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ADVERTISEMENT.

THe contents of this volume form the substance of the
article CHrisTiANITY, in the EpiNnsureH EncycLorzbia.
Its appearance is due to the liberality of the Proprietors of
that Work—nor did the Author conceive the purpose of pre-
senting it to the world in another shape, till he was permitted
and advised by them to republish it in a separate form. Itis
chiefly confined to the exposition of the historical argument
for the truth of Christianity ; and the aim of the Author is ful-
filled if he has succeeded in proving the external testimony to
be so sufficient, as to leave Infidelity without excuse, even
though the remaining important branches of the Christian de-
fence had been iess strong and satisfactory than they are.
‘ The works that 1 do in my Father’s name, they bear witness
“of me.” “ And if 1 had not done the works among them
¢ which none other man did, they had not had sin.”

‘The Author is far from asserting the study of the historical
evidence to be the only channel to a faith in the truth of Chris-
tianity. How could he, in the face of the obvious fact, that
there are thousands and thousands of Christians, who bear the
most undeniable marks of the truth having come home to their
understanding ¢ in demonstration of the Spirit and of power ?”
They have an evidence within themselves, whicia the world
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knoweth not, even the promised manifestations of the Saviour.
This evidence is a ¢ sign to them that believe ;”” but the Bible
speaks also of a ‘“sign to them which believe not+” vnd
should it be effectual in reclaiming any of these from tiicir in-
fidelity, a mighty object is gained by the exhibition of i,
Should it not be effectual, it will be to them ¢ a savour of deat:
“ unto d=ath;” and this is one of the very effects ascribed
to the proclamation of Christian truth in the first ages. If,
even in ihe face of that kind of evidence, which they have a
relish and respect for, they still hold out against the reception
of the Gospel, this must aggravate the weight of the threaten-
ing which lies upon them ; “ How shall they escape, if they
“ neglect so great a salvation ??

It will be a great satisfaction to the writer of the following
pages, if any shall rise from the perusal of them, with a
stronger determination than before to take his Christianity
exclusively from his Bible. It is not enough to entitle a man
to the name of a Christian, that he professes to believe the
Bible to be a genuine communicatior from God. To be the
disciple of any book, he must do something more than satisfy
himselt that its contents are true—he must read the book—h¢
must obtain a knowledge of the contents. And how many are
there in the world, who do not call the truth of the Bible mes-
sage in question, while they suffer it to lie heside them unoyp-
ened. unread. and unattended tn'
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EVIDENCES

OF

CHRISTIANITY.

CHAP. I

ON TIHE PRINCIPLES OF HISTORICAL EVIDENCE, AND THEIR
APPLICATION TO THE QUESTION OF THE TRUTI Or
CHRISTIANITY.

4

W ERE a verbal communication to come to us from
a person at a distance, there are two ways in which we
might try to satisfly ourselves, that this was a true com.-
munication, and that there was no imposition in the
affuir.  We might either sit in examination upon the
substance of the message ; and then from what we knew
of the person from whom it professed to come, judge
whether it was probable that such a message would be
sent by him; or we may sit in examination upon the
credibility of the messengers.

It is evident, that in carrying on the first examination,
we might be subject to very great uncertainty. The
professed anthor of the communication in question may

32




10 PRINCIPLES OF

live at such a distance from us, that we may never have it
in our power fo verify Lis message by any personal con-
versation with him. “We may be so far ignorant of his
character and designs, as to be unqualified to judge of the
kind of communication that should proceed {rom him.
To estimate avight the probable authenticity of the mes-
sage from wh -. we kaow of its author, would require an
acquaintance with his plans, and ‘ews, and circumstan-
ces, of which we may not be in possession. We may
bring the greatest degree of sagacity to this investigation ;
but then the highest sagacity is of no avail, when there
is an insufficiency of data. Gur ingenuity may be un-
bounded ; but then we may want the materials. The
principle which we assume may be untrne in itself, and
therefore may be fallacious in its application.

Thus, we may derive very little light from our first
argument. But there is still a second in reserve,—the
credibility of the messengers. We may be no judges of
the kind of communication which is natural, or likely to
proceed from a person with whom we are but imperfectly
acquainted ; but we may be very competent judges of the
degree of faith that is to be reposed in the bearers of that
eomn:unication. We may know aad appreciate the nat
ural signs of veracity. Thereis a tone and a manner
characteristic of honesty, which may be both intelligible
and convincing. 'There may be a concurrence of several
messengers. 'There may be their substantial agreement.
There may be the total want of any thing like concert or
collusion among them. Therc may be their determined
and unanimous perseverance, in spite of all the incredu-
lity and all the opposition which they meet with. The
subject of the communication may be most unpalatable to
us ; and we may be so unreasonable, as to wreak our un-

pleasant feelings upon the bearers of it. In this way,
thev mav not anlv have na eavthlv intevact ta deeciva we
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but have the strongest inducement possible to abstain from
insisting upon that message which they were charged to
deliver. Last of all, as the conclusive seal of their anthen-
ticity, they may all agree in giving us a watchword, which
we previously knew could be given by none but their
master ; and which none but his messengers could ever
obtain the possession of. In this way, unfruitful as all
our efforts may have been upon the first subject of exam-
ination, we may derive from the second the most decisive
evidence, that the message in question is a real message,
and was actually transmitted to us by its professed author.

