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SR /1 A7 I have already offer'd ta
T f‘a"‘ri}: the Publick, in my O BSER-
Vil VATIONS ox Myr. Chubb’s

~ DISCOURSE concerning
RE ASON, does, I apprebend, clearly

fbew that the Notion about the Sufficiency of
Realon is altogether groundlefs. Neverthea

lefs, the Author of the PLE 4 for Human
Reafon being a Divine of Note, and well

known by bis Wiitings to the learned World ;
a"d kaving moreover mention'd Several 1things

(particularly in bis frequent dppeal to th,
Wiitings of the old Heathens, and their Doc-

1rine




- Aavetdﬁmmtbpthekeda.

drime is Fal) wbigh are ms t0 be met
with iu Mr. Chubb’s Book ;. this bas induc'd
mie o re-confider the Subjelt, and to trouble
the Poblick farther with the following Pages ;
which, for Metbod's fake fball be thrown into
diffis? Chapcrs.

I will begin with [bewing the Rife and
Occafion of #his Controverly.
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PLE A, and the Defence of the PLEA
for HuMAx REAsoON, ¢&%.-
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Concerning th Rife and Occafion of this
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Controverlfy.

w1 H E Bithop of London’s Second Paflg-

<¢ Difre

@ ral Letter was occafion’d by the late

B Artempts of fome Infidel Writers
| againft our moft Holy Religion, who
§ << * endeavour to lead

en into a

gard of all Revelation, by

magnifying the Strength of Natural Reafon,
and recommending it as a full and fufficient
Guide in Matters of Religion, and from thence

infer, that the Means of Salvation, direfted by
the Gofpel, notwithftanding all the Evidences
of their being God’s own Appointment, aré to
be laid afide as Superftitions and Human Inven-

& See Page 3.
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% “REMARKS onthe Plea, gid the
¢ tions, and every Man is to have the framing of

@ his own Religion. * .

Thefe, and ll'glch like Principles, ng:nfy avowcd
and infited on, ar¢ but too Ii t0 prove the
Ruin of many unwary People, (who often miftake
confident Aflertions for fubftantial Proofs ) by in-
ducing them to make Shipwreck of their Faith, and
to apoftatize from Chriftzanity to Deifm, or; it may
be, No-Religion. And therefore it well becomes
every Paftor to ftand in the Gap againft the grow-
ing Evil, and, if poflible, to prevent the Contagion
from {preading amongft his People. In particular,
the City of London and the Parts adjacent, * ¢¢ be-
¢ ing the Scene, in which thefe Attempts againft
¢¢ Chriftianity are form’d, andfrom whence they are
v¢ propagated into all Parts of the Nation, ** it is
very commendable in the Bithop of that Diocefe,
s¢ 4 to keep a watchful Eye over them, and to
¢t confider from Time to Time of the moft eflec-
¢ tual Means to defeat them : > And his Lordfhip
might reafonably have expeed that no Chriftian
Prieft or Chriftian Layman would have taken Of-
fence at the main Scope and Tendency of his Ar-
gument ; but that, on the contrary, all true Friends
of our moft Holy Religion; all, who fet a juft
Value on what our Blefled Lord did and fuffer’d
for us, would be pleafed with it.

The Author of the Plea for Human Reafon doth
not deny, but that his Lordfhip®s Reafoning con-
cludes againft the Adverfarieshe had in View, and
overthrows the very Foundation of their Anti-Cbri-
fian Scheme. *Tisthe | ¢ oppofing the Sufficiency
“ of Reafon umiverfally and wnthout Limitation, *
that he is offended at; and only m this refpe, he

* See the Bithop of Lowdow’s Crarce in the-Yesr 1730. p. 3.

+ 1bid. ) Defeace of the Plea for Human Reafon,
p- 36
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Defence of the Plea, XKec. ..‘ 3

complains againft his Lordfhip, as § ¢ going beyond
«¢ the Bounds of Truth and Reafon.”® Nay, he
fays exprefsly, that * <¢ bad the Bifbop confined bis
““' Reafoning to the Unbelievers of our Age and Country,
 He would bave bad no Controverfy with bis Lord-
ﬁi . 3%

%ut what a ftrange Capricioufnefs of Temper
does this difcover? Ought not this Gentleman to
have confidered the Defign of his Lordthip’s Letter,
that ’ctwas levelled againft thofe who affert, that
the Bulk of Mankind, or the meaneft Individuals,
can, by the Dint of their own Reafon, difcover
every Part of true Religion, draw out a compleat
Syftem of the moral Law, acquire a certain Know-
ledge of the fmmortality of the Soul, &9¢.? And
would not Candor, Equity, nay, common Juftice,
have oblig’d him to underftand the Bithop as op-
pofing the Sufficiency of Realon, in 1bat extrava-
gant Senfe and exceffive Latuude, wherein thefe
Infidels affert and contend for it ? He may again,
if he pleafes, call this * ¢¢ quibbling > But the In-
telligent know that this is what he ought to jjave
done ; and that by putting another Interpretation
on his Lordfhip’s Letter, not only different
from the profeffed Deﬁfgn, but alfo repugnant to
the exprefs Doctrine of it, (as will prefently be
fhewn : ) he has been injurious to-his Lordfhip, to
Truth, and to the Church of Chriff ; and has done
all he could to im the Influence of a Pafloral
Letter, which his Lordfhip tells us was written
“ t with an Eye, throughout, to the prefent At-
¢ tempts of Infidels againft our’ common Faith,
‘“ and with a fincere Defire to preferve the People
“ of his Diocefe from the Infection, and to eftab-
* ith them in that Feith ™.

§ See Defence, p. 26,  * lbide 4+ See Third Paftoral
LCIICF. P. 91.
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4 ReEmArxsomibePlea, and the

have . read over the Pafloral Letter again and
ziin ; And, after all, can find no fuch Pottrine,
as the Pleader would brand it with. So far is hig
Lordfhip from contending for the abflute Neceffity
of Revelation, or that no one can pofiibly be fav’d
without it, that, on the contrary, he exprefsly fays,
¢ * If it appeared that God would judge Men for
¢¢ the Tranfgreflion of any Duty, which they did
¢¢ not and could not know to be their Duty, ——
«¢ it would be difficult to reconcile fuch a Proceed-
¢¢ ing to the Divine Juftice. But fince the con-
¢¢ trary to this is true, and it is certain God will
¢ not punifh Men for invincible Ignorance, furely

¢ heisat Liberty, &Jc. ”” And again, 1 ¢ Tho’
¢¢ the Light of Reafon 1s bt dim, yet they who
¢¢ have no better Light to walk by, and who
¢¢ honeftly make ufe of that, as the only Guide
¢¢ God has given them, cannot fail to be merciful-
¢¢ ly dealt with. by infinite Juftice and Goodnefs.”
Thefe Paflages are fo plain and exprefs againft the
abfeluse Neceffity of reveal’d Light, univerfally and
ewitbgut Limitation, that the Pleader, to create
G for cavilling, is forc’d to pretend that his
Lotdthip herein § comtradifls bimfelf. What was
yydicioufly obferv’d to prevent Mifconftruion, is,
by this fair, ingepuous Writer, conftrued into an
Incottfiftlency and Self-contradiction. But who that
wil] read with Candor, and judge righteous Judg-
ment, can deem it fo? _W#ﬂmu d hinder but
o

that the denying the Suffic of natural Light,
to afeertain the Immortality of the Soul, the For-
ivencs of Sins, &7, may be very compatible with
E:llcavm that Men may be fav’d 1n a Sgate of Na-
fure s -
However, let us confider what the Ground of
his Objection is. It feems he finds the Pafforal

+ P.4f. + P.46. "ﬂg Plcs, p- 48.

Letter
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Letter ® ¢ to oppofe univerfally this favourite Prin-
«« ciple of fome late Infidel Writers, tbat Reafdn is
¢ g fufficient Guide ; nay, afferting and teacbing that
«« Reafon of it [elf is an infufficient Guide. >* Behold
the Paflage that gives him {o much Difguft, and is
{o full of deadly Poifon 3 that T ¢¢ weakens the Ob-
«« ligation of natural Religion, > and § << defiroys the
<« Wi/dom and Geednefs of Divine Providence in the
s« Government of the World ! >> Hence he infers,
that his Lordthip teaches the || sbfolute Neceffity of
Revelation to Man’s Happinefs. Never, furely,
till now, was any Prelate, writing in Vindication
of our common Chriftianity, fo groundlefsly, and
withal fo roughly, attack’d by one, who has un-
dertaken the Prieft’s Office, and devoted himfelf to
the Service of the Church! He does not produce
any one Propofition, wherein his Lordfhip exprefs-
ly teaches the Doétrine he charges him with. No:
But barely to fay that Reafon of it felf is an infuffi-
cient Guide, 1s, (he pretends) to maintain the In-
fufficiency of Reafon abfolutely and without Limitge
tion, and as much as to fay, that no one can be
fav’d under the Gudance of Reafon only, or with-
out Revelation. A flrange Way of arguing indeed!
The Term nfufficient being wholly relative, and
having no abfolute Signification, the Query is, What
Purpofes Reafon is infufficient for? And this is
what his Lordfhip very particularly and exprefsly
fets forth, enumerating feveral Inftances, wherein,
in Oppofition to the-Deifls, he infifts that Reafonis
not capable of being a Guide. The Pleader fhould
have attended ta this Defign of the Pafloral Letter,
and not have fuffer’d himfelf to be led away by the
Sound of Words, or fomething worfe, to charge ic

with a Doétrine, which by reiterated Remonftrances

* Plea, p.3. + Plea, p.o. § Plea, p. 4 Seenlfo
p- 8. Introd. to Def. p. 2, 54e | Plea, p. 4,7,9. Introd.
P- 12, 13,

it -
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it expeefsly oppofes and difavows. Doubtlefs, he
would take 1t much amifs to be us’d himfelf, as he

has us’d this Right Reverend Prelate, and to have’
his Meaning thus cgregioufly perverted. If any
one thould turn his own Reafoning upon him in the
Manner following, * ¢« ] find you to main-
¢ uain the Sufficiency of Reafon univerfally, with-
““ out regard to Men’s having or not having Op-
*« portunitics of knowing the reveal’d Will of
““ God ; nay, afferting and teaching, that Reafon
““ of & felf 1s a fuffickent Guide in Matters of Reli-
¢ gion, without any Limitation; confequently
¢ thar it 1s fufficient for profefs’d Infidels and
‘¢ Apoftates, and capable of leading them, or any
< one clfe, to as great a Perfection of Virtue, as
< high a Degree of Happinefs, and as well-
‘e an Aflurance of God’s Favour, as the
¢¢.Gofpel can: > In this cafe, Ifay, whatan Qut-
cry would he prefently make ? How tragically com-
plain of his Meaning being perverted, his Defign
malicioufly mifreprefented ¢ Was it then right and
fair in the Pleader to conftrue his Lordfhip’s Words
1r this Mamner? No, ’twas abfolutely wrong and
unjufk, and the World, I am perfuaded, muft ab-
falntely and univerfally blame him for it.

Thetaking Notce of this one Thing, and fhewing
the true Occafion and Defign of the Pafloral Letter,
obviates the principal Matters alledg’d againft his
Lordfhip; and would have been a fufficient Reply
to this Writer, if he had contented himfelt to op-

pole only the abfelxtc Neceffity of a Revelation.
But he proceeds much farther, giving the Deifts

more and more Advantage, and thercby fhewing
that he has drank deep, one way or other, of the
Poifon of thofe Wntngs, which he profefles him-
felf to | know nctving of : Fle magnifies the Strength

® Cempare Pics, P. 3, 4. 1 Plez, p. 4.
of



Defence of the Plea, &ec. ”

of Reafon beyond the Bounds of Truth, and by
afcribing to it a Capacity for fuch Difcoveries as
are owing to reveal’d Light, derogates from the
true Value, Excellence, and Ufefulnefs of that ex-
traordinary Largefs and fupernatural Bounty of
Heaven. This is what I fhall endeavour to make
appear in the following Pages; influenc’d by no-
thing but a Regard to Truth, and defiring that
nothing I fhall write may have any Influence on any
one, farther than it conduces to the Glory of God,
the Honour of our Religion, and the Good of
Men.

What I have to offer will fall under the folloaw-
ing Enquiries :

Firt, Whether Reafon is a fufficient Guide with
refpe@ to the Matter of human Duty, &t capable

of difcovering to Mankind a compleat and faultlefs
Rule of Life?

Secondly,- W hether it teaches a certsin Method of
reconciling Sinners to God ?

~ Thirdly, Whether it demonftrates the Ncccfﬁtf
of praying for Grace, or the Effluxes of God’s
Spirit, and gives Men an Aflurance of his Willing-

nefs, upon their Prayers, to affift them in the Dif-
charge of their Duty ? -

Fourtbly, Whether it afcertains the eternal Dura-

tion of thCISoul in a State of Rewards or Punithe-
nients in the next Life ? *

Laftly, 1 will enquire into the different T'enden-
cies of affirming and of denying the Sufficiency of
Reafon, and endeavour to fthew what the Confe-

quences of thefe DoCtrines refpectively are, or may
probably be. '

CHAP
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CHAP IL

W betber Reafon can difcover a compleat and
foaltiefs Rale of Life?

RIS not to the purpofe of the prefent
g Argument to fay what Duties Plato
L THRE and Cicero fully underftood, if they
were ignorant about any 5 nor yet, to
N9 {2y, (fup there was room for
n) thal: they had a right Knowledge of the whole
Compafs of humin Duty, if that Knowlcdge was
acquir’d by excefive Labour and Application of
T Fart.bcr *tis of no Significancy, what
Difcoveries have been made cicher by the few of a
philofophick Genius ; or by any others whom the
Lighg of Revelaton mch’d to. If Reafon be fuf.
ficern 0 lecad Mankind to the Knowledge -of a
fauldefs Rule of Life, 2 mere Heathen, of however
mean a Capacu'y, may with reafonable Eafe and
great Clearnefs make the Difcovery, Accordingly
this is what our Author contends for : Whofc
Doﬁnnc, that the Reader may have a more diftin&t
View of ic, I fhall lay down under the following
Particulars :

Firft, He maintains, that Mankmd by the
Strength of Reafon alone may draw o a Syftem
of Morality, comprchcndmgevery Branch of human
Duty, and as full and faultlefs as that which the
Scripwures weach. * ¢ Reafom, fays he, with the

* Plea, p. $8.

¢ moral



Dcfmacftéel’lu oo - X,
¢t mal Powser of . AZion with which.Mowwas orighs
s nally endued, was fulficient far bigp-in 4l Maitery
¢ qfimdm d Religiop :  {And therefora]

o« sl coniiwne fodefo.!” Ln annther Rlace be fpeaks
thus: * ¢ With refpesd to.all the, Raris of -Duty, ~»
s« What does.reveal’d &W#aab more, thanthat
< gpe ﬂmld wor/bip.and p'calzc Gedy anddo geod unie
“ Men?{’ &o .then follows, § Tb&{é are.the
«« Principles and DoSigines.of rue Deiftn, in.wokick
‘.« thbem wene igftruiied by the mere Light of natn-
“ ral Reafow: " i. €. in plain Englif, the Chuﬁlan
Ethicks are not a jot better than the Pagan.,

Secondly, ._Thas every individua) ﬁnaturall Cae

pable of making the Difcovery ahavc-mcmon’da
His own Words are: T ¢ You wuﬁm vhe. Qbligas

< tion of maturel. Religion, - wbillt you derogate. from
““ the Sufficiency of buman: Reafon, nobich 35 kkp. e
< tuyal Will ofGadmde known 10-all Men.: ——e
o § Gad mig bt juftly bave left Men [che whoqupecad
« orevery Individyal):t0 sbe mere Light of natyrel
‘¢ Reajon, which i» aﬁ?fwmﬁ(ﬁcmumdl Circums

¢ fRances to guide them to [not a fingte Virtue, or
“ two, but w every]. Hirtue. —— § Without baq
““ Pbilofapbers,” cvery one, by employing bis Reafon
““ the bz‘?@jdamer b?was dﬁﬂ, onsg s, axdcwldmt
‘;cbtdfu — that be oagbmwﬁt? bis Cru:on, .

Thirdly, That every ohe may ﬁnd-*out, OF fo:m
to himfelf, fuch.a compleat S yftem of Ethicks,
Clearly and -with femmny In ‘his own .. Wordy
thus: .. %5 The Light .of Natuse included i it,%
“ certaisn J(fmvkdge of - 1the maptqb]e way of Wors
¢ [Bip, ——in k. ThhevedismoPanixof Religion or Mosg
7 dity, aym’?d}w éhe.Gafpel, . which s wot clear M
““ roident.in masura] Religion, [to' Men living .3

* Det. p. 13. § Def. p.15. t Plea, p. 9.
§ Plts, .p.1o,” $+ Plet, p. 14 - o.-Defip. 36,
*&t"P‘% - ' ) : A L



94 Rk TaRY bni‘bc?léi',';‘ a1 e

Sttt of “Nacure; Or having nothing cHe: to gitidé
theth but their Reafen,: which he-cally® <« the na-
% nrdﬂ':laf Gead mirde knowon 2o wlf M¥% ™ ) arid

. wh:bam‘ infas sang bt amongst 1be Hembers.
¢« — -+ Rea y By its clear arid démioh:
ﬁmﬂe Evi 3” desermine all Points of naturil

¢ Picty and Virske.s—— | Immorality and Idolatry
s .cere as plainly repugmant to- naturul Reafow, as
“tbthcro mmuw of God. —— § The
s¢ foiritnel Worfbip of the one irwé God, and ever
% soral Rele of Life, i» mot only phmb difcoverable
¢ by Reafew, - Mwawﬂuiy tanght dﬂmtgﬂ the
¢ ;kpatbens 3 nov does the Gojpdmmnﬂ‘ amy Duty
s yelading 10 God, ear Neighbour, or onrfelves, which
“mwtugbtb Plato,  Tully, &e. > =
x.Laiftly, Fhat this Dl-fcemry-may be made- b
eﬂryo&t mﬂr&&mdleuy > His own Words.
_;_ « (s every onebas, and always dad, Autbo-
n: 42; so fudys for bﬁnfey' in Matiers of Religioh ; Jo
winis, dnd wds slways, eafy 1o determihe tobat Opi-
© piony dve trnarfa@m 411 the miain Parts and
% Dwticyof Religion. : ‘. Whatewer Carrwptions
“epept into the Scheme tf natupal ‘Religion might
a enftly be knoton and r orh'd, gf}ll&»w!dbaw
b attended 1o Hdeir R
" Sach are therciples of this Wntcr, irhich he
advances and contends for with great Confidence 7
Bire,- whethrr withi -equal Strength of Argumént,
muft ‘now be examia’d In order to which, [
#raft obferve, that: wa cannot xleteriine by De-
dudtiohs @ prievi,-or any abfira® Centerhiplitions'on
the Niture of the hmwa:eMmf:Bwl;:;rk irtbred
Siterigih of it s, “of whether %tisic to #his.or
W Difquifition. -Fhe only way t0 jade-in - the
Cafe is) by amguing d- )q!mm; from F tﬁher

* Plea, p. 9. . -{-Hm, & le
§ Introd. p. 5, 6. 56.?37 ;h%?-f?

within




* Defence of the Plen, e. T
within our own Knowledge, or within the Obfer-
vation of others, whofc TeRimony may be rely’d
on. The Pleader indeed affirms, that he *.4¢ das
< prov’d feom the Nature of the thing, tbas Reafon.
s gonld mot but be iy itfelf ¢ fufficient Guide.” Buc
where he has done this, he does not particularly:
fay, nor will he ever be able to thew. The Pre<
tence is palpably ablurd¢ ne lefs {fo, than s the
ather shing he¢ pretends at the fame ume,- wvim.:
thac he < bas provfd likewife from Fall, that Rea
“ coutd not but be fo.*’ Faéls are ftubborn Things,
and cogent in their Evidence, fo far as che Nature'
of it reaches : But they never can do any fuch Feats;’
as this over-fanguine Gentleman afcribes wy them,
Suppofe the Matter of Fa& to be cortain,- that-the
World was created juft 5937 Years ago s: Would,
this thew ¢that ¥t could not poflibly have been
created, -cither {goner or dater? Fa&s are.declaras
tive only of the Exiftences of Things, how they’
are, or have beer,- They no ways prove there
was an abflute, antecedemt Neceffity for thefe’
Things to be precifely fo, as we find them, or that
they could not poflibly have been otheswife. . But
to lec this pafs. - ﬁ AT

’Tis plain enocugh the Pleader muft proceed .in
the way I have mention’d. Accerdingly he al-
ledges, that T ¢ Socrates, Plato, Ariftotle, Cicero,-
¢“ Epifterus, Marcus Antoninus, and others, taught .
¢ the practical Dusies of Religion, as clearly as the
¢ Law of Mofes, without recesving their Religion
“ from Revelation. ** But there is one grand in-
curable Flaw in this Argument. He cannot prove, .
that what thefc Philofophers taught, was the Re-
fult of mere Reafom, or that they had no Affiftance .
from Revelation in framing their Morality. ’Tis
eafly to afferr, but what Evidence can he bring,

* Introd. p. 2. + Def, p. Go.

