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To the Most Rrvrrend the

BRISHOPS

in bopes of their Lorpsuirs Ap-
probation and Countenance,

THESE

REMARKS,

Written from no other Motive than a moft
fincere and affeGionate Concern for the Ho-
nour and Intereft of Religion,

Are moft refpe@tively infcrib'd, by their

LLORDSHIPS,
moft dutiful Son

and Servant in

JEsus CHRIST



BOORXKS laely pudlifhad.

7. £ YERMOGONS 2nd Difcourfes on feveral Subjelts anﬁ O¢-
\ & cafions, By Frarcis ATTERBURY, I3, D. late Lord
Biho

Rccmf’fr, and Dean of Hefiminfler, the 4th Edi-

II. F-::-'.H"ec Sermons preach'd oa feveral Occafions. By Wie.
u Rzeves, M. A, late Vicaref St Mary's in Reading.

Til. Criical Notet on the QM Tiflamens: Wherein the refos
esremy 'Text » expra;red, and, in many Places, amend.d
‘mﬂ Lnﬂ- Anciznt Verfions, more particalarly from that of thc
LXXII. . Drawn up in the Order the feveral Books were wric-
&n, 67 -"-‘y molt conventently be read.  To which 15 prefisd
z largs Introdofuon, adjulling the Auathonty of the Mal-
reiiz Bible, and ’s'udlfﬁﬂub it from the Objeftions of
fir. Wuistoy, and the AuTtron of the Grounds ord 3?“.
fomi of 1o¢ Chriftian Relizisn. By thelate Learned WILLI
W atlL, D.D. Author of the Hiftory of Ixfant Bape';
T\eu. b publifhed from his Origina 1 Marafcript, in iwe

eis. 3vo.

IV, Spefizel: dv ls Natere: or, ! Natare Difppley'd.  Being P;l
courfes on fuch Payticelars of Natural Haftory as were thouyhs
Mol Proper to excite the Curioficy and Form the Minds of
¥ovr—w., Hlotbraed with 122 Cﬂppﬂr Plates. Tranflated fom
the Original French by Mr. Huwsrureys, & the fifth Fo.
tion comrefied, in fuar Vels. 1 zmeo.

v The {ame Rook printed upon a larger Leiter, illoftrat:!

Fa

wan 12z Copper Plates, in fgar Vols. 3\0.



?ep? int !b& fa[fawﬁzg Lfﬁfm‘i 7 t/’am it
proper to take Notice of a Report concern-
ing the Author of them.  Some bave done
me the Honour to afcribe thesm to one of the
“ Writers tn the World s (tho' [ may chance to be
d @ Sycophant end a Proftitute for doing this
20 Man Fuffice, ) Imeas, Dr. Waterland. ﬁffﬁ W,

.+ /s Poltleripe fo bis Serinony [uppofes {everal Per-
10 have been concern’a in writing them.,  The
Tearh iy this, T firft pablﬂr’rﬁ my Diflite of bis Book,
o e [ knew the Sentiments of others abour it v and
vt it a Book of fuchk fatal Tendency, I would

2 endeavour’d 1o prevent the mifchievons Effells of

g :;" { hed flood lingle 1 gy Op nioi, and bad been
f! difobiiging ey dfﬂ' Friends.  Before I drew up
o, Doiedlions, £ did, as I w //J T f)ﬂd Goite, avf}d!ed
—‘rj} j'f dges amongft sy Accugintonce s Jon: of whons
T o their great Diflike of the Perfermance,

"“H’Ju 5 meittion 17!.*.?:’ PﬁrfIthTS u":’.?’t.;) ?ﬂ‘Un .!aé’f"f,‘,

f)ﬁch*’ﬁ 2l h thetr R.:;”;w!.i'fﬁr Z’é’ff!’gﬁ? nnch a;-
ed. From wy quwn Remaril, and the Hints ﬁf

” f{?l‘i' FAENiT I WrrRll f!.}ﬁ'._/"" [ﬁ"’fﬂ’? g Li' /fu

10 cutragecnfly abus’d for wy Remarks #poir him,
@ gireal Pleafuie fo fud that My . W. o bis

L *.n-f,r., (ronght f‘m’y were writien by Dv. Wagerland,
. thev weld nor bave given out fuck a Repors zf
,aj ol had fome Rm]om for thi akiisy that 1he
i diflited ey Lra as ek as T ::’ifz’; and their
fteetucd coridy of fucn o Pen dogs me no it

i C?' é’df‘f .

Y

Ll ¥
et
tt .
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Credit. It is a farther Vindication of tiy Judgment,
that Mr.W. [furpofes a Clob of Perfons to be coi-
ceritd in drawing hewm upy as it fbews, that in bis
Osinign, [ an very for from being fingular in my Sex-

in bearing the Blame, and the Weight of ineir Re-
fentments. I ihink, it would bave been but @ Piece of
FuBice to their Religion, as well as an Aét of Gine-
iy 1o o little iuferior Perfou, violently attack’d by
the Party for expreffing the common Seufe of Sound
Dipines, 1f forzs one of more Repuzation m the Worl
bad appeard publickly in Support of it 5 but I am jo
Far From biig atham’d of my Condult in this Parti-

L L™
e
-

cular, or concern'd for if, tbat it gives me as inch
Pleciure, as it bas procuy’s me Odiuin and TH-TV 3

A werv able Scholar bas carefully examin’d 1he
i=arned Pari of M. W5 Book, and I hope notiig
il hinder the wworthy Author from deing Antiguiry
and Weligion o wmuch Juftice us to puvlifh it.

Author of the Mifcellany.
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Divine Legation of Mosges, &7,

AT %}EN a Letter of mine, which you did me the

1;};,-?;"_“"9 favour to publith in the Mifcellany; 1 took

1&-{3@ occafion to mqntlﬂn the Dwm{ Legaz‘wﬂ

.'i(;&f’ 2wy of Mofes, written by Mz, Harburten s

ol exprefls’d a great diflike of the Perfor-
I,.I‘l"'.r

y#, mance, and as great a diftruft of the Au-
SEELETReL#, thor’s Intentions.  He has {ince printed
a Pamphlet under the Title of, a Pindication of himfelf ;
wherein he accufes me both of Jl/-Breeding and want of
Cleiftian Charity,  "The firlt of thefe Accofatigns gives me
no Concern at all, fince T never affe@ed to qught 2

Foo sentleman 3 tho' 1 deflire and endeavour to be cszil to

.oy Body.,  DBut, as.Mr, Barburton exprefles himfelf,. in
2 Pafface which T fhall afterwards cite out of his Book,
[ bl afant ensugh ta obforve HIM acenfing me of want of
Dicency and Decorvn, who has treated others fo freely, and
with fuch an affummg and feornful Air of Superiority as was
rever exceeded, hardly ever cquall’d by any Writer, but
hiz r'viend ——— (who gave us to underftand that it was
very rafh in us to provoke fucth Writer, for fear he fhould

‘ s : turn




2 REMARKS on ths '
turn his Pen againft Chrifftaniy’; and how he will be alilein
seccncile fuch a manner of Writing with the Rules of #r4e
Politencf: and Goed-Breeding, I am too ignorant of the
to find out. The Charge oF Uncher 1!&6!9?:5/3 affedls e,
both 2s a Chr: iffian, and a Man; but Mr. Warburten, at
$. 13, feems to imputc my Condu@ to indifereet Zeal; and
agalﬂ at P 2;, owns his Beliei; ; that I am ncere, and ﬁ;r;y
io:hanpily agitatzd by a FURIOUS Zeal [ for the Caufe of Gop
and REricioy. Iam oblig’u to him for his candid Con-
frrudtion, znd thall hope for tiie Continuance of it if 1 2t-
tempt a farther V mdzcatmn of my felf than I conld expet
hia to make for me 5 and thew, that I not only had a ggsf
Intentisn, but ar-fi Realonus for alting as I did. [ th1 nk
verily, l*':“.G...l 2 fufficient Juttification of my Opinion
of the Reok and tl'e Writer, if 1 were only to tell i
World, what is firicly true, that I have the honour of be-
inz known to many Clergvmen of as great Learning ard
Judgment and Candour as any 1n the Kingdom, who vere
as much offended as T was ; {o that the ﬁtrwu: Zeal with
which he L,ndn fuppofes me to be agitated is the lefs fur-
prizing and criminal in me, becaufe it equally poficid
others of the beft Charadler. Nay, feveral of his own
Friomds have own’d enough to me to give a very ill Grace
to their warm -m Refentments, for they confefsd that the
Bock (I ufe their own Words) has in it a great mewy
Mrarge, bodd ikings; and fome that have a bad Afpelt upm
.R::gzr*z. This, 1 fay, is enough to make any gnodcﬂn*
fluan ofiended and jeaiﬂua, and why every good Chriftiag
faould ns¢ be offended at frange and bald things that have s
bed Afpect on Religion, and jealous of the Deﬁzns of fuch 2
“'r;*er.. i Lan fz¢ no good Rezfon. Be that to themfcms,
I caly defire the impartial Attention of the Publick whilc ]
give my Reafens for thinking that the Book bad a very bad
Alg&.ﬂ_ and Tendency ; wnvl did apprehiend it to be highly
expedient to animaav "ert upon it immediately, and not wait
for the thcat:w of the 2d Volume; and whether vhe
Author, in his ¥udication, has Iu"lOvl:d all reafoi:he
Grounds of Offence and Jealoufy,

Th= firil thing that I {hall take notice of as juftly cx .:f:.';i
tionable “nd oftentfive tn his Book is, his crying up the .x

celiency of hi; Rethed of Proof fo much above its e
V‘uﬁ, and depretiaring the external Evidence which ali wii:

\ien have cver muwht the beit and faett way of defenii
P vaation. 1T Mr. T arburtsn, (after being well afﬁaruh

from mature Examination of tlh:: Scheme, w:th the Advice
Di
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N
of «bic and difcrect Frimfh, Liil 1t was 1 fofe one, at Jeaft,
sed fuch as could give o Ajv*nt; a2 10 the f?{,mrh/’ lmu
i cnted himfelf with ¢ iz s W mk miftend of 4 De-
O RATION, Q- Eifu’i’ 2 JJ iotvards an additioned dr-
crmeil fc:'?‘*"o’D'iH?F Legaiisn g Jr Mofes ; if be had dec: Cnthy
L acd it with due ALHW 1~*]ﬂ mets to other Wnters,
;-na a juft Commendation of the prime, fanding Argu-
nonts {with which no others oushe to be compar r-d fo far
sy others trom deferviny to be preferi’d o th:.,m) and
uh aid, that his Netw Argument prcu,nded hut to
e a {nail Addition 17 found to be juft, but if otherwiw
- owe are perte@ly fafe in the O4 ones; 1 fay, had he re-
inended his Work in this decent Manner, every one
«!d have been tnclined to favour him, and no body would
b},,mled a laudable Delign of throwing fometh;nq
- .er into the common Treafury. Thus the PLOUS
." ... Norris and feveral other good Men have "*im“d at New
mcnrs to prove the Berg of o God, which at laft
o out mere Paralgijms, us this pretended Demsnftra-

- i likely to do. But fo long as they were J'mdi.‘fll
o :'ql.: without any Endezvours to depretiate the prime
Crecty of m:gw/;:wfw/ Vaidiey, there was no haim done,
LI contrary, this W riwer, {whether with an nitent to
- the Caufe whicli he pu.tmda to defend, or out af
. n to ratle the Credic of 103 own Dﬂ.monhmuuu and
“h7 Ues, 1 oo not fay) ventures unon a Schume tht s in
Lo veary dangereus, and fets out with depretiniing the
-nal Ex Hh.r'u, TH ﬂ'n mff the !]T'{:‘HCIILC Lo Eﬂfw‘*za!_, for
sl the fefdeli vl retorn him thanzs,  Bur det us (ee
he manaxes ths Matter, 1 order to fhew the Realons
i e would have the Proforcice given o the srernal Evi-
ooopretendsy poo10 S that ar gsnoits own Nature more
e and f‘rmp]::? and oeven o l)’l"ﬁ:._ of I‘.:'?Hf!?y??‘{iff”?f
vonde the othere made uy of difimilar Materials, and
oTTowiIng Aid 1rom 'LL’;..‘I‘JIH) muit necds nave fume Parts

mqwi stenzth,” To which ©oandwer, 1.0 The
fn %:::n I not, which I” idence oty be thought belt
FR u/ D1t whieh 't f f;'“. , I nu/? propey Lo any

:.J::s:a; Caf, iy chum 0 I about 2 Fuél, viz, Mo-
. Divine L:bu, wn, Lhe Evidence proper to Fadls is
e vadence ¢y while the Evidence proper to Serenes s
el Tacrefore i mg the Preference to f.l'*l"’!"??{?f byi-

‘.I'

wewoma Qoelion of Fart, i making a Trip wn the

i tholdy and fetting cut ander a riofs \I-Pmlcﬁ- of the
Bz vhole
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whole Cale, 2. Ef.ﬂr'.::::j it i, contrary to our Lord’s cun
Toétvine, wwho has glven f‘?(ﬁ*f uce 10 Miraclkes above b
othie L:VI‘ lerce of ﬁ.’:: Niifson, fr £ Pud rot doi c‘?‘wf}.”“
gheny the FPorks ff}.:J 19 othrs Adui am’ they had 19% bad 5,
W ,-_.]m 15, 2 F'hey nmught have beea ¢ tfa'.?!!ff{:'f"{’f,,u*:g
excufable in ne.f_r'iﬂrftinﬁ' any other fvidence, ther ﬁra Mg
RACLES are In His ju igm:nt preferadle o zm}; r.:}i:her, ots)
sulicient for o ratienaf Cervidtion, or ciic oar Saviour waonl:
not have condomn’d them for not being convinced by thon,
Compare ;r."fw . 300 10, 25, 37, 33. T4, XI,— 3. dur,
Ditten has well {m'wn in his moral Ewoidence {in his E-* K
apon the RefurreCtion ) that the exferizal Proofs are tune
mount to Demenfiration, and carry as great Credibilite i;;
them. 4. The pretended 7nternel Proofs in fuch a Cafe .,
not only weaker, and fofs propery but more Diffimilar, s
ﬁarrazw;zg Aid frrorr withsut 3 as fummenth appears frofi. &
fz’_pr;m atys, which makes o Iarge Volume ; and I {funnofe
the .::ﬂccnd Volumez wil not be iLfs s and all this to picos
one fingle Syllozifm. '

2. He mcrr'mh that @mierizal hvidence 13 0V its na‘w
perpetuated, while the external by 1cngth of Time weake::

I'l-'d

and decays. 1This1 s ar fu‘zs ditun.  The evterngl may e ;
Pronger bt* Aoe, whking i the Mir .lCILS not of one ﬁg_e e

lv but of LW, t.ﬂ:ﬂ”" or four. As to the Truth el z rone
wnon hiftorical Fadt, it would be wrong, for m{mv*.
think that the Evidence of there having been fuch 2 FPurun
as Cezfar, or Alezard:zr, 15 lefs cmﬂzblc noww than 1t wes s
’thmrﬂtnu Years agon; or that 1t will weaten and deeay i

L =l |

+honfand Years morc, if the World fhould Iaft fo long. Toe
World may grow more Elﬂtl more wicked, and lefs ﬂt*- e
20 TZ‘&*MFHCJ of asy kind, as pait Experience {hews how :;L
JMankind have been to e ff.’?’z’? ate,  But this does not .-
"that the Evidences hemfelves decay 5 or, if it-doesy it .« puis
concerns @/l forts of Evidence, the irzcrnal as much ¢ af *
external,  WNr. Farbaiton centurcs (p. 2.) Mr. G '-f;'s
whimi*c:l and partid Calevlation, 1o make the Keado 0
{ieve he has nothing to do with that Scheme,  But the i
of the Schemc Ir'* nod fo much in the Cﬂh:‘fn.:?::;.u.,
.{‘-wrnt be fine :.nd CUrious, mm VWO Luv of a Adatbeririii: .;;,
but in the faife Poffuicium of a gradual decay v mch he e
upon. In this My, A2 chiines in with him, rejecting :A-Q
the Lo pore of Mi: C o’s Performance, and adeping
‘ ‘f.h‘*‘ LL.{J,"'/.‘I

'; He § fays, | "iril‘iﬂl that the Liternal Evidence nn ::_‘i*_f
referable s the L.u.;rm:iJ becauie it cannot fupport i1 7

E = A 1*}

. --I'i""
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withouz it, A very fhrewd AI’?‘-‘.II‘I’IC']t indgecd § Be duf?:.'
she flad cannot fay to the Fm‘j I nave no need of thee,
~hevefore the Feet are mobler than the fead,  Fle forgot Iut
2 was to prove that :zzf.v:f'm’ Fvidence vras nedier th,..n £
J.r :al. ~Both are good mn therr Om’** and Dr.ﬁ;rﬂc, but he
hat turns the wrong End upwards, and fets the Sec/s “’th-1{.‘2
Vi Head fhould be enhcr'ﬂm'fw or defirns Very i i, V Cry
H_{,‘tl'ﬂlltfhl and con ;1d crate Men, Men of clear Heads, and
"L..:I'Lll - well aftelted to Ghrs /;?(IH“:_}' (fLIC 125 My, _D;ffa;f:‘
3. Rygers, the Deain of Chriff-Church, and many more )
h::ﬁ.’& duly exanun’d inro the ..a;;z'ﬁnrﬁz‘z v Value of iuternal
“vidence, and nave very juftly given the Preference to cs-
1082

4. But Writers, it {eems, have declined medling with
D Dnreraal Bvidence, becaufe of the Diffculiizs of 1ty and
tecaule GF the zaff Attarnmexts it requires to be competent
Halters of v, [ fhail cive them 1 the Author’s own
f{hrd_:, as being the moft curious B that a any Undertaker
of ercat tomgs in any Age, or Country, ever gave out.
‘Thous they are fet forth, p. 3. °° The Reafouers of the 7n-
" teraal Proof mafl, uﬂiides thele, (LL_ Choerchs Hiftors,
i Diligenee, and 7:fdcrmm,, wln h he had obferv’d,
weore all the Requifites for the exiernal) ¢ havea thmfa""r[l
- Krnowledge of human Nature, civil Policy, the univer-
b Hi ﬂm r of Mankind, an cxa& Idea .{Jf the Adojaick
and Ghry ?m,ﬁ lepe:ahltmns., clear’d frem the freir and
* Lerounds c:uf Schosl-Subtiltzes and Chlureh u)'f’rf-w- ; and a-
** bove all, {hould be blefs’d with a certain Sazacity to in-
vc:{’cigatt;, the Relations of human Adtions, mm ail the
- Combinations of ?h.fi'{?'(?zj cizily and moral Complexities.”
o wvonderful a Man muﬂ' he be, who can be equal to this
arerpel Evidence,  And can the Author modeitly pretcnd
to thefe valt Atnihmentsf In pure Decency he was for cd
‘o own that fuch a Pretence would be ridiculons Hivoze o
03 ?ﬁm, and therefore allows thar H’f!fz.:z’f{}' and a Lsve of
:rn‘u might be f{ufhicient.  No, but he had beiore made
gy and 2he Love of Truth, INsUFFICIEN'T, by men-
venine the cother fitmmm&:ntq as  what h:m, deterid

hers from the stornal Method s for, an Atiainment
o owas mef reauidite for anv Und{:"taunfr could not he
Fe ugh‘: to deter 2 ANV one from 1t - So t]wt when he
ungerteok this great Work he certainly thought himfcl
auhief’d of oll thofe prodigions. Abilities.  Be tint as 1t will.
ot this Writer’s Ab.htic:,, natural, or arf:*;;-*’(::, he eve
s oreat s Let him be ever fo well qualmﬁ“f for the Mar r.:
I11CNe

-LI
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ment of this unwicldly Arqument, what Provifion has &

e o ti e Capacities of his Readsrs who are to b....11';-~.
<t HiLis unon t hL strength of 168 As it requires his azcss
w5l Af-;_u; ;ents to do luftice to the A rgument, it requir~5

3 Capecity as L-C al rw.. the common level of .Rmdm In
ordey 0 un wde ﬂtunu the fovce of it. But, Murely, the Fe
dences of R 1 sion ouzhi to be calculated Por the B;ﬁé o
NMankind ; t,,. thofe are the / off bvidences which are mol
ﬁf[f ada p_ﬁf o aniwer that End, and Ufe. By this “‘?’J}iﬂ
Ters Acmupt therefore, if any Perlon has a mind to be
Bartd at as a Predigy, the internal Evidence is the fittel} for
h Purpofe; but e fay, if be fhould choofe rather

i fty 1t and eelif}y {:r::.mmon {.Jnlllﬁl'hlq he ouent to prefer o
ta"?‘?..{'fz Evidence as modl fuited to l:hrﬂzr Apprehenfions, and
crmfcnunnﬂv, molk h'{f..lv to convince them. P mun::i
.Lhermure, it was rlumilaty and lve of Truth that 1} tade ernc
decline b Method. ij {ner 1t was not a ¢ *-J'-' Methor
to ferve Druth by, and they would not go out of ithe oe-
i 52/@* to ug[/'*'w 1t.