Now, this consideration applies in all its parts to a
message from God. 'T'he argument for the truth of this
message resolves itself into the same two topics of exami-
nation. We may sit in judgmént upon the subject of the
message ; or we may sit in ]udgment upon the credibili-
ty of its bearers. |

The first forms a great part of that argument for the
truth of the Christian religion, which comes under the
head of its internal evidences. 'T'he substance of the mes-
sage 1s neither more nor less, than that particular scheme
of the divine economy which is revealed to usin the New
Testament; and the point of inquiry is, whether this
scheme be consistent with that knowledge of God and his
attributes which we are previously in possession of ?

It appears to many, that no effectual argument can be
founded upon this consideration, hecause they do not count
themselves enough acquainted with the designs or char-
acter of the being from whom the message professes to
have come. Were the author of the message some dis-
tant and unknown individual of our own species, we
would scarcely be ertitled to found an argument upon
any comparison of ours, betwixt the import of the mes-
sage and the character of the mdu idual, even though we

“\ﬂl‘ RN A B T R 3 "




12 PRINCIPLES OF

the speculation.  Now, of the invisible God, we have no
experience whatever.  'We are still further removed from
all direct and personal observation of him or of his coun-
sels. Whether we think of the eternity of his govern-
ment, or the mighty range of its influence over the wide
departments of nature and providence, he stands at such
a distance from us, as to make the management of his em-
pire a subject inaccessible to all our faculties.

It is evident, however, that this does not apply to the
second topic of examination. T'he bearers of the message
were beings like ourselves; and we can apply our safe and
certain experience of man to their conduct and testimony.
‘We may know too little of God, to found any argument
upon the coincidence which we conceive to exist between
the subject of the message and our previous conceptions of
its author. But we may know enough of man to pronounce
upon the credibility of the messengers. Had they the
manner and physiognomy of honest men? Was their tes-
timony resisted, and did they persevere in it? Had they
any interest in fabricating the message ; ¢r did they suf-
fer in consequence of this perseverance? Did they suffer
to such a degree, as to constitute a satisfying pledge of
their integrity 7 Was there more than one messenger, and
did they agree as to the substance of that communication
which they made to the world? Did they exhibit any
special mark of their office as the messengers of Ged ;
such a mark as none but God could give, and none but
his approved messengers could obtain the possession of ?
Was this mark the power of working miracles ; and
were these miracles so obviously addressed to the senses,
as to leave no suspicion of deceit behind them? ‘These
are questions which we feel eur competency to take up,
and to decide upon. 'T'hey lie within the legitimate
boundaries of human ehservation:; and upon the solu.
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tion of these do we rest the question of the truth of the
Christian religion.

This, then, is the state of the question with those to
whom the message was originally addressed. They had
.personal access to the messengers ; and the evidences of
their veracity lay before them. They were .he eye and
car-witnesses of those facts, which occurred at the com-
mencement of the Christian religion, and upon which its
credibility rests.  What met their observation must have
been enough to satisfy them ; but we live at the distance
of nearly 2000 years, and is there enough to satisfy us ?
Those facts, which constitute the evidence for Christiani-
{y, might have been credible and convincing to them, if
they really saw them ; but is there any way by which
they can be rendered credible and convincing to us, who
only read of them? What is the expedient by which the
knowledge and belief of the men of other times can be
transmitted to posterity ? Can we distinguish between a
corrupt and a faithful transmission? Have we evidence
before us, by which we can ascertain what was the belief
of those to whom the message was first communicated ?
And can the belief which existed in their minds be deriv-
ed to curs, by our sitting in judgment upon the reasons
which produced it?

The surest way in which the belief and knowledge of
the men of former ages can be transmitted to their descend-
ants, is through the medium-of written testimony 3 and it
is fortunate for us, that the records of the Christian relig-
ion are not the only historical documents which have come
down to us. A great variety of information has come
down to us In this way ; and a great part of that informa-
tion is as firmly believed, and as confidently proceeded up-
on, as if the thing narrated had happened withir the lim-
its of onr eve-sight.  No man doubts the invasion of Brit-
ain hy Julius Ciiesar: and no man doubts, therefore. that
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a conviction of the truth of past events may be fairly pro-
duced in the mind by the instrumentality of a written we-
morial. T'his is the kind of evidence which is chiefly ap-
pealed to for the truth of ancient bistory ; and it is count-
ed satisfying evidence for all that part of it, which is re-
ceived and depended upon.

