftantly ; and thll prevailed againf accidents
and conjunéiures, which it governed and direéted, inftead of lying at
the mercy of them. But as it 1s very probable that the frequent
tranfgreflions, which thofe accidents and conjunctures occafioned,
would in time have defeated the end of the Law, the tranfgreflors
were punithed by a feventy-years-captivity ; the extraordinary cir-
cumftances of which made fuch an 1mpreflion on their haughty
mafters as brought them to confefs that the God of Ifrael was the
true God; and was {o feverely felt by them, that they had an utter
averfion and abhorrence of Idolatry, or the worfhip of falfe Gods,
ever after. So that from thence to the coming of Chrift, a courfe
of many ages, they adhered, though tributary and perfecuted, and
(what has ftill greater force than Perfecution, if not thoroughly
adminiftered) defpifed and ridiculed by the two greateft Empires of
the world, the Greek and Roman; and though furrounded with
the pomp and {plendour of Pagan idolatries, recommended by the
tathion of Courts, and the plaufible glofles of Philofophers, they
adhered, 1 fay ftri¢tly, and even {uperftitioufly, to the letter of that
Law, which allowed of no other Gods befides the God of IHrael.
Now if this was not gaining its end, we muft feek for other modes
of fpeech, and other conceptions of things, when we reafon upon
Government and Laws.

Yet this was not all. For the Law not only gained its end, in
delivering down the Religion of the TrRur Gobp into the hands of
the REDEEMER OF MANKIND ;' who foon fpread it throughout the
whole Roman Empire ; but even after it had doneits deftined work,
the vigour of the Mofaic Revelation ftill working at the root, ena-
bled a bold Impoftor to extend the principle of the vnrry ftill
wider, till it had embraced the remoteft regions of the habitable
World : So that, at this day, almoft all the Natives of the vaft.
regions of higher Afia, whether Gentiles, Chriftians, or Mahome-
tans, arc the profefled worthippers of the oNE oNLyY Gobn. How

K 2 much
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much the extenfion of the principle of the Unizy has been owing
to this Caufe, under the permiffion and dire&ion of that Provi-
dence, which is ever producing good cut of ewv:il, 1s known to all
who are acquainted with the prefent ftate of the Eaftern world.

'The reafon why I afcribe fo much of this good; to the lafting
efficacy of the Mofaic Law, i1s this: Mahumet was born and
brought up an Idolater, and inhabited an idolatrous Country; fo
that had he {cen no more of true Religion than in the fuperftitious
practice of the Greek Church, at that time over-run with faint and
image-worfhip, it 1s odds but that, when he {et up for a Prophet,
he might have made Idolatry the bafis of his new Religion: But
getting acquainted with the Jews and their Scriptures, Le came to
underftand the folly of Gentilifm and the corruptions of Chriftia-
nity ; and by this means was enabled to preach up the do&rine of
the oNE Gob, in its purity and integrity. It is again remarkable,
that to guard and fecure this doétrine, which He made the funda-
mental principle of Ifhinaelitifm, he brought into his Impofture
many of thofe provifions which Mofes had put in praQice to prevent

the contagion of 1dolatry.
But the great Man with whom we have to do, is fo fecure of

his faét, namely that the Law was perpetually defeated, and never
gained its end, that he {uppofes his Adverfaries, the DiviNgs, are
ready to confefs 1t; and will only endeavour to elude his inference
by throwing the 1ll {uccefs of its operations on the bardnefs of the
People’s bearts and the impiety of their Governors*. And this
affords him frefth occafion of triumph.

I will not be pofitive that this {pecies of Divines is intirely of his
own ivention, and that this their apology for Mofes is altogether as
imaginary as their famous CONFEDERACY + againft God ; becaufe I
know by experience that there are of thefe Divines, who, in fupport
of their paffions and prejudices, are always ready (as I have amply
experienced) to admit what Scripture oppofes, and to oppofe what it

* Page 293, 4. t Vol. v. p. 305—307. 393, I
admits,
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admits, in almoft every page. But the beft Apologies of fuch men
are never worth a_defence, and indeed are rarely capable of any.