Niv., W arburtosr in his Viadication, p. 23, 24, endeavou::
€0 p..!rgf himfelf with rofpedl to z;:-zdvrtrfz!:sf:znr Miracies |
and fuys, that, the’ he might, perhaps, cverveiue InTun-
WAL FvHenc , vet he has not wmdervalued the other. A
poor Evalion ) X For he foent fome Pages upon the compare-
1ipe Value of the two ¥ Evidences cS, EIVING the prefersice o
one ¢have the other,  'Therelore, the svervaluing one in ti;
comparaiiye Light is ffff.a:ﬂ"}"rz:f*a:::cr the o!ne:.. as 1t malkes ,;,p,
sxternal & “"ldﬁ.ﬂ{;‘: inferaor to the other, and of _}';.ru*f;"f i
count 3 a Peint whercin he s manifeitly Wrong. ;.f {adorn
one thing with jr#/fe Colours, not comparing it with anetin;
i order ta prefer it to that 011"81" it 15 then bar y BT T
Juing that thmg. But if the peﬁgﬁ of the ju{ (_oley .o

be ro make 1t appear pre r:r'.:'r"f.,, (wwhen 1t really 15 nors

-

F

""l.

L
!1

i

11

—

'wl*at HC t!ﬁi bhut de re/; 2 the other SINP; a1 87 {_ ; et ma-
king it Je/s than itis in i45 feify but lefs with refpedt to /o
with which it 18 compared, 3, for inftance, allowing » -

- A
«

TO bt’f» il ,f;’.ﬂ’f.’i‘, ﬁﬁ}’ Qe ﬁ‘.‘.{hhd E:}:E IE}" SI’.? u{ff.i.' AN
thar Mar in ovder to fet my Dervant adsve e 16 1L 00T -
derpaining me to make my r Sevpunt v dlafler; v mjf e
aj SD PERIOR to me? And it is Ll,,.lt very if:.im of Undor-
palzing which we moit diflike, and would chicily gues

ﬂgamﬁ: Lot him fet the aly Gt Value of itersal & i

dﬂ 1ICe as I]EE}] 30 h"',_plﬂ"{" . ]t gﬂ:c no Oﬁ‘el Coe. 0-{,1”.

Oy that he profers tha external. 16 1s the Preference 0177
we contend for, and he that dees ot give the proferencs o

r

AprrE g
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external Evidence, gives it not its due value, but underya-
jues it.  "The ill Confequence of fo doing is removing the
Difpute from its proper Ground (as Dr. Rogers juftly ob-
ferved,) engaging the Infidels at a great Difadvantage, and
in that very Way which they moft wi for, and have all
along employed their utmoft Art to draw us, if poflible,
into. Since Dr. Ragers wrote, at leaft, we have heen uport
a right Foot ; and now, fen Years after, this Writer is
endeavouring to bring us back to the wrong one. - His De-
monfiration, if he could make one of it, could never make
us amends for changing our pofture of Defence, and defert-
ing our ftrong holds. -
The natural effeét of this Preference given to the inuter-
nal above the external Evidence, as far as his Argument cant
prevail, will be, the weakening its Force upon Men’s Minds,
taking off {fo much from the Evidence of the Truth of Re-
ligitn, and ferving the Caufe of Iufidelity, whether he in-
tended it, or not. But what if, after all thefe Jifpara-
sing Things faid of external Evidence, it fhould appear that
Mr, Warburtor’s Evidence is of the external kind? If, af-
ter he has depretiated the Arguments from Miracks and
leflen’d its Credit, he himfelf fhould refolve all his Proof
into Miracle ¢ This is undeniable; that by internal Evi~
dence he does not mean the fame thing which thofe againft
whom he writes have always underftocd by it, or the fame
which he himielf has reprefented it in the fir{t Paragraph of
his Book. . 1. fpeaking of the Nature of the internal E-
vidence he obferves, that it is by its own Natufe perpeiuated.
The reafon of which he afligns in the following Words.
For the NATURE and GENIUs of 2he REL1GION dsfended
affording the Proofs of the fir/t kind (internal) thefe Mate~
r1als of _.D.eﬁ:zfa are fﬂﬁpﬂrﬂﬁe ffr‘am 2ts & x%ﬂﬂfﬂ'. NOW’,
by the Nature and Genins of a eligion, according to the
common and ordinary Senfe of the Words, cannot be un-
derftood any thing more than the Narture of the Dodirines,
Duties and Inflitntions of any Religion. In this Senfe
Dr. Conyleare and others are to be underftood when they
attempt to fhew the Excellency of our Religion, that it is
worthy God, but that, properly Ipeaking, there can be no in-
ternal Evidence of a Repelation at all, iince it does not fol-
low from a Religion’s being cworthy of God, that it is extra-
ordinarily reveal’d by God. If, indeed, there appears any
thing in the Doftrines, Duties, or Inflitutions of a Religion
25 much alove the Power of human Reafor to difcover, or
“watrtve, as there isin the Miracles of Mefz; and the Pra-
phets,
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phets, of Chrift and his Apoftles, above the Power of Mad
to perform, then the Nature and Gemus of this Religion is
as much miraculous as any of the Falis by which we prove
Revelation; and whether we fhall think fit to call this Evi-
dence internal, or external, the Nature of the Argument
will be the fame; and the Proof of the fante.fort. But this
1 prefume, is not what Mr. Zarburton, any more than
Dr. Conybeare, means by his internal Evidence. What e
means, we do not as- yet exactly know, but we very well
know that he does not meanby internal Evidence, that kind
of Evidence which the Doctor and other modern Advocates
underftand by it. In fhort, the Method by which Mr, /7,
attempts to prove his Point, (as far as we can yet fee into
his Scheme from the feveral Hints drop’d up and down) is
as much founded on external Evidence, as the common
Proof of Chriftianity is on Miracles. 'The only difference
lies here, In the latter Cafe there were only a certain
Number of Miracles at fir/? lufficient ad Conflituendam Ee-
elefram, 1n the former there was a continned ferizs of Mira-
cles poft Gonflitutam Ecclefram.  But in both Cales the Mira-
¢les did not arife from the Dofirines, or the internal Confti-
tution of the Religion, but from the immediate and ex-
irmfic Interpofition of God, which had no natural Con-
nection with the Dsétrine, but operated confequentially, as
AMiraclss do in all other Inftances. Upon the whole then
Mr. J7. has by his AffeGation of Novelty, or fome other
grivate Reafon, been led to leffen the Credit of that very
Evidence, which he himfelf-muft at laft be forc’d to make
ufe of.

But which ever of thefe Senfes be his real Meaning, he
injures both Revelation and the modern Adwvocates for it.
It he means by internal Evidence no more than the Na-
inre and Genins of a Religion, this they have improved to
the beft Advantage; but then, this being, if any firict
Proof at all, vet fo greatly inferior to the external, he docs
great Differvice to Revelatian, by giving the weaker Pre-
ference to the ftronger Evidence. If his Internal be but
another Word for external Evidence, here again he does
[njuftice both to the Caufe, and its modern Pleaders;
the firfl he injures by leflening the Credit and Influence
of that very Arzument which he propofes to ufe in its
Defence ; the latzer, by cenfuring them for o cultivating
that Evidence which he cenfures them for cultivating In
{uch a Manner as to prejudice the Value and Influence

.
03 tne Jﬂf:’? H-I:I.

Turs, &C



1!
lf

Divine Legation of Mos ks, &, ¢

mmr— Skl P

P e PP —

LETTER IL

FFNHE next Part of this Writer’s Conduct which T ihall
5 mention, as very offenfive and fufticious, is exactly of
» V'lece with the other,  As he has not given to the exper-
ne! Evidence its due Value, and given more than he ought
= have done to the rternal, fo he has leflened the Merit
.Lﬂf’ Reputation of the /Mwmr.;s {or the external Evidence,
znd been as forward to adorn the Charadters of fafidels with
A nrnpluncntb that are as undeferv’d, as they are indecent
v a Chriftian to beftow upon them, I had in my firft
caery (but very rafhly it-feems) accus’d him of ﬁmnv
- ENGLISH CLERGY Dad undertaken to PROVE C’Jr'/fm-
vity before they UNDERSTOOD 2t 5 and in lus Viudication
23 1 ﬁnd thefe furprizing Ufﬂms, I folemnly declare
et n the Paffage above quoted, I meant no EncGLIsH
CrErcyman whatfoever, That the Reader may the.
botter Judge of the probable Sincerity of this falemn Decla-
2 nm, and of my Rafhnefs in concluding that the Lnglifp
gy were in his Thoughts, I muft be forc’d to cite the
1llage at length, becaufe the Vindication takes but part
% It is towards the Bottom of p. 2, and ftands thus,
‘ .Hﬂd it is not without Occafion 1 take Notice of it.  For
' who, i this long Controverly between ug and the Deifls,
tath not applied, to certain late Advocates of Revelz-
tion, what was formerly faid of Arnobius and Lauciantius,
that they undertcok the Defence of Chriflianity before
1ht:}f underftood 1r. A Misfortune, which the more care-
~ful Study of the mternal kEvidence would probably have
“rrevented, Notwithitanding which fupesior Advantages,
“ 1t hath {o happened, tlat the mternal Evidence hath br:en.,
*latherto ufed ac an Do sl i only to the external; and
“while by this At e Men have prov’d our Religion altu-
“udly Divine (I Lie readly thought fo, what Oceafion for
" iy ﬁapr; iments when the eid tryped Asguments were fo
sevelsful B O for raderval.dag -b[um that had LH’&L‘tunn}'
“awer'd ther End?) ¢ they have vone no farther with the
" Tramer, than to thew it t.wrthy indeed of fuch an Orizi-
1zl But from the State in which the infernal Evidence
“ t prefent lies, a gocat Writer [heve in the Margin he
1 to D, Cambmm bv Neme) hath drawn a quite
H Luntrary Concluﬁol I from the fmall Prog refs hitherto
" nude in ity exhors to its better Culiivation; he from

& “ the
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“¢ the fame Fack, Com‘luigsj that, fFrictly j},w;”_w, oy
Veocan be 19 z?afr:«“}fﬁf Lotdence of a Revelation at al!”” e

{ore we cvaming it upen the Point in Qlwﬁrion,, H bep the
Reader to compare it with my lait fe “teer, and fce whether
Lie has not uiLd the VWords, fiternal and cxternal Evider nce.
in a fllacisus Manner, and injurioufly afpers’d thofe greac
200 v*urtll} Men who bave lately ¢ mr:ﬁz;ui in the Caule of
Ceryfffamty. But we are to :nqm ¢ whom he meant by
cortaln late Advocazes 3 whether Zugl fhincn, or o z:zg:ff;r :
whether Glermymen, or Lavmer, In his Vindication (p. 22,3
he afks this Queftion ;s fHawve nome byt EXGLISHMES
wrotey of late, in Defence of Chr f/.z‘:m 1y # Yes; Bur te
whom does Mr. IPairburton make the Appeal? To Enelis

Readers,  In what Manner? Thus, 2o Wao i ;‘};-;'_;;
gn,,-cr :‘wz ;5:‘5;‘,}1 hetwveen Ut: qand the .;..-fuﬂ‘f, f?c?tf.? et r“u-
g &c, He here fuppaic:, the Cale to be {o vEry obvinns

plied,
that his Readers i ,;unmf et have oblerv’d . Bt
how can this pﬁﬁ:ﬂv be if he means it only of thofe wha
have written 1 a Language which jew of his Readers uan-
derftand, and fc'*u.,r *cn* tiis next Queftion is ; .Hr;w pro
ENGULISHMEN &t the Exncrisuy CLERGY wuvrofe in Foee
Jenee of Ghryhigiity,  He fhovid have added, as he did
the former Q:lCﬁlOII, of loic, for 1t Is material, rho” he has
cmitted 1t, I delire bhim to nawe thofe Englifh Laymes

'W'LJ have, of Iatey a :ppmr”d in the Coentroverfy fo profeflud-
h" a5 to be concern’d in this AiTair about ;rfewm; and exter-
aal Lvidence, I Jdare fay, wot eme, But if fome forw had
donc 1t, as the Clerey compole the main Eedy of our late

Y

Advn C:lu.:‘&,} it woukl be more natural to fuppofe thar A

itould be in his Thouglhts, thin one, or two Execcprisns -
mong the farty. I"i:., coes on.  If acither of 7'}.?{’/:? '-Mg TR
(G fe m.,;“lc,:rﬂ ity Nezative, *zuf;.-.?fPU SAESS' B the Letter-
.",-‘frz.u* o bear stitnefs againfl ey that 1 have GNY b

Jn’ id, ihat the ENGLISH (.ur.f'ﬁf have mnderiaten to prow.

L.-.UH £t f_; wWithant Hrfr&r‘rf;!‘mﬂg it ? it he means, S
Whoie two individual 3o ords, Longlifp Clergy, ave not uk’,
“tis trus, vut the Evafion is uu:r_mn'"r tr:ﬁmg. Yor thoer
e hes adrnealfv faid ’I: of themm, I b ave fhewn ; and ..+
1w af{tuilk_. deant 1t of them, s moft evident,  And noe
funce Vir. 770 has wik’d me fome Queftions, I hall in r
Turnn take the boldnefs to afk L one, W hat couid P

sESs the Findicaier.to inake J3 felsmn o Declaration ag. ?.w‘:

a plain Fa&t nnder his own Hand ; jor, In the very Paiars
its felr, where he makes the Gbfervatien, he referg by 20

to an Eunglifp Glergyman 3 and vet he felemnly 1111]{{». Uun E:_;
ini!
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that no Englifb Clergyman was then in his Thoughts, Per-
haps he refterr’d to Dr. Conybeare without thinking of him.
Nay, he has a Demonfiration at hand to fhew that, tho’
by fome flrange, unaccountable Accident he named him,
yet he could not think of him. 8o far from it, fays he, [
exprefily fay in p: 19 of the Dedication, < that the Clergy
¢ of the gflably/’d Church are they who have been princi-
¢ pally watchful in the common Caufe of Ghriffianity, and_
“ MosT SuccEessFUL in repelling the Infults of the Ene-
“ mies.” Moft Succefsful, I perceive, is put in large Let-
ters, but they prove but Jitle, much lefs can they difprove
the reality of a plain Faéf. But as to the general Chara&ter
of the gffablyh’d Clergy’s Writings in- this Controverfy, Mr.
V. may think that they have wrote the msf and the bef?
in the Controverfy, and with the mgf# Succefs, or Effecz,
and yet be of Opinion that they have been miftaken as to
the right Management of the Caufe, and have not clearly
prov’d the Truth of Chriftianity. But in my Judgment
Mr. J/——s Plea makes the Matter worfe, He fays, the
Expreflion is General, and he might mean Laymen, or Fg-
reigners, as well as Clergymen, and Engliffinen. ~ This makes
frongly againft him. If he had fpectfied any particular Set
of Advocates, whether at bome, or abroad, whether Laymen,
or Ecclefraflicks, he had left to Chriffianity the reft of the
modern Advocates for its Support, but now the Charge is
General, and the Obfervatisn equally extends to «// that
have defended Chriftianity by the externs! Evidence, He
ies named Dr, Conpbeare, not as a fingular Inftance, but as
in Example, or llluftrarion of his Meaning., And, for any
thing that appears in the Charge, or in the Defence of i,
it may be his Opinton that #zeze of the Advocates in the ex-
trngl Way have proved, or fo much as nnderffsod Chriitia-
nty, If fo, I dare venture to fay, it newer will be prov’d,
But I do not frx this Confequence upon his Intention, The
Gentleman fhould be more cautious how he puts himfelf
‘pon his Country, after-fo weak a Defence, left when he
alls {o loud for Fuftice, they fhould be the lefs inclined to
'tﬂ]ew himn Merey. |
. The Siurs -which he throws upon particular Perfons I
have not Time to take Notice of. The Cafe of the Fathers
may be confidered at fome convenient Opportunity. But I
mult ot pafs by the contemptuous Sneer and hard Refec-
ton which he cafts upon the primitive Advocates for Chrifti-
nity, ‘I'he Adoderns are accufed of fgnorance, but the An-
tents wanted Difcernment and ceminon Honefly too, P. 407.
- C 2 s Speak-

t
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Speaking of the Methods then ufed againft Chriftianity, he
fays; < But their cbief Strength was in the forged Books
“ of Hermes, which they added to, and interpolated, the
¢ better to ferve their Purpofe againtt Chriffianity ; upon
“¢ which he makes this Remark, It is'pleafant enough to
¢ obferve how the primitive Chriflians defended themfelves
¢ againft the Authority of thefe Books. One would have
¢ imagined, they fhould have detected the Forgery, which
“ we fee, was ealy enough to do. Nothing like it : In.
¢ ftead of That, they oppofed Forgery to Forgery, and
< added themfelves fome Books, to this noble Collection of
¢ Trifmegift : For, they too, as well as the Pagans, had
¢ their Platoniffs for fuch Services ; who in thefe Books
¢ have made Hermes {peak plainer of the Myfteries of
¢ Cbhriftianity, than ever the Fewifh Prophets had done.”
Then he applies to their Conduct in this Affair the vileft
piece of ropuith Craft, that the moft profligate Solicitor at
Law ever put in Pralice, Says he;  Their playing
““ Trifmegiff back upon their Enemies puts me in mind
¢ of that known Story of the Law Solicitors: 'The one
¢¢ had forged a Bond againft the other ; who inflead of
¢ taking Tiime to dete(t the Knavery, chofe rather to find
¢ Evidence to prove that he had difcharged it at the Day.”
Without enquiring into the true btate of this Matter,
(which it is not my prefent Bufinefs to do) {uppofe thefe
Chriftians to have alted as infamonfly as he has reprefented,
was it the Bufinefs of an Adwocate for Chriftianity induftri-
oufly to expofe their Wickednefs, and needlefsly give Ucc-
fion of Scandal and Truumph to thofe who are fo ready to
take it ? Was it pleafant enough to him to fee 2 Conduét i
the primitive Chriffians {o difgraceful and injurious to our
Religion? Shocking! I fhould have thought a fincere
Chnftian would have been greatly concerin’d, and not fo
highly delighted, on fuch a melancholy Occafion.  Can Mr.
FV. expeft us to think him our Friend, while he afts the
Part of a {ly and bitter Enemy ? Let him tell us by what
Rules of Common Senfe we are to judge him, and Gharily
{hall cirect us in the Application of them.