C 2 t?tl&t-
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that  Bpiyus. and Marcus Mum;d no
m Shnftianys \ [ which was puad
dcmmm.m the Golpel-age,
how knows he, .bus the Heathens daniv'd confider-
abl¢ Light from the Jews/s Peaple; who were dif-

w:;ld-de;aruhm almaft throughout the known

- ‘The Bifhop of Londes bias fufhicikntly obviated
this Fajlacy, i his Peflorwi Letter 3 whese, among
the Advantages which the Encmies of Chritianiry
unduly talee, b¢ montions.this as one, ——— * ¢ the
¢¢ 1aking an Eftimate of the Strength and Power
¢ of Reafon from Books upon the Subje&@ of Mo.
¢¢..rality, that have been written fince the Chriflian
‘s Revglation was. ”ﬁd:t;. 3::1 _I;is Lerdbhip
mﬂ' remarky M r,.'thag t ** so |udgc
‘- uightly how fac .Reafon is able to-bea Guide in
s Ry we muft farm that Judgment upon
¢ _the Writngs of fuch of the antient Philofophers,
“4 a3 not o have had any Knowledge cither
& of the Fewifh or the Chriflian Revelation. ™
- Bat the: Plader alledges, that § ¢ Mankind
¢ wpere igft. 1o 1he Guidance of mere Nature for many
¢ Ages, and fo, deflitute, not thro' their own Fault,
¢ bist tbe Necefhty [the sumaveidable Neceffity, he
¢s afeerward calls it] of sheir Gircumplances of a fuf-
s¢ fciewd Guidr, snlefs thar Reajon was fufficient : **
Mecaning, I fuppefe, that, before the Gofpél-age,
sll but the Fews were angnoidably deftiyte of fuper-
patural Light, and that no other People could
paffibly derive any Advantages ‘rom it: Which
yet he cannot prove tp be true of any one Nation ;
ant ‘'which, with refpe@ to thofe that we have the
jargeft and beft Accounts of, is krown to be falfe.
Nay, he pretends; thavj ¢¢ true Religion-(witbout

* P. 12, + I6id, § Plea, p. 8. Compare p. 45, 66,
Iatiod. p. 3. Dxfi p. 390 i p- .



" Defence of the Plea, &ec. '~ =y
¢ heing Malter of Reuclation), or true Deifi, free
“ }:.5 all misture of ldolatry, wis profefs’dlly the
s old Masim: * And, which is ftili more, that
even * Mrichi and fab were Deifls toe, guidid
by the Light of Nature only, and not afifted in
the leaft by Revelation : Whereby it appears that
he writes at Random, framing Hiftory out of his
own Head, as Spiders. draw their Webs out of
their own Bawels. What! Was it true Religion
to maintain T ¢¢ two Principles, One the Cauic of
« all Gaod, the Oiber the Caufe of all Ewil, *
(which was the Doétrine of the whole Magiaxn Set)
and (as § many of them were of Opinion) both
eternal toa? Or was it ¢ true Deifm, without.any
“ mixture of Idolatry, >’ to | warfhip the Sun,
Moan, and Stars, us they all did? The Gentlos
man feems. to think, that Creature-wer/bip may. be.
true Worfhip, and makes Idolatry to confift only.
in- the Adoradon of Images: For tha¢ was the
grand .-. Corruption of the Sabians, which the:
Magians reform’d from, and fet up their new Seft
in Oppofition to. Befide, How knows he that
the old Magians were mere Deifis 2 They chim’d
§§ Abrabam tor the Founder of their Set, pretend-
ing their Religion was the fame which he profefs’d :
And the Reafon of the Thing fhews, that the-
carlier they hv’d, the more licly they were to
receive Light from the feveral Revelations made to
Abrabam, and others of the Patriarchs. Andasto
Melchifedec and Fab, ’tis inconceivable why he.
fhould rank thefe among Deifis. *Tis quite urcer-
fain who either of them was. The Fews generally
agree, that the former was.§f Sbem himfelt : Ochess

* Def. p. 59, 6o. + Prideasx’s Copne&ion, Vol, .
p- 179. cighth Edit. § 1bid. N 16d. p. 177, 217.

s. Mid. p. 379, 248, § 16id. p. 325,

R Parrickon Gen. 14. 18,

think
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think ® he was Sbhem’s Son ;  and othérs again,'
shat be was the Son of -Pelcg. 'Whoever -he was,
the. Pleader might (for ought he knows) as truly
all- Noab tumtc!f a Deift, as call this Man fos
who, probably enough, -had frequent Opportuni-
tes of converfing with Noab; or, at leatt, with
one of other of his Sons, and of making ' himfelf
fully aequainted with all the' Revelations they had
any Knowledge of. °Tis not at all unlikely that
Bdcichifedec was much aqlder than Abrabam,: and
Mrabam was born but two Years after the Death
of Neab, and dy’d fcveral Years before Shem. As
to the Jatter, forne shink he was a near Defcendant
fromy Abrabam. -He was of the Land: of + Uz,
"and we meet with a Perfon nam’d Uz among the
Qif-fpcing of Efax, from whom a Part.of § Jdu-
mas antiently took i’s Name. Others, perhaps
more plaufibly, fay, .he was defcended from:
Uz, the Son ofl Nabor Abrabam’s : Brother,
Ether way, m all likelihood, he had many Ad-
wptages from Revelanon. He fpeaks plamly of
{ Adaw’s leobcdlcmc, and his Attempt to excufe
it; mentioning him by Name: And by the fame.
Way which this Information was convey’d to him,
he might much. more cafily learn the Parport of -
the Revelations made 1o Noab, or any of his more.
imunediate Progenitors. We cannot reafonably -
feppofe him ignorant of any Truths in. Religion,
which his three Eriends, or any of his Acquaint.
ance, were capable of commumcatmg to him.
Now Elbs the Buzite, very probably was a De--
forndant from .- an..tthonofNabor Abra~
bam’s Brother. Elgbu the Temanite, . prohably .
defcended from §§ Tema, the Son of Ibmael .

L Bedferd’s Scni Chron. p.318. 'I'.7"' o
Sce Bechart’s Phaleg. lib. 1. cap. 8. Lewth o Fer. 25. A
Ges. 22. 21. ]05 31.33.. <, Gg. 22. 210

” Ges. 2. 1f.

And
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And. BiibAd, the Shiite, from * Sbaab, onc of
Abrabam's Sonsby Keiurah. ' 1 don’t mention thefe
Matters for certain Truthis.- M they but carr with
them an Air-of Probability, that is enough for my

Purpofe. ‘Vhe Pleader aftirming that thcfe People
were thaere Deifis, ’tis his-Bulinefs to prove they
were {03 which he has not-attempred to do, (a
very unfuir Thing this! ) and muft be confcious too,
I am verily perfuaded, that he camnot do. But
50

%akmg the Mecathens as d\cy were, and Wlﬂt
all the Advantages they had one way or another
from Rewzlation, did any of them fet forth a com-
pleat Syfterh of Ethicks, or teach a pure and un-
corrupt Morality ? The' Plesder preiends- that he

s¢ t can produce cvery Precept of true Religion from
« the Phriofopbers; ** and {ays exprefely, § <o 1b¥
¢ Gofpel does not command axy Duty relating to Gody
¢ our Neighboury or ourfelves, which was not sy bl
“ By Plato; Tully, Seneca, Epictstus, Mareu&
“ Antopinus, exd others. * The like he fays in
another Place, enlarging the Number of his Philo-
fophers, 2nd adding § Socrutes and Ariffotle to thaofe
above-mention’d. — I will believe him, when he
has extra@ed and publith’d feven feveral com cat
Syftems of Ethicks, one-out of each of thefe
thens. In the mean Time, I may take Notlce of
fome of theic Errors. Socrates maintain’d, thae
*twas feither } unjult nor revengeful to take Plea-
fure in the Affi&ions of our Enemies. - Plato
¢aught, that in fome Cafes it wis lawful and ex-
pedient to .7, expofe. Children, and leave them to
pen&l He not only madea Pra&we of §§ Fﬁr-_

*Gﬂ!‘:f: + Introd. to.the Def, SM
u Def. p. 60 4 Plate in Philebo. p. gs ' |
Plaso chubhca. lib. . p. 460, 461, -
6§88« gen. Laert. lib. 3. p. 205.  Ashen. Deip. lib, 33,
P-§°9. .
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nication himfelf, but gave * others the fame L.i-
berty whenever they pleas’d. Nay, which s thill
worie, he allow’d ot a T Community of Wives:
And ih his Commonwcalth, the Women were com-
manded to uncover their § \Takedncfs, and expole
to every one’s View, what in Decency fhoul be
kept lecret. Twas Arioile’s Doltripe, that
Women 1n certain Cales might and fhould } de-
ftroy the fwius in their Wombs, and force Abor-
rion ; that ** Meeknefsargued a Defect of Miand
and that Pauence under Reproaches was the Spint
of a Sluve.  Tudyallow’d, and pleaded for §§ For-
mcation with Strumpets : And he not only pro-
fefs'd that he would be ... reveng’d on every Soul
that at any Time thould ufe him ill; butapprov’d
alfo of the {fame Difpofition 1n others; making a
+1+ meask, torgiving Temper, the Sign of 2 Fool.
Sencca (35 did molt of the Siowcks) elteem’d Self-
murder to be fometimes a {1 Duty; Pity and
Compaflion, to be a i Weakoeis and a Crime;
and + Praver to God, tobef{illy and quite ufelefs.

* P/sto de Repub. iib. 5. p. 461,  Cicero pro Ceelio.

% Piazo de Repub. iib. 5. p. 459, Diogen. Laert [ib. 7.p. §17.
Raan 1'b. 3. c2p. 11, 22, Chryf Hom. 4. in Alt1 Apoft.p.482.

§ blatgde Repub. lid. 5. p. 477, 4¢9. Ch'v[ Hom. ubi fupra.

4 Ari}. de Repub. hip. 7. cap.16.

e Arif Bth.nD. . Cap. 1.
§3 Detur aliguid writi: fit Adolefcentia liberior . non omnia

vo{uv aTIdus drntgc*nur ron femper fuperer verasila, & dire€a
fatio: vincit aliquande cu paditas, volupratquc rationem. Ovrat.
pro C&lo.

Si qus eit, qui meretriciis amoribus nterdi®um juventuti
ruver, el fle quidem vade feverus: negare non poilum: fed
sbhorrer don ™odo ab hujus fteculi fesntia, veram etlaim a mas-
joram cénfuetudine & conceths. Quanio enim hocf2{tum non
dt‘ Qaandc reprehentum? C@mdc} noil perm: ﬂum > 1814,

. Sic uichicar facinora lmgu 4, quemadmodum a quibufque

firm provocatus. In Antonium,
Oat hommem & E}dtﬂ'l’] uttnam uifcifci poflem. . Ad Arricum,

+ Tac. Quzit. ! 3. Delavent. . 2 1} Ep. 70.
EDcCc-n‘-n L2, c §. + Ep. 31. 41.

Epiitetus,
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Epigtetus, inftead of peremprorily prohibiting, doei
ih a manner * allow of, Fornlcation: And his
Advice, that every one fhould conform to thé
Religion of his T Country; Wil lead a Mah blind-
fold into the groffeft ldolatry and Svperttition,
Marcus Antoninusy, as hving {o rany Yeats aftét
the Publication of the Gofpel, much exceeds thid
very beft of the moft antient Philofophers, Amd
yet, after all the Encomiums that have been given
of this, Empero-, he was far from being without
his Errors both in Belief and Prattice.  More than
once he {peaks in favour of § Self-Murder. How
ridiculous 1s the Realon he gives for Patience undér
Pain, or any other Calamity? fj ¢ It would not
““ have becn fent you, fays bey if 1t had not beeti
“ for the Good of the Univerfe. Fupite# limielf,
¢ or the great Governor of the World, 1s thé
‘“ happier for it; whoie Felicity is, in fome meas
“ fure, continued and petfeéted thereby. *  In
feveral Places he fpeaks of God, asa mere Animd
Mund:.  He calls the Soul of Man a .. Part of
the Deity 5 and yetr was doubtful, whether, upor
its Seperation from the Body, it was fcatter’d inta
1 Atoms, orabforb’d in the Soul of the Untverfe.
But the moft unaccountable thing of all was, his
§§ detfying Lucius Verus and Fauftina 3 than whichg
nothing could be more impious as well as ridicu<
lous.

I could inftance in feveral other Enormities
taught and recommended by thefe Heathens ; but
thofe that f have mention’d are fufficient to thew, thag

our Author has exceeded in his Account of theip
Morality.  'What Mr. Locke has remark’d on thig

* Enchirid. Cap. 47. + Cap. 28. § Lib. 3.
Sect. 1. Lib. g. Sect.29. Lib. 1o, Seét 8. I Lih5. Sect. 8,
£ Lo, 8. Set. 1. $ Lik. 6. Sc& 24. Lib. 8, Sect.ay.

8§ Catitolin. Compare Herodian, Lib. 4. p. 57.
D Oc-
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Ocrcafiod is worth t :'“Nnmralke-
ligron in mﬁﬂlEﬂm was no-where,. that I
know, nkenCue 6f by theFerceofNatural
mdnldfa:mbythchtdcthathas
been .done im it, that "tis too hard 2
for ynaffifted Reafon, to eftablith Mora-
was

Reafon.
hitherto
T

%
se
C:
«
u

ask
Mymlllml’artsnpmmmﬁ‘omdamns,
“ mtha.ckanﬁdmlnng Light. —=— What-
s ever the Caufe, ’us plan in Fa&, that
o Homan Reafon unaffifted, faii’d Men in its
“m
“

and proper Bufinefs of Morahty It
aever, from unqueftionable Pnnclplcs by clear
¢ Dedudtions, made out an entire Body of the
“ Jaw of Nature. And he that fhall colle& all
.“ themullkubof the Philofophers, and com-
them with thofe contmn’d in the New
m:. will find them to come fhort of
the Morality deliver’d by our Saviour, and
1"taughtbyhnA s a College made up for
¢¢ the moft Part of ignorant, but infpir’d, Fither-
““men, ” To thc fame purpofe the learned
Dr. Clarke fpeaks,” affirming that there were
¢¢ + various of different Errors, in what
¢ every one of the Philofophers difcover’d of
¢¢ Truth fingly ;"mdanngmthApprobamn
what Mﬂtm has obferv’d, viz. that § ¢ no
¢ One'’s Scheme was in all its Parts con-
«« fiftent agrecable to Reafon and Truthg
“ #nd nope of them were able to ‘colle into
¢« onc whole and entire Scheme, the feveral
s« Truths difpers’"d amang them all ; ** Fhas
¢¢ § tho’ they faw and difcover’d fingly, almoft all
s¢ the Particulars of which the whol.c Scheme of
« Mora.hty confifts, yet, this was done by dif-
¢ ferent Men, and at different Times, and in

® Locke, Vol. 2. p. 512. + Clarke's Ewdmce:, ¥,
p. 193. Third Edir. § I6id. p. toa: § 1bid.

“ dif:
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«« different: Manners, and without Brding the
¢« Connexion of the Caufes, and e
¢ and Reafons of Thmss; from die murugl
dencies ‘of which, the Compl

erfeGion of the whole Scheme: ariﬁ:s;' :‘ﬂ
“ tbat it was, not poffible for any Man, “without

¢ the Light of Revelauoq. have coftfe@éd dnd
“ put tgl:thet in Order'sll the feveraluc%’

« which were taught fiigly and fa:rcrqﬂly by
¢ Philofophers of all tz 7
m one cntu'e cbnﬁﬁtnc

¢ have made up out of th
“ Schemc > 1 muft add, '(fince the P
& idle Prel:ence, and ‘2" -Citation whwl:
mchcs the mainr Point ' in: Debare;, v L’ al
drag this Jearned Author into his Party $) 'thit
Dofdor infifts farther, that 'l' ¥ the' the¢'

*< tions of Morali bcm ra'l] "andin
¢¢ demonftrable; [and,
f¢ Duty”l}zve*bden mfﬁ
€ o3ty a4 mr

L ducc thelr'gg igation

** fidering the Mfc{t

' fent te which Humari
t Generality of Men muft not by
¢ wholly to the Wot of’
and that § *« *us unideniably too
¢¢ for Men of all Capacttmma:fcovcrcﬁ ,

$¢ for himfclf, by th ht of Nawre, af
¢ ‘i{\ e-particular: Brincha'oflé:glf Duty.
he. edges with

an acce Pt: dﬂ of” Il&rcl!rfﬁp ‘that } “%-l

¢ g uré'sm tides & certain Komowledge
But Iet’ uf hear again the late Dr. Clarke hidi

ing thc‘Révcrfe Radl That ﬁqﬂ fays "Pej" '

J]-. ; : .: J'..:i;.