To conclude : Such as thefe here expofed, are all the reafonings
of his I.ordfhlp s bulky volumes: And no wonder; when a writer,
however able in other matters, will needs ditate 1n a Science of
which he did not poflefs fo much as the firft principles.

S E C T. II1.

AVING thus fhewn the nature of this THEOCRACY, and
the attendant circonmftances of its ereCtion ; our next enquiry
will be concerning its DURATION.

Moft writers fuppofe it to have ended with the JupGes; but
{carce any bring it lower than the capriviTYy. On the contrary,
I hold that, in {tn& truth and propriety, it. ended not ’till the
coming of CHRIST.

I. That it ended not with the Judges, appears evident for thefe
reafons :

1. Though indeed the People’s purpofe, in their clamours for a
King, was to live under a Gentile Monarchy like their 1idola-
trous neighbours (for fo it 1s reprefented by God himfelf, n
his. reproof of their impiety *); yet in compaflfion to their
blindnefs, he, in this inftance, as 1n many others, indulged
their prejudices, without expofing them to the fatal confe-
quence of their project: which, if complied with, 1n the fenfe
they formed it, had been the withdrawing of his extraordinary
protection from them, at a time when they could not {upport them-
felves without it. He therefore gave them a Kizg; but {uch an
one as was only his viceroy or Deputy ; and who, on that account,.
was not left to the People’s ele@tion, as he left his own Regality ;
but was chofen by himfclf: the only difference between God’s
appointment of the Judges and of Saul being this, that They were
chofen by wnternal impulfe ; He, by Lots, or external defignation.

2. This king had an unlunited execuzive power ; as God’s Viceroy
muft needs have.
* 1 Sam. vii. 7.

3. He
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3. He had no legiflative power: which a Viceroy could: not
poffibly have.

4. He was placed and difplaced by God at pleafure: of whlch
as Viceroy, we fee the perfet fitnefs; but as Severeign: by the
people’s choice, one cannot eafily account for; becaufe God did
not chufe to fuperfede the natural Rights.of his People, as appears by
his leaving it, at firft, to their own option whether they would
have God himfelf for their King.

5. The very fame punithment was ordained for curfing the King
as for blafpheming God, namely, ftoning to death; and the reafon
is intimated in thefe words of Abifhai to David, Shall net Shime:r be
put to deash for this, becaufe be curfed the 1.oRD'S ANOINTED ¥ ? This
was the common title of the Kings of Ifrael and Judah, and plainly
denoted their office of Viceroyalty : Improperly, and fuperftitioufly
transferred, in thefe later ages, to Chriftian Kings and Princes.

From this further circumftance, a Ficeroyalty is neceflanly
inferred : The throne and kingdom of Judea is all along exprefily
declared to be God's threne and God’s” kingdom. ‘Thus, in the
firft book of Chronicles, it is {aid that Solomon fat on the THRONE OF
THE LORD, as King, inflead of David bis father 4. And the queen of
Sheba, who vifited Solomon, to be inftructed in his wifdom, and
doubtlefs had been informed by him of the true nature of his king-
dom, compliments him in thefe words: Bleffed be the Lord thy God,
ewhich delighted 1n thee to fet thee on H1s THRONE, TO BE KING FOR
TtHE Loxkp THY Gop f. In like manner Abijah {peaks to the
houfe of Ifrael, on their defe&tion from Rehoboam: And now ye
think to withftand the KINGDOM OF THE LLoRD in the hands of the [ons
of David §. And to the fame purpofe, Nehemiah: Neitber have
our kings, our princes, our pricfls, nor our fathers, keptihy law, nor
hearkened unto thy commandments, and thy teflimonies wherew:ith thou
Jidft teflify againft them. For they have not ferved thee in THEIR
kiNngpoM ||. The fenfe, 1 think, requires that the Septuagint