If Mr. /7. be a fincere Chriffian, you fee how very fit
he makes with his b¢ff Frieads, tho' he thinks it fo wn
rude in any body to take Freedoms with A, Perhapsif
may be an Inftance of Pelitenefs to lay afide all Gerems
with thofe whom we refpe@, and indulge a Liberty, nov
and then, when we are in the Humour, to cenfure, or bor

tor them. When he has to do with the Enemies of Chrif

tianity
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tianity, left he fhould be thought #arrew in his Notions,
tied down to Ghurch Syflems, or any ways prejudiced againt
them on Account of their Infidelity, he is extremely nice in
the Obfervation of the highefl Punéiilic’s. If he has occa-~
fion to cite an Artheiftical Paflage out of Strabo, he himfelf
s the Herald to proclaim the Author’s Abilities, and to
inform the Publick, that his Knowledse of Men and Man-
ners was as extenfrve as the habitable World. When he
ulhers in Parrey he is careful to let us know, that this A-
theift had a Gentus as extenfive as the Roman Empire, If he
did not feem to be very much in earneft in his Encomiums,
] fhould be apt to fufpett that he intended them as an In.
tance of the true attic Irony, In the Cafe of Bayle, he has
alted the Part of a Gentleman even to an Excefs, and com-
plimented both his Uﬁdﬂ_‘/laﬂaffng and Morali at the Ex-
pence of Truth. 'This French Writer, whom Mr. 17, fliles
the indulgent ¥olter Father of Infidelity, maintains, that a
Society of Athiefts might fubfift and live very comfortably toge-
ther without the belp of any Religion to bind them to the Ob-
fervance of focial Duties. Mr. W. very juftly calls this a
Paradox, and blames Mr, Bayle for defending it; as he
does Mr, Hobs for excluding Religion not only as ufelefs,
but as burgzzl to Society ; Lord Shaftsbury for carrying the
74

Power of ﬂ/?e and moral Senfe too bigh; and all other Jufi-
dels who difter from him as to the Neceffity of Religion to the

Support of Saciety.  But this is not condemning their Jufide-
bty, but their miftaken Notions as to the neceflary Means of
fupporting Soctety.  As his Scheme obliged him to introduce

fo many Infidels into his Work, and his Good-Manners re-
quir'd that he fhould be very civil to their Perfons and Pa-
pacities, in Juftice to himfelf and to Religion he fhould have
been the more careful to declare his Abhorrence of their 4-
theiftical Principles, As sucH, without any Regard to their
Infiuence on Soctety. And yet, as far as I can recolle&t, (I
am {ure, I would not willingly injure him) he has not ufed
thefe Precautions, but exprefs’d himfelf in fuch a Manner
& he might have donc confiftently with Truth, fuppsfing
that he wwere as mere an Infidel as any of them ; while his
Praifes of their Abilities are as profufe and lavifh, as it is #a-
tural for us to beftow upon our mef? favourite Friends. Of
Mr. Bayle he is fo extravagantly and paflicnately fond, that
he has almoft deify’d his Genins, and canoniz’d his Morals.
He is a 7¥viter whofe Strength and Clearnefs of Reafaning
ion be equald only by the Gaety, Eafinefs and Delicacy of bis
#is.  But this is not enough for him by a great deal.” He

| " ders
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pervaded Human Nature with a Glance, (an Exprefﬁon not
applicable to any Being, but that Omnifcient One whof;
Exiftence he denied,) fruck into the Province of Paradsy,
as an Exercife for the reftlefs Vigour of his Mind. Ty
compleat his Charalter, ke had a Heart-praciiced to the BEst
PairosopHy. Mr. Bayle was undoubtedly a Perfon of
delie Literature, and great Ingenutty, with an agrecable man.
ner of WWriting, but he had rather 2 fine and curious, thay
a deep and firong Gemius, or found Fudgment. However,
we will allow fomething for Affeftion, which will magnify
its Objedt, and run out into luxuriant Expreffions of its
Admiration. It cannot only adorn its Object with imagi-
nary Perfettions, but change its very Nature, and make
him, who was 2 Man of the grofz/? Lewdnefs, and opern
Prgrm:mq/}, appear to havg an Heart praé?fr:’d fo the @?
Philsfepby.  As if he were in Pain left the World {hould
not be snguifitive enough into his Writings, he fays, a Wi
ter g" this Charatter will deferve a very particular Regard :
for PARADOXES, in fuch Hands, will always be produciive
of [emething fer Ufe or Curiofity. ‘This curious and ufeful
Writer is reckon’d, both by Befevers and Jufidels, to have
done more towards corrupting the Principles and Moral;
of Mankind, than almoft any other; and accordingly it
1s very wife in the Infidels to recommend him fo induf-
trioufly, as they do: But for that very Reafon, 1t was
offenf-ue and fufpicious in Mr. 7. inftead of guarding in-
cautious Readers againft fuch dangerous Writers, to help
the [ufidels to give Credit and Succefs to the Works of
Mr. Beyle.  But, it feems, fo fkilful was this philsfopbical
Chynniff, that under bis Management the moft venonzoies Pu-
{77 may produce the moft #fefid and noble Medicament ; and
what would fubfide iato rank offerfive Impiety in the Hands
of a Caflins, or a Toland, { Athiells of lefs Experience in fuch
chymical Preparations,} HE can direét to the Confutation of
Tirdzl, and the Service of Chriffianity. (p. 33, 34.) If ]
were difcofed to be as merry with Mr. 227 as he was with
the sronitive Chriftians, this swild Rant affords as much

Scepe, znd a much fAtter Oceaflion, for A2k,
in our own Country, there came out not Jong ago, the
Liie of Hriner.  This Book, like Mr. 777s, had a zreat deal
of Rezding in it, but not {o much Inzenuity and Sprighth-
nefs. It was writien in a conceited fhff way, and with
fuch Obfcurite, that it was not fo much read, nor at firl
much underfiood ; but now, I think; the Defign of it s
kuowan and aliow'd to be an [ofdel one. Yet thisis ﬂ{;?fhﬂf |
| pier
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Writer that Mr. 2. thinks worthy of his publick, his bighe/?
Commendation. ‘The Author is reputed to be a Scotchman,
and his Chara&er fo remarkable, it may be worth Mr, 27°s
while to enquire into it (if he has not already heard of it)
‘that he may be able to give him his due Praife, by com-
mending his Heart, as well as his Head. :

His ]griend 1s another of our Countrymen, who, by
way of Recompence for the Lofs of his Character with nar-
rotv Minds, has the Honour of being number’d in Mr, War-
burton’s Lift of Worthtes, It muit needs be extreamly offen-
five to all good Chriftians to fee the Enemies of our Religion
complimented and recommended in a prefefs’d Defence of
Revelation.  But to thofe who know nothing more of Mr,
Jb. than his Writings ; his Conduét in refpect to looks
like an intended Infult upon Chriftianity and the Common
Senfe of Mankind, This Author’s Writings had undergone
2 T'nal before able and impartial Judges ; were fentenced as
Infidel 5 the Author was deferted by his intimate Friends,
who before had 2 good Repard for him, and hk’d his Ac-
quaintance. Yet this very Perfon, thus condemned, and
thus difcarded, as a known Enemy to us, Mr, /7. ventures
publickly to efpoufe, and highly to extol; not only in his
Bask, but in his Vindication, after he knew how much the
Publick was offended by his fir/# Compliments. He feems
determined, at all Adventures, toftand, or fall by his Friend.
His Friend is obliged to him for a kind Intention, but he
would, perhaps, have been better pleafed if Mr, /7. had not
reminded the World of his able Services,  In another Point,

relpCting the Doftor’s Credit and Intereft, Mr,/#s great

Generofity has got the better of his Judgment, It has of-

“ten been obferv’d, that crying up a Lady for a celebrated

Baanty, when fhe’s only paffable, or, at moft agreeable, is
doing her hurt, He would pafs very well, and readily
be alowed the Merit of a clever fmart Writer, 1If his Ad-
vocate had not improperly rank’d him amongft the firft
Ulafs of Geniufes in the Areumentative Way,  Thefe unjufk
Chims provoke People to weigh out his Reputation in a
more exaét Proportion to his Title to it. They will en-
quire into the Hiflory of his Works, and find him to be
bit & Plagiary, where he fets up himfelf for an Original.
He robb’d a French Author; travell’ld; and at his Return
put off his folent injudicious Remarks, for choice #ew Things,
imported freth from Jtaly. Mr., /¥, was as unfortunate in his
hish Encomiums upon his Morals. Temperance and Chaflity

: ) 4 ) -
we Firtuzs 5 Spleen and Malige, and Euzy s Prede and Fa-
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nity are Vices, tho’ not Vices of the Bedy ; and Vices greatly -
prejudicial to Society, and as odious in the Sight of Gog's

But if Mr. J¥, had not over-rated his Friend for the Sake of
the former, he might have met with the lefs Cenfure on ac-

count of the latter, _

‘The Vindication offers at a Proof of his Friend’s Faith,
and 1 heartily with it had produc’d a fatisfaltory one, [
{hall afierwards confider what he has faid both for him
and himfelf, I fhall conclude this Letter with a fhort Re-
mark upon a Paflage or two in the Vindication that have
2 ftrange Appearance, taken by them/felves, but look much
worfe when comparéd with the Pains he has taken to give
Reputation to Infidel Charaéiers: P, 8, of his Vindication he
obferves that  Infidelity 1s become fo reputable as to be ef-
¢ teemed a Teft of fuperior Parts and Difcernment.” What?
Reputable in the Abftrat? What an Infinuation is this!
Reputable amsng Infidels, hefhould have faid. But the Ar-
gument requird more, and fo he faid, Reputable without
ReftriGtion, or Guard. Again at (p. 35.) the fame Obfer-
vation 1s repeated.  *° There are, and thofe efteemed fincere
¢ Cbrytians too, who would have taken the Names of Ji-
“¢ fidel and Heretick for Favours at the Hand of the Letter-
““ Writer.,” It may be fo, but I’ll affure him I never give
thofe Tstles by way of Compliment; and if Mr. 77, knows
any Chriffians who can fee Charms in fuch Titles, he is wel-
come to their Acquaintance. But, if, as he fays, he him-
felf 15 not charm’d with them, it is very ftranpe Conduct in
him to talk of fincere Chriftrans who do not think 1t an Ji-
famy to be reckon’d Infidels, Does not this lof as if he
wanted to take off the Horror and Odium that ought to at-
tend them ?

It you’ll favour me with the Publication of ancther Let
ter, I fhall offer fome Obfervations upon the Medizm of his
Demsnfiration, and endeavour to thew what Danger we have
reafon to apprehend from his Scheme, and how much it con-
cerns us, in common Prudence, to guard againft the De-

{icns of the Author.
Yours, &c.

e w

LETTER IIL

COME now to enquire into Mr. Trarburton's
ScuEME, and fee what ereat Reafon 2ll fober Chrif-

tians Lave to be offended with it; to be Very jealousl of
1y
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his Defign in advancing it; and to guard in time, againft
the Mifchiefs it may do. -

We object to his Scheme as a very dangerous one, in that
it obliged him ftrongly to prepoflefs his Readers againft Re-
velations in general, and Rélgion in general; before he en-
ters upont his' Proof of a particular Revelation and Religi-
on. He has been very induftrious to fearch into Heather
Antiquity in order to thew that all wife Lawgivers pretended
to Revelations and Infpirationsy in order to give Reverence
to their CharaQter, and Force to their Laws., But I am
afraid Mr. 27, will not make his Readers the more inclin’d
to believe the Infpiratton of the OlMd Teftament, or the New,
or the Drvine Authority of Mefes and Chrift, by {hewing
that the pretence to Infpiration has been Univerfal amoncit
- Law-givers, and that it was but a Pretence.  Will not 2
great many be too apt to make this Inference ! Ahfes and
Chrif? pretended to be infpir’d 5 fo did all other wi/e Law-
givers} thefefore it may be as mere a Prefence in Mofes and
Chrift, as in all the reft. If the Law and the Gofpe/ be, as
they aré allowed to be, very wife Inflitutions, this is indeed
a proof of the Good Senfe and Wifdom, but not of the -
Jpiration of  their Inflitutors. For this we muit have re-
courfe to the Evidence of Miracls, which Mr. 7, does
not feem to think 1s fo fatisfaltory as we were wont to
citeem it.

But he goes farther, and lays the Foundation of a ftrone
Prejudice againft all Religion, that is, againft the Belief of
2 Providence and a Luture State, which cannot, according:
to my Apprehenfion, be a very prudent Scheme. This
Method might be #eceffery to his Schemie, but then it was an
infuperable ObredFion asainft the Scheme, if Revelatisn could
be prov’d any other Way : And, God be prais’d, it has
ftood its (Ground, upon tiz Foot of firacles for above
17 Centuries, and will, Tam fatisfied, be able to ftand up-
on no other, Why then thould a Writer of fo much Sega-
ity reject this o/d fuccefsful method of Proof, for onz which
may srgudice a great many againit the Belief of any Reli-
zon at all? Which will moft likely be the cafe, if they
lhould helieve bis Reprefentation of Antiouity to be true?
He has labour”” -+ Jhew that all the great Gendus’s of Old,
i my laft T oofeiv’d how violently he magnified the Ca-
pcitics of modern Infidels ;) ) the Lawoivers and Philsfo-
thers, the Men of the vreatett natural and smprov’d Under-
taading. look’d upon all Religicn as a Cheat,and ufed it only
Sa Polisical Enolre, Now, il there 2 2 Providence, one

D would
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would think, Men of the 4s# Underftanding and Know-
ledge fhould have found out that impertant ‘T'ruth, as well
as the ignorant Multitude. It is very ftrange that only Sp-
crates, out of fuch a vaft Number of learned and great
Men, in fo many Ages, {rould belizwe 1t.  1If 1t be capable
of bemng prov’d, (which St. Paul exprefﬂy affirms) the vrzy-
gus Men amongft the Philofophers were better qualified,
than lefs improv’d Minds, for fuch Inquiries ; and yet, ac-
cording to Mr. /77s Account, al the moff competent Judges,
ane only excepted, difbelier’d a Providence, tho’ they thought
it neceflary to teach the Dodlrine to thofe who knew no
better. And if they could, by Reafon, find out #his Truth,
they might as eafily come at fome Knowledge of a Future
State as a Confequence of the other, I appeal then to Com-
man Senfe, whether the {preading fuch a Notion as this, with
all the Atheiftical Reafons which Mr, /¥, has affign’d for
their Infidelity, be not the moft recady Way to induce n-
thinking and lcentions Perfons to believe that, tho’ learned
and wife Fews and Chriftians have taught the Dolltrines of
a Prsuidence and a future State, yet they believed the Truth
of them no more than the larned and wife Heathens did;
and, I prefume, Mr. /7. will allow that whoever difbelieves
a Providence and a future State, upon Atheiflical Principles,
will not believe any Revelation. Mr. W, is aware -of this
Objection againft his Scheme, acknowledges 1t, and at-
tempts 2n Anfwer to it, but fuch 2 one as 1s fo far from
being fatisfactory to my Apprehenfion that it is wholly un-
tedizible,  Say, that thefc Truths were at firft fupernatu-
rally reveal’dy and handed down by Tradition 5 or that God
iuprinted them on Men’s Minds by way of Inffmnét ; or fup-
pofe the Belief of them to have ever obtained in the World,
by any other Means whatfoever ; it 1s impoflible in any to-
lerable Manner to account for fo wniverfal a Difbelief of
them, amongft the learned and wirfuous Philsfophers, with-
out refolving it, as Mr. /77 does, into fuch Reafons, as, in
their Opinion, fhewed the abfurdity of the Notions, 1If the
Original of {uch Belief be [uflnét, the Philofophers muft
kove behieved it as well as others, f{ince fufmé? is fuch an
Imnreflion upon our Nature by the Author of 1t, as all at
hrit enjov'd, and few could quite get rid of, If we refolve
it into a fupernatural Revelation, yet if the Notions be
azreeadle to Reafony tho’ Reafon alne could not have dif-
csver'd them, it 1s {hll egually ftrange that fuch Rnrfazml
Cpinions fhould continue to obtain amonft the molt rre-
iicza! Aen, while thole of the fromgefl and moft approv’e
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Realon, and meff perfeét Morals, univerfally rejeéted it.
And in the it Sedt, of the 2d B. . g3, he carefully points
it out to the Reader’s Oblervation, that, as Religion was
believ'd only by the Popalace, fo < all the National Reli-
« gions of the ancient and modern gentile World are fo grofs
¢ and irrational that they could not be the Refult of the
“ Difcoveries of mprov’'d Reafon, but were plainly fitted
“ to the Capacity of Minds, yet rude and uncultivated.”
Then he inftances in two Kingdoms, the Mexicans and Pe-
ruvians in the South, and the Canadians in North dmerica ;
« the firft of which, he fays, had a Rehgion formed and
« fettled, but fucha Religion as difcover’d fomething worfc
“ than mere Ignorance, but which could never be the Re-
« {ult of fpeculative Thinking : Howcever, a Keligion it was
 that taught the great Articles of the i¥or/bip (aza God, a Pro-
“ gidence, and a future State.” ‘Then heafks, *“ how hap-
“ nen’d it that thefe two great Empires had a Religion, and
« the Canadians none, but that their Founders faw 1t was ne-
% ceffary to eftablith and perpetuate one for the Benefit of the
« State. A Circumflance that the Canadians never were un-
“ der:”” So that the Orizin of Religron is here plainly afcrib’d
to the Magifirate, and the Jutent of it conhn’d to the purpoies
of Givil Life 5 for which Reafon he fuppofes the Magiftrate to
have fo framed ity asto fit it to the Genus and Temper of
the Nation, Whoever carefully confiders this and the fol-
lowing Setion will fee my Obfervation abundantly made
Good. Indeed, he has faid in one Place of this Se&. . gz,
that Religion was of popular Belief, even before Giuvil Policy
was iflituted, and at the End of his Book offers at an Ar-
qument for Religion grounded upon this popular Belief; yet
n the very Place where he makes the Aflertion, he deftroys
it again, I fhall cite the Paffage becaufe it is firong.

“ Yet were there formerly, and now are, many Savage
“ Nations that long loft all Traces of Religion: A Falt
“ that implies fome extraordinary Care and Art in the Ma-
“ giftrate for its Support: For, if Religion has been fup-
“ ported in all Places, at all Trmes, and under all Circum-
“ Rances, where there was a Magifirate and Cruil Poliey 5
“ and fcarce in any Place, or under any Gircumftance where
“ thefe were wanting ; what other Caufe than the Aag:-
“ frate’s Management can be affign’d for it? This, to
“confidering Men, will be of werght.”——For what, I
ik ? Why plainly to fhew, that, in his Opinion, Keligion
was not from God ; not from a fupernatural Revelation ; or
fpeculative improv’d Reafon ; or from imnate Nutions 5 but
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from Crvil Policy; and that 1t has been conftantly P?;#r'v’d
by the Peaver, as it was originally invented by the Wifdom
of the Aagifivate. 1f this be not his Meaning he fhould
have taken more care of his Expreflions, for this is the ob-
vious Import of them ; and what makes it the more proba-
ble that he really meant what he has exprefs’d, is this; that
it 1s of a Piece with the general Tendency of the Book.  But,
he goes on to make his Meaning fhill clearer by Reafoning
upon the Fa&, tho’ his Reafoning be not conclufive. He is
very particular; (p. g4, 95.) in fetting forth the Advanta.
ces the Canadians had, 2bove the Mexicans, of coming to
tbe Knowledge of a fuperior Beng, and their Cure in making
as much Improvement of their Faculties and Opportunities,
2s their Brethren in the South ; notwithftanding which the
Iflue prov’d contrary to what might be expefted ; the others
had a Religion, and thefe had none.  Who then, Jays be, can
avy longer doubt that this was owing to the Gare and Contri-
vance of the Magifirate ¢ Now, can any Thing be’ fuller
and plamer? If the Knowledge of a Supreme Being were at-
tainable by Reafon, the Canadians had better Opportunities
and Capacities than the Mexicans, and are allow’d by Hifo-
rians to have made as good an Improvement. of them, and
vet, for want of the Aid of the Cruil Magifirate, they had
20 Religion at all; while the Mexicans had a Religion, and
a Religion fitted, by the Wifdem of the Magifirate to the
Pegple.  And as he refolves the Origin of Religion into Gruil
Policy, fo he gives the Egyptians the Credit of being the firft
drventors of this ufeful Contrivance ; the firff that efablifid
Religizn, p.g6. which he fays, (after having quoted an Au-
thority to confirm the Faf?) was the fame thing as afhirm-
ing of the Egyptians, that they were the fir/t and wifeff policed
People, p.g2. His citing an Hiftorian attefting a Fadt, and
then making a Remark in confequence of the Zruth of it
without intimating the Jeaff doubt of its Truth, is allowing
it to be true. This is the Account he gives of the State of
Reltrion amongft Heathens ; and as unfavourable a one to
Revelation as the Heart of an Irnfidel could wifh, Let us
now enquire into his Scheme with refpect to the Fews. "The
Heatheus, the moft intclligent and rational Part of them, he
reprefents as Atheifts; ignorant of that Gad who created
them; of that Previdence which govern’d them; that
Eternal State for which thev were intended § i chie 210
have Recourfe to Fiction and Dusgfture for their 1o niiti-
tence in Society. The Fews, indeed, according to wiat he
has told us of bis Syflem, did beligve 2 God, and 2 Pravfa’e»'{:‘&
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but (as far as we can judge of it at prefent) not fuch a par-
ticular Providence, with refpedt to Judividuals, as Society and
Religion require for their Support. 'T'uo’ (God made a par-
ticular Covenant with that People, cave them an extraordi-
nary Revelation, and promis’d them fingular Bleffings which
were never fully perform’d in this Late, 1t does not yet ap-
pear that Mr. /7, thinks, they had any Intimation of the
moff important and effential Truth of Religion, a future State.
1. In 5. 6. He declares the Medium of his intended De-
manfiration to be, the Omiffion of a future State in the Fewifh
Difpenfation. He does not explain what £nd, or what De-
gree of Omiflion he means : Only, that it is fuch an Omif-
fion as the Desfls have Jaid hold on; pretending it to be an
Imperfection which makes the Difpenfation unworthy of the Au-
thor to whom wwe afcribe it. So, it feems, he yields to the
Deifts the very Point which they contend for, and builds his
Demonfiration upon the Fa&t upon which they ground their
Objettion, ‘This, indeed, is fighting them with their own
Weapons, but we have  too much to fear from fuch an
Engagement. He grants, that there is fuch an Omiffion as
they pretend there 1s, This is a Gonceffion never made be-
fore to the Deiffs by wifc and good Men, but conftantly
denied, (as reprefented by the Deiffs ) and clearly confuted ;
particularly by thofe two excellent and judicious Writers,
Bissor BurL, and the GREAT Dean of 8t. Paul’s, Dr.
Sherlock 3 the former, in his Polthumous Pieces; the latter,
in his admirable Book upon a future State. 'What reafon
then have we not to be greatly alarm’d at this Novel, and,
in our Opinion, deffruétive Scheme? Or why fhould we fit
filent and patient all the while, waiting for a Demonfiration
built upon a falfe Faé?, fo far as appears? Or why fhould we
fuffer that Fast to pals current, and be tmbib’d by unwary
Readers, unlefs it had been more carcfully explained, and
better guarded, than the Author has yet guarded it? For
the prefent, rbe Fac? is fuppofed to be fuch as the Deifls pre-
tend it to be: And in that Light it is neither conliftent with
our Lord’s exprefs Doftrine againft the Sadducees.  Mar.
22, 23-~72. Mark 12, 18—27. nor with St. Pauls in
Heb. 11, Either therefore the Argument is foreign to the
Difprte with Deiffs, if the Fa& be not underftood according
o therrr Notion of it 5 or if it be fo underftood, it 152 wrong
ad a dangerous Conceffion, contradiCtory both to the Old 7e/-
tament and the New, and fapping the very Vitals of true
Reugion, To fay that a future State was omitted in the
Fewifh Difpenfation, is not a true Propolition, uanlels
| ' guarded
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guarded and qualified with feveral Diftinftions and Limitas
tions. 1aken fimply, abfolutely, and in thofe general Terms,
it is very falfe, and of pernicious Tendency. Why then
does Mr. /7. ofter to fpread it in thofe general Terms a-
mong the Populace? Or, if he wants Attention, or Dif-
cernment to diftinguifh rightly in fuch a inomentons Article,
and lays his Foundation of a Progf of the Scriptures in a