'SnD:qu.q,,y fEVIdenccx,d-tpM

| See T, $10. . 1bid . +M1.;6
¢ Clarke’ ;PEndcnces. p- 278 L atfo lm Scrmarsy i Val-4

yJS
' D2 ¢“ to
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¢ to be worthipped, 13, In the general, asevident
¢ apd plain from the Light of Nature, as any
‘.¢hung cap be: But in what particular Manner,
‘“ and with what Kind of Service he will be wor,
‘“ fhipped, cannot be certainly difcover’d by bare
‘“ Reafon. Obedience to the Qbligations of Na-
““ ture, and Imitarjon of the Moral Attributes of
““ Gad, the wifelt Philafophers eafily knew was
““ ungouhtedly the mof acceptable Service 1o God:
¢« But {fome external Adoration feem’d alfo to be
¢« peceflary 5 and bow this was to be perform’d,
¢ they could not with any Certainty difcover: **
In which the Doctar, as might eafily be fhewn,
has the g;neral Suffrage of the beft Writers fully
en his Side. |

. Ouc Auther may try, if he pleafes, but, I ap-
prehend, he will find it no eafly matter, to inftance
i, any one particular Kind of owtward Service,
which unaffifted Reafon cap afcertain the binding
and obliging Fitnefs of, Even Prayer it {clf nced
not be excepted; efpecially if (as fome judicious
Wrjters have lar.ely obferv’d :) it be only a ® posi-
tive Duty, and po ways founded in the necetlary
and umunutable Relationg of Things. Piety, in the
abfirad ldea of 1t, or as it denotes an inward Ve,
neration of the Mind for the great Creator, ever
was and will be fitting 3 and the Reverfe cannot
byt be diufpleafing to God: But what outward
Acts of Adoration this inward Piety might mofk
praperly accompany ; or, out of the great Va-
riety that might be us’d, which of them has the
beft natural Fitnefs, and is deem'd beft by God,
could neyer have been certainly knqwn withour
Revelation : Nor can 1 conceive bow the wifelt
Man in a State of Nature can demonftrate, con-

® Spe Dr. Sseibing’s Ule and Advantages of the Gofpel, p. 36,
&¢. Eflay on Moral Otiigation, p. 76.

: cerning,
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cerning Prayer, Sacrifices, Vows to God, and
{wearing by his Name, from any natural Fitnefs
he can difcern in them, that God muft neceffarily
chufe thefe for the outward Adts of Worfhip; or
that, in his infinite Wifdom, he can fee no others
morc, or {o much as equally, fitting.

The Pleader undertakes to * << fhew in Faél,
¢ from the Dollrine of Heatben Writers, that Rea-
““ fom was not infufficient to teach Men the true and
““ acceptable way of publickly wor/bipping God. **
To which purpofe he urges the Teftimony of
Seneca, Plato, and Perfius. [ anfwer, All he can
urge from thele Writers will fignify nothing, un-
lels he could firft prove them to have been totally
deftitute of the Aids of Revelation ; which he has
not as yet done, and never w:ll, I am perf{uaded,
attempt to do. Simplicius long ago remark’d,
upon the Credit of antient Hiftory, that + < God
““ himiclf inftituted the right and acceptable Way
‘“ of Worthip, and reveal’d to Mankind m what
‘“ Manner they fhould exprefs their Reverence and
‘“ Veneration for him. ” And ’us exceeding
probable, from what we know of the Manner of
peopling the Earth, and trom the great Refem-
blance which many of the Pagan Cuttoms bear to
the Fewifh and Patriarchal, that no Sort of Wor-
fhip ever obtain’d in the World, but what (fo far
as it agreed with the Divine Will) was originally
deriv’d from Revelation. However, let us fup-
pofe the Authors he refers to, to have been mere
Heathens: What now will their Teftimonies
amount tQ? Seneca (as was before obferv’d) difap-

* Def. p. 12, 13. + 7 Qy (il nuar 7 Bew wpponse-
wivay) s vopupus ay rdvopes o Bede mdyrwg mis Lrfparmosg
cziemsy, we al jsoeiad JdyA¥ep. Comm. in Epict. cap. 38.
P 146,

prov'd
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prov’d of all publick § Worfhip, properly fo call'd,
mizintzining, that our Veneration of the Deity fhould
be fnewn by inward Piety and Retitude of Heart.
And therefore "twas very appolfite and pleafant in
this Writer to refer us to the Teftimony of Semeca
on this Occafion; whofe Judgment on the Cafe
muf? needs be of particular Service towards prove-

ing, m Fagl,  that all virtuous Heathens knew full
well which was the true and acceptable Manner of
Publick Worthip, and ¢¢ ggresd ** in their Notions

sbodt it. As to Plato and Perfius, the Paflages
cited from them ar%‘})lainly enough to be under-
ftood of idolatrous Worthip, and the Service of

Wsfertor Deities; nor s there the leaft Intimation
aboidt the nght Way of publickly worfhipping
the one true God. ’Tis well known Plate was an
dvow’d * Idolater, and, however he might ac-

knowledge one fupreme Governor of the Univerfe,
enccuraged the worthip of fubordinate Deities:
And Laflantius fays, that not only + Plate, but
all the reft of the old Philofophers, and the Poets
¥0Q, were filent about the Worthip of the fupreme

" § Turpe eft, etiamnum Deos fatigare.  Quid votis opus cft?
&¢ te iple felicom. Ep. 31. |
- Quam fultum eft optare; cum poflis 3 te impetrare! Non
I'.u_lt ad caclum elevandz manus. Ip. 41.

"* Tipamer wiv odudy muss Tl AT CAURTING TV Xy T¥ T
worty Eao-rag Beic, 7oi¢  Surion &y m¢ leois deme xal JwiTepg
%2l eusted youmy, opdvMaTR W T WONAAE CXOTE WY EINL.
M Svus 3 TUOdr. yei Mis Siiuoon 5?“3@;&! EP}MSWT’
ay. — Emxoaslel ' avmis idgvua (Ha mrower Ber
i phudy cppaliuava. Tlare deleg. log. p. 6oT,

- . % Hig Plato abevravit; . hic perdidit, quam primum arripuerat,
weritatermn ; cum de cuitu ejus Dei, quem Condirorem rerum ac
Parentem fatebatur, obticuit. Laciaut. Epitome, Cap. 10.

" Samfbdm Deum com & Phitiofophi & Pocrz, & ipfi deni-
oo, qui: Deos colunt. {xrpe fateantur : de caltu tamen & hono-
sbus-ems nemo unquam reauiliyit, neino difleruit, ea {ciliect
~criuahone, qui femper benelicum incosrupiumaque cregdentes,
nec irici eum culcuam, nud L0 caitu dadigerc arbitrantur.  De

¥

« T -
Lr‘_ <z C.p

RS God,
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God, thinking there was no need of paying him
any publick Homage, and that ’twas enough to:
be exat in the Adoration of inferior Deities, Da-
mons, and departed Gbofis.

But did not * ¢¢ &/l virtuous Heathens agree, tba:
«“ God regarded Purity of Soul, and Righteoufnefs,
«“ gnd Holine[s of Life, far above the moft coftly §a-
““ crifices ; and that be was only properly worﬁzpped
< by Piety, and Redlitude of Will and Affeciions 2>
Be it fo: What 1s the Confequence? Surely,
Holinefs of Life, Regitude of Will, and fifty other
Words of the like Import, and which mlght be
us’d to denote a careful Abftinence from all known
Sin, are far from including in them a certain
Knowledge of the right and beit way of publick.
Worfhip. Admitting the Heathens to have faga-
cioufly difcover’d, that Reffitude of Will is right
and proper 3 and that God, who tries the Heart
and Reins, regards inward Holinefs more than
outward Services ; what would this fignify to-
wards determining, whether they could demone
ftrate by the Light of Nature, that T Prayer,
Sacrifices, {¢. were proper Inftances of Divine
Worfhip, and fo eminently proper too, that no
other outward A¢ts could have a greater natural
Aptitude for that Purpofe; or by infinite Wifdom
be preferr’d betore them ?

WhatI have here mention’d 1s a Fallacy that
our Author is much addifted to, Something of
this Kind runs from one End to the other of his
Reafoning, and leavens the whole Lump. He
tells us again and again § *“ Reafon bad always.
“ Ewvidence to enforce the Obligation of Religion, *°

* Def. p. 13. t Sce Max. Tyr. Diflert. 30. Where this.
Philofopher debates, whether -Prayer is a Duty 07 no; and con-
cludes upon the whole, that ’tis 1o far from being fo, that, on
the contrary, 'tis 2 Duty #ot to pray. § Pica, p. 20.

“- ar -
E ui"f_fi'
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i ® « Every axe might, asd conld mot but fut

the Resfonadiensf and ation of Pisty and
“ rmleu'u.":——- t e In .1;{,;,,.;’,14;...
<< ly repagnant to natural Reafon, a3 te Revilation.**
— §*¢ By the Light of Nature we fec the Difference
¢ of Virtue and Vice ; and know we are under ax

* sachexgeable Obligation to dv what is righteous and

« pood, and wet tv de what is unrighteons or evil ;: °*
And man es there are of the fame
Soamp. ' iftry is made ufe of bya
late § Libeller of the Golpel-Revelation, in his
Astempt to the Perfe@ion of the Law of
Natore, and Unchangeablenefs of true Reli-

he Anfwer to i¢ is obvious enough. Wich-
Geed and Evil are cflentially different
onc another, and have been conftantly thoughe
fince the Invention of thefe Terms. A
Repugnancy to Reafon, or the Idea of fuch a Re-
, is annex’d to the Words Immorality,

ice, Impicty, Unnighteoufnefs; and makes up
the f Nature and Definition of thefe Things.
On the other Hand, Virtue, in the very Notion of
it, (as "ts 2 Conformity to the Law we are to
walk by) includes Obligstion; becaufe the Word
Lew does fo. And as Picty, Charity, and Tem-
m. ever were, and could not but be bounden
des: So they, or any Set of Words, whereby
we cxprefs Bemevelence towards the feveral Pares of
the ntelligent Syftem, always will include che
Whole of Religion ftritly fo call’d ; and nothing
can be formally good, or be made the formal Part
of Dm%b:ﬁl thefe. But what is the great Ufe
of this Way of Reafoning? What Point of Con-
fequence does it elucidate, or clear up? It brings
to my Remembrance the profound Axioms of a

® Plea, p.1y. + Mhid p. 46. B Lhid.p. 54
Shtﬁ:iﬂinityuddntheﬁﬂtim. J

o

famous
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farhous Popith ‘Wrilter, a Rule is 3 Rale;
{ge. - ST

The Queftion 1s not concerning Zeweral Abfrast
Ideas; which are of ‘Mens own Growth; “com-
pounded, join’d, and form’d into Aflbciatidns, as
they thimk fit, and exprefs’d by Words atbitrarily.
coin’d and fet for them.” A Genus bciﬁg"fbﬁn‘d,-
all the feveral Ypecies, which appear to bélong to
it, and all the known Individuals of thefe' Ipéries,
are unavoidably included under it: Nor can’any
thing be of the Effence ot the Genus which does not
belong to its feveral Species; and their Individwals;
So that; fuppofing Men t0'Have form’d a comples’
Idea in their own Minds, ‘and to agree to exptefs'it
by thofe general Terms Virtue and” Religion s Andy
fuppofing farther, this Gemis or comples Mea to
branch it felf out into feveral Species; which they
alfo agree to call Piety, Charity, Temperance ;- and’
each of Ybefe to have{everal Particulars : 1n ‘this
cafe, Ifay, if what they call Virtue, carries the
Idea of Obligation; Reafonablenefs, Acceptablenefs to
God, &%. along with it ;' fo muft Piety, Cbarity,
Temperance, and every individual A& reducible to’
them. ~ All, th’s is plait ‘enough ; nor ‘§ ‘it con-
ceivable but that if Men annex ose Set of Rleas to’
the Tertns Goodnefs and Virtue ; another, and'a quite
appafite Set, to Vice and moral Evil, they muft fee
there i§'a Differeace between thefe things, as our’
Author moft judicioufly remharks in feveral Places:"
And whatever A&ions they find reducible to either’
one dr othér of thefe Kinds, ot agteeing with the
Ideas they have annex’d to thefe Words; they
muft refpeétively call theth Goed 6r Evil. |

But the ‘grand Point to be confider’d s, whe-’
ther Men (after they have got a Notion of Virtue
and Religion in the general, and havé branch’d it
out into feveral Species, which they agree to call
Piety, Cbharity, Temperance, or by whatever other

. O Names
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Names they think fit) can go on, and demon-
firate, by the Light of Nature, in what particular
Inftances cach of thefe Virtues may fitly he fhewn?
Or can exhibit 2 Syftem of outward Actions which
bave a natural Aptitude to be the Matter of hu-
man Duty, without being chargeable therein with
any Faulrs, either-of Omiffion or Commifiion ;
that is o fay, without failing to reprefent every
thing s matter of Duty which is fo; or calling any
thing ‘materially Good, or Indifferent, which is
materially Evil 2 This, I concerve, to be the Car-
dinal Powr, or the main Hinge on which the
Coatroverfy turns: And if neither the Pleader for
Realon, nor the Infidel- Writer whom he feconds,
and #s iffifting to, can prove this, they muft leave
off contending for the Sufficiency of Reafon. The
Religion of Nature, or the beft Syftem of Duties
which unaffifted Reafon can difcover, will then be
faaley und . imperfet : - And then alfo, Men will be
ftili improving in moral Science, according as they
fee more and more int the natural Fitnefs and
Relations of Things; and even the Matfter of Re-
yion or Duty will vary hikewifc, whenever new
gwm_ﬁmces fhall (as God in his infinite Wif-
dom mgy think it beft they fhould) arife, render-
ing that unfit at prefent, which in former Ages
and quite different Circumftances, was fit, or, at
leat, indiffcrent; and making things materially
] now, which once were otherwife: Notwith-
ing, Religion, Virtue, Godhnefs, {Jc. will
and maft, in the gemeral abfirall ldea of thefc
Things, always remain invariably the fame.

'»T1s allow’d by the Pleader, that * < Cbrifli-
s anity is 8 betier Guide than mere Reafon, as it de-
¢ Loers o pure uncorrupt Rule of Life and Aftions.’’
and that T ¢ Men wanted a Teacher to infiruét

% Def. p. 3e. + Dxf. p. 31.
| ’ ¢ them
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s« them in the pure genuine Principles and Laws of
«« Reafon: > Whereby he plainly gives up the
Point. For if Men, by the Exercife of their own
Faculties, cannot find out a purec and uncorrupt
Rule of Life; and therefore ftand in need of 2
Revelation, for the Difcovery of fuch a Rule,
What becomes of the Sufficiency of Reafon? Why
contends he, that ® ¢ there 15 no Part of Religion or
¢ Moralfty enjoin’d in tbe Gofpel, wbich 15 not dear
< and evident 1n natural Religion, > i. e. to Men
living in a State of Nature; that 1 ¢¢ Reafon is
““ fufficient, by its clear and demonfirable Ewidence,
« todetermine all Points pf natural Piety and Virtue,'®
and that || ¢ wbatever Corruptions crept into the
““ Scheme of matural Religion, might eafily bave
““ been known and reform’d, if Men would bave at-
““ tended to their Reafon. > Our Author, being a
great Dealer in Metapbyficks, may, perhaps, by
the Help of fome fubtle Diftinétion, bring himfelf
off from the Charge of Sclf-contradition n thefe
Paflages: But to me he plainly appears ta militate
with himfelf, and to be no better than Felo de fe.
Again, he allows that § * Cbrifisanity bas greas
“ Advantages above mere Reafon, darkew’d by the
¢ Cloxds of Error, and a gencral Corryption; as
““ being the moft perfeit Rule of Life.”* He inti-
mates alfo, that | ¢ the Law of Nesture being cor-
““ rupted by Superjlition and smmora| Pradices, there
‘“ was need of the Gofpel Revelation, 1> infiruit Men
““ in their Daty, and to convince them of the QObliga-
“ tion to perform it 3 *° and that % ¢¢ Cbriffianity
““ swas neceffary to lead Men again inlo the Paths of
““ that Reefon which they bad darkned and forfaken,
“ thro® their wilful Sins. ** Will thefe Conceffions
comport well with the high Encomiums he elfe-

* Def. P 44- + Plea, p 18 I Plca, : £7.
§ Introdution, p. to. 4 Introd. p. 6. 1'3 Plea, p. 7+
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whese pafies upon Reafon, and the great things he
fays of it? Could there be any great Need of the
Gofpel-Revelation to inftruét Men in thole Points,
which, ¥ ¢¢ witbout being Pbilojopbers, every one,
s< by employing bis natural Reafon in the befp Man-
¢ mer be was able, might and could not but fee > of
himfelf? Or could Chriftianity be neceflary to re-
form the Corruptions of the World, if they
¢« + might eafily bave beem reform’d ™ without
ic?
. Further ftill, he allows that the reveal’d Wil}
of God is § ¢ the befp and fureff Rule of Faith and
“‘ Manners; as being abfolutely free from all thofe
“¢ Errors, and Superfistions, both of Belief and
““ Prallice, which mo buman Compefure was ever
¢ before free from, or, probably, would bave been
“ free from witbout Revelation. ** It fo, what
Evidence can he have of the Sufficiency of Rea-
fon? Why is he fo confident, that every Man has
a2 natura]l Ability to do, what he confefifes was
never done by any one, and, in all Probability
never will? Or why, in plain Contradittion to
this Acknowledgment, does he pretend, that
¢« ¥ the Gofpel commands no Duty which was not
¢¢ taught by Plato, Tully, Seneca, and otbers? >
After thefe Conceflions from the Pleader, it he
will abide by them, ’tis no ways needful to prefs
the Matter further upon his Account. However,
for the fakelof others, it may be obferv’d, that fup-
pofing fome Body fhould colle&t, from the Writ-
ings of the moft eminent Heathens, a uft Syftem
of Ethicks, deducing fome Duties from Plato and
Ariftotle 1n Greece, and feveral others from Cicers
and Seneca at Rome ; and travelling as far as China,
to ennich his Colleétion, and deduce the reft from

!'Pia.‘p. 15 t Plea, p. 57. Intred. p. 9.
$ Iotrod. p. 6. | £ } el
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the Writings of Confucius : Nay, fuppofing that
two or three of the Philofophers, a Plato, an Ari-
flotle, and a Cicero, had exhibited a Code of Mo-
rality, full and faultlefs 1n every Refpect; and
this too by the unaffifted Strength of their own
Minds; even this, I fay, would be no Proof of
the Sufficiency of Reafon. For what fignifics it,
what Difcoveries have been made by a felef few 2
Were all Heathens Philofophers? Or all Philofo-
phers equal in Parts and Genius to thefe above-
mention’d ? It would ftill remain to be prov’d,
that every Ploughman or Dairy-Maid iscapable of
attaining the fame Perfe€tion in moral Science:
Sir Ifaac Newton, Dr. Halley, and others, have
made of late feveral Improvements in Mathema-
ticks and Natural Philofophy, and have advanc’d
thefe Sciences vaftly beyond what was known in
former Ages : And many Problems, the Solutions
of which they firft found out, and communicated
to the World, are fince become familiar to Thou-
fands. But can it be faid now, or will it be faid
in After-ages, that the Bulk of Mankind are ca-
pable, by the unaflifted Strength of their own
Heads, of making the fame Difcoveries? Or,
will the Wricings of thefe fo extraordinary Ge-
nius’s be appeal’d to, as the common Standard of
human Wit; or to fhew that every the meaneft
Mortal, for Reafon and good Senfe, is equal to,
and fufficiently qualify’d for, fuch Speculations!