* 2 Sam. xix. 21, + Chap. xxix, ver, 23. ¥ 2 Chron. ix. 8.
§ 2z Chron, xii, 8. § Chap. 1x, 335.
reading
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reading fhould be here preferred, which fays EN BAZIAEIA %OTY,
1N THY K1NGpoM. And this the Syriac and Arabic verfions follow.
As Judea is always called bis &ingdom, {o he is always called the
King of the fews. Thusthe Plalmift: Thine Altars, O Lord of Hofis,
my KiNnGg, and my God*. And again: Ler 1frael rejoice in him that
made him : let the children of ZLion be joyful in their KING . And thus
the Prophet Jeremiah : The KiNG, whofe name is the Lord of Hofls ¥

7. ‘The penal Laws againft idolatry were flill in force during their
Kings, and put in execution by their beft rulers, and even bv men
infpired. Which, alone, is a demonftration of the fubfiftence of

the THEOCRACY ; becaufe fuch laws are abfolutely unjuft under

every other form of Government.
As to the title of King given to thefe Rulers, this will have fiall

weight with thofe who reflet that Mofes likewife, who was { urely
no more than God's deputy, 1s called King : Moyfes commanded us a
Laws; even the inheritance of the congregation of facob. And bhe
was KiNG.in Fefburun, when the heaas of the people, and the tribes of

Ifrael, were gatbered together §.
Let us now {ee what the celebrated M. I.e Clerc fays in defence

of the contrary opinion, which {uppofeth the T'HrocrACY to have
ended with the Judges. Father Simon of the Oratory had faid,
that zhe republic of the Hebrews never acknowledged any other cHIER
than God alone, who continued to govern in thar quality, even during
the time in which it was fubjeét to Kings||. This was enough to
make his learned adverfary take the other fide of the queftion;
who being piqued at Simon’s contemptuous flight of his offered

affiftance 1n the projett for a new Polyglott, revenged himfelf upon
him in thofe licentious *¥* Letters, intitled, Sentimens de quelques

¥* Pfalm Ilxxxiv, 3, 4+ Pfalm cxlix. 2.

3 Jer. hi 57. § Deut. xxxtii, 4 and g,

| La Republique des Hebreux differe en cela de tous les autres états du monde,
qu’elle n’a jamais reconnu pour chef que Dieu feul, qui a continué de la gouverner en

cette qualitc dans les tems mémes, qu’elle a été fodmite a des rois, HMiftoire Crit, de

Vieux Teft. p. 15. Ed. Rotterd, 1683,
** See note [G], at the end of this Book,

I heo-
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Theologiens de Hal!ami’e, where his only bufinefs 1s to pick a quarrel.

He therefore maintains againft Simon, Tbat the th-ocracy ceaﬁd 07
effublifbing the throne in the race of David *. What he hath of
argument to {upport this opinion is but little ; and may be {fummed
up in the following obfervation, That God did 5ot PERSONALLY
snterfere with bis dircflions, nor difcharge the funéiions of a Magifirate
after the eflablifbment of the Kings as be bad done before +. But
this, inftead of proving the abolition of the 7heccracy, only fhews
that it was adminiftered by a Viceroy. For in what confifts the
office of a Viceroy but to difcharge the fun&ions of his Principal ?
He had been a cipher, had God {till governed immediately as before.
Mr. Le Clerc could fee that God acted by the minifiry of the Fudges 1.
If then the Theocratic function could be difcharged by deputation,
why might 1t not be done by Kings as well as Judges ? The dif-
ference, i1f any, 1s only from lefs to more, and from occafional to
conftant. No, fays our Critic, the ceflion was in confequence of
his own declaration to Samuel: For they bave not rejelied thee, but
they have REJECTED ME, that I fhould not rcign over them §. This
only declares the fenie God had of their mutinous requeft; but
does not at all imply that he gave way to i1t. For who, from the
like words (which exprefs fo natural a refentment of an open
defetion) would infer in the cafe of any other monarch, that he

* ]l paroit au contraire par P’Ecriture, que Dieu n’a gouverné la republique des
Hebreux, en qualité de chef politique, que pendant qu’ils n’avoient point des rois, &.
peut-étre au commenceiment quc le rois furent etablis, avant que la famille de David fut-
affermie {ur le trone de Ifraels Sentimens, &c. p. 8.