Fal that is fubverfive of their Truth, why muft others for

bear to remsnftrate, when the Mifchief is already working,
and no Antidote applied ? '

2. He fays, the Doltrine of a Future State did not make
part of .the Mofaic Difpenfation, p.7. He has not added,
A5 Mbfaick, which he fhould have done, to remove offence,
and to prevent the deception of his Readers. 'The Adofarck
Difpenfation did not, could not difannul the Patriarchal, as
St. Paul has clearly prov’d, but it took it in, or rather was
grafted upon 1t: and there can be no doubt but that the Co-
venant with Abrabam (which was the Gofpe/ Covenant)
contained a Future State. Dr. Sherlock in the Book above-
mentioned, and which I would recommend to Mr, 7’
careful Perufal, has explain’d this Point very fully and un-
anfwerably. ‘Therefore the Fewifh Difpenfation, which in
its complex View comprehended both Patriarchal and Mo-
fatcal, did undoubtedly take in a Future State ; and fo the
Dodtrine of 2 Future State, tho’ not properly taught by the
Law, confider’d as the Shell, or Cover of the Patriarchal
Relizion, or Gofpel Covenant, yet obtained under the Law,
or Jewifh Difpenfation. Nay, Dr. Sherlock has a difbindt
Chapter to {hew, that, tho’ the Law of Mofes contain’d no
exprefs Promifz of another Life, vet the whole Mofazcal Dif-
penfation 1s one continued Proof of it ; if we will allow that
God had any wife Defign in that Difpenfation, or the fews
any common Senfe to underftand it. And it is my Opt-
nion that, if Mr. /7. be a fincere Chriffian, and will {eri-
oufly examine the Dean’s Arguments, he will fee himfelf
under a neceffity of giving up his own Scheme, as being ab-
folutely inconfiftent with the Bidle. No doubt, he thought
himfelf exceeding {fmart when he told me, in his Vindtca-
tion, that the FoUNDATION is not the Housg, but I
would have him remember that the Foundation is the Sup-
port of the Houfe, and if he lays the Foundation of his
Building in the Rusus of it, he will prove a bad Architect.
If his Scheme obliges him flatly to contradi&t the Scriptures,
ke will hardly be able to prove them to be #rue by any Ar-
gument that proves them to be falfe,
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2. The Author fays (p. 8.) that he affirms fomething
that many Chriflian Writers have not only denizd, but

thought' it neceffary to deny, which he civilly imputes to
their Love of Oyflems, to their Paffions building upon the
Ruins of Reafon, to their having Underftandings narrowed
by Prejudice. Now I know not that many Chriffian Wri~
ters have ever denied that the Mofaick Covenant, confider’d
merely as Mofaick, contain’d only Temporal Promifes, in
the exprefs Letter of it. All found Divines have ever:
allowed it. But what many Chriftian Divines, indeed all
fund Drvines, ancient and modern, have denied, is what
the Deifts pretend, and Mr. Warburton feems to grant, vrz.
that a future State was not taught by Mofes, or that fuch Be-
lief obtain’d nat under the Qld Tefiament. This they have
jultly thought it neceffary to demy. If this be (as by the
Plan exhibited it appears to be) what Mr. #Warburion Av-
FIRMS, he 1s hunfelf very grofsly and very dangeroufly
miftaken : nor can he make us Amends by pretending to
build a Demonftration for the Truth of Revelation upon 2
falfe Principle, a Principle demonfirably falfe, if the Scrip-
tures be true.  We have therefore great reafon to be very
much offended, and very jealous of his Pretences, ’till he
explains whom he means by the many Chriftian Writers, and
what it was (in his Account) that they thought it neceflary
io deny, and he thinks it proper to afirm. He might be as
fond of a 8yffem of his own making, as others might be of 2
Syftem recommended by Scripture and Antiquity, He may-
alfo have Paffions, and a Mind narrowed by Proudices, as
well as thofe many Chriftian Writers (whoever they were)
whom he fo candidly refle@s upon. Therefore as he has
taken the Liberty to throw oblique Afperfions upon many,
owning his Notion to be new, himfelf the fir/? that efpous’d
ity (which thews that his RefleC®ions in that particular, ex-
tend to a/l before him) he thould not think it hard Meafure
if Sufpicions are rais'd, in our own Defence, upon a fingle
Writer. He has given jult Ground for*them, neither are
we bound by any Laws of Fuffice, Charity, or Himanity,
to be filent as long as he {hall think it proper to keep back
his intended Demonfiration. It the Tendency of his Book be
(as it plainly is at prefent) to perfuade the World, either
that a future State was not taught af all under the Ol
Teflament, or that Mofes has totally omitted it, or that the
Tewifb Religion did not contain it, or that Religions Fews
did not believe it, and govern their Lives by it, then there
k reatony for entering fome timely Caveats agamndt it, to

pre-
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prevent any fuch pernicious DoClrine’s taking root among
us; and likewife to hinder the Author; who appears under
a very fufpicious Charaller, at leaft, from being received and
encouraged as a Friend, till he fhall -give us fome better
Reafons, than his Promife of a Demonflration, to think
him one. But whatever his Scheme fhall at laft appear to
be, which at prefent he has left us to guefs at as well as we
can, we are not at a lofs to judge of the Nature and Ten-
dency of This Volume. We certainly know this to be a very
bad Book, confifting; among other fFrange bold Things that
bave a bad Afpelt on Religion, of Satyrs on the Advocates
for Chriftiamity, Panegyricks on the moft notorious Jufidels,
and all the filthy {tuff that he could fcrape together out of
the Sink of Atheifin, as a natural INTRODUCTION to 2
Demsonftratisn of the Truth of Revelation, Yet Mr. I,
thinks it rude, nay unchriffian, nay horrid in me to cenfur:
his Performance, or fufpeé? his Defigns. Let it be ever /s
ftrange a Book, we fhould have a little Patience and he
will make us 2mple zmends by an extraordinary good one,
tho’ he did not care tolet it come out in bad Company.
Befides, Mr. /7. according to his own Account of himfefﬂ
has as much Right, as his Friend Bay/e, to ftrike out znto the
Province of PARADOX, as an Exercife for the rgﬁ‘]q/} Vi-
gour of bis Mind, becaufe like bim, he can {o prepare Atheifm
as to exfralt out of it fuch a Confutation of Infidelity, that

the Party f{hall never dare to appear any more while his
Demsnfiration {hall laft.

But, to be ferious, I appeal to Mr. 27, himfelf. Sugs
pole any one had publhfh’d a Palitical Book, which was
thought by able and judicious Men to have a Tendency very
pernicious to the Govermment, and the Author ufed the
fame way of Arguingand the fame kind of Language which
the Enemies have always been obferved to ufe; in this cafe
would Mr. /7, think 1t becoming a goed Subject to ful-
fer fuch a Book to take its courfe unan{wer’d, only becanfe
he himfelf, agamf? the plain Tenour and whole Air of his
Work, afiures us that he will, fome.time or ancther, no-
body can conccive how, demonfirate the King’s ‘Title to the
Crown ; and fuffer fuch a Writer to paf wnceafior’d, only
becaufe he aiffures us that if we will but take his Woud for
it, and truft bim, he isa true Friend, tho’ he feems. by his
prefent way of ialking, to be an &w»emy? or, i1 anv one,
without any perfonal Prejedice to the Aczhor, inthe Inte-
grity of his Heart, with an- honeft Zea! and Concron,
{tould endeavour to cbviate the pernicicus Effcéls th.c the

Book
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Book was likely to produce if not taken notice of, and ta
guard againft the bad Defigns which the Writer is juftly
fufpelted to entertain 5 would Mr, /7. efteem fuch an In-

flance of Fidelity to the Government deferving his Refent
ment, or his Thanks 2

LETTER IV

N the Letter wherein I firlt mentioned this Book, I ob-
ferved, that if an Author writes /like an [nfidel he ought
not to be furpriz’d, or to pretend to be angry, if the
World firongly fufpelts his Faith, Whatever Mr, 7’
real Sentiments and Intentions may be, 1 am very much mif-
teken in my Judgment if I have not made it appear, in
my laft three Letters, that the Divine Legation is written
exaltly in the Infidel~-Hay, and muft, tn proportion to the
Succefs it meets with, ferve the Infidel Caufe; and 1 am as
much mif-inform’d by others, if I have not made fome
Converts to my Opinion, The Cafe, indeed, does already
appear plain enough to fatisfy any impartial Perfon; but,
there are fome things in the Manner of his Writing, and
fome particular Pafages, that deferve Attention, not only
as they may be of ufe to fhew us the Drift of #his Book,
and to make probable the Meaning of the Writer, but to
help thofe, who may not have been {o obfervant of their
Arts, to judge of other Books of the like kind.

1. Mr.. /. after the manner of modern Infidels, deals
much in general Charges and RefleCtions, which give a2
Colour for fomething, and leave room for snjurions Applica-
tons, but give the Injur'd no poflibility of defending them-
felves, Togive an Inftance of what I mean. He fpeaks
with great Contempt of certain Bigots, as well as certain
Advacates, who have a fondnefs for Church Syfems, and
give up Reafon to their Paffions. Now, Mr. 7. does not
want to be told in what Latitude this kind of Talk is ufed
by the Firee-thinkers; that by Church-Syflems, they under-
fand the Doctrinks and Inftitutions of Chriftianity, by Bi-
gotsy Chriftians ; and that by giving up Reafon they mean,
our ififting vpon the Infuficiency, or Deficiency, of Reafor
in Matters of Religion without the Affiftance of Revelation.
If, therefore, an Author, of any tolerable Share of Senfe
and Diferetion, ufes the Language of a Set of Men, it is
natural to {uppofe that he ufes it in their Senfe, becaufe it is
not to be 1inagin'd that a prudent Chriffian would give fuch

E Occafion
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Occafion for being mif-underficod, to the prejudice of
his own Reputation, of the Charadters of all Orthodox Di-
vines, and of the Interelt of our Religion. And yet, if I
fhould offer to fix this Mezning upon Mr. /7, I fhould foon
hear of an wnchriflian and horrid Izuputarrazz But, the want
of Charity and Horridnefs does not confift in putting the
moit namrai and probable Interpretation upon Writings,
but in Writers being fo wery wicked, or {o very :mpr::dfﬂt

as to give fo much Ground for f:gm-y and Scandal.

2. Ambieuitiss of Exprefion are another Method of
WItng wherein he agrees with Infidels, 1 {hall cite a Spe-
cimen or two of thig kind. Speaking of the Reception of
Chrifiariy from the Pagan IForld; (p. 279.) he fays, awhen
ihe I“‘Y"I SH Rfl!ﬂﬂ! appear d, ﬂ&‘m were but TOO MUCH
ACCUSTOMED o NEW RET."EI.ATIONS, not to acknsi-
ledze its SUPERIOR DPretences.  And when CHRISTIANIY
TY arefe (p. 280.) 1t was favourably beard 5 and the SUPE-
RIOR FEwidence, with which it was ncmmpamcd difpofed
Men HABITUATED #0 PRETENDED Revelations eagerly 13
recere 15, See how very artfully theie Patlages are con-
triv’d for a fly Infinuation againf? Revelation, and a Sake
for the 4nuthsr. 1f1 had an Intention to intimate, that
t],c H:athers acknowisdged the Dwwme Infpiration of the
fewifh and Chrifiicn Rci-ﬂmn, from their being TOO MUCH
ACCUSTOMED f5 NEW Rewvelotisns, and HABITVATED
7 PRETEXDED Rewvclatizns, and not in Confeguence of
the Miracks wrought in Confirmation of either, I could
not have thought of mere apt Words to do it in; neither
comi I have invented a fitter Guard againft Cenfure, than
b flipping Into the fame Sentence the fuperior Pretences

f the former, and the fuperrsr Evwidence of the latter:
This, I{“OLJJ ave thought wouli have madc my Mean-
ine plain, and my {elf fafe. But ¥ leave the Reader to his
own fedement of Atr, 277s Intention.

He cafts wniver fal Afnerfions upon the Preefiieed under
ﬂ’t‘ Ceverof the partu:ul Oﬁ'mﬁanof his sutreducing them,
tle had been enquiring into the Orizinal of the 1"'*'],"/]1‘?1’?“‘
whicther they arofe from the Pricefls who officiated 1n therr
Rires, or whéther they were f..zmdr.d by the State. Alter
Geveral Reofons affignd for the Janter Opinion, he gives the
r.llcwing one azainft the f.«rm:‘r, at p. 180, ‘Another
““ Proef of this Or“‘"n i may be deduc’d frem what was
m:frfn there; which was #he J Neerflity of a wvirtuous and
ety Lifey to obtarn « baopy fmmﬂ:'m!ﬂ). Now this, we

‘* kpow, (pray, Reader, mund the Gentleman) could nof
L4~ .
come
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t$come from the Sacerdotal Warebonfe” ‘The Terms are
CHANGED as dextro.fly asan High German Dactor plays
his Legerdemai Sleaghts upon you., He was {peaking of the
HeaTHEN Prufls, but he flips infenfrbly into the Sacerds-
tal OFrice, which he, like a well-bred Maa, calls a
IWare-boufey, p. 180: And then, when he had pliced the
Funétion, at largey in the room of the Heathen Prigfls, (to
whom alone Mr. Laock applied his Reflections), and made
them Dealers tn Religious IVaves, he cites the moft bitter
Quotation from his Reafonablenefs of Chrifftanity ; and that
too without any Reference to the Page, that he may give us
an Opportunity of paying due Regard to his Houefly in the
Quotation, The firft Day, or two, that I can fpare, fhall’
be employed in looking over the Book, for I cannot think’
but there mult be fome Miftake in tranferibing it, for he
brings in Mr. Lock talking in a wvery lw Stile, of the
Tricks of Religions and the Holy Tribe 5 of their felling good
Peomyworths 5 INSTEAD of Virtue and a clean Confeience,
vending Luflrations and Sacrifices which were eaffy per-
form’d. And that he might clinch this rzfly Nail which
has been driven by all the Mufidels that have written in any
Languace, he clofes the Quotation, as he intreduc’d it, with
this Obfervation, * We may be aflur'd, that an Iu/ffitu-
“ tizn which taught the Neeellity of a fr36F and boly Life
“rault be the fnuention of, Legiflators, p. 181.” This Page
muft needs have afforded much Merriment to many a yong
Debanchée, and more ferions Comiort to the old confirm’d
Infdel 3 and the next Paifon that chanc’d to come acrofs
either of them had good Luck if he efcaped without a rud-
dncer,  T'o compleat his good Offices to his Braotbren, of
the holy Trébe, when he had reprefented the Corruptions of
the Mylteries, and aflien’d fome of the Caufes of them, he
could not help bringing in the fezle Prigff for his Share of

them. p. 167. |
4. At p. 191, Hetells a Story, ¢ It was the Cuftom,
“at the Celcbration of the Eluftnian Myfleries, to have
“ what was wanted in thofe Rites carried on Affes.  Hence
“ the Proverb, Afinus portat Myfleria: Accordingly, the
“ Poct introduces Bacchus, followed by the Buffoon Xax-
" thies, bearing a Bundle in ke manner, and riding on an
“ Afs.  And left the Meaning of this fhould be miftaken,
“on Herculei’s telling Bacchus that the Inhabitants of £~
% fuom were the Initiated, Xanthius puts in and favs, and 1
“amihe Afs carrying Myfleries.” Our Saviour’s riding in-
¢ Ferufalem on an Ajfs has been Matter of much wanton
' ) E 2 ' Sport
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Sport to the Infidels, and his Relzgion has been ridicul'd for
its myflerious Doctrines and Rites : For which Reafon a pion;
and prudmt Chriftian would not have told this Story in fuch
2 Manner, and put the laft Words of 1t, #s he did the
little Prieft, in Italicks. Indeed the whole Affair of the
Mifieries, efpecially when explain’d by the general Tenour
of the Book, Zoks too much like an i/l-intended Compari-
fon between them and the Myfleries of Ghrifliamty, Ini-
T1ATION into the Myfteriés he exprefsly compares to Bap-
#ifm, and afcribes the fame Effefis toit, p. 13g. It wasthe
End and Drift of INITIATION fo RESTORE the Soul to
that State FROM WHENCE #f FELL as from its native Seat
of Perfection. As Baptifm givesa Title to the Happinefs of

equen, upon the Condition of a gosd Life, fo the Heathen
Elfrum was peopled with fuch of the fuitiated as had lived
virtusuffy. The Feaff that accompanied the Sacrament of
the Lord’s Supper, 1n the firlt Ages, and the Corruptions
that crept into it (and for which it was difcontinued) is
introduc’d by way of Gomparifon with the Gorruptions of
the Elufinian Myfleries ; and, with as little Trath, as De-
cency, he fuppoles that the primitive Chriftians, n IMIT A-
TI0N of thefe Pagan Rites, brought a Cuftom tnto the Churdh
of celebrating Vigils the N1GHT, p. 160. In the pre-
ceding Page he had taken notice how much the profound
Silence and Secrecy of the Night had contributed to the infa-
mous Corruptions of the Pagan Myfteries, and then fuppofes,
acainft plain Hiftory, that the Reafon why the Chriftians
made choice of that Seafon was, in fmtationof them. ‘This
is a manner of Writing very proper for Infidels, and as
commonly ufed by them. Thus Zoland, Tindal, G—n,
Csliins, and the reft of our modern Authors of “that Stamp,
were continually throwing ebligue RefleCtions upon the
Chriftian Inflitutions, exclaiming againft the Corruptions
amenet Chriftians; and imputing @i/ Corruptions,” origi-
nally, to the Prieft : Infomuch that, if Mr. /7. had not
put his Name to his Book, I thould have been apt to fufpett
that Wir. G——n, whofe way of writing I have had ccca-
fion to make my felf acquainted with, was the Author of
it. Butlet Mr. /7. name tic any one of our celcbrated,
fcher, difcrest Advocates (fuch as §ullingfleet, Tillstfernty Dit-
ton, Rogers, Fenkyus, Conybeare, Lefly, and many others)
who have any fufpicious Inuendos about the Myflerses of our
Religion ; who talks of the /e Pricff introducing Gorrup-

tiens into them ; of the Sacerdeial Herehoufe ; that the

Priefts (Priefts m genieral) can zfford beiter Pennyworths

by
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by dealing in the cheap and eafy Bufinefs of Oblations, than
by teaching People therr Duty, and requiring a good Life as
the Cosidition of Happinefs in the next Life; of the Holy
Tribe 3 the Tricks of Religion, and of djfes carrying MyfReries.

‘s. The many Contradictions in Mr, W’s Book, and the
Difficulty there is frequently of fixing any thing upon him,
is another ‘fufpicious Mark. This has been the conftant
Practice of the Free-Thinkers, and for a very plain Reafon.
But none of the above-mentioned Advocates ever wrote in
that znconfiftiens Way. They had an honeft, Chriftian End
in view, -and they were uniform in the purfuit of it, ex-
prefling themfelves always intelligibly and confiffently.  And
if Mr. V. really intended well to Revelation, why fhould
not 4is Intention be as Evident as theirs was, and all thé
feveral Parts’of his Work at as perfeét an Agreement with
one another. An Author ‘that has a Defign, which it is
not proper for him direftly to own, has occafion for counter
Paflages where he may fhelter himfelf in an Engagement ;
and therefore, it is natural to {uppofe that Mr, /7, would
not have provided fo many ‘of thefe Sanftuaries if he had
not thought he might ftand in need of them. " The Gen-
tleman, 1 am'fure, would take it very ill if I fhould think
he had 16 bad an Underftanding as not to know bow to
write confiftently, or that he knew fo little of our Lan-
euage, as not to be able to exprefs his Meanin clearly,
Why then did Mr. 27, advance fuch contrary Politions, as
he has done? Take.a Cafe that I mention’d in my laft.
For what purpofe was that thort Pafiage dropp’d in Italicks,
The Behief of a Providence and a future State were of poru-
LAR Belief even BEFORE any Civil Policy was inflituted 2
——Juft before he enters upon a labour’d Defign to fhew
the dire& contrary Pofition to be true, vz, that the Doc-
trine was snvented by the Legiflators ¢ Mr, 7V, in his Vin-
dication complains that in my way of underftanding his
Bask 1 make the whole Volume a beap of Abfurdities and Con-
tradi&ions, p. 17. However I may have mifunderfiosd the
Defign of his éaaé, I am very certain 1 do not mifunder-
ftand the Meaning of his Vimdication, for I do not pretend
to underftand 1t at all. For, whether Mr, 77, really in-
tended to defend, or to undermine Revelation, I do not
ipprehend how this will alter the State of his Contradiétions.
A Contradittion will be egually a Contradittion, and two
iffevent Propofitions will equally contradié? one another,
whatever we fuppofe the Author’s Intention in Writing to
be; but fuch Inconlfffencies ir Mr, /7, who does not feem

L ‘ o 1nca-
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mcapable of Writing confiffently whenever he pleafes, are 3
very fufpicious Circumftance.