—— I leave the Reader to make the Applica-
tion.

CHAP
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CHAZP I

A Contisuation of tke [sme Enguiry, viz.
W bether Reafon can difcover a compleat and
faulslefs Rule of Life?

A ROM what has been faid in the
RIS fore-going Chapter, it may well be
B ¥ B concluded, that the Pleader has nei-

Vot ther prov’d,

i ift, That Mankind umverfally, or
Perfons of the meancf Underftanding, can by the
Dint of Reafon find out a cempleaz Morality, or
draw forth the wholze Matter of human Dauty, re-
g:lc&'mg God, our Neighbour, and our felves.

Oor,

2dty, That any onc or more of the wifeft Hea-
thens ever did, in fai, do this. Nor yet,

gdly, Thar the Morality which the mott cele-
beated Heathens taught, imperfe? as it was, ow’d
its Origin intirely to unaffified Reafon, (as his Ar-

gument, in appealing to what the Heathens taught,
requires he fhould prove) and was in mo meafure,

and by a0 manser of Way, deriv’d from Reuels-
2i0m.

I need not fay of what Confequence this Defauls
of Evidence is in the Debate. The Reader will
eafily fee that it quite ruins the Pleader’s Caufe.
For, unlefs he can bring fubftantial Arguments in
Proof of all three of thefe Points, he cannot come
at his Conclufion, and the Dod&rine he has taught

is utterly groundlefs and unwarrantable. What
muft

L ]
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muft we think of it then, when he neither has,

nor can prove fo much as one of them?

Neverthelefs, as this Gentleman has thought fit
to obje& to the Argument, drawn from the cor-
rupt Principles and Practices of the Fleathens in
Fait ;3 1 will confider the Force of his Objettion,
and then go on to examine what he has argued
from Scripture with reference to this Head.

'Tis pretended, that * ¢ wbatever Arguments
< cam be brought from the aflual Immorality and
<« Superfiition of Heatbens, to prove the Infufficiency
<« of Reafom, will conclude avith equal Strength againft
«« the Sufficiency of the Scriptures : >* And the fame
is repeated over and aver again, both in the Pkas
and the Defence of it. But ’tis eafy to obferve,
there is this remarkable Difference between the two
Cafes. We have no other way of judging, whe-
ther Men, in a mere State of Nature, can difco-
ver the Whole of human Duty, but by arguing
from Fafl, and taking into Confideration what
Difcoveries they have aflually made relating there-
to: Whereas, on the other Hand, °tis frivolous
and abfurd to judge of the Perfeétion of the Gof-
pel-Revelation ; or whether it is, or is not fuffi-
cient, by the Doérines which have been taught
and maintain’d by Chriftians. Let its own infer-
xal Evidence be heard. Tbat alone will decide
the Point, and nothing elfe neced or ought to be
confider’d. -

This might fuffice in anfwer to this Obje&ion :
But, becaufe the Pleader infifts fo frequently up-
on it, let us confider it a lictle farther. By deny-
ing the Sufficiency of Reafon, we mean, that
Men cannot, by the unaffifted Sctrength of their
owa Brains, form a full and faultlefs Syftem of
Morality : In Proof of which, we urge the vile

* Plea, p. 18 .
Prin-
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Principles of the wifeft and beft Heathens that
have been heard of. When thercfore the Pleader
objels to this Argument, and retorts upon us the
C of Chnftians, his plan Meamng 1,
thac thefe do as ftrongly prove God, in his haly
Word, to be an infufficient Guide with refy to
Religion ; as the smver/al Corruptions Hea-
thens are a Proof, that they were infufficient to -
guide themfelves aright, and te form every Man
for himfelf a Pandet? of Morality. But herein he
roceeds intirely on 2 wrong Hypothefis. He
fes the Proof of the Point, that the Word

ot God contains the Whole of human Duty, de-
pends as much upon the Principles broach’d by
particolar Cbriftians, as the Refolution of the
Queftion ; whether Reafon be well enough quali-
fy’d for the Difcovery of a compleat Morallty,
depends upan the Do&rincs which the wifeft Hea-
tieas are- known to have taught ; which 1s palpa-»
blya Miftake. The Want of 2 proper and per-
h& Body of ‘Ethicks in every Place; where Re-
veal’d Religion has not prevail’d, affords plain
Evidence [the fulleft the Cafc will.bear, and as
muth as can be cxpc&cd'for a Negative] that un-
affifted Reafon -is incapable of forming one; 1t
being impoffible to judge of its Ab:hty, or what
it ¢ca» do, otherwife than by-cenfidering what-ic
bas done: Much- more does it thew, that the
Bulk of the Pagan World are unequal to this
great Work : And as I have drgued ellewhere,
“ € ’ris ftrangely ‘abfurd to maintain that -alf
« Mankind are very well qualify’d for doing
¢ that, which never yet was prov’d to have been
e donc by. any éne, and which the molt eminent
s¢< Hecathens arc &momwn to have fail’d-in. - On
the other hand, in proving the Perfeftion of the

® Qbfervations on Mr. Chubd’s Difcourle, e p. 12.
,L Gofpel



Defence of the Plea, &c. 33

Gofpel-morality, we never regard what the private
Opinions of particular Chriftians are, nor is it of
any Significancy to the Argument, one way or the
other, that we fhould. The Religion of ;;@J isa
fix’d, unchangeable thin%; which the New Tefta~
ment Writings are the Standard of; and, bcing
neither the worfe nor the better for the. private
Principles of it’s Profeflors, can be judg’d of only
by the internal Charadets it bears.  Deifts indeed
charge it with the Faults of thofe who profefsit;
but without any manner of Reafon. For why muit
the Blame of Men*s Etrors be laid upon God?
Has the Holy Ghott fail’d of what was promis’d,
viz. that he fhould * guide the Apoftles imto all
Truth 2 Or, does 1t foﬁow that what he taught,
is corrupted with a Mixture of Error and Super-
ficion, becaufe fallible and corrupt Men have
mifinterpreted it ? The Otacles of God we know
tobe a glfﬁ(iiéﬂt Guide ; forafmuch as they deliver
the whole Truth, and nothing but the Truth:
And whoever undertakes to call in queftion thew
Perfe@ion, either as failing to teach fome one or
more Duties,. or delivering any thing for Duty
which 1s not, will but expofe himfelf to the Ridi-
cule of all Mankind. Let fuch or fuch Chrifttans
be as corrupt as poffible; by appealing to the
Law and the Teftimony, where thefe Corruptions
are declar’d againft, we can fhew that God hag
taught better. | B
But how know we that the Heathens had a -
fufficient Guide? Can we be {ure of this, or have
any. tolerable Evidence for it, fince their &ef
Moralifts taught and recommended fome of the
vil:ft and moft abominable Pratices, and none were
without grofs Corruptions both in Belief and
Manners? Yes, fays the Pleader, + ¢ Reafon is

- r

* Joha 16. 13. 4+ Plca, p. 18.
F ““ g Law
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¢ 5 Law and Rule, to wbich Men might bave
‘¢ always appealed,’ as well as Chriftians appeal to
the Bible. And again, * ¢ It is certain and
s« cvident, that the Errors and Impieties of Heatbens
¢ were as contrary to Reafon, as to Scripture.”® If
by Reafon he means right Reafon or Truth, he does
but trifle, and abufe his Readers with an imper-
tinent Quibble. For wbere could the Heathens
lodge their Appeal to right Reafon? Where meet

ith a certain Standard and Criterion of it, to put
an End to their Differences, and retufy all their
Miftakes? The Philofophers fancted that Truth
lay hid in a Well, where Men might dig and
- fearch for it, but after all could never be fure of
%tﬁng at it. But if he means thercby, the

aculty of Reafon, or the fallible Ditates of it, he
might as well have faid that Men might always
have appeal’d to tbemfelves, to their own Under-
ftandings and Judgments of Things: Which is an
'‘Obfervation juft as acute, as the Inference drawn
from it, is found and good, wviz. that therefore
Reafon is fufficient. Without doubt the Heathens,
as being Men, were endued with rational Powers,
and might always have us’d them: But is this a
Dem tion that they could of themfelves
difcover a compleat Draught of human Duty?
Poes the abfiraft Confideration of their being
intclligent, prove that they could not but be
equal ro this Task ? Cannot God form a Perfon
with fo mean an Underftanding, as to be incapable
of difcovering that inward Concupifcence is a Sin,
or that the Forgivenefs of the greateft Injuries, the
returning Good for Ewvil, &J¢. are Duties? Does
this imply a Contradiftion? Or can the Pleader
thew that ’tis an abpluts Impoffibility, and more
than Omnipotence itfelf can do? As far as I can

X Pica, p. 42.
conceive.
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conceive, his Notion muft refolve into this, that

the moft minute Philofopher or even the meaneft

Peafant, has a natural Capacity to be infallsble in

afl the Branches of moral Science, and by ufing

his own Reafon in the beft Manner he can, may

without any otherHelp be rais’d above the Poffibility

of making any Miftakes about them ? The Igno-

rances and Errors of the Heathens he imputes

intircly to an undue Ufe of their natural Under-

ftanding, allowing nonc of them to be involuntary,

or fuch as they might not eafily have prevented
or got over. |

The Bifthop of London has vbferv’d, * < This

“ is in effet to beg the Queftion ;** which the

Pleader finds fault with, objefting that + ¢ This

““ is no more begging the Queftion than ’tis begging

‘¢ the Queftion to [ay, that the like Inflances of Cor-
 yuption among Chriftians are owing {not to the

¢« Gofpel itfelf, but] an undue Ufe of the Gofpel.**

But the Cafe is plain : The corrupt Dotrines of
Chriftians no ways impeach the Purity and Per-

fection of the Scriptures, which prove themfelves
to be a fufficient Rule, containing the whole of-
true Religion: And we know thefe Doétrines to
be corrupt, becaufe the Scriptures reclaim againft
them, and teach us better. In this Cafe therefore,

there is no begging the Queftion ; but ’tis clearly
fhewn what the Errors of Chriftians are owing to,

viz. not the Gofpel itfelf, but Men’s 1ll Ufe and
Mifinterpretation of it. On the other hand, to
afcribe the Corruptions of the Heathen World to
the undue Ufe of Reafon, is as much as to fay,
that Reafon in itfelf, and if rightly exercis’d, was
{ufficient to have taught them becter, and to have
remedy’d thefe Corruptions ; which 1s palpably

® Paftoral Letter, P. 1§ + Pica, p. 42.
F 2 to
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to q@i-wcﬁm, and take for granted the
fe.

Paint 1 deb
It gggeeins now that we confider, how the
Scriggurg'ftands inclin’d to this Queftion ; which

the Pleader has made neceflary, by pretending that

2k is Notion is countenanc’d by it. The FIRST
‘% he cites is, A5 x. 34, 35. Of a Truth, 1

gerceive that God is mo refpelier of Perfons; but in

every Nation, be that fearcth bim, ard workets

Righteoufnefs, is accepted of bim. * *¢ One weuld

¢ thisk, fays he, tbat this Text, without any Lx-
¢ olamation, was very plain for the Sufficiency of
¢¢ gpgfural Reafon.” The Gentleman, though he
talks much of Matbematicks and Demonfirations,
here forgets one of the firft Principles of that
Scienco, viz. that the #bale is more than a fingle
Part. Admitting that the Text fays, T ¢¢ Reajon
<< epill enable Men, by the Worfbip of God, and deing
s Werks of Righteoufne[s, to make themfelves ac-
““ ceptable to bim :** Does it fay that Reafon can

%ﬁ;ﬂqqr the Immortality of the Soul, 3 certain
dcthod of Reconciliayon after Offences, &e. ?
No,. nor is any thing like it hinted at, or in the

Jeaft intimated. And yet thefe, and fuch like,
are fome of the princ atters of Religion,
and of as neceffary Confi in this Argument,

as the Duties of 1t are, So that, unlefs the Text
teaches that Reafon is ¢apable of making thefe
Difcoveries, as wegll as of finding out a proper
Rule of Life, the general Conclufion, that Reafon
is fulficient, cannot be drawn from it, and to
pretend it may, is to make an Univerfal Inference
from Particular Premifes.

Again, he fays, § < Tbe Text is very exprefs,
< that EVERY Heathen is capable, by following the
s¢- Light of Nature, to render bimfelf acceptable to

* Def. p. 42. t Del. p. 47. § Def. p. 39
ol ¢ God.”’
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«¢ God.”> Now, according to my Apprehenfion,
this is fo far from being exprefs’d, that there is
no manner of Intimation about it. The Apoftle
fpeaks not of every individual Heathen, but of
Igcathcns in every Nation: And he might fay
that Heathens (fome of a fuperior and extraordi-
nary Genlus perhaps) might difcover a good Rule
of Life ; and whoever did fo, and alted according
to it, would, whatever Nation he belong’d to,
be accepted of God; (which is the utmoft the
Text can amount to:) He might affirm this, I
fay, without intending to infinuate, that evcry
Heathen, of however mean a Capacity, was qua-
lify’d for the Difcovery of fuch a Rule. |

Farther, to fear God and werk Rigbteoufnefi, by
no means imports a2 Knowledge of a perfeé2 Rule
of Life, but barely the alting uprightly and
fincerely, according to the beft Knowledge we
have, be it more or lefs ; fo that the Text no way
reaches the Point in debate. Without doubt a
Man, who has no Opportunity of Accefs to Re-
velation, may difcover, by the Light ot Nature,
all that bim/felf will be accountable for. This is
agreed on all hands, and wniformly taught. But
the grand Queftion 1s, whether he can acquire an
exalt Knowledge of the whole Compafs of moral
Dynesg- or determine concerning every material
A&in, whether 1t be naturally good, evil, or
indiffesent ¢ And as to this, what does the Text
fay? Our Author may try his Skill, and deduce
from it what Ewvidence he can, in favour of the
Affirmative.

Farther ftill, it may be ask’d, #bat is the
Acceptance here {poken of, and to what does it
relate ? Js the Apoftle {peaking of an Acceptance
to fuch Rewards as are attamnable by Chriftians?
No, the Pleader will allow that Chriftianity in-
titles Men to higher Rewards, than mcre Rceafon

docs 3
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does ; higher, in proportion * ¢ To thofe greater
<« Improvements in Virtue, which it is able to pro-
¢ ducein them.”” Though by the way, this accords
but 1ll with the Doltrine of the Seconp PLEA,
wiz. That t ¢¢ if Men aitain to all the Virtue and
*“ Happinefs to wbhich natural Reafon, carried 1o its
““ utmoff LExtent, is able to condult them, their
«“ Virtue and Happinefs is little inferior, if not
“ gltogetber equal, to the Virtue and Happine/s at-
¢ tainable by the Gofpel’’ Nay, he does not fay
exprefly, that the Text {fpeaks of an Acceptance
to any Life cternal 5 as indeed ’tis plain 1t does
not. The utmoft he deduces from it is, that Rea-
fon § ¢ can diret Men in thbe certain way to make
themjelves [hnally) acceptable unto God” (N. B.
I infert the Word finally, becaufe he acknowledges,
as will hereafter be thewn, that the moft virtuous
Man, or the fincereft Penitent, may, for ought
Reafon can difcover, before his Admiffion to final
Happinefs lie in Purgatory, God knows how long :)
And even this is more than is countenanc’d by
the Text. For the Apoftle fpeaks only of what
bimfelf perceiv’d and knew by Infpiration of God ;
not of what the Heathen Nations had certain
Knowledge and full Aflurance of, by the dim
1ight of Nature. And in other Places, in plain
Contradittion to the Pleader’s Doltrine, he fre-
quently and largely infifts that Juftification is to
be had only from the free Grace of God through
the Gofpel, and that the World being umiver/ally
concluded under Sin, no one can claim Heaven as
a Debt, or afcertain to himfelf (as what he may
reafonable challenge, and God cannot equitably
refufe him) the Pardon of his Sins.

If we obferve the Occafion of the Words, there
% no Necefiity of underftanding them, as bearing

* Def. p. 30. 5o AR IR LS 3. Det. p- 49.
any
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any immediate Relation to the next Life. *Twill
be more natural to interpret them as meant only
of an Acceptance into the Church of Cbriff, or
the Gofpel-covenant. Cornelius being a good
Man, it pleas’d God to reveal himfclf to him,
and to refer him to St. Pdter to be farther in-
ftruéted concerning the Things he ought to do.
St. Peter alfo was direted by God to give him
thefe Inftru&tions: Upon which Occafion he de-
clares, that in every Nation, thofe who are good
and fincere, are accepted of God ; that is to fay,
are fo well efteem’d by Him, as that he will
gracioufly blefs them with an Opportunity of

being * converted to the Faith of Chrifft, and ad-
mitted into the New Covenant. This is all the

Apoftle had dire¢tly in View. And does this
fhew that mere Reafon can lead Men into every

Virtue, and afcertain to them the Pardon of their
Sins, and as much Happinefs as their Natures are
capable of ? Rather the Reverfe may be concluded
from it, and God’s interpofing fo miraculoufly for
the Converfion of this good Man, affords a much
better Argument ggainf}, than for the Sufficiency
of Reafon, for thefe and the like Purpofes.

Once more; of what Nations is the Apoftle
fpeaking ? Of mere Heathens, People #tterly defti-
tute of the Aids of Revelation ? So the Pleader
imagines : And indeed, unlefs fuch as thefe are
here intended, the Paffage is impertinently alledg’d,
and nothing to the Point in hand can be drawn
from it. But he cannot prove there ever was

* To this purpofe 'tis well obferv’d by Dr. ¥%irdy. <« This
“ Acceptance may not reach fo far as to put them under the
¢« fame Privileges and Favours with his Church and Peoplec;
“ but if they live in fuch Times and Plices where an exa&er
*“ Knowledge of his Will might be obtain’d, it may induce his

* Providence to find out Mcans of imp.rting that alfo to them.”
See b:s Note on Roms. 11. 14.