+ —Pendant tout ce temps-la, Dieu fit les fonétions de roi, 1l jugeoit des affaires—-
il repondoit par l'oracle—il regloit la marche de ’'armée—il envoyoit méme quelque-
fois un ange— On n’¢toit obligé d’obeir aveuglement, qu’aux feuls ordres de Dicu.
Mais lors qu’ill y eut des rois en Ifraél, & que le royaume fut attaché¢ a la famille de
David, les rois furent maitres abfolus, & Dieu cefla de faire leurs fon&tions. p. 48, 70.

1 —au lieu qu'auparavant Dieu lui-méme la faifoit, par le minificre des Fuges, qu’il
{ufcitoit de temps en temps au milicu d’Ifraél. Def. des Sent. p. 121,
§ — C’eft pour cela que Dieu dit & Samuel, lors qu’ Ifraél voulut avoir w» ro/ pour

- - .’ " » . - . - . . "
le yuger d la maniére de toutes les nations: ce wefl pas toi qu'ils ont rejettc, mais moi, afin que je
ne regne point fur enx, 1 Sam, Vii. 7,

thereupon



Secr.2. OF MOSES DEMONSTRATED. 73

thereupon ftepped down from his throne, and fuffered an ufurper to
feize his place? This, we fee, was poor reafoning. Dut, luckily
for his reputation, he had an Adverfary who reafoned worfe.—
However Simon f{aw thus much into Ee Clerc’s cavil, as to reply,
That all be bad [aid was quite befide the purpofe, for that the thing to
be proved was, that, after the effablifbment of the Kings, God avas
no longer the civil Chref *. On which Le Clerc thus infults him ;
As much as to_fay, that in order tu prove God was no longer Chicf of
the Hebrews after the eleclion of a King, it is befide the purpofe t)
fhew, he never afterwards difcharged the funiticns of 2 Chirf of the
republic. It is thus this great Genius bappily unravels maiters, and
difcovers, in an inflant, wbhat is, and what 15 not ta the purfofe +.
Whether Simon indeed knew why L Clerc’s objetion was nothing
to the purpofe, is to be left to God and his own confcience, for hc
gives us no reafons for the cenfure he pafles on 1t: but that it was
indeed nothing to the purpofe, is moft evident, if this propofition
be true, ¢ That a King does not ceafe to be King, when he puts in
¢ a Viceroy, who executes the regal office by deputation.”

Le Clerc returns to the charge ma his Defenfe of the Sentinents s
¢¢ 'The Ifraelites did not reje&t God as Proteltor, but as civil Chief,
¢¢ as I obferved before, They would have a King who fhould
¢¢ determine fovereignly, and command their armies. Which,
¢¢ before this, God himfelf did by the miniftry of the Judges,
¢ whom he raifed up, from time to time, from the midft ot
<¢ Jfrael. In this fenfe we muft underftand abfolutely the words of

~ % TJe paffe fous filence le long difcours de Mr. le Clerc touchant le pouvoir de Dicu
fur les Ifraélites avant Petablffement des rois, d’ou il pretend prouver que Dieu pendant
tout ce temps-la fit la fon&ion de rot. Tout cela eft hors de propos, puis qu’il s’agit
de prouver, qu’apres ces temps la Dieu n’a plus €té leurchef: & c’eft ce quon ne
prouvera jamais, Reponfe aux Sentimens de quelques Theol, de Hol. p. §:.