6. At p. g7, we have the following Paflage, which I
cannot any way reconcile to the Belief of my Bible. < 4s
 to the Adttributes and Qualities affigh’d to their Gods :
¢« Thefe always correfponded with the Nature and Genur
< of the Civil Government, If this was gentle, benipn,
« cumpaﬁienate, and forgiving ; Goodnefs and Mercy made

¢ up the £ffence of the Deity : But if fevere, inexorable,
“ captious, or unequal, the vcry Gods were Tyrants ; and
““ Expiations, Atongments, Luftrations, and Bloody Sacrifices
&< compnfed the S_yﬁem of Keligious Worfp fbip. This bholds
““ fo UNIVERSALLY throughout Antiguity, that by the Rule
<¢ "here deliver’d 2 Man murht on being told the Genius
¢¢ of any particular Govcmment rightly pronounce of the
¢¢ Nature of their Gods.” Hereagain I muft not venture
to guels ar Mr. s Me..mncr but I will venture
o f.ay the ff/érd.r, if they have any I Meaning at all, fignify
thus much, wiz. that to require any blsedy Samﬁla:, by way
of Afrr.e::zﬂzh, 15 an Aét of C:‘ff.-;b‘y and T}rﬂm{y in the Gads

of the Hrattens, and an Argument that they were of a fe-
were, incxsrable, captions apd unequal, \. . unjuf? Nature:
If fo, 1t 15 Eqdﬂ.h r eruel and gyranmical in the true God to re-
quire any fuch thing. The abfslute Nature of Sacr Iftces and
Atonemert, of Craueliy and Tyranny, will be the fame whe-
tber we anply the Cunndc ration of them to the true God,
to falfe G-:st Whatever is 1p 725 felf, In 1f5 oy Naﬁm,
CRU:.L Tyranxicavand UnjusTt, muit always be {.
i Sa.rzﬁu.s and Atencments being offer’d up to the Heathen
Deizzzs fuppos'd i£:m to be jn their Nature crwe/ and wnjufl
?}rafzfs; _/}wre., :'fo&m[?ff, mpz‘fa:rs, or zuzfqrmf 3 the :}:ij-
13 Religion required blspdy Sacrifices and Atoncment,) and
the Chiiffian Difperfaiim requird the Sacrifice of the Son of
God himielf, as an Atenement for the Sins of Mankind 5 and.
confequently the Jewifs and Ghriflian Religion fuppofe Gop
ALMIGHTY tobe In his Nature, what it is fo blafthemous
to exprefs, that I dcflire the Reader will caft his Eye back to
what vras afcrib'd to the Heathen Desties.  This is a fuffi-
cient Reply to part of Lis Jradicaizon. At p. 25. fays he,
« The Letter Iviter fhould have confidered that in this
““ very Book I afirm more than twice, that the Doflrme
¢ of Redemprion is the Foundation, and of the very Effence
¢ of O briffiarzity. He fhould bave knewn that all or moft
¢ of thofe Chriflian Do@rines mentioned above, are con-

“ tained 10 the DeFrines of hcdmpna:z » In this humb [d
h an
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ind Gentleman-like Vindication the Author has frequent
Rclanes into his old familiar and free Stile.  Nataram ex-
pellas, &e. ’Tis true, I ought to have known a great deal
more than I do, but I did not happen to be 1gnorant of that
Point 3 neitheris Mr. /7, ignorant of another, wix. that he
may believe the Doctrine of Kedemption to beof thevery E /-
fence of Chriftianity, and yet not believe Chriffianity to be
true : Nay, for that very Reafon, becaufe it contains a Doc-
trine fo contrary to his Notions concerning Sacrifices and
Atonements, he muft believe it to be falfe. BEFORE his
Vindication it was poffible to fuppofe that he might nat un-
derftand Chriffianity in our Senfe, and fo might believe the
general Truth of it, tho’ he held Notions inconfijlent with its
£ffence; but now, after he has-declar’d that we are agreed as-
to what is the Effence of Chriftianity, and in his Bock has
latd down a Polition that utterly fubverts it, he has but
this Alternative left him 5 either to give up his Notions, or
Chriftianity.

The laft Paflage which I fhall mention (for neither your

| Paper, nor your Reader’s Patience would allow me room
for all the exceptionable ones) is at . 263. * But the

- ¢ principal Difficulty (with regard to Tu/ly’s real Senti-
~ “ ments) anfes from the feveral various Chara@ers he
“ fuftain’d in Life, and*in his Writings, that habituated
“ lum to fergn and diffenible his Opintons; in which, tho he
“ neither acted a weaf, nor an mifair Part, yet certainly a
“ very umpenetrable one with regard to his own QOpinions.”
In plain Enghfh, Mr. . juﬁiﬁes Lyfﬁg ; and Cﬂllfcqucnt..
ly, deftroys the Knds of Speech, fubverts Society, and
makes it impoflible for God to reweal his Will, either ordi-
rarily, or extraordmarily, Yor in the firft Place, it de-
ftroys the Certainty of the Semfes, and of all Reafoning ;
smnce, if it be neither weak, nor unfair in Man to Difem-
be and Decerve, it is equally fair and wife in God to do it ;
and 1t fo, 1t will be impofiible for us to prove that God Aas
reveal’d himfelf.  External Evidence cannot convince us,
becaufe we eannot be fure that God has not deceiv'd us in
thofe Appearances which are to attelt the Divine Authority
of any one’s Commithion, Internal Evidence will avail us
bitle, becaufe he may deccive us in the Exercife of our in-
telloctual Fuculties, as well as in the Ufe of our Senfes, Oy,
it we conld be convinced that God had made a Revelation,
it would be quite ufelefls, becaufe we could never drpend up-
on 1t 3 and then — we could never know whether God in-
tetlas to execute his Threatnings, or perform his Promifes ;

and
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and then-—what becomes of that Belief of a fiture State of
Rewards and Punifhments which he and his great Geninfes
allow to be abfolutely neceflary to Society? And then -
what becomes of our favourite Demonffration, the Work of
fo many Years, fo often wiew'd and review’d, laid by, and
refumed, and turn’d on all Sides? And then-— what has this
Gentleman been doing all this while, with his labour’d Apa:
paratus, and pompous Farade? There is fomething ftrange-
ly whimfical and nidiculous; as well as fhocking in his Con.
duct; and he muft excufe me if the Romantick Figure
which he makes in my Imagination raifes a Smile in me,
as the Forgery of the primitive Chriftians diverted him. He
mounts his manag’d Horfe, and prances about, fwaggering
and boafting of his great Prowefs and Feats, at the Head
of a numerous Body of ancient and modern Infidels, whofe
vaft Abilitles and Attainments he extols as highly as he
does his own ; drfarms, as he marches, the psofe/s’d Fyiends
of Religion,.and disbands them as ignorant of the Military
Art ; defires us, by all Means, not to follow any other
Leader but him, nor truft to any Fortifications, how fafely
foever they have hitherto guarded us from all Attacks, but
to 2 bran new one, of his own contriving, worth a thou-
fand of them, as any one may fee by the Aodel/ which he
has given of it, DBut, forafmuch as new Projecis are often
dangerous, and great Pretenders fometimes promife more
than they have Ability, or an Intention to perform; and
becaufe of the uncivil Things which he has permitted his
Chiefs to fay of us, and the many Hoftilities he has fuftered
_them to commit, he aflures us that he will make us Amends
at laft for fome unavoidable Damages, by a total Defeat
of Infidelity. And that we may be the more inclin’d to
eonfide in bim, notwithftanding fome unpromifing Appes-
rances, he tells us honeflly, that we are not to credit what
he, or any of his Great Men fay, becaufe it is neither weak
nor znfair to diffemble our Opinions and Defigns ; and,
moreover, 1n effe@ owns, that he has undertaken to do
what is utterly impsfible to be done. If Mr. /7. thinks
me too ludicrous, let him remember the Story he thought
fit to tell, on the mof ferisus Occafion, of his two Law-
Selicstors. One Letter more in Anfwer to his Vindication,

{hall conclude your Trouble, from,

. SIR’ E'H!‘I, &C.‘
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" LETTER V.

I Y HAVE already anticipated, in a great medfure, thg

, I Defign of this Letter, having had occafion in the
Courfe of my former Papers to take Natice of {everal Pafla-
ges in the Vindication; particularly one, concerning the Re-
demption, upon Wwhich he feemed to lay very great Strefs,
with very little Reafon for it. Indeed, from one End to
the other, it is fuch a Defence as one might have expeéled
from an artful Enemy, who thought this the moft effeftual
Method of expofing him, Surely Mr. /7, tho’ he gives him- .
felf a very good Charaéler, has not a fincere Friend in whofe
Tudgment and Fidelity he could confide; for if he had fub-
mitted to fuch a one’s Perufal either the Book, or the Vindi-
cattan of it, he muft have been better advifed than to pub-
lith any thing fo wicked as the former, orany thing fo weak
as the latter. He fays, be has made bis Defence once for alls
and, if he has really no better to make, he did very wifely
in determining not to grve the Publick g fecond Trouble; and,
he had been ftil]l wifer, in my Opinion, if he had faid no-
thing at all. If he had been wholly {ilent, the publick
might have readily believ’d what he fays to be true———
that he can as eafily defpife my Afperfrons, as be can forgive

them ; and they might have imagined that he has a good
deal to fay for himfelf, tho’ he might not think an Awuony-
mons Letter Writer worth his Notice 5 but when they fee 2
Perfon, fo difpos’d iz his Nature to a contemptuous neglelt of
Afperfians, condelcending to give a particular Anfwer to
fo dull and ebfcure a Paper, and a Writer of fuch wacommon
dkilities vindicating himfelf in {uch a confufed and trifiing
Manner, they cannot help fufpeéting that his Condefcenfion
was the effe@ of a Confeioufnefs of Guilt, and the Weaknefs
of his Arguments a fign of a bad Caufe. Whether he
ibﬁﬂg});‘ it bis Duty te windicate Z?f?ﬂﬁ% and whether the
TEMPER 1 which 1t was written be, as he hopes, a proof
if that Motrve, 1 fhall pafs over as a Matger of no concern
to the Publick ; but whether he has vindicated himfelf to
the Satisfaltion of any reafonable, unprejudiced Perfon, as
to the main Points, I fhall enquire in a very few Woyds,
becaufe a very few indeed-will determine it.

II. Having informed us why he thought it his Duty to
vindicate himfelf, he proceeds to tell us, {what would other-
wife have Been s great a Seeret ;5 his Medium) that it was

qui
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out of Modefly that he publith’d the firft Part of . his Work
fevarately, fo obfeure a Writer not prefummg to obtrude 4
" “woluminsus VWork upon the Publick 12l he had fome Affu-
rance of 25 ¢ ’?Iff?zgﬂeﬁ to reccive ift.  In the firft Words of
his Vindication he obferves, that he had defore offer’d his
Thoughts upon a very important Subjelt (the Alliance) and
been favsurably teceiv’d.  Methinks, therefore, fo lively
and fanguine a Writer, after o much Encouragement from
the Pubiick, would naturallv have had lefs Fear and Anxiety
about the Succefs of any future Performances; neither need
any one, tho’ as humble as Mr. I¥. think himfelf an cbfcure
Writer, after having appear’d with fo much Applaufe on a
very difficult Occafion, I fhould have thought it a Reafon
more becoming his Character, if his Concern had been ra-
ther for the Prudence, and Confequences of his dcheme to
Relizisn, than for the I illingnefs of the Publick to recerve it ;
unlefs he be more folicitous about his own Reputation and In-
tereft, than the Succefs of his Canfe. The Difference due
to the Caxfz of God ought to take Place of any Regards re-
fpecting the Publick, or Himfelf. A Man, engaged in a
Caufe of fuch vgff Impsrtance, could not be too much con-
cern’d about the gesd L7675 of his Undertaking, nor too
czrcful in taking the Advice of learned and wife Men about
the Execution of 1t ; efpzcially, as he was fenfible that his
Scheme was i, and leok’d upon as a mere Paradox,  For
this Reafen the fame Difference, whether to the Publick, or
to Religisn, which hinder’d him from baflily cbtruding Two
Volumes upon us at once, oucht to have reftrain’d him
from publithing the firff, "till e had been well aflured, by
able and fincere Friends to Religion, that it was likely to be
qwell recerved, and to do Good : And after fuch reafsnable
Sutisfecisn he needed not to have been fo very ferupuloudly
mindeft about publifhing them tozerher,  Belides, the Pub-
ek woull have been mere likelv to receive bath together
tan the frff foparately. 1 the Demsnfiraticn be ftrong and
lear, we might have been the hetter reconcil’d to his Pre-
o5 for the fake of his Conclufion; but fuch wnpromifing
n Wednoa, he might weell fuppofe, would awaken our
Fears, and o very bad an fuiraduéiion incline us to expedt
=3 bad 2 Beck to follow 1t '
1. But this Confeffir of his is a full Anfwer to hs

’- L |

sompiinis of 1l Treatment 3 and neither he, nor s
iTiends ought to have been angry with me for anfwering
cwn Jizemzion., He fent it out, it feems, by way of
vefy, und to {£ how the Publick would be likely to re-
: cetv?
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ceive the Demonfiration, by the Reception of his Iutrs-
duitton to 1t. In the Name of Common Senfe, then, why
fuch a {xmour agsinft me for doing what he expeZed from
the Publick ? And why fuch a Charge of Uncharitablen:/s
for fpeaking my real Sentiments ? He wanted to know whar
. People would think of thss Volume, and from thence to form

a Judgment of the probable Reception of the Second 3 and
yet he and his Friends were very angry with the Publick
for giving their Opinion of part of the Work hefore we
had feen the wwhole. We have feen the Sample, and dillike it
very greatly. We think it a Book of moft wicked Tendency,
and the Scheme a very dangerous and deffruétive one. We
apprehend, from his hdmm, that he groes up Rehigion, in
order to defend Revelation. He may be aflur’d, that the
P Hb[fc‘é iS not wﬂﬁﬂg to recetve it ; and therefore, out of
that Deference which he o often profefles for 1t, he ought
to call in the frft Part, and burn the Second.  And yee,
notwithftanding he profeffes fo great a Regard for the Opini-
o of Mankind, and knows how offenfive both his futroe-
duction and his Scheme are to them, he declares, be wwill nat
be drawn off from the purfuit of the latter, and I hear, he
intends to republifh the former, which has already-given fo
much Scandal and Uneafinefs to good Chrifhans of the
foundeft Judgment, and greateft Candour,

IV. New let us hear what he has faid for himielf, as to
the main Thing. 1t is tao juftly queftion’d, from his Jutro-
duition, whether he be a Friend to Religion, or an Enemy ;
whether he means to defend Mafes, or to betray him, What
then was the proper Buinefs of his Vindication, but to fhew
that he had not given juf} Grounds of Jealoufy, or that he
had given fufficient Evidence of his Faith. As to the Firlt,
tho’ he had blam’d me for giving my Opinion of a Bost
and a Scheme, which he profefles to have publithed with that
very View, that he might know People’s Sentiments up-
on them, he himfelf is altually guilty of the very Crime
of which he falfely accufes me, and writes a whole Pam-
phlet againft me, before ever he had heard what I had to
fay. I only meant, in the firlt Letter, to give the Alarm,
that inattentive Readers might not unwarily entertain too
favourable an Opinion of the Book, and its Author; and
it has fince appear’d what Occalion there was for fuch a
timely Caution. Accordingly, I declared my Opinion, and
m Intention very foon to fuppert it. 1f; then Mr, 7
meant his Vindication for an Anfwer to my Objettions a-
gamit him, he fhould at leaft h%vc ftaid 'till I had perform’d

2 . my
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my Promife, and given them. If he reprints the Vindicas
tion, I would not have him.call it a Reply to the Letter.
Writer in the Mifcellany, but fome Arguments taken out of
the firft Part of the Divine Legation of Mofes, and the Letter:
$Vriter to Dr. Waterland, fhewing that. Mr. W. and khis
Friend - are fincere Ghbriftians. In this Light only it
ought to be confider’d, and in this Light let us now exa:
mine it, In refpect to his own Faith he refers, p. 19. to
two Paflages of his Book ; in one of which he thews, that
the Solutions which the Commentators give to the Objeti!
ons of §pinsza and others; againft Mofes his being the Au.
thor of the Pentateuch, are good-and valid. But.I fuppofe
it will not be thought that the Diwine Legation of. Mofes fol:
lows from his being the Writer of the Pentateuch ; meither;
indeed, does it follow that Mafes was the Author, only from
the Weaknefs of Spimvza’s Objeltions, The other Paffage
referr’d to, relates to the Morality of the Scriptures ; where
he afferts, that the New-Teffament does not contain any regu-
lar or compleat Syflem or Digeft of Moral Laws.” “This Paf-
fage is at p. 83. of his Book, and a very fufpitions one I ap-
prehend it to be, as he has there explain’d himfelf. But
granting this Pofition of his to be no Proof of his Infidelity;
it can be no Argument of his Belref of the Scriptures ; and,
confequently, it cannot wvindicate him from the Sufpicion of
Infidelity, occafion’d by his Bk, If he will publifh any
thing that may deferve the Name, and have the proper Ef:
fe& of a Vindication, he muft ratienally account for the ma-
ny cbnoxious things which I have taken notice of; and
fhew how it is confiftent with Common Senfe to fuppolc
that any Infelligent Writer, who could advance {uch Infide!
Nitigns as 1 have produced, and write after fuch an Infidel
Manner, can believe the Scriptures. - He is often telling us
what there will-be in the Second Volume.: But what is all
that to his Purpofe? We know already what is in the Firfl;
and we know that if what he fays there be frue, the
Bible muft be falfe. -After what Manner he will write In
his future Performance we cannot tell, neither can we help |
thinking that the prefent is written as /tke an Infidel as pof-
{ible; and, therefore, before he has reafon to complain of
hard Ufage, ‘let him fhew that his Notions and his Manner |
of wrting in the.Introduétion, and-his Scheme, are fairly [
confiftent with any RationarL DEsiGN of proving the
Truth of Revelation,or with anyRATioNAL BELIEF of It: :
Y. Mr. /. has offered -an- Argument (for if he does not ;
mean it for an Argument, what Bufinefs has 1t in his Vindts
SE - - - cation?) |
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wation £ ) which I fhall mention only -becaufe I find it has
preat weight with many People, and is often urg’d by them
in his Favour. He fays, he bas lived ingffenfrvely, /gent his
Time in bis Par1sH Church, in the Service of his Nesghbours;
N ¢ bis Study, ‘and in thé Offces of fiial Piety, His Friends
B @m up his Chara&er in lewer Words, ' He is a mighty good
Y firt ofia Ma#n, It may be fo, and 1 51‘1;’1'1;3? glad to hear
B 5 But let him be ever fo good a fort of a Man, This is but
8 1 bad fort of an Argument in Proof of his Faith, becaufe it
i proves nothing at-all, unles it be, that he has hothing
efe to offers for when a Man citches at 2 Twig, itisa
d fign He is in great danger of fnking. 1 fhall put it into
. a.Syllggﬂ.E:&l Form, that the' Inconclufivenefs of it may b
| the more apparent, © " 0 T T ’
8 - Whofoever is a good fort of a Man, muft be a fincere
. Chriftiagn, © - 0 T T T
§ ' Mr, /. is a good fort of 2 Man.,
R Ergo, Mr. WV, 18 a fincere Ghriffian,
| 1 fhall make bold to deny the Major, or Firft Propoli-
d tion, and then the Argumentation muft be ended, fince it
1 §s impofiible to find out a Aedsum by which 1t may be prov-
d od, there “being fo many other Caufes, befides a fenfe of
d Dutyarifing from a Divine Command in Scripture, into
| which this goo2 fort of ‘Behaviour may be refolv’d. If M.
W, had fuffer’d greatly in his temporal Intereft, or denied
himfelf #ny Advantagés, of Pleafures, for the Inteyeff 'ﬁ?
| Chriflianity, this would be fome Proof of his Faith, but 2
that he has pleaded in"his own Behalf may eafily be fuppofed
of a Man that does not believe one tittle of Religion, and
| has been pradticed by Anown Infidels.  Mr. Collins was, in
that refpec, a good fort of a Man, and neighbourly, liv’d

feberly and' inaffenfively, and went conftantly to Church;
and yet Mr. 7. would not offer thefe Things as 2 Proof of

his Belief in Jesus CHRIST.