{uch
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fuch a Nation of mere Heathens: Or, if an In-
ftance of this kind could be found out, he does
not know but the moft intelligent among them
would be grofsly ignorant in divine Matters, and
the Majority have little or no Notion at all of a
God, a Providence, or at leaft of 2 Life to come.
He fpeaks of Cormelius as a mere Heathen; but
neither has, nor can have the leaft thew of an Ar-
gument to prove he was fo. Nay, the Reverfe
1s evident enough. He was of * Cezfares, and is
call’d a devout Man, and one that feared God,
which i1s the Title the Fews gave to the Profelytes
of the Gates. |

Secondly, he cites Rom. ii. 10, 14. And here
agam he forgets thata Part is lefs than the /#bole.

e { ¢ rhinks it almof impoffible that [o plain a Text
“ fbould be difputed ; wbhercin the Apoftle declares
¢ that the Gentiles are a Law unto themfelves, and
¢ tbat tbis Law written in tbéir Hearts fhall either
¢ accufe or excufe them.” But does the Apoftle
{2y bere, that the Gentles had a certain Knowledge
of an immortal State hereafter, or indeed of any
future State? That they were fully affur’d of
God’s Willingnefs to pardon their Sins, upon
the bare -Confideration of their Repentance? Or
that Reafon demonftrated to them the Neceffity of
praying to God for Grace and the Effluxes of his
Spirit? 1 cannot find the Apoftle teaches all or
any of this, or gives the leaft Intimation about 1it.
How then can the Pleader draw his general In-
ference from this Paflage, or pretend it almofi
indifputably proves the Sufficiency of Reafon in a//
religious Matters? The utmoft that can with any
Shew of an Argument be urg’d, is, that it proves
Reafon is fufficient for ome particular Purpofe, viz.
to difcover a proper Rule of Life: And even

® Alls 2.1, 3. + Dei. p. go.
this
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this is more than, upon Examination, will be found
to betrue. For there 1s no Neceffity for under-
ftanding the Apottle, as fpeaking of mere Heathens.
We have no Grounds to think, there were any
fuch in his days, or that he ever heard of a Na-
tion sotally deftitute of fuper-natural Light. The
Word ¢va¢ admits of various Acceptations, and need
not be taken in the moft rigid Senfe, for the inbred
Faculty of Reafon or Underftanding. Qur Apoftle
himfelf fays, ® Dotb net even Nature itfelf teach you,
that if a4 Man have long Hair, it is a Shame unto
bim 2 'Where he means no more, than that Cuflom,
which is a fecond Nature, teacheth this. |
Befide, 1t has been ufual for the beft Writers to
{pcak of Heathens, asin a State of Nature, when
yet they would be underftood with a Grain of Al-
lowance, and not according to the utmoft Striétnefs
and Severity of the Expreffion ; intending to affirm
only, that they have not the f«ll and clear Light
of Revelation to walk by, not that they have no
traditional Hints, nor any other Kind of Advan-
tage from Revelation. The Pleader infinuates,
that the Apoftle is {peaking of + mere Gentiles,
thofe who act only under the Law of Nature,
written in their Hearts: and fays § ¢¢ the Antients,
*“ Origen and Chryfoftom, wunderflood the Text as
““ be Agae.f. » How the former interpretsit, I know
not, becauife I have not his Commentary at hand to
confult. But the other teaches no fuch thing.
Suppofing him to fay, that ¢ they were not fuch
‘““ Gentiles as were Idolaters, but were Worfbippers
““ of God according to the Law of Nature; fuch as
‘““ Melchifedeck, and bis People, Job, the Nini-
‘¢ vites, £5¢.* The Law of Nature, in one Senfe
of the Word, very properly includes all thofe
Duties which are founded in the Nature and Rela-
|

* 1Cor. 11. 14. + Det. p. 53, 54 § Def.p. 54
G tions
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tions of Thinzs. Why then muft 1t here be un-
derftood in that #arrow Senfe, wherein it compre-
hends no more than mere una/fifficd Reafon teaches?
St. Cbryfoflom, to the Inftances abovemention’d,
adds Cornelius, and him only: Whom therefore
the Pleader might as well have mention’d exprefly,
as have broken off, both here and in * another
Place, where he cites this Paffage, with an {J¢. as
if Cbryfofiom had inftanced in feveral more. But
then, indeed, the Fallacy would have been more
cafily difcover’d. Cornelius, for the Reafons be-
fore given, and alfo, ‘becaufe he liv’d where the
Gofpel] was promulg’d, and was not converted till
fourteem Years after the Promulgation of it, had

too palpably many Advantages above a mere Hea-
then.

Thirdly, He appeals to Heb. x1. 6. He that
cometh to God, muft belicvs that be is 35 and that be is
a Rewarder of thofe who diligently feek bim. The
Argument drawn from hence 15, § ¢ If Reafon, or
¢ the Law of Nature, (wbhich the Apoftle bere re-
¢ [vefleth) bas the Santlion of Rewards and Punifh-

“ ments annex’d to it 3 —— wbich is fo certain in it

‘¢ felf, that the Apoftle bere fuppofeth it to be the im-
¢ mediate and neceffary Confequence of the Belief of a
¢ God, and the Ground of Menw's Worfbip of bim;
¢ it muft follow, that Reafon is of itfelf a fufficient
¢ Guide in Ma:!crs of Religion. > My Anfwer to
wiich 1s as follows: The particular Cafe of Enoch
gave occafion to thofe Words. The Apoftle, for
ought appears, had no refpet to mere Heathens,
and probably enough never inew of any fuch. But
be this as it will, I deny that the Law of Nature,
i. ¢. of nawural unafiffed Reafon, afcertains to the
leaft of Sinners, or the very beft of our finful Race,
a State of Rewards in the next Life ; or that Saint

* Duf. pe 59, § Plca, p.sa.
Pail
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Paul here fuppofeth it does. The Apoitle’s Ar-
gument does not relate to ¢ the immedsate and
« meceffary Confequences of the Belief of a God.”> He
only obferves what Points are neceffary to be be=
liev’d,* before Men can engage in his Service, or
yield Obedience to him. . And he tells us, they
muft acknowledge his Being, and "his Providence
over the moral World ; which no ways juftifies
the Conclufion, that Reafon is {fufficient in all reli-
gious Matters, capable of demontftrating the Im-
mortality of the Soul, &'¢. In Reality, this Pa{-
fage atfords a much better Argument againft,. than
for the Sufficiency of Reafon. It fhews that the
Virtues of many of the Heathens were, properly
{peaking, no Victues, as being practis’d, not up-
on a true Principle of Religion, but for the fake
of fome temporal Conveniency, and 1 ¢ without
‘““ a clear Knowledge and Acknowledgment of
“ the Deity, and the great Rewards and Punifh-
‘“ ments for thofe who would, or would-not, obey
¢ him.”>. This was the Cafe of feveral of them,
and thofe too Men of Repute for Senfe and a fine
Genius. Let this Gentleman fhew if he can, that
the meaneft Mecbanicks and Spinflers might, with
reafonable Eafe, and all the Evidence of Demonfira-
tion, have known better, and fix’d Religion upon
1ts right Foundation. -

Laftly, He urges Gen. 1. 27. God created Man
n bis own Image; together with Ecclef. vi. 29.
God made Man upright. The Meaning of which.
Places, he fays, is this, * ¢ that Man being endue
““ anith rational moral Faculties, in which be refem-
““ bled the moral Perfeitions of bis Creator, was up-
“ right or perfelt in bis Kind, capable to fulfil the
““ Duties and attain the End of bis Creation.” 1am
not certain I rightly underftand what this Writer

T Sce Mr. Locke’s Works, Val.2. p. §34. * Flea, p. 53.
B G 2 means
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means by the Duties of Man’s Creation. Will he
fay that our firft Parent was created capable of
exbibiting the whole Matter of human Duty, ac-
cording to the pre/emt Occonomy and Conftitution
of Things ; or of demontftrating in what Manner
it would be proper for him to a& in every Rela-
tion and Circumftance of Life, which might afzer-
wards arife? This 18 what he 18 concern’d to prove
from thefe Texts; and alfo, that A4dam’s Reafon
afceriain’d to him the Immortality aof his Nature,
and was fuffictent for all other Purpofes of Reli-
gion : Which, 1 apprehend, he will find it no
very eafy Matter to do. God, who beft knew
the natural Strength of Adam’s Mind, thought fit
to fuperadd the Light of Revelation, and gave

him a pofitive Precept too, enforc’d with an ex-
prefs San&iqn: And the Pleader may demontitrate,
if he’s able, that this was altogether umneceffary,
and that Adam, without any Reveladon; I may
add alfo, without the Effluxes of God’s Spint to
- improve and ftrengthen his natural Faculties,
could have fully anfwer’d the End for which he
was created.
However, this is not what I would principally
it on. In reahty, it matters nothing, how
Reafon originally was. What if Adam,
y unfinning Obedience to the whole Will of God,
m ht have certamly recommended himfelf to the
dwmc Favour and Acceptance? Does it follow
that falles Man can do the fame, or muft upon
his Repentance be forgiven, and accepted of God
unto e¢fernal Life, in return for his imperfeéd Ser-
vices? The Pafloral Letter judicioufly remarks,
that ® ¢¢ there is no arguing from the Powers of
¢¢ Reafon, in a State of Innocence, ~—— to its
¢« Powers and Abilities under the prcfcnt corrupt

* P, 7.
¢ State
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¢« State of human Nature, > and enters a Caveat
againft this Fallacy. I know not whether the
Pleader will allow of the Diftinétion. In one
Place he fays, * < the Appetites of our firfp Parents
<« gpere prone to be inordinate, as Experience fhew’d,

«“ by their yielding to the firff Temptation. > At
another Time he contends, that Man was created
perfel? and T upright 5 varying his Note, and run-
ning into Inconfiftencies and Self-contradictions,
according as his Views alter, and he has diffcrent
Turns to ferve. However, nothing can be planer,
than that sncorrupt Reafon was originally much
better qualified to be a Guide, than corrupt Reafon
can now pretend to be : And therefore thofe Texts,
which relate only to Man’s primitive State, are of
no Significancy to the prefent Argument.

To conclude this Head ; The Paflages before
us are fo little to the Pleader s Purpofe, that I
fhould have taken no Notice at all of his Reafon-
ing from them, but that he feems to think there is
fomething very § ftrong and cogent in it. He
ftrains hard to raife the Appearance of an Argu-
ment ; but is all over Confufion, and will not
ftand uniformly to either fide of the Queftion;
that our firft Parents were or were not created up- .
right. And even when he inclines to the Afrma-
tive, tis pleafant to obferve how crudely he ex-
prefles himfelf about 1t: ([ ¢¢ Tbeir Reafon, {ays he,
“ was fufficient to bave prevented their Fall. =y The
phin Englife of which is this, that if they had
been ]cft to the Guidance of Reafon only, and
never had receiv’d any Revelation at all from God,
they might have continued conftantly obedient to

areveal’d Law. A very extraordinary Piece of
Reafoning indeed !

* Plea, p. 11. t Plea, p.53. § See Def. p. 58.
| Plea, p. 11. See alfe p. 59,

CHAP
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CHAP 1V

W betber Reafon can afcertain the Pardon of

our Sins, and an effectual Method of procur-
sne a Reconciliation with God?

9@ mer Article ; and neither prov’d that
all Mankind, if brought up ina State
o of Nature, are capable of difcover-
$® ing a proper Rule of Life, compre-
hcndmg all the Branches of human Duty ; nor yet,
that any Individual Perfon fo brought up, ever did

ar is mpable of doing it; he will be found to fuc-
ceed ftill worfe, :md to advance what 1s {till more
unwarrantablc, under the next Point to be con-
fider’d, viz. Whether Reafon teaches a certain
Method of reconciling Sinners to God.

He contends, that the penitent Heathen
“ % might be fecure, that God would not demy him
¢ that Favour and Happine[s, wbich, by a mea-
¢ tiom of Mind, be bad made bmfdf cagable of 3
and that T << the Light of Nature always taught
“ Men, that to forfake their Sins, and lead boly
¢ Lwe.r., was a fure way of making an Atonement

¢ for them. > Now this 1s fo far from being
true, that the Pleader cannot inftance in any one

d Pm, P 1. t Dcf. p. 36.
| Set
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Set of Men, who trufted in Repentance alone ;
and who, befide Amendment of Life, had not
alfo Recourfe to Sacrifices for the Expiation of
Guilt. And the Scriptures exhibiting the Son of
God dying a Sacrifice for our Sins, (by whofe
vicarious Sufferings alone we are reinftated in a
Capacity of being Happy, and freed from that
Obligation to Pumfhment which we lay under: )
and requiring us not only to repent and become
better ; but alfo to rely on his Satisfaliion, and to
expect Forgivenefs only from the free Grace of
God, thro’ his Mediation and Interceffion: This
affords Evidence enough, that Repentance alone
does not neceffarily cancel the Guilt of any former
Crime, or infure the Forgivenefs of it. ’T'is well
argued by Dr. Clarke: * ¢¢ From the Confidera-
¢« tion of the Goodnefs and Mercifulnefs of God,
“ the Philofophers did indeed very reafonably bope,
‘¢ that God would fhew him{elf placable to Sin-
‘“ ners, and might be fome way reconcil’d: But
¢“ when we come to inquire more particularly,
woat Propitiation he will accept, and in wbhat
manner this Reconcihiation muit be made ;3 here
Nature ftops, and expeéts with Impatience the:
““ Aud of fome particulir Revelation. That God
‘“ will receive returning Sinners, and accept of
“ Repentance inftead of perfect Obedience, tbey
‘““ cannot certainly know, to whom he has not
““ declar’d that he wi// do fo. For 1t cannot
‘““ pofitively be prov’d from any of God’s At-
‘“ tributes, that he 1s abfolutely oblig’d to pardon
all Creatures all their Sins at all Times, barely
and immediately upon their repenting. There -
arifes therefore from Nature no fufficient Com-
fort to Sinners, but an anxious and endlefs Soli-
citude about the Means of appeafing the Deity.”
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To the fame purpofe another late Writer fpeaks,
whofe Reafoning, I have fomne pareicular Grounds
vo hope, will have due Weight with our Author:
«« ¥ God is not oblig’d to accept even our Re-
« pentance : becaufe we owe an entire Obedience
¢ to his Laws for the Benefits of his Creation and
¢¢ Prefervation of us; and fo our Sorrow, and
« Confeflion of paft Faults, and Refolutions and
¢« Endeavours of future Amendment, are only
«“ Appeals to divine Grace, and render us Ob-
¢ jolls of Compaffion: but cannot of themfelves
¢ cancel the Penalty of the divine Laws, which
«« we incurr’d by our Violation of them.
Again, 1 ¢ Tho’ the Curfe pronounc’d upon the
¢ Serpent, included in it a Promife of a furure
« Remiffion of Sin, and of Reftoration to that
¢ Life and Immortality which was loft by it;
¢ yet this was fo obfcurely and imperfettly inti-
“ mated, 2s not to be clearly and fully known,
«¢ ull the Accomplithment of it by the coming of
«« Chrift to be the Saviour of the World. Thus
¢« Man lay under the faral Effets of Sin, with-
¢« out plain or exprefs Aflurances of obtaining For-
« givenefsof ic. ”
Nay, even the Plea itlelt (fo irrefifisble 1s the
of Truth, and fo naturally will it force
itfelf upon the Mind, in Oppofition to the ftrongeft
Prejudices) makes fome Acknowledgements of the
fame Kind. °’Tis faid, that § < tbe divine Mercy
¢ and Favour are not fo clearly afcertain’d to Hea-
¢ thens asto Chriftians 3 that || ¢¢ the Scriptures
¢ propofe that Affurance of tbe Pardon of Sin,
¢ (without any Punifbment of tbe Sinner) which
 mere Reafon could mot make certain to Man;”

that $ ¢ the Gofpel excels the beft Scheme of Natural

® See Mr. Fackfon’s Expofition of the Lord’s Prayer, p. 123.
¢ Ibid. p. 126. See allo p. 124. § Pica, p. 7.
i Pica, p-19. 1+ Pua, p. 21,
¢ Roe.
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<« Religion, that ever was or could be proposd s in
<« declaring the Terms of finful Men’s Reconcilement
¢ oith God's*®® that ® ¢¢ the virtyous Heathen wanted
¢ an Affurance of free Pardon ; >* and that T ¢* wha?
«« Punifment God might fee fit to infliit for Sin, tho®
«« yepented of, Man, by Reafon alone, conld not pof-
«« fibly find out.” |

The Author of the Ples for Revelation has re-
mark’d, that thefe Pofitions are inconfiftent with
maintainin% the Sufficiency of Reafon. I muft
needs own I think fo too, nor could I have divin’d
that our Author would have fled to Purgatory to
get clear of the Difficulty. Yer, foit 1s: And
what Subterfuges will not the Pride of Man’s Wif-
dom invent, and have recourie to, rather than
yield to @2 Retrallation, or acknowledge a Mif-
take? He begs leave, in his DEFENCE, to
obferve to my Lord Bithop of London, that || < the
«“ Platonicks (with otber Sefls) who never doubted of
““ God’s being to be appeas’d for Sin, and of the Hap-
““ pinefs of good Men in a future State ; yet believ’d
““ it was neceffary for thofe who were not perfel? in
““ Virtue, to pafs thro’ a purgatorial Fire, or State
““ of Punifbment, to a State of Happinefs.”> But is
not this a Kind of After-game, a wetched Salvo
newly devis’d, and which was quite remote from
his Thoughts in writing the Plea; wherein ’tis
faid, § ¢ No ferious or reafonable Heathens ever ap-
“ prebended that pious and righteous (tho® finful) Men
‘““ would undergo Pumifhment in a future State.””