+ — Clefta dire, que pour prouver que Dieu n’a pas ¢té chef des Hebreux, apres
Peletion des rois, il eft hors de propos de prowver qu’il n’a plus fait les fondtions de
chef de la republique, C’eft ainfi que ce grand gemie dcbrouille heureufement les
matieres, & découvre d’abord ce qui eft hors de propos, de ce qui ne P’cft pas.  Defent,
des Sentimens, p. 1:20,

Vor. IIL L ¢« God,
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¢« God, in Samuel, that I fhould not reign over them *.° It is indeed
firange, that, after writing two books, he fhould ftill infift on {o
foolith a paralogifm 4, That God's grvmg up his office of civil
Chief, was a neceflary confequence of the People’s demanding 1t.
For, that they did demand 1t, 1 acknowledge. Let us confider
then this whole matter a little more attentively.

Samuel (and I defire the Deifts would take notice of 1t) had now,
by a wile and painful dire&ion of aftamrs, reftored the purity of
Religion, and refcucd his Nation from the power of the Philiftines,
and their other hoftile neighbours; againft whom they were utterly
unable to make head when he entered upon the public Adminiftra-
tion. At this very time, the People, debauched, as ufual, by
power and profperity, took tbe pretence of the corrupt condult ef
the Prophet’s two fons?, to go in a tumultuary manner, and
demand a King. But the fecret {fpring of their rebellion was the
ambition of thewr leaders; who could live no longer without the
fplendour of a regal Court and Houthold; Give me (fay they, as
the Prophet Hofca mterprets their infolent demand) A x1NG AND
PRINCES §; where every one of them maght fhine a diftinguithed
Officer of State. They could get nothing when their affairs led
them to theiwr Judges’ poor refidence, in the Schools of the Propbets,
but the GirT of the Holv Spirit || 5 which a Courtier, 1 prefunie,
would not prize even at the rate Simon Magus held 1t, of a paultry
piece of money.—This 1t was, and this only, that made their
demand criminal. For the chufing Regal rather than Ariftocratic

* Les iraclites ne rejetterent pas Dieu comme proteéteur, mais comme chef poli-
tique, ainfi que je I’ai marqué.  Ils voulurent un roi qui les jugedt fouverainement, &
qui conunandat leurs armées, au lieu qu’auparavant Dieu lui-méme le faifoit, par le
mintitere des juges, qu’il fufcitoit de temps en temps au milieu d’Ifraél.—En ce fens il
faut entendre ablolument les paroles de Dicu dans Samucl, afin gue je ue regne point fur
guy, p. 121,

1+ However, fooliflh as it 1s, the Reader hath feen, how a late Sermonizer has
borrowed 1t, and how hitle torce he has added to 1t.

T 1 Sam, viii. 5. and xil, 12, § Chap. xiit, ver. 104

v

§ Chap. x. 10, and chap. xix,

Viceroys
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Viceroys was a thing plainly indulged to them by the Law of
Mofes, in the following admonition : Woen thou art come into the
land which the Lord thy God giveth thee, and fhalt poffefs 12, and jhalt
dwell therein, and flalt fay, I will fet a KING over me, lire as the
nations that are about me: Thou fhalt m any wife fet bim King over
thee, whkom the Toord THY GOD SUALL CHUSE : one from among /4y
Brethren fhalt thiu [ct King over thee : Theu mayefl not [ot a Stranger
over thee which is not thy brotber ¥. "The plain meaning of which
caution is, that they fhould take care, when they demanded a
King, that they thought of none other than fuch a King who was
to be Gop’s Drruty. As therefore Court-ambition only was 1
the wicked view of the Ringleaders of thefe malecontents, and no
foolith fears for the State, or hopes of bettering the public Admini-
ftration ; it is evident to all acquainted with the gearus of this Time
and People, that compliance with their demand muft have cuded
in the utter deftruction of the Mofaic ReLigron as well as L aw.
But it was Gop’s purpofe to keep them SEPARATE, n drder to pre-
{erve the memory of himfelf amid{t an 1dolatrous World.  And this
not being to be done but by the prefervation of their Religion and
Law, we muft needs conclude that he would not give way to ther
rebellious demand.