“ But it is farther pleaded by his Friends, that he has in
fome ‘ Places fpokenas ftrongly in fawour of Religion, as
he has in others againff it. Be it fo, "It is natural enough
to fuppofe’ that a Clergyman, it he really intended to write
wainft Religion, ‘would take Care’ to guard againit publick
Cenfure by {ome Salue’s, but it is not {o natural to imagineé
that a fincere Friend, in his Senfes, fhould ever perfonate an
Enemy fo much to the Life as Mr, /7 has done.  In'fhort,
we have, in this Cafe, no reafonable way of judging but by
fuch- plain Paffagesy and fuch a tendency in his Writings, as
we inconfiffent, with the Belief of Chriftianity, and WIith an
A T Lo - . - sten-




%3 REMARKS on the

Intention to ferve it. I wifk, tho’ Ido not fee how it eay
poflibly be done, that Mr. /7. may be able to clear his Cha-
rafer; but I am the more inclin’d to defpair of it, by rea.
fon of his deltberate fuftification of Lying, and his palpabl;
Prevarication in the Affair of the Englifh Clergy.  The Paf.
fage about Tzlly is fo notorious, efpecially as manag’d i the
Vinbicarion, that I muft here refume the Confideration
of it, and accordingly treat it in a manner fomething diffe.
rent from what I did in my laft; and ] believe upon the
whole it will appear, that it can fcarce be parallel’d in the
Writings of any Autbor but that of his dear Friend dn(
good Ally ——, whom he imitated towards the End
of his Rook, 2s he had already praifed him in his Introduc.
tion. Mr. W tells us, the Charalter of Tully was impene-
. #rable. He means to all but fuch Gensufes as himfelf, who
were in the Secret with him, and perfetly underftood his
Efsteric Doltrine. But whence arofe this Impenetrability?
Why, from his alting always under a perfonated Charaler.
To the Phisfsphers he talk’d as a FPhilofopher ; to the Sens-
tors as a Senator ; to the Superffiticus as a Man far gone in
Superfhition; and with his intimate Friends he laugh'd at |
them all in their Turns. Now, what does Mr. /7, fay of
the monftrsus Charailer, which he has fix’d upon this /luf-
trious Roman. He tells us he adted neither a WEAK noran |
uxralr Part. A Pofition which the moft abandon’d 7:- |
fuit would not have utter’d without the Diftinétions and Li- |
mitations peculiar to his Order. A Pofition fubverfive of |
all Sacred and Civil Correfpsndence; which quite takes away ;
all Confidence among Men, and blots out of the Religion of
Nature this momentous Article, ziz. that the Dy Ve- :
racity is 2 moral Perfection imitable, and to be imitated, by §
Men. A Pofition which feems attended with this fata/ 3
Confequence, that it will not eafily admit of any [fatisfac-
tsry RetraQation, for whoever maintains it-renders himfelf §
incapable for the future of giving Fide dignum Teflimontum, }
and may be deem’d Homo non Legalis in the Law. What- 7
ever he fays to cover, conceal, and decetve, even while he 3
is declaring againft fuch Pra&ices, may all with him be j
neither 2 WEAK nor an UNFAIR Part. Thiswould follow
from the very Natare of his Affertion, had Mr. 7. never j§
publifh’d what he calls a Vindication of himfelf, But when 3
we come to look into that Vindication, we find his Bebs-
wigur like his Dodtrine, all over fbuffling and collufive. He j
firft tells us, that he declar’d his Difagreement with his

Friend upon this Head, Look into the Place, ]and 1
tlicic

.
-l
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there Is nothing of it to be found, Why this is true, but
then, if it-be not-in the Book, it may be in the Concents.
No, not even there, All we meet with 1s, that —ew—'g
Scheme of Lying, even in Religiin, for publick Utility, is, —
what ! Not unlawful, but ufelefs, but what had no Place,
and for which there was #o Occafion under the Fewifh and
Chriftian Oeconomies. But had Mofes had as much Occa-
fion for Lying as Tully, the Vindicator has given no Reafon,
why he migght not have enjoy’d the Benefit of the fame Inv-
dulgence. *Tis the mote wonderful that Mr. # fhould be
fo open and unreferv’d upon this Particular, when he had
the Fate of before his Eyes, It was at firft deba-
ted for fome time, whether the Doftor were an Infidel or
not, His maintaining this very Opinion, when it was
throughly known and fully canvaffed, contiibuted greatly
to fettle that Difpute, and Mr, 7. has lived to fee the
Doctor’s Infidelity no longer doubted of, but, (as a Thing
taken for granted) made a Medium, from whence to infer
the Infidelity of others. His moft fatisfaClory Vindication
would be a ftrong and clear Proof of Revelation, which all
the learned Men that I know think it abfolutely impofiible
to bring from Air Medium. But fince that cannot be expec-
ted, the next beft thing that he can do will be to take pub-
lick Shame to himfelf for having fo much oftended the
Chriftian Church, and to make what Satisfaction he can by
his future Condu&t, God knows my Heart, I do not want
to prove Mr. . an Unbeliever. It would be a very great
Pleafure to be able, upon good Grounds, to think him a
Chriftian 5 and if 1 could fee any room to Jgpe for Succefs
in his projeited Defence, 1 {hould moft heartily wi/fb it him,
But Chriftian Charity does not oblige us to delizve without
Euidence, and common Prudence requires us to guard againft
treacherous Friends. He is juflly fufpected 5 and it is every
way right to treat lum as a f{ulpicious Perfon, ’till he can
clear his Charazier and Defigns. I am not of bs Opinton
that fuch Perfons are to be courted and allur’d as it we were
afrard of them, If they be real Friends, they’ll ind out Me.
theds of fhewing it. If they be Enemies, the fooner wa
know it the better. Qur Caufe, God be thanked, is fo
sood, it will ftand, as it has done, againft all Oppofition;
and if it were fo weak as to be in danger of peing overturned
by Mr, 2V, or , our Religion s not worth keeping;
~—— formerly threatned us in the like Manper, If fo
rre1t 2 (Genitus be provoled, the Atk upen our Faith
vilh be mors fermigably '

Iﬂ - L | -
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Erunt etiam altera Bella, .
Atgue sterum ad Trojam magnus nuttetur Achilles!
Ansther Collins fhsuld again mifguote,
Anather Toland fhould again Blafpheme.
If he pleafes he may proceed. - |
Verbis Meffiam illude Superbis.
- Go mock Mefhah with thy baughty Threats.
But I will venture to foretell his Fate, -
Fragili querens illidere Dentem

Offendet Solida.

But what is this Goliab, who thus defies the Armies of the
Living God ? Is his Per as much above the common Sizc,
as was the ancient Giant’s Staff ¢ Or, does he expelt that
Chriftianity, like the Walls of ferico, {hould tumble at the
found of fome Mufical Inflrument 2 He will not find it fo
e2fy to deftroy the Authority of the Sacred Writings, as he
did to expofe a Project about a new Edition of them. Then,
indeed, he conguer’d, for then he fought, as Swift faid of
Lord Orrery, clad in all the Armour of the Gops. But we
{hall be obliged to him for throwing off the Matk, and wri-
ting in Charalter., An Enemy in Difpuife may do more
Mifchief than an open one 3 and, therefore, as it is confiftent
with Cbriftian Charity to fufpelt where there are reafonable
Grounds for a Sufpicion, it will always be agreeable to
Chriftian Policy to oblige a fufpected Perfon to clear him-
felf, or to treat him as a Criminal, Mr. 77. would think
this Method right in any Ciwil or Political Cafe; and Re-
ligisn being of more Importance than any thing elfe, there
1s the more Reafon for Caution. 'The Maxims that now
prevail are as inconfiffent with Wifdom and their Rules of
Condu&® in cwery other Cafe, aswith the Direétions of Serip-
ture and the Practice of the firff Chriftians ; and, what-
ever Men may pretead, their Tendernefs is but a fofter Terin
for [Werldly Intereft, or want of Chriflian Zeal, The
Sum of his Defence for his Iriend confiits of thefe two
Articles.

1. He favs, It # neceflary to believe of the Scriptures
ix GENERAL that they are divinely infpir’d, and that he
only denies, that they .are of ABSOLUTE and UNIVERSAL
Infpiratisn 5 in which Opinion he favs, Ta/lstfen and Grotins
2oree with him.

"2, That the Arcuments he hath ufed for the Truzh of
Chrifiiantty againft Tindal have never vet been anfwer'd by
them, nor cver can, o,

is
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His Saying that the Scriptures are zn General infpired, but
that they are not of Univerfal Infpiration, is only Jeeming
to grant fomething, while he really grants nothing at all ;
as has been fhewn in a former Mifcellany, to which I have
already referred him for a full Anfwer to this Point, And
as to Tillotfon and Grotius, they are both falfely charged.
They admitted Infpiration of Direftion, or Superintendency,

in every Part, tho’ not of Suggeftion, and neither of them
allowed, what the Dr. does, that the Scripture contains
any thing that is falfe, which deftroys the Authority of the
Whole., But, it feems, he has unanfwerably proved the
Truth of Chriftianity againft Tindal, How? Why, he has
fhewn that Dr. Tendal brought two very weak Oljeétions
againft Chriftianity, To which T reply that Mr, /7, has
obferved in his Book, that fome Advocates for Chriftianity
have brought weak Arguments to prove the Lruth of it;
but he will not take it well if 1 fhould thence infer that he
diftikes the Canfe, as much as hedoes the Pleadings ; and
yet, vice werfa, the Cafe is quite the fame: For, as Chri-
ftianity may be falfe, tho® Tindal’s Objections do not prove
it to be falfe, o 1t may be true, tho’ fome of its Advocates
may have brought inconclufive Arguments for the Proof of it,
Mr. /. is fo full of Compliments upon the Dr's Sincerity,
he jultly brings his own 1n queftion, with every one who
has read the other's ariful and ambiguous Masner of Wri-
ting. But in his Eocomiums wpon his Iriend’s refin’d
Marality, he has not done Juftice to one Virtue, of which
he has, in his Book, exprefled the higheft Opinion: T
mean, his Gratitude ; a flagrant Inftance of which I will
tell him, He publithed an Highteen-penny  Pamphlet,
wherein were feveral Things that gave Offence, particu-
lirly an Attempt to fhew that Mr, L¢/foy’s Four Marks, in
lis Short Method with the Deifts; would not hold, 1 had
then only look’d inta his Piece, but not read 1t 5 but being
well acquainted with himy and having a good Opinion of
him, and a real Refpect and Kindnels for him, I went witha
tmeere, friendly Concern to acquaint him with what T heard ;
and, by way of Requital for that Initance of my Regard,
he took an Opportunity, under his Hand, to reproach me
for my. Impertinence, and to ridicule the Concern I thew’d
for him,  What he faid of me in that Letter, was after-
wards publifbhcd. He thought himfelf very arch upon my
Countenance, but I bad the good Luck to turn the Laugh
oi the Publick upon Ars.

G Mr.
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Mr IV. like his generous, genteel Friend, puts me in
mind of my Crreumfiances, and with Charity equal to his
Generefity and Gaad-Bre;.dmg, fuggcits, that I wrote from
Spleeny for IWant of better 1 'éﬁ’? nents dand In hopes of re-
rommending my felf to publick Favour by my Letter upon
him ; then, concludes with a Galle?, praying, that it may
anfwer my Expefations. I find, I muft be contented
(and fo I thank God I am) to bear the Difgrace of being
thought to write for Hire, while 1T am, with the fame
Ivlen, a flanding Jeft for having receiv’d no /#ages. But I
thmwhf Mr. 77, had been more of a Man, th'm to defcend
to fuch mean Behaviour. And now, I have finifhed a
Courfe of Letters, that, perhaps, may have heen as tedious
to the Reader, as the Writing of them has been difagree-
2ble to my fclt And whatever Mr. 7. may think, no-
thing could have induc’d me to undertake fuch an meloy-
ment but a full Conviction of the very great Importance of
the Subje&t. If he fhould think this an Occafion extra-
erdizairy enough tomake 1t his Duty to re-vindicate himfelf,
I only defire him to anfwer to the main Pomnts, and not to
take notice of any latfe Slips, or Imaccuracics, that may
have clcaped me. Net, that 1 have willingly mifreprefent-
¢d him in the moit minute Circumitance, but fuch a Vari-
ctv of Thoughts as continually employ and embarrafs my
Atind, may poflibly have occafioned fome little Miftakes,
mr'.mth{’camwr all the Care that I have taken to prevent

« 11Y,

Fam, Yours, &c.

L ETTER VL

‘E’FJH EN My, 7775 Second V lﬂdlC'l*lDﬂ came out, by

way of Prg/?j-"rf 1o a fafttation Seymon, Iwas up-
on a Jeurrey, and fluved fo httde Time in a Place, !
al no leiure to examine it. [ have now got a vacans
Morning, znd take the Opportunity to fend you a few
Remarks uvpen it: Mr. 7#) had fuffer’d fo much in the
Oointon of the World for making fo flicht a Defence
as his Firft was, 1 did mmamine L Wou]J have been filent
for the future, or have fpoken more fully and fatisfacto-

rly
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rily to the feveral Objections which were publickly and
privately made to him. But he feems, by his Condudt,
determin’d to let all Mankind fee that he has nothing to fay
for himfelf; and yet that he has a very ftrong Inclination to
fay fomething., That a Perfon under fuch unhappy Circum-
ftances thould aét inconfiftently is naturally to be expected,
and zccordingly Mir. 7¥. affigns a Reafon for not an{wering
all the enormous beap of Calumnies and Nonfenfe in the M-
cellany, which is hardly to be reconciled with his Conduét in
taking any Notice of them atall. He fays, ¢ Ifany candid
““ Man of Reputation and Charaéler apprehends any thing
“ to be amifs in my Book, and will publifh his Objections,
¢ in the Love of Truth and Spirit of Charity, and fet his
¢ Name to his Wrirings, he th=1l not wait long for an An-
“ fwer; but as to thofe namelefs Libellers, 1 muft beg to be
« excufed, how defirous foever they appear, in their lait
¢ Jetter, of an Anfwer from me.” Mr. /7. is very much
miftaken, if he imagines that I am defirous of a Contro-
verfy with him. I thought it my Duty to give my Opt-
nion of his Defign, and of his Performance; thofe who
have read my Letters muft judge of my Reafons; if Mr. 7.
had thought it worth while to fatisfy my Objections, 1
would have done him the Juftice publickly to have acknow-
ledg’d my Conviction ; but fince he has nothing more ma-
terial to offer, or does not care to offer it, 1 cannot yet
have the Pleafure to alter my firft Sentiments.  As I car-
ried no Prejudices with me, when I read his Book, befides
firong Prepoffeflions in his Favour from the Characler
which a worthy Friend of his and mine had given of him,
fo I have no other Biafs upon me at prefent, than a fincere
Inclination to fee the Scandal removed, the mifchievous Ef-
feCts of his Book prevented, and my Regard for him re-
ftor’d, Bat ’till I {ee another kind of a Vindication than
thofe which he has publifh’d, I muft be contented to enter-
tain a very bad Opinion of his Book, and a very great dif-
truft of his Intentions; and his telling me, that I have a
Jurprizing Affurance, and am moff impudent ; that I am a
Calumniator and a Libeller 3 that 1 talk nothing but Non-
Jenfe, and ufe Bear-Garden Language; that 1 know no-
thing of the #rue Sprrit of Religion ; with fuch-like meck
and genteel Compliments ; they fignify nothing towards
mortifying me, and, T prefume, they will fignify as little
towards the Convittion of the Publick. He commended
himfelf in his firft Vindication for the Spirit, meaning the

G 2 Temper
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Temper and Cruhity, with which it was written ; and if he
receives any Commendations for his Manner of Writing in
his Pofifecript, he muft go on in his old way, and beftow
them upon hanfelf; tho’ he will do it with the worfe Grace,
af er a Sermon upon Charity, which, as he obfcrves; paun;-
eth not it felf. But to come to his Reafons for not anfwer-
ing my Calumnies and Nonfenfe, vz, becaufe I did not fet
my Name to them. I {hall not concern my felf to enquire
whether this be a gosd Plea for Silence in his Cafe, but only
obferve, that if it be, it was as good 2 one for neglelting
all the ensrmous heap, &c. as any part of it; and that his
feleéting only two Particulars, looks as if he thought fome-
thing more planfible might be faid of thein than of the ref,
Indeed, at the beginning of the Poft{cript, he has given a
quite different Reafon, for this Condu&, from what he has
fuggefted at the Conclufion ; and 2 Reafon as contrary to
what he Zzsws to be the Truth, as it is inconfiftent with
the other. He fays, as far be can learn, the two Things
which he has taken notice of, are the on/y ones upon
which feme Pesple pretend to be ferious, If Mr, V. has any
pertirent Meaning, he muft mean, that thofe who pretend-
ed to take Offence at his Book, were not really and ferionfly
offended at any Parts of it, befides thofe relating to the De-
ferders of Ghriftianity, and the Charafer of Cicera; but |
am very certain that he has been affur’d of the contrary by
Perfons of the moft unqueftionable Veracity 5 and it looks
like Infatuation in him, to give fuch 2 flagrant Inftance
of Infincerity, while he was vindicating himfelf from the
Charge of having adted an infincere Part in refpect to the firft
of his two Particulars, and juftified Infincerity in the latter,
Howcever, without troubling my felf any farther about the
veal Motives of his Conduct in anfwering only to thofe two
Particulars when there were fo many more which had given
great Offence to the Publick ; I fhall cite the two Paflages,
and leave all Perfons of Common Senfe to judge of their
Meaning, ‘The Firft relates to the Defenders of Chriftia-
zify, and is as follows, ¢ For who in this long Controver-
¢t {y between us and the Deifts hath not applied to certain
¢¢ Advocates of Revelation what was formerly faid of Ar-
 nsbius and Lallantius, that they undertook the Defence of
< Chriflramty before they underflood it. A Misfortune
“ whnich the more careful Study of the internal Evidence
“¢ would probably have prevented. Notwithftanding thefe fu-
€ perior Advantages, it hath fo happened, that the mternal

' ¢ Evidence



7
Divine Legation of MosEs, & 4¢

‘¢ Evidence hath been hitherto ufed as an Jutrodultion only to
% the external; and while by this latter Men have a&ually
“ vroved their Religion Divine, they have gane no farther
‘¢ with the former than to thew it worthy indeed of fuch an
‘¢ Original, But from the State in which the int¢rnal Evi-
““ dence, at prefent, lies, a late Writer [Dr. Conybears, re-
# ferr’d to in the Margin] hath drawn a quite ‘contrary
¢¢ Conclufion,” “Throughout this whole Paragraph Mr,
W. is comparing the external and internal Evidence of
Chriftianity, and endeavouring to prove the Force of the
latter fuperior to that of the former: But complains, that,
notwithftanding thefe fuperior Advantages, the internal
Evidence has been fo much undervalued as to be reckon’d
by Dr. Conybeare, no Evidence at all, but only an Zatrs-
duftion to the external. About the middle of the Paragraph
he charges certain Jate Advocates for Chriftianity with an
Iegnorance of their Caufe. Every Word before, and every
Word after relates to his Parallel between internal and ex-
ternal Evidence, What an ungenerous Evafion, then, is
it in him to fay, that his Charge of Ignorance does not re-
late to thofewho have ufed theexternal to the Neglect of the
iternal Evidence, and particularly to Dr, Conybeare whom
he mentions, but to fomething quite different; to the So-
cinians, of whom he had not mention’d one Syllable! If the
Charge refpelts fome Defe€t in Judgment touching the com-
parative Value of the two Evidences, it muit fall heavy upon
all who have gone upon the external Proof without infifting
upon the other as a dire&z Proof of the Truth of Chriffianity.
And who are thofe?~~Why all the Engli/b Clergy who have
ftood againft the late Attacks of Infidels; particularly, Dr.
Conybeare, whom, while he complains of this Conduét, he
mentions 2s a remarkable Inftance of it. The Remark upon
this excellent Writer is brought to inforce his Complaint
concerning the Negleét of the internal/ Evidence. And were
his Pofition true, that this is the mof? cogent Argument for
Chriftianity, it would be an Aggravation of our Crime in
omitting it, that we omitted it, not only as being Jfs fa-
tisfastory than external, but no direé? Proof, of itfelf. And
yet Mr. 77, would perfuade the unwary Readers of his Se-
cond Defence that Dr, Conybeare 1s mentton’d on an Ac-
count quite different from the Matter of his Charge, After
fo many furprizing Things in this Gentleman’s Performan-
ces I little expefted that ever he could furprize me again.
But this is wonderful even in Mr. /7. Is not the whole Pa-

ragraph



46 REMARKS on the

raoraph clofely connected ? Is not Dr. Conybeare’s Aflertion
here cited as a ftrong Amplification of the Charge? If fuch
unnatural and forc’d Interpretations be admitted, there is
at once an End of Speech and Writings, it being utterly
impoffible to alcertain any one’s Meaning. At this Rate
I will undertake to reconcile the greateft Contradictions ;
to make, after the Example of the Bithop of Meaux, the
Proteflant and the Popifh Faith the fame. But, it feems,
the Paffage and the Keference are in two different Parg-
graphs, and in two different Pages. If Mr.J¥. had all his
Life-time been a Practitioner in the Law, and inftruéed
in all the litztle Quirks of it, he cou’d not have ufed 2 poorer
Cavil. Two Semtences may be, as they plainly are here,
Part of the fame Paflage ; and one of them may be at the
Bottom of one Page, and the other at the Top of the fol-
lowing one, without deftroying the Connection. It would
be an Affront to the Reader’s Underflanding to detain him
any longer in fo plain a Cafe. I fhall now come to the
Paffage relating to Cicers, upon which I obferv’d, that
Mr. /7. juftifies Lyimg. The Paflage is too long to be in-
ferted, but I will give a fair Reprefentation of it.