Let us, however, confider, whether this fo ex-
traordinary a Fetch will be ofany real Service to him.
His Principle now is, that Men by the Light of
Nature may be affured, that God will forgive them

pon their Repentance, and make them finally

* Plea, p.212. Plea, p. 23. Def. p. 19.
S Plea, p.Pz.g. ' P %3 “ e

H Happy s
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Happy ; only ’tis acknowledg’d they cannot be
certain, but iz may be neceflary for tgofe who are
not perfe® in Virtue, (which no Body 1is) to pafs
thro’ a pusgasorial Fire, or a State of Punifhment,
to this Swate of final Happinefs. Now, admit-
ting this to be true, Of what Significancy is it to
the main Point 1n Debate? Without doubt Reafon
is well enough qualify’d for feveral Purpofes, and
may fuffice where it is fufficient. But does fuch a
Sufficiency as this, (which leaves the frueff Penitent
under remedile/s Anxicty, diffident about the State
of his Soul in the next Life, and under an ancura-
ble Dread of the Divine Vengeance) fuperfede the
Ufe of Revelauon? Is this all that the Deafy,
whom the Pafloral Letter is levell’d wholly againtt,
contend for under this Artcle? Surely it dilgczo-lvcrs
a very difputatious Temper, and a ftrong Pro-
penfity to the meaneft Kind of Sophiftry, wviz.
quibb{ing upon Words ; to infift that Reafon isa
fufficient Guide, notwithftanding it cannot . afcer-
tain to the moft fincere Penitent, the free Pardon
of his Sin, but leaves him under the difmal Ap-
prehenfion of fome indefinite Punithment 5 * ¢¢ the
‘¢ Degree and Manner whereof cannot be deter-
¢ min’d, *” and which (for ought that can be
known to the contrary) may laft for Millions of
Ages.

gAftcr all, as this Notion of a purgatorial Fire
is wholly a Cbimara, and without any Foundation
in Truth or Reafon; fo mere Reafon cannot de
monftrate that the Sinner, however Penitent, i
igtitled to any Rewards in the next Life, or wil
be finally Happy. According to the Tenor o
the Gofpel, *us of Grace, not of Debt, that w
arc fav’cre and in favour with God ; and inftead ¢
pretending to merit Heaven, we accept it only 2

* Def. p. 18.
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an Alms from the Divine Bounty. And if the
higheft Perfettion in Virtue, attainable by Chri-
{tians, gives no other Expeftations of Rewards,
but what are founded originally in the free Promife
of God ;3 certainly Pagans (who are Strangers to
the Covenant, and Aliens from the Common-
wealth of Ifrael) can never claim Heaven as a
Debt, nor be fo tranfcendently holy, asto merit an
Inheritance with the Saints in Light. Suppofe
Weweena to have reafon’d - himfelf, from the un-
equal Diftribucions of Providence here, into the
Belief of another World, and to expe& to fare
better there than Cbuckery or Coufbeda will, (as
being lefs wicked, and yet more afflited than
they) What does this amount to? He may, never-
thelefs, -have no Affurance of final Happinefs; no
Claim or firsé: Rsght to-a Reward from God.
Tho’, in the main, a good-and upright Man, he’is
yet a Sianer, and fltands chargeable with many
grofs and wilful Enormitiess -And: therefore (for
aught he knows) he may be as certgizly, tho’ not
Jo feverely, punifh’d, hereafter, as thofe who-are
more wicked. . So. uncomfortable, as I appre-
hend,. gvery. ope’s«Cafe is, and muft be,-upon the
Foot ofyNatural Religion, - Their beft Services
have no : Meriz, and t%cir Sins neceffarily fubje¢t.
them to Punithment : And-fince no one can fay,
I am ¢lean from Guilt 3 ‘but all are Sinners, witly
this only Difference, that fome arc more {infyl;;
athers Jefs ; therefore all are by Nature Children
of Wrath, .and liablg to Pupithment: And the
utmoft that is neceflary in order to the Vindica-
tuon of . God’s Providence, and the clearing up the
prefent Inequalities of it, is, that Men fhould be
f'unilh’d hereafter proportionably to their Crimes
ere s that is to fay, that the moft Wicked thould
be doom’d “to the greateft Mjfery ; and thofe who
H 2 liv'd
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iv'd freefR from Sin, and did. the leaft Evil,
would mect wicth the fligheeft Punithment. -
Our Author exceeds in his Valuadion of humman
Virtee,- and actributts more Worth-and Efficacy
to it, than cither Reafon or Scriptare ‘will ‘allow.
He fancres that * ¢ ix 25 owsn Naitrs. i tends to
¢ onr final Happinefs. ™ A Conicioufnefs of hav-
mg done well, cannot indeed prodace any thing
befidc Joy and Pleafurc: But this does not
amount to what is here advanc’d. - A Seate of
Happinefs importsa Fruition of the-moft defirable
Good, and a wial Exemption from svery Kind of
Evil ¢ which humary Virtue,  betaufe imperfe,
and over-ballanc’d oo {when wc@n*d in the Scales
of firsét Juftice) by the-Evil we cm:, ‘cannot
naturaily prodace, or dfcereain to us. - Again, he
fays, T ¢ Good Werks:are never fuppos’d -to wan

< gny bbiny to yender tburaaptdbuad,.__

. Dild woire almays secoptable to bim from tbeir viry
<':Naiure, and from

m Sbeir Agrecablomfs b ibe Refdis
< pude of the - Natitré itfelf. ©* - H.by. "igud
" I ﬁ:heouly w““a;z&emd £

elly fo, he fpehilts thus. m y o
M %ﬂmewlmheséfdma-muj
Far be it

arrogite Pevfadion
o himfclf, or the w bea of his good Deeds.
I he would be ood té fpeak of fuch good

Works as we in a8 perforiw, the-very beft of
them are too imperfedt to chalienge the' Af
rron of God ; or, m therr own Nature, mmr
his Acccptancc - We fand i nebd- of: ‘Pardon,
not only for our grofs downright Ithpietics, but
zlﬁforthclb-ﬁoFMgoocheds And the
Reafon is, becaufe -tho” we call thém. good, for-

. * Def. p.43. -tlumd p- 16, 1. “Om'g'od
Works, s we cal them, matbeﬁ:fotm &, a5 to vneed
Piz on, rather than deterve a2 Reward, arke’s Sermons, Vol.

g.p.2c0. See alo Vol 4. p. 317.
afmuch
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a[much as they are comparatively fo, and are more-
over accepted thro’ Chriff ; yet they have an Al-
loy of Evil. Some DCﬁ:fh angd- I
cleave to them : So that inftead of am_'ﬂ' Qe-
commending themfelves to the Divite Ac
or having any. satursl Efbcacy towards:
ing a Reward, they ftand in need of Explatlon 3
which as they have thro’ Cbriff, we are taught to
apply to him to purge away their Drofs.

Upon the Whole I conclude, that how well
foever the Religion of Nature might do in café of
anfinmng Obedience, yet it yields now a very un-
comfortable Profpect: And all Mankind being
Sinners, wilfully tranfgreffing in many Inftances,
and falling fhort of Perfellion even in their beft
Services 5 a mere Heathen, however penitent,
can have no Claim upon God, no Aj’uran ce of the

Pardon of his numberlefs Sms, or of any ]
in the next Life. I will only a;dd that *

probable the Heathens ow’d, in fom¢ ﬂa
the Hopes they had of Forgivenefs and ‘A¢
with God, to freditional Hintd about thé
of Cbrrﬁ’s coming to die for Sin; whith (net-
withftanding the Ples reprefenis the World to
have been left for fo manmgcs to the Gurdafice
of Reafon only) the ¥ <t thens themfelves, .at
¢ various I imes, feem to-have had fome, tho’
“ 3 lefs perfo& Knowledge and ExpeQation

(c 0’"

* See Mr. Fackfon’s Expof. of the Loid’s Prayer, p. 64.

CHAP



€¢ REMARKS on the Plca, awd the

CHAP V.

Whtbcr Reafon can demonfirate the Neceffity
Mdp ng for Grace, or the Effluxes of

s Spirit, and gme.r them an Affarance
of bis W Uing ne efs, upon their Prayers, to

aﬁﬂ them in 1be Dtﬁ'bdrge of their Douty.

M H E Confideration of God’s co-ope-
MR rating with us 1n our Spiritual War-
B fare, and affifting our fincere Endea-
t~ vours, being fo excellent a2 Motive

%9 10 2 Life of Holinefs, and tending
alfo to humble the Pride of Man’s Heart, and
hinder him from afcribing the Goodnefs of his
beft Performances whollv to himfelf, our Author,

that he might appear a thorough-pac’d Advocate:
for mere Pagan Reafon, would not pafs over this

Article; notwithftanding he cannot produce the
Shadow of an Argument in Proof of its Suffi-
ciency for fuch a Difcovery. He tells us, * ¢ Tha?
<« we fboxld by Prayer implore the Divine Grace, is
¢ g Principle and Doélrine of true Deifm, in which
¢ Heatbens were infirulied, by tbe mere Light of
«¢ Natural Reafon. * And farther he fays, ’uis
One of 1 ¢ thefe Sentiments and Diilates wbich
¢ are of cternal and immutable Obligalien, ana

® Def.p. 14, 15. t 16id.
< demon-
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<« demomfiratively agrecable to the Nature and Will

« of God. > But by whom is this boafted De-
monftration to be made? By the rude Valgar,

and the Bulk of the Pagan World? This he muft
maintain, or elfe he does but trifle, and .fhoot
valtly fhort of his Mark. It matters not what a
few Philofophers may be able to do. The proper
Queftion is, Whether ordinary People, and Men
of a low Genius and Capacity (who are vaftly

the Majority) are equal to this Work? the Af-
firmative of which the Pleader will find it difficule

enough to prove. Let him confider, whether the
Proots of God’s Omnipotence, Omniprefence,
and Omnifcience (which are fome of the Attributes
whereon the Duty of Prayer is founded) lie level

to fuch Capacities. Nay, let him fhew that the
Dotrine of one eternal Being, with thefe Attri-

butes belonging to him, was not deriv’d by the
old Heathens from 9Iradition, rather than their
own Reafon; or produce, if he can, from their
Writings, any Arguments which dcmonftrate it.
Plato (as indeed may be faid of almoft all the great
Philofophers of Greece) was nat a Man of a retir’d
Life and folitary Speculation, but a great Tra-
veller, who went from Place to Place, gleaning
the Remains of the Antients, and colle&ing as
many ef their Dogmata as he could meet with:
And he {peaks particularly of a Tradition deriv’d
fromm the Antients, (vwho liv’d nearer the Gods,
and were more belov’d by them than the Greeks
were) from whence he borrow’d the Notion of
the Divine * Unity. And tho’ fome undertake to
demonflrate thac there is but onc eternal Being ;
yet ’tis by a Way of Reafoning too intricate and
{ubtle for the Grofs of Mankind either to find out

of themfelves, eor fully to T comprehend when

* In Philcko. + Sec Colliber of Nat. and Pev. Religion.
Preface, p. 6.

devis’d
3
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devis’d and inculcated by others; and which 1n-
deed very able Writers, after the moft careful Re-
fcacches, and deepeft Thoughts upon the Matter,
have not been | fatsfy’d with ; and therefore have
been coatent to reft this Point, I mean the Cervainty
of it, - upon the Authority of Scripture; where ’tis
frequently taught, and moft exprefsly afferted.
The like may be faid of God’s Ommiprefence, on
which his Omnipotence, Omntictence, and other
Agtributes have a Dependance. Scripture-teaches
it exprefsly, but Reafon is fhort-fighted, affording
no demonftrative Evidence of it. Dr. - €larke’s
fam’d Demonftration is this: He firft eftablithes a
Neceffity of Exiftence, abfolute in it felf, and inde-
gendent : And then ebferves, thar it muft be every
where, as well as always, unalterably the fame,
¢ ® For, fays be, a Neceflity which is not every
¢¢ where the fame, is plainly a confequential Ne-
‘¢ ceffity only, depending upon- fome external
¢¢ Caufe, and not an abfolute one in its own Na-
¢ rarc: For a Neceffity, abfolutely fuch in itfelf,
““ has no Relation to Time or Place, or any
“ thing clfe: Whatever therefore exifts by an
‘¢ abfolute Neceflity in its own Nature, mauft
“ needs be Infinite > or Omniprefent. A Way
of Reafoning #bis, which, perhaps, not one in ten
Millions of Millions would have fallen ints by the
Exercife of his own Faculties alone; which many
attentive Readers do not eafily comprehend ; and

which feveral of the moft fagacious have 1 {crupled
to acquicfce in.

{ Nge on Nat. and Rev. Religon, p. 41.  Lecke, Vol. 3. p. 624,
G126, 630, 631. Dr. Haser s farther Vindicat. of Chrif’s
Divinity, p. §3, §S. Notes on Archbiflop King's Orig. of Evil,
p- 36, 63. * Demonflratien of the Being and Attributes,
P- 47- + See Letters to Dr. Clarke from a Gentleman in
Glomceflerfbire.  Colliber's Impartial Enquiry, p. 168, e—175.
Notes on Kisg’s Origin. &¢. N*.5, 13, 16.

But
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Butbe it, that the Unity of God, his Omnipre-
fence, and the Duty of Prayer in the genersl, may
be found out by Reafon ; Can it demontitrate thae
we are obhig’d to pray for Grace, and the Efffuxes
of his Spirit upon our Minds? I would not detraét
from the Abnlities of this Gentleman, and there-
fore will not peremptorily fay, he cannot prove
this to be a DPuty upon the Foot of mere Reafon :
But, as I cannot concerve bow, or by wbat Me-
dium it can be done, 1 may take the Liberty to
invite him to try his Skill, and bring forth his
firong Reafons and his Demonfiration. A very
thoughtful, learned, and exact Writer has ob-
ferv’d, that ® ¢¢ the Holy Spirit moves upon the
¢« Minds of Men in a moft familiar way ; and thae
« his Motions are not difcernible by us, from the
s« natural Operations of our Minds. Wefeclthem
““ no otherwife than we do our own Thoughts
“ and Meditations; we cannot diftingurh them
“ by the mamner of their affeting us, from our
« natural Reafonings, and thec - Operations of
“ Truth upon our Souls. > *Tis added further s
¢ Such is the manner of the Spirits Operations in us,
‘¢ that if God had only defign’d to give the Holy
‘ Spirit to us, without making any mention of
“ 1t in his Word, we could never have known,
‘“ unlefs it had been communicated to us by fome
‘“ private Revelation, that our Souls are moved
‘“ by a Divine Power, when we love God and do
‘“ his Will. > To this let me fubjoin a Paflage
from another Author: + ¢ As the Senfe of the
‘““ Derivation of all Virtue and Goodnefs from
‘“ the Divine Afiiftance of God’s Holy Spirit,
‘¢ was very far from the Sentiments of the moft
‘“ rehn’d Moralifts among the Heathen ; [before

* Dr. Clagett on the Qperations of the Spirit, p, 306.
t Whiflow's Sermons and Eflays, p. 39.

1 ¢ the
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«¢ the Gofpel-Age] fo thofe Devotions and Prayers
¢ for the fame, as well as that Humility of
<« Mind, which arc the Confequences of the own-
«¢ ing of this Truth, appear but too evidently to
¢¢ have been Strangers to them. =—— They look’d
*“ on their Virtues as their own proper Acquifi-
¢¢ tions, and the principal Things their Deities had
«« no Share in at all: And fo they could not, by
«¢ their own avow’d Principles, put up any Peti.
¢ gons to the Gods for them.

The Pleader alledges, that * ¢ the beff Heatbens
¢ generally believ’d and taught the Afifiance of D:-
¢ vine Grace to enable Men to be virtuous and good,
¢ This was confifiently and concurrently taught
¢ by all Pbhilofopbers, but Epicurean Atbeiftis, and
$¢ g few otbers of atbeiftical Opimions. ” But this is
more than he has or can prove. He refers us to
Cicero, and one more of their Wniters ; asif, from
what thefe advanc’d, and deliver’d too, only as their
own Opinion, the concurrent Senuments of all the
Philofophers, excepting a few Atheifts, and of
the Generality of good Heathens, might be col-
le@ed. Such Reafoning fhews him to be an Adept
m Matbematicks, and a great Dealer in Demon-
Mrations, With Submiffion, I take the Truth to
be this: The more antient Heathens had little or
no Notion of this Matter. [ cannot recolle&, nor
has this Gentleman cited any Paflage, which fhews
it to have been their firm Perfuafion. After-
wards, when the Opportunities of receiving, Light
from Revelation were better and more frequent,
the Operations and Affiftances of Grace were much
talk’d of ; and the later Philofophers, fuch as
Hierocles and Marcus Antoninus, feem to have been
fully in that Sentiment. The Paflace 1 cited from
Plato, in the Deofence of the Plea, has no Relation

* Piey, p 25. + Dcf.‘p.n.
(¢
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to the Point in Debate. It does indeed reprefent
Virse to be the Gift of * God. But bow? Not
by his Spirit’s co-operating with us, and fortifying
our Minds againit Temptations ; but by an over-
ruling Power; by forcing it upon, and infufing it
into oyr Hearts, T without any Endeavours on
our Part towards obtaming it. And what Rela-
tion has this to the Cbriffian Notion of Divine
Grace? How is it prov’d hereby, that the Hea-
thens clearly taught the Doétrine of God’s Affift-
ance to enable Men to attain to Virtue? The
Pleader is no lefs unfortunate in his || Appeal to
Cicero. I grant that he fays, § ¢ Borh Rome and
“ .Greece bave produc’d many excellent [famous,
¢ extraordmnary] Mex; none of wbhich we have
¢ Reafon to believe to bave been fuch, but by divine
«“ Affifance. > But for whbat, were they fo fa-
mous, and fo extraordinarily accounted of? The
Pleader’s Anfwer muft be; for their Sanctity,
their moral Virtues, and heavenly Difpofitions:
Yet Cicero fays not a Syllable about Saints, or
Men famous for Virtue and Heavenly-mindednefs.
All this was quite remote from his Thoughts;
and the Reader will fmile to find that Cicero’s ex-
cellent and extraordinary Men were § Martial
Heroes and fuccefsful Warriors ; and that the Af-
ﬁi’can!:e he {peaks of, was ngt to cnable them to
moriify themfelves, and fubdue their own Lufts
and finful AffeCtions; but to knock their Ene-
mies o’th® Head, and, after an hazardous Ren-
counter, to fleep in a whole Skin. Agam, ’us

' Odle nuiy ealveren woieg weegrryrouiry 5 dpemi ols Twog-
Hyrereu. Meno. in fin. + Madty 9076, drsv pe.
lod. | Def. p. 71. § Multos & noftra civitas &
Grzcia tulit fingulares viros; quorum neminem, nifi juvante
Deo, talem fuifle credendum eft. De Nat. Deerum, Lib 2.in fin.

¥ Qux ratio Poetas, maximeque Homerum impulit, ut Prin-
cipibus Heroum, Ulyfli, Diomedi, Agamemnoni, Achilli, certos
Degs, difcriminum & periculorum comites, adiungeret, 14jd.