And what we are brought to conclude from the reafs of the t7ing,
the Abiflory of this tranfaltion clearly enough confirmys.  For 1t hav-
ing now informed us how Gob coniented to give this Peoplea King ;
To thew us, that he had not caft oftf the Government, but only
transferred the immediate Adminiftration to a Deputy, and confe-
quently, that their King was 415 Viceroy 5 it tells us next, how Lic
was pleafcd to bring them to repentance 1 an extraordinary way ;
the gracious methed he commonly employed when he intended to
pardon. Samuel aflembled the People 4; and to convince them of
their crime in demanding aXing, called down the prefent vengeance
of their offended Gobp 1n a ftorm of thunder and rain at the time of
wheat-barveff . This fudden defolation brings them to a fenfe of

* Deut. xXvii, 14, 135. + 1 Sam. xii, t+ Chap. xii, 1+, 18,
I. 2 their
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their guilt, and they implore mercy and forgivenefs : ¢¢ And all the
¢¢ People faid unto Samuel, Pray for thy {ervants unto the L.ord
¢ thy God, that we die not; for we have added unto all our fins
¢¢ this evil, to afk us a King. And Samuel faid unto the People,
< fear not : (ve have done all this wickednefs : yet turn not afide
‘“ from tellowing the l.ord, but{erve the Loord with all your heart;
¢ and turn ye not aftde : for then fhould you go after vain things,
“ which cannot profit nor deliver, for they are vain :) For the Lord
“ will not_forfake bis People, for his great Name's fake: becaule 1t
«¢ hath pleafed the L.ord to make you his People *.”” Here, we {ee,
they repent, are pardoned, and received again into Grace, as appears
by the concluding promife, that the Theocratic form fhould be con-
tinued. They are ready to give up their King, and yet a regal cha-
radter 1s mftituted. ‘The plain conclufion from all this is, that their
King was given, and, now at lealt, received as GobD’s DEPUTY.

But Father Simon is at length provoked into a Reafon, and that,
to {ay the truth, no weak one. God, he obferves, kept the eletion
of their King in his own hands+. But #hws, Le Clerc fays, proves
nothing. How {0? Becaufe, according to this reafoning, we fhould be
o0bliged to [ay that God oftener difcharged the funitions of civil Chief in
the idolatrous realm of the ten Tribes than in that of Fudah : for that
awas eleélrve, this, bereditary . And what if we do? Where will
be the harm of it? The two kingdoms made up but one Common-
wealth ;3 of which God, as Head, governed by two Viceroys. And
if he oftener ated immediately in the kingdom of Ifrael, there was.

* 1 Sam. Xii. 19. & feq.

+ Et une preuve méme qu’il ne cefloit pas d’ctre leur chef par cette eleftion, c’eft
qu’il s’en rend le maitre. Reponfe aux Sentimens, p. §§.

1 Pour ce que dit M. Simon, que Dicu fe rend maitre de leleltion des Rois, il ne s’enfuit-
nullement qu’il continuat d’étre pour cela chef politique de la republique d’lfraél;
puifque fi cela étoit, il faudroit dire que Dieu faifoit beaucoup plus fouvent les fonctions
de chef de 1’etat dans ic royaume 1dolatre des dix tribes, que dans celuit de Juda. Car
ce derniere royaume étoit hereditaire, & €toit pofledé par la maifon de David, fans qu’il

fut befoin d’aucune ele@ion, au lieu qu’il le fit plufieurs elections dans celui des dix tribes..
Defenfe des Seutimens, p. 121, 122,

d Elaill‘;
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a plain reafon for it ; Its mhabitants were more given to idolatrous
worfhip ; and needed more the frequency of an extraordinary re-
ftraint. And, in effet, we find he did interfere greatly in other in-
ftances, as well as in the eleftion of their Kings.
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