We will firft examine Tz/ly’s Condudt, as reprefented by
Mr. 7. by the common Definition of a Lye. The Effence
of a Lye, that wheretn its Immorality conlifls, 1s, the uttering
what we belicve to bz FALSE with an Ditention to deceive.
If therefore Mr. 27, reprefents Tully as uttering what he
believed to be falfe with an Intention to deceiye, he was
cuilty of Lymg. If two Aflertions coutradié? one another,
one of them mulft be f2lfz ; and whoever defends Joth Sides
of 2 Contradiion muit utter, what he believes to be falf..
Such was the Prallice of Zully, according to Mr. /. At
one Time, the ancient Rsmans are extolled as the wifeft of
Men in the Eftablifhment of Religion ; at another Time,
their Folly is cenfured in the fame Article. Before the Se-
nate, the Catilinarian Gonfpiracy was a decp laid Defign and
formidable for its Numbers, but the People are made to be-
beve, it was only 2 wild Frolick of a few Defperadses. Now,
all Augury is decried ; again, much is faid in favour of its
Truth. Mr. IV, exprefsly ftyles this Difagreement, Self-
Confutatim, Inconfiflency, Gontradiction. Here, then, s uts
tering what he believed to be falfe. _

But (which is neceflary to the Notion of a Lys) was it
utter’d with an Infention 1o deceive ? Nothing can be a plainer

Acknowledgement of this, or a more notorious Inftance of
ok
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a crafty, iy deeertful Condudt than M. 7#”s Remarks upon
his mconfifient Behaviour: He laugh’d at the Opinions of
the State when he was among the Philofophers; he laugh’d
at the Doltrines of the Philofophers-when he was cajoling an
Aflembly ; and he laugh’d heartily at both when withdrawn
with his particular Friends in private, What was it that
Tully laugh’d at in private with his felel? Fiiends? Un-
doubtedly at the Weaknefs of the Senate and the Philofophers
who, in their ‘Turns, had been cqjol’'d and tmpofed upon,
And, indeed, unlefs you fuppofe him fo to have perfonared
Charaélers as to decesve the Senate and the Philofophers, as
to his own real Sentiments, there is nothing for him to
laugh at, with any Senfe, among his Friends, Therefore
to fay of Tully, in this View, that he acted neither a wea#,
nor unfair Part, is a plain Juftification of Lying.

Mor, 777s Vindication of himfelf is as inconfiftent as he re-
prefents Tully to have been, Sometimes there was no Lye;
and, then, if there were one, it was innocent. His Phi-
lofophical Writings arz in the Nature of a Play, and fo there
is nothing more than what is common in Fables, and all is
free from any Intention to decesve.  But is this all that is
aflerted ? That in thofe Pieces which are drawn up by way
of Dialogue, one of the Difputants urges what the Writer
thinks to be falfe ? Is not Tully him/elf, and not one of the
Difputants, reprefented as contradicting Tally 2 The Phila-
[opher confuting the Statefman ? The Statefman confuting
the Philofopher? Tully laughing at different Opinions at
different Times in different Companies? Does all this im-
ply no more than that he, like the Difputants in our Uni-
verfities, fometimes maintain’d the wrong fide of the Quef-
tion merely for Argument Sake? Is not the Philofopher de-
ferib’d as fhifring his Tenets, the better to ferve his Intereft?
Now maintaining one Set of Opinions to ingratiate him-
felf with one Company, and imnediately difavowing thofe
very Opinions, and taughing at them for the fake of cajaling,
that'1s, wheedling and couzemng an Affembly, by making
them believe that he held Opinions different from his real
ones! Does Mr. /7. hope to draw us oft from the Quettion,
and evade the Charge, by reminding us that fome (for he re-
fers to others that are not fo) of this Author’s Writings are
In the way of Dizlogue? What is thac to his Purpofe? We
are not criticifing on his Manner of Writing, but confider-
ing Mr, 777°s Reprefentation of his Meral Charaer. This,
Ufav, is that of o NMan aterine wobat 10as TALSE qith an

{1~
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Intention to DECEXIVE. This is the Charadter of 4 Lysp,
And this Chara&ter. Mr., 77, juftifies. -

But we are farther told, that Zu/ly, by his political Lies,
fav’d the Republick, What is this brought in for? Is it to
vindicate fuch Politicks, and to fupport his Moral Cha-
ra&ter? If not, why is it mentioned at all? But will Mr. 27,
ferioully jufhify Fraud and Falfehood when it happens to be
thought good State Policy 2 Surely a Preacher of the Gofgel
does ‘not want to be told (whatever Statefmen may think)
that it is damnable to do Evil that Good may come.

But, laftly, Tully as an Orater, might Lye for the Good
of his Client. 'To what Straits 1s Mr. 7. driven? Here,
inftead of clearing himfelf, he has afforded frefh Matter of
Comphlaint.. It is the natural Right, we are told, of every
Member of Society, whether accufing, or accufed, to f[peak
freely for bimfelf.  Self Defence 1s La’ffj}d. (Granted.
But then it muit be by lawful Means. The Means muft
be Good as well as the: End, in order to preferve the Mo-
rality of the A&ion. Will Mr, /7. {tand by this Polfi-
tion that 2 Man’s Life, or Fortune may be defended by
anlawful Means, even in a good Caufe ? What then fhall we
fay of a bad one; a Caufe that a Man himfelf befieves to be
a bad one? What! To Lye and Diflemble, to advance falfe
Principles for the fake of ferving a Turn (as Zully 1s re-

refented) to prevent the Courfe of Juftice, to elude the

iaws, to invade another’s juft Property, to fcreen a Cri-
minal | Idemand of Mr. /7, Will any £nd ﬁlﬁ&ify {uch’
Ammoral Means € Yet all this 1s implied in patronizing a
Caufe that one knows to be a bad one, I challenge him to
fhew that an Advocate can honeftly engage on the wrang
fide, knowing it to be fo, any further than this — tq take
. care that the Faults of the guilty Party be not aggravated
beyond Truth, nor the Penalty made heavy beyond Mea-
fure. ‘This is agreeable to common Juflice and Equity;
and {6 far the Patronage is innocent. But no Advocate can,
.confiftently with the Laws of Morality, deliver any Opi-
nion, as to Matter of Law, or FaéZ, contrary to his real
Sentiments, with an Intention to deceive his Hearers, and
acquit the Guilty; and to {uppofe that any Civil Conftitu-
tion thould give.a Man leave to be inftrumental in breaking
its Laws, in detaining or encroaching upon the juft Rights
of its Members, or in prote&ing the Violators of its In-
junéions, this is to reprefent the Grvil Magiftrate as alt-

ing the part both of a Fosl and a Knave ; and iﬂtl'ﬁdui‘fi“;:?
uCii
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«=h loofc Notions of Morality as would b:"a:.::'d infinite Dif-
uldt..r 11 Society, and ar: verv unbeconiinz a VWriter who
g rm*netuallyﬁtcuﬁng others of not Lﬂd““{lindm” Prue
fwf‘m ?z.
M, 7. favs in his mﬁ Vindication—1 [ad, 1t was nof @
W:r“ﬁia. /"f*:'f.l and what Las thaf to JO vith ddpraliiy €
in the Etfimacion of God aund his £y ’f i, ail Jmmera-
i is Fally. But in the Pa ﬂ' 'ge, as 1t ftands 1 the Book,
;"z?r was added to west, the' he has {ince cur the Paflase
£ ;rt, and dropt the laft thc moit cxcentionanle Weord ;
%o that if his Obﬁ}i‘.:tl‘hll were juil,” he has no claim to the
Hen *ﬁL of it, fince he faid it was 2o, far
As to his Gbfervation, that wafuir relates s, not to his A4~
.,‘?J. LU’E to his Gosd- zf?f.-:z‘;’“‘,.‘.’ ]. CAfRl Ol l'f .LLDI that he
ems o be under fuch L,o.m.uﬁon, bn..ihﬁ._F’Il the Co'lfcu}”f
¥ § Guile and 2 Refohution not to acknowledoe 1t, tha

-Jr*;-:::: mies he b :-lr\ﬁy knows what he favs,

-.,

.

MOB, YWhare T fpoak of Aebeifls and Ahetfmy T mean
w3y relate to Relivisng for as to ;111}' other | ’\Tottan of 2

{1-'-;-??;- be is nothing o zs, This T obferve, left Mr, 27

: @LL ﬂ ould ufe the funec Lyvafion about a Ggd, vrhich he
s uled about a Prevideirce,
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SRS 17 having in the Divine Legation of hJ OSES, &c:
SV B offerted that the Arcien fﬁz{g.wr; and Puz!g/&p;:; ;
!}Il"l ..-‘i;._‘.; :r . -}'F'- T . A S : o ! l‘; 't
Junciiev’d @ Providence and a }""-'h;nf 1‘(:’1‘1, :‘*; Nogodpds ana

-y

Cenifbmeiisy I cndc.wsur d, in 2 late Letter in the ;L.-r,.._.
-y to fhow that 1t is wsrally *ﬂ*j)'-f"bf* that this Fadl, fo
Ljarious to RCF"‘EOH., ' OL;-;- be true, 1 had before, as the.
~sder mutt have obferv’d, charg’d him with havi i aller-
S Ilfi 10’ he afrarwards took Motice of fome Pore of
Doy AZINATEY N Very angry Manner, bedid not then com-

"\l""-l. :I-..

:uin of any Injury os to L"ij..ll?.. nlar. He bas tince
v h[ i o ¢ IH e a2 ::,"* ;:;.: Suah ;,;;”; .

-.r,-*f-_ sy coth, a Bl of Teefment was exchibized coinit
iU the St ‘}fﬁﬂz 5’5 T::x 1Y, Ptk under four dihindt Ar-
t:jﬂﬂ 7 lul .H.I 1 DT "I _:_-".,f...-'? 2. qu as are not l”'lu;il;l! iil
Lompeiitions of t}'“ Ez‘im. It svas fcme nuime before 1
Peard any thing of the Matter, my Friends, I {upoole, not

H beine
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being forward to be sziﬂ*r‘f‘*ib of iuch 1l New ¥s, and i
-goncerning my ﬂ-..]f but little with Ao Papers, Af;u I
was inform’d of 1t, T fent an Adueriifen mﬂ,z‘ to the St. jamm 5
and General !;va‘}frizg £5e. ""nlf;. e 1. ntention of ULH!CF
publlr‘k Netice of 1t. N Advert Hement went too late {or
Place that N1 1“:: Lut it s not unlizely that Mr, 777
inl'-*'hL hear of 1ty for before I could give in my Anfwer to
the i‘lrﬂt Bill, there came out a feconat in the G ﬂ;'z::ral Fleiioe
?h’t of Oa?uf)a??‘ the t1vh, fipned b*,r tne Author of the Divine
qu-m e, """H:I”EJ ne imtt one of the 'Prc::pﬁf'tiuns
with as much plexrerity as s cither of the cwo Soliiciters (of
whom he toid fuch an wilac 'u}’ Story, with 2 more anlu-“l’f
A pt:hmuop of it to the firit Chs iﬁ:m*s*j) cou}ﬁ have manag’d
fuch an Afair.  As it now {lands, the Hr0t and third .fia'
ticles of Accufation are In thefe Words—It is afferted, in
H'i::_ .::.Fﬁh'-'i[a*!".
‘that the Author of the Dieme Legation of Zdefes 1s of
¢ Ommn that cvery one of the ancic ‘at Lawrivers ditbe~

< 11,‘: d a-Providence”

¢ "That he s of Upinion that cve Ty one of the ancient
¢ Philajopbers difheliev’ d a Providence.

An} one would imagine, unlefs h': had feen may Leteer
in the »‘T{{*f iy, that | h"*d draven out the P; 01)@51’ uHs 11
Form, and that he bad only tranferil’d them from mes
but they arc in the moit proper denie his swn Pmpoﬁtmns
extracted from my Letter by the m‘p of {uch Sephifiry as
any figestiions 1 Marn, much more a Man of true C’!}: i
b*?}ij‘!;ﬁf_}' and SHE:.L?"??, woulkl feorn to ufe, The wHUL
Charge refbs Lpon the A’.’r,s.rrmr) of tl Word Previde
whi ch is the Subject ot ail the Oljf‘it:i[{}nb ; and the u—nnlt:
Gule will 2 ppear to bz in his ufinz the Word, in the fro-
i _[ 15775 ina Senfe quite different {from that m which { have
us'd it in the Lezter 5 and by that wfarr and avan Artihee
51ﬁ:{.1ng1 e frenm to a FL*’L what never was in my TRSeDLs,

i 1s net to be gathered from my ”L}?r*zon VWnen | wrots
I‘Iy Letter, tho* 1 lmd not his Ilook hy me, I well remem-
DL& d 'Eh?'.t l.._” F". :hLI’Q YWW1l3 re‘fc, {JF th{: P}j;! /:"{; o MR
hiave bﬂhﬂ".’ d o Frovidence y fome m one bf:fﬁ; andd
fome in austher s but off of them in 2 reftrained and
linatzd Senfe, moe of them o thit Gt‘?.?f}.:ff umﬁ:, LG
whicn the Sm’:}rcu of my Lchu, e Nuture of mny A

g:m:cf:f:, and my th;ﬂlb } f‘_/r“:'zum of :the jar:& of Provi-
depce which T meant, PCEL{mrz'. determines My E::*:{L-_ L5
he had been difpufed to go jn/m,c, he {hould have expre(s’d,

in the Profofiiions, My Meaning in the Ufe of thP Word

Provideice ©

'L.r'n'
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Bpouidenco s boo ar he wa minded o roife a Clamouar,
and be very abnlve, it cooll be dene no othor vy than by
Eiit *'&_f?l':::l{..._. ct __;..:f:z'-rr;.-i:;'; sind o do the Gcentlomuan
flu"iCL b h_- dewn bty okill in the Ao moement of #

auie 111 ¢ fba st i rroar need ol 1t.  Ais I J-::t oL pre L3

- -y '

¢C Iu kind or alenss, and have not been vicd to {uch
'S

kind of uv._mui , 1615 heppy for mme that, «f preient, H
have ne e of occarton for them, A n Leag/f anud ploi
Beatz o the Cuic vwill anfwer ?‘) Purﬁ")ﬁ: mu{_h bf: eF

**‘ raom (- whole C'fﬁ:‘zf*": of that .rf*tt i the :.-'rf{..:u’:’ff“'

it m {k appear to any Reader of common Apprehenilon and
Attpz‘-th‘!ﬂ that b_}f a Provideice ¥ tnsan the (2me ‘ul.b-‘, he
anderitands by it his 809/’ » sUCH aProvidence as iz o Ke-

warder of good Nien and ide f piifper 6f il enesy w o Lo
Seate 3 stvcenr a2 Providence ns 1s pLCL‘“ln o fnipnort Gevif

Sae *:mj* But { do not frand 1n nced 6f any one's L..lrlf*udr jor
this reafonable Conitru&icn, fince £ have there m iculwly
defiued ray Motion, I thall rranfcribe my own NI :afe, from

my Letter, and compitie it with his, as we faad 1o
Divine Lerarion, &c. At Col. 2. and Paragraph 2. [open
the Argument thhs ¢ Tt is obvious o ::rm common ¢ Ap-
“ nrchenilo that 115 as necefiary to the S.pport of Society
“ that the governing Part of &ankind fhould believe a Fe-
> fure State ‘(h) 2 Future Sta e, 1 mean a Futere Stote of
Rowards and .1 2 pifbments) as that the People fhould be-
ficve them, The fame Paflions which bra:“d Diforder
aid Confulion tn Socicty, unlefs they ave refivaingd by the
¢ Sanétions of Kefigai, iy :fu u’! fer H-"‘ L-)f*a.',mf rr:;r?**"u..: all
< their Aelions aie d cuil] e Lu‘ e OF ‘hmrg’fj 16, & t: > Mrom
hence 1f s undx. nizbly, evildent, i chat I cannot pe Wbl
any other Providence t!mn what 75 nfueparably {:xf:,lﬂiif.r'-tﬁ{;!.
“ﬂ'l-_h a Futire State of Rewards zud Psw:;,‘}:.f” P the De-
ticf of which [ afiert to be ablolurery peevilary v the SL -
ort of.Ssetery. "V his angry Gentlemun has -glfﬁ’:n us the
ery fame Natnm and 1s equaliy I‘:,.i-m and ftrong in
il tme the Beliet of fuch = J".Dundc > to he nPﬁ;ﬁd"y to
e 53 .pport of Society, The (Jf'winmn of the ancicat
Cazugiuers 1:1d Phiis JPLL:J concerninz iy Yirovideace, IS
nath he Cer ;::?:. ang  the :."'.r':’:’_-}'f.‘.f of myv Letter: ...Hd
therefore, any orher Metions of 2 ?’;Jyf.;..a,—z..a than awha
NI 1L.~t}1r£§13' Lommdiﬂd with a Futone Stete of _fu:--
*’f??'fj.? hld IJ”-” SIS -5 ilﬁCEiTﬂr}f th{: Buiﬁpﬂl't Qf
Societe, 1f he has aferibed 50 fuch to the ancicnt Laww-
sures and Ph tlofesheis, thy’ it all be no more to the pro-
nt Matter in TDriibute, than hi
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i Mpiners ave pervinent {o it I hall now cite his Wotiop
of this 3‘\".:2111".1’.:‘.1‘ irom p. 21, 22, of tne Do Lrgﬂr:.m,. e
*. By what harh been {aid it appears that this Service (1o So-
ety ) i3 pr;,h-:,mlm by Retigion, foicly, as it teaches a
Prowidence, the Rewvarder J;' f""n:' %’m,, and ibe Pur ifber
j :f saes : So that I.'hC‘Il”‘h it LI‘L. [}[}F*blt_ as 1 think it e
not, that there could he any | (‘h thingz as Rdim{m not
fourricd on the Doltriiic of a fo r-;.m.f, yet 1l is ev;d enr,
fuch » Religion could be of no Service to Secrery. IWhato
cvé‘: sheretore is necelliry for the Support of this Do&rine
B 1:11111&_[1;1”..!1, neceflary to the Well-bving of q{gﬁlefv ’
Then follow thefe Words, * that the Doérine of a ’?};m,,
¢ Siaie of Rewards and Pupifbments s ablclutely and indif-
penfanl} neceliary to the buppnrt of the wnem.« Dorﬁtrm
¢ of a Providence, 1 fhall now thew.” The Reader fees tha
ze are periectly .lﬂ'r‘*ed in our Notien of the gﬁf.{')ﬂngL,.
trine of a £ ac:m ce 3 that it 1s fuch 4 one as 1s ’nprdI‘deJ
connected with a Frrure Stade of Rewards and P nifbmenis,
If this were not already {ufficiently plain, it wouid be made
fo by 2 marginal Note to this Paflage; where, in Confir-
ation of his Opinion concerning, che N ceflity of the Be-
11 Sof fuch a State o the Su: vport of @ gencral Prov?

F ..u..’*u:.? AN }’E{?

cites a Text in St. Pawl, which c‘ai{ﬂ to a fzrfﬂ:r J,mfﬁ-_;

¢ he that cometh to Goa muil believe that he iy, and thus

wh Al

¢ heis a Rewarder of them that dunwntlv {zel him.' 1
{hall prefume that this Matter 1s pretty w el feteled, Vv
are nexs to enquire what Mr. /24 has {aid of ts.h. Opinton p.‘
the ancient Lawgivers and Bhilofophers, as vo ihis Notion «f

a Providence; and 1 dare be confident that I have not in-
1ured bin {o much as he has injured zhesm in his Accoint o
them. Ido frankly coniefs that 1 have afferted one llmn
refhly, which 1 do here recant, 1 have unw arily d“ﬁ‘ftm }
that ...uch a Thing is hisOpiuion, which is more than I ough
1o have faid of iy one that has dealt fo much 1n the dos*f [
Destrine, I will not venture any farther than to thew viat
nie has a(h-.fmfﬂf in his Book ; and fince he Lizs been fo lite-
ral as to make me a very advantagecus Offer, if I can piove
any one of the Pro oﬂtlon T vsill ot be behind- hhwd in
neroftry, but wh““ him w1th the Proof of a great deal mor
than he has reguired, in another Mifecliary.