I2 granted
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granted that Cicero fays, ¥ < no onc was ever a
& great Man, without feme divine AffHatus. *
But why was this Paflage cited to fhew, that
« @ ¢be boff Heatbens generally believ’d and 1aught
“ tbe Affiance of Divine Grace to enable Men to be
¢ oirtuous and good 7 * According to the Pleader’s
Way of Arguing, a Man any way famous in hi
Generation, muft on Courfe have been a Saint;
and Alexander the Great, tho’ a General Nuifance,
and the Plague of the Age he liv’d in, was ong of
the beft of Men. - '

But fuppoling thefc Paflages were meant of God’s
Grace and Afliftance in Matters of Religion, yet
ftilf it might have been obje@ed (as 1 faid before)
that they cexprefs only Gicero’s private Opinion,
not the concurrent Sentiments of the Generality of
good Heathens. And "us remarkable, that him-
feif introduces Corra aflerting it to be the + general
Opmion of Mankind, that Virtue is entirely their
own Acquifition ; and arguing, that no one ever
§ thank’d the Gods for his bemng virtuoufly in-
cfin'd; and rhat ’tis § rnight in us to pride our-
fetves and glory in bemmg virtuous ; and yet, that
jt would be wrong to do it, in cafe our Virtue was
the Gift of God, and not owing wholly te our-
fetves. | -

*T'ts imprudent to be confident about an um:-
verfal Negative ; but, asfar as I can colle@, none
of the Philofophers, before Semeca, ever exprefsd

Nemo igitur vir magnus {me aliquo 3flaru divino unquan
fﬂit- 1bid. " * Plea, p. 25. t+ Judicium hoc G:‘I?ﬁum
mostaligm eft, fortunam a Deo petendam, a feipfo fumendam
efic LLpicntiam. De Nat. Deorum. Lib. 3. | Virtutem nemo
unquam acceptam Deo rerulit. e Num quis, quod bonus vir
efict, gratias Diis egit unquam ? — Joven optimum, maximum,
eb eas res appeilant, non quid nos iuftos, temperatos, fapien-
tes efficiat, fad quad falves, &c. Iéid. § Propter virtutem
jure laydamur, & in virtute reéte gloriamur. Quod non con-
tingeret, 1 id donum a Deco, noa a nobis haberemus.  16id.

them-
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themfelves in favour of this Principle : And even
he fluctuated, and was far from being uniform and
confiftent in his Notions about it. In one Place
he fays, § 2o one Gen bea good Map withowt the
Divise Afflance. Bus theq he clfewhens

to §§ ourfelves, and equalling, nayewen g

1 good and wife Men to God ; becaufe their Vir-
tue is owing to their own laudable Endeavours ;
his, to the Neceflity of his Nature. And indeed,
’ris no wonder he was thus unfteady in the Belief
of a Point, which, in all Probability, he had only
fome imperfet Notice of, one way or another,
from Revelation ; and neither knew how to trace
the Tradition up to the Fountain-head, ner to

confirm, by his own Reafon, what he had thus

borrow’d from the Word of God. |

I will only add, that (unlefs the Pleader can
himfelf produce full Evidence from the Nature and
xeceffary Relations of Things, that God will give
his Holy Spirit to them that ask it, and aflif} them
in their Duty) he muft not call this 3 Principle of
Deifm, which the Heathens were inftructed n by
mere Reafon: He muft not fay, that any one in
a State of Nature, ftrictly fo call’d, is capable of
making this Difcovery ; and much leis, that the
meaneft Individual is fo: Confequently, here will
then be one Inflance at leaft, in which mere Rea-

fon is infufficient, and abfolutely unfit to be a
Guide. /

 Bonus vir fine Deo aemo eft. —w— Ille dat confilia magajfica
& ere&a. Ep. 41. §§ Quod votis opus eft? Fac te iple
felicem. Tutum iter ¢ft, jucundum eft, ad quod natura
te inftruxit. Dedit tibi illa, que fi non deferueris, par Deco
furges. Ep. 31. $ Si cui- virtus animufque in corpore
przfcns, hic Deos &quat. Ep. g2. Eft aliquid, quo fapiens ag-
tecedat Deum. Ille naturx beneficio, nen fuo fapiens eft.  Ep. 53,

CHAP.
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CHAUP VL

M bether Resfon :;/Eeﬂa}m the etcrnal Dura-

sion of the Soul im a State of Rewards or
Passfomezts in the next Life 2

N AD the Pleadsr contented himfelf
AR with fuch wife Refle&tions as thefe,
— - that * ¢¢ Good Men always boped,
“ and firmly believed, to recetve that

. *“ Reward which God fbowld fee fit to
<< beflowo upom them >’ 3 and that t <« it was demon-
¢« Broble in Reajon, and none could deny, but God could
‘< continue the Exifience of tbe Soul as long as be
<< sleafed, and reward or punifb Men, according to
¢ their Works, in what Manner, and as long as be
“ pleafed ” 3 1 thould then have given him no Op-
pofition under this Article: Or, if he had went no
further than to fay, that virtuous Heathens had
ever fome Hopes and Expellations of future Happi-
pincfs; this might have been allow’d him. But
he runs into Extremes, to very hideous Lengths,
contending that || *¢ the Belief of future Rewards
s gxd Punifbments was the Sanition of the Law of
%¢ Nature >’y that § °° all but Atbeifts agreed in
« the Duration or Immortality of the Soul *’ 3 and

*Pica,p.gs. ¢t Piea,p.g6. | lbide  § Pima, p.33.
| that
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that ¢+ < Rewards attend Obedience with as much
«« Certainty by Reafon as by Revelation.”® Farther,
having obferv’d, that * ¢ sbe Principles and Mo-
«« tives ypow whbich we all, ought to be the certain
«« Belief of ‘a future State of Rewards and Punifp-
<« ments, ** he goes on to fay, ¢ this is one of the
«« Principles and Dolirines of Deifm, in wbhich Hea-
«« thens were Mfiruited by the mere Light of Natu-
¢ yal Reafon.-—-- 3T 3s a Sentiment or Diflate of eter-
< wal and immutable Obligation, and demonfiratively
< ggrecable to the Nature and Will of God.*”* Nay,
he infinuates, that Revelation teaches nothing at
all about the Motives to Obedience, but what
Reafon had taught before. T ¢ With refpeii, fays
<« he, to the Motives and Defigns upon which our
<¢ Duty ought to be difcharg’d, What daes reveal’d
<« Religion teach more than that, &c? Which was a
““ Principle of Deifm, difcover’d by mere Heatbens,
¢ and demonfirable by Reafon. > And farther ftill
he fays, that || ¢ Men under the Law of Nature
““ only, by the conftant Praltice of Virtue, could mot
“ but attain all that Happine(s which tbestr Nature
‘““ was capable of. »

In anfwer to all this, [ obferve as follows: The
Heathens did not fo unanimoufly agree about the
Duration or Immortalicy of the Soul after Death,
as he reprefents. Himfelf § excepts the Sroicks,
allowing them to have been uncertain about it;
and the Stoicks were a great and famous Se@ : How
then could he fay, | <¢ all byt Atheifts agreed *°
herein? He {jj attempts to free himfelf from the
Charge of Self-contradiction: But he may as well
hope to wath a Blackmoor white. His Plea
15, that becaufe he had reprefented (p. 23.)
the Stoicks as uncertain abouc a future State, there-

H 1# Pi(:].t, P 16. * Def. p. 14. 1 Def. p. 13.
ntrod. p. 6. Plea, p. 23. 1 Plea, p. 33.
i Dt 0ot S P- 33:

fore
3
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fore when be added, (p. 33.) all but Atheifts agreed
in thefe Pomnts 5 tbe Stowcks in part were to

be dxcepted with refpctl to one Point of Doélrine there
metion’d. 1 am clearly of his Opinion. The
Swicks cught to have been excepted: But why
then did he not except them? The Caft is plain :
In the Interval of 1a¢ Pages he forgot himfelf, and

in mfifting that all but Acheifts agréed in the Be-
llefof this Article, did not recollett that himfelf
had before reprefented the Steicks as ancertain abour
iL.

Farther, he reprefents the Heathens as more
confident of the Immormality of the Soul, than he
can prove them to have been. They appear wo
have been under great Doubtfulnefs and Uncer-

tainty, nome ever exprefling himfelf with full Af-
furance of it; and fuch of them as were moft fan-

zm mn their Expeftations, and reafon’d beft in
vour of this Doctrine, could not fometimes help

bemg diffacisfy’d with their own Arguments; or
forbear intimating 2 Sufpicion that it might be
otherwife. I cannot here omit citing the rcmark-
able Words of Mr. Fackfon on this Point: * ¢¢ The
«« Motives of Obedience which God made ufe of
“ for many Ages, were the Rewards and Pumifh-
« mems of this Life. ”” «--- 1 ¢ The Gentiles, for
¢« the moft Part, had little or no Expeétations
““ beyond this Life. >* ---- § *¢ Furure Happinefs
<« and Mifery were not made the exprefs Sanction
« of the divine Laws till the coming of Cbhrif.
¢ Then only it was that a Redemption from Death
<¢ and a State of Immortality was procur’d for us.”
Dr. Clerke likewife has well obferv’d, that § ¢ the
“ beft of Heathen Philofophers difputed with
¢¢ great Uncertainty and Doubtfulnefs about the

* Expofition of the Lord’s Prayer, p. 126. . + Jbid.
p- 128. { 16id. p. 129. § 'icrmons, Vol. 9. p- 6.

g Im..
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« [mmortality of the Soub. ** And againy
«« * thofe who were the moft celebrated, and'wich
« the greateft Reafon, difeours’d yet with. mudh
¢« Uncertaintydnd Doubtfulnefs, concerniig things:
«« of the. higheft and molb wmiverfal Indportance,’
«« the Providence of God in goyerning the: Werdd;
«« the Immorthlicy: of cha'Soul, aad a fuoture Judg-
« ment, *7 S REPETEE SRR

But fuppofing: thele

‘were eéver:{b “firmy
and well ix’d 5 - yet, What Degrze of l-k%nné&
was it they expected hereafter; . end had in:Nirw 2
Reafon can difcover no fuch Rewards as the Gofpel
propofes, as our Author himfelf has formetmmes
acknowledg’d, £hid" not in any good Agreeiment
with himfelf in a Paffage or two but juft now-giced.
Much lefs can iy infure to good-Men s/ that Hap-~
pinefs their Natures are capadle of.. For theit Naw
tures are ¢capable of as great.Happinefs, as ’us
poffible for God, with all his Omnipotence, to bes
ftow upon’ thém: ., And this I8 more than even ‘the
Gofpel-covenant intitles us to: I may add.farther
againtt the Pleader, that his Notion will not welk
comport with that Differesce of Rewards which
there will be 4 the next Life. It implies that a
conftantly :4nd virtuous Heathen, as being of
the fame Nature and Species with; and diftermg in
rothing efential from, the moft' holy Chriftian,
will :attain” to the fame Degree: of Bleflednefs;
1otwithftanding he has not fo perfet a Rule to
valk by, nor fo clear 2 Knowledge of God, his
Ways and Works, nor fo well-grounded and vigo-
ous an Expectation of another Life; and confe-
Juently his Virtye cannot be fo Sublime and Ex-
ellent as a Chriftian’s may: The Pleader’s No-
on, 1 fay, implies this, which is palpably a

* Sermons, Vol. 9. p. 33. See alfo Evidences of N.tural,
D P 184, 5. Third Edit.

1 K, grounci-

|
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geandlcfs Fancy, and 2 ® great Abfurdity. |
- \omow.of no Heathen that ever dream’d ofd.tf{turc

Bieflednefs, comparmble to what the Scripture fets
fosth: And’ts worth remarking, thac + ¢ when
s« dchilles’s Ghott; in Hemer; is complimented by
<« Ulpfls as the happiclt of Mcn, both alive and
« deid ; he makes apfwer, That he had rather
«¢ alive be a poor Day-labourer to the meanett
«. Peafant, than be Empéror of all the Dead. ”
This was 00 very elevated Notion of Heaven; no-
ing {ike what reveal’d Religion teaches: Nor
She. on (however ﬂ:ron% and conftant
it might be) of fuch a Reward be a fufficient Sup-
portto-Virte, efpecally under great and prefling
Temptations, when, by adhering ftricly to it, 2
Man wounld involve humiclf in the greateft of tem-
fleting from it, might m {

all this, whatever Expe&ations of this
likely enough they
owing to .the Strength of their own

Minds, or founded on any juft Deduétions of Rea-
fon. Admicting § Cicero, 1n the Paflage cited in
the Margin, to teach that the Immortality of the
Soul was the concurrent Belief of all Nations, as

the Pleader § infinuates; (tho’ ’tis plain, to make
it ‘pertinent and home to his Argument, he muk

% *Tis exccllently obferv’d by Mr. Whiffon: « The Graces of
« ‘g Chriftian are derivd from fo much higher Afliftance; arc
« dame from fo much nobler Principles and Motives; to fo

« ganch betver Ends; and offer’d to the Divine Acceptance thro
« fo much 2 more acceptable Madium, and more powerful a

« Jaterceflion, than the Virtues of a Heathen ; that *tis no won-
« dér they are efteenr’d quite of another Nature, and capable o
. 2 wuch grester Reward, than the other’s are, or ¢an be fup-
“ pos’d to be. ¥ Sermons and E[fay;, Z 37. See Alfo Dr. Whi-
by’'s Nece on Rom. 1i. 14. t See Phileleath. Lipf. Pt.1.p. 44
" § Permancre animds arbitramur coafen{u nationum omnivm:
Inf. 2w Li5e 1. y Plea, p.26. Dcf. p. 49,
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(tretch the Senfe-of the Patlage, which fpeaks ony
in the general of the Soul’s-continuing afrer \Death;
or not dying with the Body, withoutany Intimatton
of its eternal Subfiftence @ )i yet the fame Cicere
takes Notice, and in the fame Book too, . that this
Notion was ®* handed dowa to them from the:.ears
lieft Antiquity, and that this was Ground enough
for the Belief of it; becaufe thofe, who hLv'd
neareft the Beginning of the World, were moft
likely to know the Truth. *Tis allow’d him like:
wife, that T ¢ LaQanuus, fpeaking of Epicurus,
““ fays, that be beld the Mortality of the Soul, but
< apas berein confuted both by all Pbilofophers, and
“ the general Perfuafion of Mankind. > But has
not the fame excellent Father of the Church ob-
ferv’d, that thofe Philofophers fell into this Notion
of the Soul’s Immortality by || Chance and Acci-
dent ; that they argued for it upon a falfe Botrom,
deducing it from the Principle of § Pre-exifience
and imagining, that if the Soul had no Subfiftence
before the Body, it could not-be prov’d to-fubfif
after the Body ; that they were not # able to de-
fend this Notion againft Gainfayers, whofe Aytho-
ity was J. as good as theirs; and who, by. the
Oppofition they made, brought the Matter to be

* AuQoribus ad iftam {ententiam uti optim s quod
in omnibl:tsﬂcauiis &: der‘;tfn :?‘:l:;n vm[;);tﬁll:nmu?prm
quidem omni antiquitatc; quz quo propius aberat absorwu &
divina progenic, hoc melius ea fortafle, qux crant vera, cerncbat,
Tuf. Ou. Lib, 1. 1 Def. p. 79-. § Non icientia, fed
cafu inciderunt in veritatem. Lib. 3. c. 18, 4 Nam cum
timerent argumentum illud, quo colligitar, necefle effe ut occi-
dant anima cum corporibus, quia cuin corporibus nafeuntur;
dixerunt non nafci animas, fed infinuari potius in corpora, & de
aliis inalia migrare. Non putaveruat aliter fieri pofic, ut fuper-
hot 2nimz poft corpora, nifi videantur fuifle ante corpara. Jéid, -
+ Aliis refellentibus defendere id, quod invenerant, neguiveruns ;
quia Singulis ratio non quadravit. Ladant. Lib. 3.cah..7. © it
+ Non minus auQoritatis habuerunt, qui contra hanc fententiam

dii}'circbant; Adco ut res ipfa, de qua mter fe pugsabant, ip'
dudium vocaretur, Lib. 7. cap. 8. -

K 2 doubtca
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doubted of ?.. And Jaftly, .has he not obfervd,
that U Cicers, having vecouated..the feveral Opi.
mioas of the Phi , for and againft the Im.
mercality. of the Soul, fays, which of thefe Opi.
pionsis the wue ane, nonec but God cantell : And
in, Each fide of:this Queftion has been efpoued
by Jearned Writess, nor can it be determin’d
which of the. two is:the right ? |
. ‘The Pikader alledges, that 1 < without Difpuse
< the P _and Platonifts taught tbe Doc.
<s_tyiny of o futpreState.”? Yes, the Pytbagorean;
&id fo, as maintaming the T ranfmigration ot Souls,
B is this, what ke pleads for, a Sufficiency in
Reafon:to difcover that the Soul goes on 1n a per-
putual - §- Round,: animating at onc ume a Man,
thon 2 Beaft, -and sfterward a Bird ¢ Has the Gen.
tlorman any natural Evidence that his own Soul will
be dis perpemually changing its Habitation, and
sisas immortal ? Then,.as to Plate’s Doltrine,
righdy obferv’d by Lafanius, that he did not
§ weafon himfel€ imto the . Belief of the Soul’s Im-

mortality 5 and that ‘his ‘Arguments for it are
M trivial and of litde Weight. What he had

® Tulivs crpoﬁﬁsfhomm'omnit‘lm de immortalitate ac mortt
femtentiis, nckcirc fe quid fir, verura provunciavit. Harum, 1n-

; , quid cesti fit, divinari poteft. L.
+ Def. p. 78. - || -—- Migrare animas de cor-
veraftate ac morté confeltis, & infinuare fe movis X
patis ; & eaklem femper renaici modo in homine, modo
modo in beftiz, modo in volucre; & hac rationc 1m-
morcales efic quod fizpe variorum ac diffimilium corporum dom:
cilia commutent. Lad. L. 7. ¢. 12. - § Senfit animas zter-
mon per gradus ad cam fententiam defcendit. Am-

" mediti, tacidit potius in verittem, quafi per-abrup-
tum ali prEcipiium ; nccultm;:rogrclﬂs_eﬁ, quonian
cafa 8d @am, pon ratione pervencrat.~ Ladlans. Epss. cap. 10.
Bl Pistosis argumenta —— parum habent firmiratis ad proban-

dam X im veritastem. Lib. 7. cap. 8. His itagque arge-
entis, nec Plato, nec u'lus-alius invenit, apimarum 2t
mitas i ac perfpici potelt. Lib. 7. cap. 9.

learn’d
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Jearn’d from Revelation, by means cither of #a-
ditional Hines from the firft Ages afeer the Flood,
or of laver Notices from the Pevple of the Yeuw,
he endeavour’d to prove by Deduitions of Reafon;
tho’ he fucceeded ill, and has not doneit. We
know alfo that feveral other Philofophershad fome
Improvements from reveal’d Light; and, perhaps;
notie were fofally deftitute of the Aids of it: So

that the Gentleman I am concern’d with, proceeds
" wrong, in laying fo much Strefs upon their bare
Afleroions. It matters not, ‘what the Philofophers
believ’d or faid. Opinions are often taken up im-
plicitly, without Evidence enough to work a rational
Conviftion, or to ground 2 full Affurance upon.
The proper Queftion is, What they, and the reft
of the Heathen World, found out and prov'd by
mere Reafon, without any Notices from Revela-
tion? And does this Author think, thac the Phi-
lofophers were in a State of Nature, Ariftly fo
call’d, and taught no Dotrines but what were
merely the Inventions of Men ? Pberecydes and Py-
goras were the two * firff of them that maintain’d
the Immortality of the Soul. Does he know that
thefe Philofophers had no Afliftance in the leaft
from Revelation? The contrary has been often
maintain’d : And one would fufpet they ow’d even
this Doétrine, one way or other, to reveal'd Light,
tho’ there were no other Grounds for the Sufpicion
but this, that neither they, nor indeed any one
elfe + before Plato, ever reafon’d upon the Point,
or brought any Arguments 1n Proof of it.

* Cicero, Tufc. Quaft. Lib. 1. Laétant. Lib. 7. cap. 8.
t Rationem illi {{cil. antiqui] fententiz fux non feré reddebant,
“~——Platonem ferunt, nt Pythagorebs cognofceret, in Italiani
venifle, & didiciflc Pythagoreaomnia ; primumgque de ani m
Ztcrnitate non folum fentiffe idem, quod Pythagoras, fdmmo-
pem ctiam atulifie.  Cic. Tufe. Quaft. Lib. 1.

But
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hﬂh ps it may hc ’d, that the Fews them-

thl.s Matter, and there-
fore could mmmm:catc it to any other Na-
tions.; . i The Pleader fays, that *. ¢¢ God left the
o 7cmh the Evidence of uaturd Reafon, common to
¢ them with the ref of Mankind, to infer the Cer-
¢ tanty of & future State ; >’ —- 1f he had left off
here, this would have been 2 bold Stroke. But

his Courage fulirg ’ds p rcfcm;l; fubjoin’d, -----
/a

< met withont giving them Hints alfo from Fm‘i‘s and
¢¢ Paflages of tbar own H'M rom whence they

¢ ‘fb‘ "“ﬁ“”) and uﬂ; mnfer s, > What
egregious trifling is this? Is fuch a way of Reafon-

g worthy of the accurate Pen of Mr, ---—? He
mnght as well have faid, that the Fews had no-
thing clie but the Light of Nature to difcover this
Point ; only they had the Light of Revelation to
guxde them toit. The formcr part of the Paflage
1s current Dodlrine. among Men of Infidel Princi-
yla. and frequently infifted on by them; where-
in - they have been firenuoufly oppos’d by Chriftian
Writers, and the Scntiment has been fhewn to be
contrary to Truth, and injurious to God and his
Revtlanon under the Law. And if this was an
Artcle of the Fewis Faith, founded upon the
Tefimony of God in a Supernatural Way, ‘twas
cafy amngh for the Philofophers to borrow it from
them, among the other Doftrines, which even
Heatben Writers, as well as Fews and Cbrrﬁmm,
affirm, werederiv’d from that Fountain.
The Truth is, the Immortality of the Soul 1s
no ways proveable by unaffifted Reaion. The
Arguments drawn from the Nature of the Soul,
abfirailedly confider’d, are all precarious; And the
of Prcmdcncc in this Life, (tho’ they
afford the beft Argument of any, and prove the

¢ Dcf. p. 6a.
moft)
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moft) thew only in gemeral thac there will be 2
future State, without determiding. bow sleng’ it
will laft, or inducing a Neceffity of its being:
edernal. The Pleader {ays, ® ¢ a.futare State of
<« Rewards is the Sanition of the Law of Nature.
If he means a State hereafter of only a Zempdrary
Duration; or that will laft ‘but fifty: or fixty
Years perhaps, this, tho’ ever fo true, is quite
remote from the proper Queftton here in Debate.
If he would. be underftood to fpeak of an:etermal
State hereafter, let him prove.the Pofition at his
Leifure.” Suppofe Adam had never finn’d ; : from
what Principles could he have reafon’d himfelf into
a full Affurance of Immortality? Or indeed, -How
could he have acquir’d a certain Knowledge of any
future State at all, as a Sanftion of the ‘Law of
Nature? The Gentleman is concern’d to fthew
this; which, upon Tryal, he will find impoffible
to bedone. It is thereforea Mifreprefentation of
the Bithop of London’s Dollrine, to fay,’ tha¢ his
““ § Arguments for the Infufficiency of Reafon are
““ fuch only as are founded upon the general Corrupe
‘¢ tion of mstural Reafon in Faf2. > For ome:of
his Lordfhip’s Arguments relates to the Point now:
before us; which Reafon in its utmoft Purity
and Perfection could not afcerfain. Upon Exa-
mination perhaps it will be found, that if Man
had continued Innocent, the Juftice of God’s Pro-
vidence would have been concern’d only to fee
that that Good fhould preponderate and outweigh
the Evils of Life; and not to permit him, fince
he was brought into Being without his own Con-
fent, to be reduc’d to a State worfe than Non-
entity: Nor can I conceive God to be undér a
natyral Obligation to immortalize any of his Crea-
tures ; whom, for ought we know, hc might

¥ Plea, p. 56. § Introduétion, p. 1.
. have
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have continved for ever in 2 State of Ne-exiffence,
and, without the leaft lm;mchmentd‘my of his
Aoributss, neves. baye created ad all. - Me.. _‘fack-
fim h'dtmrk'd' that’ds ¢ by che 3
* and giatious - tmemt of Gud, - that thc

« Happinefs of -Men hereafter is made to be
« epernal: ’ Amd ‘tis obfervable, that tho' Dr.
Clarke has urg’d all he vould in Fsvour of the Soul’s
from natural Principles, yet his Ar-
guments leave the Macwer under great Uncertainty,

afferding noching like a'£ri2 Proof or Demonfira-
tn; aad nfing no hightr than to Probability.

- Upon the Whole I obferve asfollows:. 3
Frr#k, The Plhader ncither has nor can prove
(u s Argnmcnl:, ling vo their bare un-
uccﬂ':ﬂn %ures he fhould) thae
'lnt the Hmﬂm helu:v’d or tayght concerning
the eternal Duration' of the Soul after Death, was
thé Reluit of mereunaffified Reafon.
Secondly, He has not fhewn that any of them
(notwichftanding all the Notices they receiv'd one
way or other fron Revelation) were uader a full,
fertled, and conftant Affurance of this Point; nor
can he deny, but that many of the chief among
tlm fpake, fomctimes at lcaft, digidently about

Ltﬁly He has not affign’d any Argument,
whereby axy ene Phitofopher ever dul or might
demoamftrace the Soul’s immortality : Much lefs
has he prodnc’d any Arpument of fuch a Ten-
demcy and fo much Weight, whicli lies level to
valgar Capacitics, and whereby- the Bulk of Man-
kind may eafily reafon themfelves into a full and

wdl—groundcd dﬁraﬂc: of it
¢ Expofof r.hc'Lord ..-P-'avcr, p 3 |

CHAYP
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The d:ﬁrm) Tendencies q" ﬁ}mmg,
?mg the S ﬂﬁﬂmzj of e{:ﬁnf
ﬁder

A T has already been obfcrv'd, with

e INEtRE refpect to the particular Cafe: of  the
all¢ Pleader, thatby maintaining the Suf-
SR ficiency of Reaﬁm in Oppofitiom to
. the Paforal Latser, (which the Bithop,
wrote mth a- molt Chriftian Vlcw, vig, t0 keep:
the People of his Diocefe found in the Faith,, and
to prevent the. Growth of Infidelity amoag;. ,thcm)
he has done all he could to defeat the laudable In-.
tention of that Letter ; he has confederated with,
the Enemies of our Religion, patroniz’d . their
Caufe, help’d them forward in their durty Work,
and ftrcngthen’d their Hands againft lus Lard-
fhip.

What I am now to remark is, in general, COll-
cerning the probable Tendency of this Doftripe,
and the Confequences which in it felf it may be
apt to produce. ‘The Pkeader fays, he * < bopes
“ 11 13 not true what bis Lord/bip [ays, --— that Men
‘“ thew a Zeal for Reafon and Philofophy as
“ their beft Guides in Religion, in order to in=
¢ dulge their vicious Lufts and Defires. ”* In
truth, he is but too much concern’d to hopc and

* Pica, p. 39- _
L wifh
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with fo ; becaufe by pleading the Caufe of Infidels,
and feconding them in thew Attempts againft
Cliriffianity, ’tis very probable he may tvc turn’d
afifle many from the Truth, and given Occafion to
the Enemies of Chriff to blafpheme. - But has he
any fubftantial Grounds for thinking’ thiis? or are
his Hopes well founded ? What elfe, but to loofen
the Tyes of Religion, and to indulge their Lufts
with lefs Interruption, can be the View of thofe
Men, who fet up Reafon as the BEST Guide;
ﬁﬁng human Philofophy to the Oracles of
and Pagan Ethicks to Chrif’s Sermon upon
the Mount?

He proceeds ; * ¢ Tbe Indulgence of all vicious
““ Lxfis and Defires is as contrary to the Diflates of
*¢. Reafon and true Pbilofepby, asit iste the Precepts
«« of the Gofpel. > ’Tis obfervable the Word
“ grue *’-is here difingenuoufly foifted in, only to
cteatethe Shadow of an Argument.  Setting afide
the Precepes of Revelation, every one will be left
8o follow his ewx Imagi

ination, and to walk in the
Sight of his ewow Eyes, without any certain Stan-
dard of Geod and Evil, any fure Compafs to fteer
by. The Queftion s not concerning true Philo-
fophy. God himfelf is guided only by that: And
true Philofophy and right Reafon would de as well
as the Gofpel-Morality ; and are indeed but other
Words for it. But the Misfortune is, without the
Help of Revelation no one, as far as we can judge,
would be capable of determining univerfally, or in
all Iiftances of- 2 moral Nature, wbat is true Phi-
lofophy and right Reafon; and there are many
material Attons, which the Bulk of the World
would be mcapable of reducing to their pro:r
Clafs of good, evil, or indifferent. Our Autho:
{honld have coanfider’d, whether the Diétates, of
Men’s unaffifted Reafon, and their Philofophy,

* Pica, p. 39.

which
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which are falidble in their very Nacure, and, in
fafl, never were pure or free from a Mixeure of
Frror and material Sin,” may not be more induf-
gent to vicious Lufts and Defires, than' the Pre-
cepts of the Gefpel are; and for that Reafon be mag-
nify’d as the BES T Guides in order to excluae
all Revelation. - B

The like way of arguing I meet with in anoth
Place. *Tis obferv’d in the Pafloral Letter, thit
« ¥ the afferting Reafon to be a fufficient Guide,
«« tends to perfuade Men that they may, without
¢« Danger and Inconvenience, lay afide and neg-
« le&t the Gofpel-Revelation. *’ . The Obferva-
tion is undoubtedly Juft, ashis Lordfhip intended
it. To maintain the Sufficiency of Reafon in that
extravagant Manner as the Deifts do, whom his
Lordfhip oppofes, and in which the Pleader him-
felf prefles upon their Heels too clofely, is mani-
teftly differviceable to the Caufe of Chriftianity ;
and for that Reafon they fo maintain it. Never
thelefs the Pleader objeéts to the: Obfervation, al-
ledging that this Doétrine’ + ¢ bas no fuch Tem-
“ dency, becaufe, on the contrary, to lay afide or
““ neglelt the Gofpel-Revelation, is to lay afide or
¢ neplelt natural Religion and Morality, which Rea-
¢ fom Leaches. ¥ But can he convince the Deifts,
that to neglett the Gofpel, a5 a Revelation,® ord
deny the Penmen of it to have been divinely i
fpir’d, is neceffarily to negle® and {ay afide naruril
Religion? They will own the New Teftament b
be an excellent Syftem of Morality, and it’s Pre-
cepts to ‘be agrecable to Reafon: But then théy
contend, that Reafon plainly teaches the fame, and
rierefore that a Revelation 1s quite ufelefs. Upoh
the whole then, the Pleader has worded his Argd-
ment very unfajrly 3 and fo, as that ’twill be too
apt to perplex and deceive a2 weak Mind. By

* Page, + Ples, p. 5.
L 2 - neg -
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negle&ting the Gofpel-Revelation he don’t mean
the neglecting it, confider’d as a Revelation, but
the neglecting the moral Doctrine of it, confider’d
Sfimply.and. in itfelf ; which is indeed to neglect the
beft and only true Morality. Whereas he cannot
be infenfible that his Loordfhip means by it, the
negleting this Revelation, confider’d as fuch, or
as a Revelation, 1.e. the disbelieving 1’s {pecia]
and.divine Authority: In which Senfe his L.ord-
fhip’s Obfervation is manifeftly Juft; nor can the
Pleader gainfay it.  To teach that® < there is mo
¢ Par: of Religion or Morality, which is not plasnly
<< difcoverable by the Light of Nature; > that
s< -+ Reaforis fufficient, by it’s clear and demonftrabls
cc Efm'de:zte, to determine all Points of Morality, ™
and §.«“might eafily have reform’d ajl the Corruption;
ss._that ever crept info Religions > that § ¢ Reafos
< opill lead Men to all that Happinefs their Natures ar:
<¢ rapable of 3 7 and that £ ¢ Revelation teaches ns
<< other Motiues to a good Life than Reafon does:
To teach a/f this, 1 fay, 1sthe ready Way to in-
cline Men to lay afide their Bibles, to acquiefce in
the Diétates of their own Minds, and feek no
other Guide but natzral Conicience.

~.Such isthe Tendency of the Dottrine of the Ples,
Lecr us now confider, on the other hand, what will
be the .Confequence of demying the Sufficiency of
Reafon. Fird, ’us alledg’d that it renders Men
<. | excufavle 1n tbeir greateft Enormities, Superfhi-
¢ tions, and Immoralities, as being deftitute, not thro
€S their owr: Faulty, but the Neceffity of their Circum-
¢ fances, of a fufpcient Guidein Matters of Religion.”
*Tis obfervable, that our Author rakes this to bes
notable Argument; he calls it (i a Demonftration e
abfurdo, and complains that the PLEADER fo

¢ Def.p.g44. Introd.p.s. 1 Plea,pot8.  § Plea, p.g7
§ Introd. p. 6. £ Det. p.13, 15, } Plea, p. 8.
L] Def. p. 22,
Re
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Revelation has ® artfully dropt it. Great Artindeed,
to drop an Argument which has nothing at all in
ic! I fhould rather think, ’twasin mere Picy pafs’d
over. What Propriety 1s there In calling invinci-
ble lgnorance and abfolutely involuntary Errors, the
grmzqﬂ Enormities and Immoralities ? Befide, he
has no Foundation in Hiftory for the Cafe he puts,
of Men unavoidably left to the Guidance of Reafon
only. Let him tell us when or where thofe People
Livid: And if he knows of none {uch, let him not
pretend that it neceffarily follows from the Suppo-
fition of the Infufficiency of Realon, that any Set
of Men ever were inexcufable 1n their grofleft Im-
moralities; or ¢ left under under an unavoidable
¢ Necefhity of Infidclity and Sin. >’

Secondly, He argues thus, T ¢ If Men are una-
<« voidably deftitute of a fufficient Guide in Religion,
“ and, being fo, are not accountable to God for thofe
<« Vices and Errors which they could not belp, the
<« Providence of God over Mankind [ over thofe Men]
““ {5 manifeftly deftroy’ds be ceafes to be a moral Go-
““ wernor and Fudge of [thole] Men, and they are
““ ynavoidably left to l1ve witbont God. in the World,
“ and 1na Stateof downright Athetfm. ’’

What if Titius and Tilenus, with a thoufand more
of mean Capacities, cannot difcover fuch and fuch
Actions to be proper Matter of human Duty ? Does
this (tho’ Ground enough for denying the Suffi-
ciency of Reafon) deftroy the Providence of God
over all Mankind, or even over thefe particular
People? May they not be accountable, /o far as
they do or may underfland? And is not God the
moral Governor of thofe who have but o#¢ Talent,
as well as of thofe who have ten ?

I may ask further, Why he reprefents a State of
unavoidable Ignorance of the Duties and Obligation
of Religion, .as a State of downright Atheifm ?

* Deflp. 33, + Introd. p. 14. 0
0CSs
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'Du-he deern” Jofants and Ideots to be poifon’d
with Atheiffical Prmciples? He makes no Diftine-
tiom.hstween thofe who wbflately rge? or demy the
| of & God, lndl:l:hcrs Who neither hchcvc
‘@ "2y having perhaps, thro® {ome
nm:l Incapacity,,-never once thought npon the
might with eplxhopgyaa(l;ldﬂ:r;:l ¢ in
it in
Wz_‘ Atheift, as ﬁ thofe fop, who
unavedably to five without God in the
World, and in utter IE orance of his Being.
*. Further fhill. it may be ask’d, What Propriety
: dn'em faying, Godceafato be a moral Go-
vemor and of fuch Mea? Admitting the
of Fa&, that there have been fome fo
X, (which, however true in ibmc

Governor? 1t not,
he mever was? In a
Qﬁly write with lefs

and perfonal ‘Ref
for p:lf:

accoﬁs hls I ordthi m this
. S ¢« To teach, with your Lordfbip, the

4' Ruﬁa in Rdzpm, and mtbal

it, wenld be a manifef
" M,. ——— your Dollrine tends to per-

« fosde Men, that :bq may fafely neglel, or Iay
s¢ afide natural Religion, fince their Reafon is not 4
s fuflcient Guide in it : Axnd whether this, wbhich it

“ 4bu equence r Lovdfbip’s Dollrine.
e hl}zkc;?rbt ulda?mﬁ; Irrels Ma'xd Atbeifm

“ (the® your Lordfbip fees it not) [ iewe all reafon
* Def. p.25. .
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_ , Difesce’ of fhe Plea, c. * b9
s e Perfons to judge. * The Matier rmy. be
fafely u-qhﬁ” widxﬂmy reafonable Perfon: And ae’
onc, who calmly and without Prejudice confiders
his Lordfhip’s Doétrine, will charge it with fach®
hideous Confequence. - What if Reafon is an in~
fufficient Guide, as being incapable of difcovering .
the Immortality of the Soul,-2-certzin Method of
Atonement for Sin, or a pure and perfe@ Rule of
Life? Would this quite difannul it’s Autlm'il.:y,'
vacate the Obligation of obeying any of it’s Dic-
tates, and ® ¢¢ yender it of mo more ufe in Religion
«¢ to Men than to Brutes-?2 ** ‘The Pleader himielf
acknowledges that the Heathens, by the mere ufe
of Reafon, never difcover’d a Rule of Faith and
Manners abfolutely free from Errors and Superfti-
tions; and probably sever will. - Would he then
deliver it for found Dotrine to Heathens, that the -
Ground of obeying Reafon is the Aflurance of the
Sufficiency of it; and that they need not regard
any of it’s Diflates, till it has exhibited a ifaultlefs
Rule of Life, and given them, with demonftrative:
Evidence, a5 compleat a Morality as that which-
the Gofpel teaches ! Surely, every Man is oblig’d
to follow the Guidance of Reafon whitherfoever
it direfts, tho’ it cannot lead him into all Truth
And why fhould the Suppofition of it’s not being -
capable of underftanding ¢/ Knowledge, or not.
being infallible in ali Mattérs of a Moral Natuse, "
annihilate it’s Authority, and render it quite ufe-
lefs and infignificant? The fhort is, the Pleader
either here forgets himfelf, or elfe he artfully
Jinks his Nate, and drops the proper Point in De-
bate. His Argument now proves only this, that
\Reafon 1s fufficient to difcover all that thofe, who
have no other Guide, are oblig’d to do, and thge
there is no Neceffity of obeying Reafon in affy

uch Inftances wherein it is infufficient ; which no

® Def. p. 21,
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Body will difpute with him. The Word Obey be-
g . relatrve 1o Law, imports-as much; and in
Propnety of Speech, 3 Law, whatever it -may be
to otber People, fhould not be call’d a Law to
thofe who are incapable of knowing any thing about
it. Bur the Sufficiency he elfewhere-conténds for,
is of an higher Nature and larger Extent, iz, a
Suﬁuency to reform any Corfuptions that have
crept into Religion, and to teach'all the Parts
of Dutg-which reveal’d Religion dbés.  Yes, this
13 the Sufficiency which, in other Places, he afcribes
to Reafon, however it came to pafs that his Note
is here chang’d : And let him prove, when he is
able, that the oppofite Doftrine tends to perfuade
any one to lay afide natural Religion, or lays the
Foundation of Trreligion and Atheifm.

Thus have I gone thro’ the Arucles I propos’d
to confider, The ‘World muft now judge on
which fide of the Queftion the Truth lies. One
thing I muft needs fay : *Twas my Aim through-
out to attack the Plfad*r 1n his ftrongeft Holds,
and to reply diftin@ly to thofe Paﬁ'ao'es wherein
Aus greateft Strength {eems to lie: Nor am 1 con-
“fcious of having pafs’d over in Silence any -one

Paflage of Confcquemc in the Debate, or on which
he can pretend to lay any Strefs. If he fhould

think fit to make a Reply, 1 hope he will proceed
in the like Manner, and carry on the Debate with

the fame Fairnefs.
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