The FProuiilonce 'ﬁ'i”w,h 15 the Subieci UI our prefent 1e-
hate being fach 2 cacas s a Rewarder of grod Dien, avd
Punifper fz!! 0723 m a Fuinre Staic, v are now te o
nine what Mr, 77, hs ﬂdmnca th *m f s Lfrn
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Dyving ?a’g{zﬁm of Mosws, e,

b A
I el
y L !1‘ ? ? Py — ]
xe, as to tue (_}Plﬂ G ol t the a Meiliit PI*’Z(JE}!-”E? and Leow-
ﬂ';_;gr_; abont it “he Prul splition (,(}111.;‘1111;1& the O’S}L .O
it

o33 ¥ }.r.., Pml&*fq; ]J“rf Fa 8l ED IS f PR Sf ff.f.‘ c?]‘ Z\_;j‘ td? {’f'.f {?H'{Z' 4 ;{....

‘s .1;;,—,,,;;-,;}-, "}Lthlnhm. i he DA faf;z s Lyens F g 15 {1:u(=11 Up
1

e Gl *rﬁf e ”h'“”' a11d '*IlOter Tubitituted mn 1£3 OO,

7
Yur, as it is, in reality, but one ! {11*&!1&&11 with that coti-

mmmg; A ;J;-,;,Luf;:f I mdt inake 1t the I:-f,undﬂt:m of
}f I”EtLI

E ms “mpo;.uon., a3 Le imd..w when h dr‘of}u ,f} l.

US f_hJ.L KERYS ':’-ru

b Begins vith fhewing rhat nane o! the ancient | mlﬁfﬁv

ohers Deliev’d the W*wc’cunc of o 'i umre State of Rewardy
and Punifhments, though, on Account H}f its confe

¢ Reo Pﬁm te the Su pport ¢f Religion, and C{)J?F‘uutﬂfi}r

of ivil Scclety, '111 the Tnfﬂﬂicﬂ Iml&faﬂu ers taugh,
¢ and preach’d it up to the Feople.”

This is his own Account of himicif.
D 32 206, he favs,

Ciris a Future State of Rewards and Punifhmeats in

et neral that I undertake to prove, fone oi the ancient
Pi ‘hfrfop'n,.rb believd.’

‘“{:mf., i none of the ancient ﬁnlf:}f'opmr:; %*f;'i.?evu‘- q Fir-

C Em:.{. of Rewards and Puniments, it i3

T 'w, tl*u yoinondd delreve a Previdence ; :
:Ef ..r!«’ f’?!. (Jr.‘r-f the Pmn e r:«f il i f:fff;- Vg Q{?ff +ha BE‘-
'.,B; OF iuch a jjmvu.{umc bet SHI {1 Cpy 10k j#ﬂﬁ{{bd 1¢l;

the Belief of iuLh a S:ate : So that Ifjmrlc of the ancie
Bh.:b@,}hﬁ: ¢ beliew”’

i the one, none of them could pefii ]}r
ﬁ:illLVL the other,

Suclh & futnure ':“t;"*f, he owns to he alfslutely aid ' nde{pei-
Gibly neceffary to the S ipport af LN GENERAL Dac?rine c?*'
UrovinENCE, Fowv then, b}, s own Lonfeflion, cou!
o allert that thev rf.r/lrghw J the former without aﬁllb
11}"1' that \.h{,‘. [i.’f -"EJ*’L’ {J {118 }"" ficy lif} r

But this is, lrf*{.mﬁ,, evident from the

nijl 'rr:{.-.u" fi’f j:;f.;r".*"'
ri0e, witiCh, hs.. favs, p. 368, ¢ led the fh!laﬁwh*‘rs (o COtl-

: r“]uu& Fnlmﬂr 2 Future Stare (Jffﬂcuu?’t’ﬁi.f and 2
T . z‘ffrt God covld neiiber fo
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And, acaid, at

-y

ey,
aigiy, wor buré any i,
- whcil réfy afiuves s was held smiverfs/is” Then he
eites a Patlage from lly, vpon which he makes this Ob-
creation ﬂu:., we e ‘fff&f; owns the Lonfequence of this
vencral Principic, that ¢ guite overthrew the Notion of
.i);'z:fm Prrifbments 3 and it will appear prefently, that i
*was not fingular m his Conclufions, but fpoxe the very

- . . 4 - -y
¢ depfe of his Greed Mufiers,”  Althouph thevelore Tu/%
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34 " ;
jays 3 "hd. this oeneral Crincipic was hekd by iome that be.
Srvtd o Prewidencey yet he could not mean fweo 2 Proy
deics as we are UllfQUtiI‘*T pbouts ful 2 one as is a K.
poarder of pood Myn, and Punifher of il oness beenufe, i
they nmantain’d that God couid 5at he o ngry nor hurt ¢uy ene,
My, 77, hos brought 2y and atl his Greed - i’};fﬂp
vouch for me, thiat the '1111‘11:. Principle de {troy’d ali Notion
of Divine Pungfhment 5 and confeguently, if it appears fron:
rhis Philafoshical x’rmcmi that they ¢ llnw‘- believe a
Futnie Stare of Rewards .md Dsz;?Jme,;f“ the fame Arou-
ent piroves oqu aﬂly that Lbev could nor belicve a P :
g,
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ciduizcs. the Re ;m;{f-v of 5904 Men, and Pruuifber q[;...

e himndedf hoas uuwﬁucmi Ladianiius, D, 375 TIVING US i
Argument in Form, in order to anfwer 1,
if {zod hath no Afections of Fenduefs or Fatred, Lov:
or Ann‘c: . he cannot reward or punid,
But he h-..tl no Aifetions, e,
I hewefore, 9,
f&" . 777, he does, ndeed, own that the Pythagorra;

P!(ztwh s did Lold mm ttcilay P *'“"*z"e,:a, extending ity
ff::lf to each Individual 3 a Providence which could not, ue-
cording to ancient Nuimns, poflibly Le adminfter’d wirh-
out the Affvétions of Lr:,__rr and ;’:ﬂm‘r. i1 this be any L Y
c*tlfy he las accounted for it, and then {ays, p. 279, U
¢ the whole then it appears, that the P 111*:’;1* 2 of God's
hetny angry, which Jhbwrtru the [Doarine of a ]“- e
State of Rewards and Punsihments, did notakedt a pais-
erlar Providence RERE (uphn che Pysbarsisan and Plats-
wick oyftem} ¢ and that the Gratia, which fome of then
¢« left the Dt:.it}r, Wis 117 P.lﬂl on or Aftection like the Jro,
¢ which. they took awav; but onlv a ';,}i:ﬁ.‘": Bencusle:io
¢ which in tie Conftrufiion of the Univesfz was divelted o
the bedl, but did net interfere to prevent Diforders o
« par*z::zhr Sy f:’*m. n Benevolence, too, that went not
¢ from the "":ff, “lie f//f’rzf:r. of the Supreme Being s 01,
¢ as he calls 1t, -": 3;;() An Effiex frow its Effence. St
{uch an mweluniary i:.T‘uTA'\ﬁ,.TEDI*., or EFFLUX, cannot
poflibly be a Providence, rhe Rewarder of good fVen, wan
Punifher of w1l wnes, becaufe it does not refpect us as men:
and acceuslable Bunﬂ 5, UPOLL which the Notion of Rewara.
and Punifbments depends.

The fecond Principle, grounded on their Wotion of ti
Sonl ot HMdan, holds e{;uall againft fuch a Provideuce as v
are conccm’d for, as it docs agzm{’t Future State of
ewards ard Punifbments, For the it aflerted a Furars S Jef
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CAraiie 2aTaI0R Of WIGSES, (g, -
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. :f: was fuch a cne as could not be a wsrar Lofiznain, o

mave of Reserrds and I"Ehftn}fﬁf? 5, dn{,l 1o, this A Zu-
NS drawn from the Nature of the S Senl, 25 maintaine Ih
LAY, f,ya Heinsy Thewrs that they covkd not, upen :‘f?f’} Frine

EIL believe a Fro J!ut’i‘?ft. the FE’H’M‘(MI *Ifr:“::.’. LA, and
Friifber o af ilf oizcs.  In thort, the’ Mr. /7, has dis mw__nh

[ S

"'l-l. L ol

hetween thefe two Queltions, and madc: v of them for his
il LOTIVERIENCY, they are mmfeparebl: from one another,
hey are one Queftion. i the P}ﬁ}ofﬂpl 1ers difbelicved a
Posare State c?f"f(rwm 15 awd FPunyiosents, they dibelieved a'
Crovidence, the Bewarder 0i gir fz? sielerty arid an—'*f?-, of 773
s 3 fuch a Providence as :-:: necetlary o fuppore Religion
wad ciorl Soctery. And, thercfore, in this View Jet us fee
| «ihat My, IV has advanced cmncﬂrnm*T the Opmlon of the
”“*!F}.Ef Lﬂ ”U:.Jf?'f. AHU }iLI'C WL fhu]i I”Iut H 121" a9 hiS Plﬂ-
soltion concerning a Fuiure State of Rewards and Punifh-
Pz S 1S 10 reality }m;_ one with that concerning a8 Provideice,
e Retuarder az" g00d sden. and Pun e (b r:ff“ f:'l sucsy (wh i(,h
e Tightly calls the Sandtions of Rd:gmn) fo the Q_ieﬁion
corcerning the Opinion of the giciont rr.?”’a_,!&ﬂfh* 5 and Larye-
¢ rs, B to thofe Points, is in Effect but one Nikewife. For,
o’ all the Philofaphers were not Jawgivers, yet, {rom the
smmencement of Plilofophy, all the Lawgivers were Phi-
(. J'?*JJ’J 8, and COH{thIEnLly dllhﬂlﬂ‘i’ﬁﬂ h.lf.‘ii a State an’] fuch
" ;"s‘ﬁ,::{; nee as include Rewards and P u‘ff werts, At leafk
i that weere of any Note (which is all that concerns my
Avzument, or his Reputation) were Philafoplers, and of the
Peitaosrean Se&t,  If the Reader will not belicve this uporg
e 1 uinmo:w of fuchan imzpudent Ljﬁr, Dwill brivg ALr. 77
- Witnefs. At p. 111, he fays, ¢ by H’Eﬂpﬁ and Feais
(ih :’f'ln.,r of & Futiere State of 1\.:.1{}: rov and Peanifhienis, and
¢ :"Jr(fm:f., in its fad! Lxicnr) © the wile Lawsgivers kept
“unoan the Peeple the As ammd Revueqce of Retigion, On
3 Fradlice . was founded the Precept of the celebrated

n

“renptasy the Pythagorear,  Winch seét, as we thall {hes
.;1':?:,1&{3:‘ gave its {elf more particularly to Legiferi.:,
| ciice proceeded the moft famous Fou neders of
ﬂf::;}n’ And at p. 122, he fpaz:!:'; thll more firongly.
TN and his Sedt had engrad s'd @/l the Fame in the
i '*ﬂ'fr‘.':}r:ffru. The ufl.}.u&br of this Szt wu {ay,
sl prove her cafter, was fo great for .Lf!{ﬂﬂ'f?,:fcg tial
,:':_{:r-*g 5 thuu it thar norhing could be done to the pur-
Tt shat wa , thet Ind not 2 Pridesercan for its Au
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55 EEMARXKS ozl
._,n the Lfl Place e inolt fee v.rI;zt he has faid, as to thele
Poiats, of thf: La'v zrvers wivd Foraders of erwil Pofiey whe

crere qricceds he iimics of Philef p:p‘*'.r.
1T bas r.pp:a , 1 think, in the plaineft manner, that
'{ . = 1

¥ was ;E!‘Ic&i}r 2 it as to the Philsfoshers and all the Law-
gioers ana Foxnders -Efo*f:! Pc;z..y ‘who were of any Nots
at afi jor Lecation and that this is ali that is of any Con-
leqhu ce to e, or im.  However, icisas certain that his
ferzion was il more general, At p, 314, he tells
*h._t ¢ th‘.. fzi‘* whe went out of Greece to learn the £-
L .,!,P*,;? Widom were the Lfﬂ'{?:i'}‘??"; that they went
“ thither to learn toe Art of Lawrrmmrr; that thefe wers
¢ O;j}?rsz.s. .i:::r:::f ithus, ! ui'?f’“"., Lycamn, Tripielemus and
e it Tiis Intes mzrﬁ: of the Law- grfw".r with F-

“ oz _f was continuec down to the Time of the Nafurg-
““ liffs, or Sorniffs. That ZG?‘J!_';...}' Inachus, Orphensy A
“ lampus, ‘7{'-'pf entits, Minos, Grngrasy Eyethens, who wore
€zl A’rrfr; 213 mg !Ef::?'j', brought the ﬁ.’tj_/.?rrm (1nven-
54

ted for the ufe of &3 12ty by means of the double Doctri.
“ frem Egvsz, 177.7 — And what did all thefe Lrﬂ‘g{]ﬁfar ,
or L f;:gf:*:i's, vho wraveld for Eeypoen IFPifdsm, briv:
with them irom Eg* 5¢ ¢ Vhev all brou':fht the daubls 1);.-
crivz, the creat Act of Guuermment. The double Dadiri.
canitte d i wachiag cne fort of Truths to the Publics,
hoiding another; the firlhy calld the Laci-

rick; th -iEtEEI‘,.i‘IP E_/FI-‘I'FE. ““ The Myflertes (wiich
“*owere of Lgypran sxuaction) were iavented by the Je-

sy to zihirm znd ellablifa the L‘LiILI‘H] Plollirine of &

- ~r . - . .
{‘_-‘ijrﬁi"f.:;":f: ﬁ} h]a..”!CdLU"r Lﬂﬂ' BEIIC* 01 a3 Fff nyre Shq;g Qr
rards and P fﬁ.r:j weciiisy and they gun’d their Lnd iy

“ {thus) ciearing up the Rizhtcous Government . 0F the

«« Gods, b IEI, 2. At p. 212, he fays, that the J _‘2 >

“* pigri, s the Originel of Learnin ;_. ;md Wifdom) had a v
T % -

he one, #idden and fuacred; the otin v
that the Carc ui the Pesple being that
¢ chier Concern, as well what they divaloed, as what th .
¢ con-cal’d was for the Sake of Su.f.r-‘-.:, l'nt ccmdizat} ,

~ 111’_‘1’ were the .I'f: who t'lllf"! .E, HCHEo0 ""jt Liff}‘ f}ﬁ’ CT et
r 3

..'r:.. - I-Ia-&rr‘f Sfﬂ&!’ {F‘Jf .lr';‘l: _Ja‘ﬂj llﬁlr' I I‘-Jﬁl! ?f"i"?f.sj tll]h ]Il‘ti .
““ tion ato Ayferies, wnflivited to ﬁi.,-p-:rr“ that Bl
“ Andatp. 313, that the ‘L\le of Ferfia, the DIL”*I'-: 5‘-?
 Gand, and Lh"" Brachmans of {fudza, the genutne ¢
I {vprrgn L v {- u 1 ]1-‘1 1u SRR
Wpring G £ th C p.n n Prici 5, W ith ¢ aimne » oy,
- * L - = - F al!
O hu :.11 L}-L: exterscd Defirines, for the Sake of the &v.
. b B
3o the Elablfhment of the eenernl Delirine of 2

|
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Divine Legation of Moses, &, 57
< gudence and a Future State))’ he fays, p. 133, that the
Myfleries were.inventud,  T'he Exoteric, or External Doc-
trine, propagated among the Pesple, was the General Doc-
+ine of a Providence, and a Future State 6F Rewards and
Punifbments, What were the Efoteric, or hidden DoQrines,
viuch they conceal’d from the Pesple, at p. 145. he does not
pretend precifely to know; but in’the next p. 146, he
pretends to'know, with certainty, as much as will anfwer
my Purpofe, wviz. that they were not the General Doltrines of
2 PROVIDENCE and a Futung STaTE: which, asfar
as 1 am’ capable of underftanding any thing, is aflerting,
ihat, tho’ for the Good of Secsety they propagated the Be-
tief of thofe Truths among the Pesple, they did not, zhem-
vives, believe them, Such then was the double Doctrine,
fiuch the End and Ufe of it. This Do&rine, invented by
the Kgyptians, for the Purpofes of Gevermment and Soctery,
‘e Lawgivers BEFORE, as well as A¥TER the Com-
mencement of Philofsphy, brought from Kgypt. The Phi-
Liaphers alfo, who frudied the Arts of Legifletion, praltic’d
the double Dolirine, 1. e, taught the Belicf of a General Pro-
vidence, and a Futnre State of Rewards and Purifbments,
winle the reft demied them openly. Says he, p. 319,
“ Thofe Sefls which join’d Legiflation with Philofophy, as
** the Pythagoreans, the Plaionifls, Pertpatetics and Stoics,
“ always profeffed the Belief of a Futnre State ; while thofe
“ who fiuply philofophifed, publickly p;g'e_[]éd the contrary,
' And where thofe of the Legifluting Clals were more or
[efs in the Prattice of that Art, {o were they more, or lefs
*in the Profeffion of 2 Future State.  As on the one hand,
“ the Pythagoric and Platonic, on the other the Peripatetic’
and Store ; nay, in one and the fame Selt, as in the Pe-
riputetic and Stsic 3 where a Follower of it {tudied Leg:-
© Jation e profeffed this Belief, where he confn’d him-
felf to private Morals, or abfiralted Speculations, he de-
sicd 1t So among the Storcr, £Ex0 was a great -Propa-
cater of 1t, while £piFezus ablolutely rejedted 16, And
Serecay who was but 2 Monzrel, feems wiiling to expofe
the whole Myftery, For in thole Parts of lus Writings
where he ftrictly philsfiphifes, he denivi & Futare Stare
and in thofe Parts where he affe@s the Pedttician, he
maintaing it.” It has been proved before that. the Belief
o' a Future State of Rewards and Punifbinents avc 1o infe-
putably connefed that hewho balieves, or denies the lormer,
nudt believe, or deny the Jatter, And, tho’ he here men-
wons only a Furure Staze, Le muft alfo include 2 Geweral
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2 . REMARIKS on the

widenees and in other Places does exprefdly join th&h
fa c': ner. 7'1 Cenfequence of which Pradtice, of the dotchis

| afferts, p. 307, thar they ali tHJf“!fg.*J. 1t allow-
ahi: fﬂf._,. sre iR and hink arother: Spea&mg of Pythr-
zoyas, 'n particuiar, he obferves, that nothing pleafed hi:
more than bat of the u,..ﬂ,.; Mﬂf"”"’ff, and the Divifion o
Wis Awditors into Lxceric and Lfoteric Clafles: he, more
n any ﬂth-r, avowing thofe Principles ¢
& mn was founddd, {uch as, shar 1t is f.-

“(JU‘*

t:i

ru

IS G P F1 O

iie Besefit L 1 find that they fhould be often decerve.

. other Flaces might be cited concerning ¢
Arars znd Ead of the rfmb’ Deétrine, and the Lw':[fm‘
he,no in the Pradtice of | ¥ which fhews, that thev consl
not E\“i s General ..P stdcnce and a FE:'fH?c‘ YIS ”t’ of 4.
Wwaras anJ Puzifbmcits,  And his taking fo much Pai;
t3 nrove that =11 the Leoiflarars of any Note for Wiidoy,
nav. that aff of them, cxcept fome few Enf/.rfsir:/.‘ wf o
{5z r_j;i.. ies Herger and f?: 3 Fourders of bompiresy and th
ali the Pons) ;:al;.r;., f.*xcwt L.:';::m'e.,, difbe Hewed tilofe ]H.hn |
this is v hat Franpet reconcile with any friecndly Defign ¢
WL rds E‘h;:'_.f_: hecaufe it fubverts ﬂﬂnr:ﬂﬁ in Geierer,
TRIR ) 1toad ﬂa ihe 8 r;ﬁatar:ﬁ So that either Mr, /»
0 rn'-._. <en in his Account of rive Oninion of the La::
g:-zr;:', ﬂu Fi Z.r:;:f-" o r St Pawnd muit be rrfrH'r*n
noiic of Lic :UJLH:H i the m){’c HLROV d U:jzzm, Konzu
ledee, and dicrodn b 1 ¢’d them, it muﬂ bt besaufc *‘htm .
are o fuch Truths in being, or becanfe Mankind were 11,

capziie of ‘-1“01‘-'”1{: v thing of them, either from Kevfon
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Foiticn, oF E.:-:Js;'r"" iy zrd conlequently that the wior
e caicple 1 thur Infid-nnty + whereas St Panl, i I B

- ™y ey el e A -

oule f-.:ff:f..'ﬁ:: sorndemnns them for nof behiev ing thenr,
do 1ol taie NLe M o pronouace aa ebfolute hentence ¢
n Sl B boo thus Ddetey, thatif -,Vr*rt, 11 Jiis Do

oent., 1ocnuld ot pombly belisve ather Reoofutiss

T i
it may na, pofitbly, nppe.n I Jnn.
che Ome Do, and Thope in God, 1t does not, bus
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