In laying before the reader, then, the evidence for the
truth of Christianity, we do not call his mind to any sin-
gular or unprecedented exercise of its faculties. We call
him to pronounce upon the credibility of written docu-
ments, which profess to have been published at a certain
age, and by certain authors. The inquiry involves in it
no principle which is not appealed to every day in ques-
tions of ordinary criticism. To sit in judgment on the
credibility of a written document, is a frequent and famil-
iar exercise of the understanding with literary men. It
is fortunate for the human mind, when so interesting a
question as its religious faith can be placed under the tri-
bunal of such evidence as it is competent to pronounce
upon. It was fortunate for those to whom Christianity
(a professed communication from heaven) was first ad.-
dressed, thxt they could decide upon the genuineness of
the communication by such familiar and every-day prin-
ciples, as the marks of truth or falsehood in the human
bearers of that comwmunication. And it is fortunate for
us, that when, after that communication has assumed the
form of a historical document, we can pronounce upon the
degree of credit which should be attached to it, by the
very same exercise of mind which we so confidently en-
gage in, when sitting in examination upon the other his-
torical documents that have come down to us from anti-
quity.

1f two historical documents possess equal degrees of
cvidence, they should produce equal degrees of convie-
tion. But if the object of the one be to establish some
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fact connected with our religious faith, while the ebject of
the other is to establish some fact, about which we feel no
other interest, than that general curiosity which is grati-
fied by the solution of any question in literature, this dif-
ference in the object produces a difference of cffect in the
feelings and tendencies of the mind. 1t is impossible for
the mind, while it inquires into the evidence of a Chris-
tian document, to abstain from all reference to the impor-
tant conclusion of the inquiry. And this will necessarily
mingle its influence with the arguments which engage its
attention. It may be of importance to attend to the pe-
culiar feelings which are thus given to the investigation,
and in how far they have affected the impression of the
Christian argument.

We know it to be the opinion of some, that in this way
an undue advantage has been given to that argument. In-
stead of a pure question of truth, it has been made a ques-
tion of sentiment, and the wishes of the heart have ming-
led with the exercises of the understanding. There is a
class of men who may feel disposed to overraie its evi-
dences, because they are anxious to give every support
and stability to a system, which they conceive to be most
intimately connected with the dearest hopes and wishes
of humanity ; because their imagination is carried away
by the sublimity of its doctrines, or their heart engaged
by that amiable morality which is so much calculated to
improve ..nd adorn the face of society.

Now, we are ready to admit, that as the object of the
inquiry is not the character, but the truth of Christianity,
the philosopher should be careful to protect his mind from
the delusion of its charms. He should separate the exer-
cises of the understanding from the tendencies of the fancy
or of the heart. He should be prepared to follow the light
of evidence, though it may lead bim to conclusions the
most painful and melancholy. He shonld train his mind
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to all the hardihood of abstract and untecling telligence.
He should give up every thing to the supremacy of aigu-
ment, and be able to renounce, without a sigh, all the ten-
derest prepossessions of infancy, the moment that truth
demands of him the sacrifice. Let it be remembered,
however, that while one species of prejudice operates in
favour of Christianity, another prejudice operates against
it. There is a class of men who are repelled from the
investigation of its evidences, because in their minds Chris-
tianity is allied with the weaxness of superstition; and
they feel that they are descending, when they bring down
their attention to a subject which engrosses so much res-
peet and admivation from the vulgar.

It appears to us, that the peculiar feeling which the
sacredness of the subject gives (o the inquirer, is, upon
the whole, unfavourable to the impression of the Christian
argument. Had the subject not been sacred, and had the
same testimony been given to the facts that are connected
with it, we are satisfied, that the history of Jesus in the
New Testament would have been looked upon as the best
supported by evidence of any history that has come dowu
to us. It would assist us in appreciating the cvidence for
the truth of the gospel history, if sve could conceive for a
moment, that Jesus, instead of being the founder of a new
religion, had been merely the founder of a new school of
philosophy, and that the different histories which have
come down to us had merely represented him as an ex-
traordinary person, who had rendered himself illustrious
among his countrymen by the wisdom of his sayings, and
the beneficence of his actions. We venture to say, that
had this been the case, a tenth part of the testimony which
has actually been given, would have been enough to sat-
isfy us. Had it been a question of mere erudition, where
neither a predilectien in favour of a religion, nor an antip-
athy against it, could have impressed a hias in any one




HISTORICAL EVIDENCE. 17

direction, the testimony, both in weight and in quantity,
would have been looked upon as quite unexampled in the
whole compass of ancient literature. |

To form a fair estimate of the strength and decisive-
ness of the Christian argument, we should, if possible,
divest ourselves of all reference to religion, and view the
truth of the gospel history, purely as a question of erudi-
tion. 1If at the outset of the investigation we have & pre-
Jadice against the Christian religion, the effect is obvious ;
and without any refinement of explanation, we see at once
how such a prejudice must dispose us to annex suspicion
and distrust to the testimony of the Christian writers. Bat
even when ihe prejudice is on the side of Christianity, the
effect is unfavourable on a mind that is at all scrupulous
about the rectitude of its opinions. In these circumstan-
ces, the mind gets suspicious of itself. It feels a predi-
lection, and becomes apprehensive lest this predilection
may have disposed it to cherish a particular conclusion,
independently of the evidences by which it is supported.
Were it a mere speculative guestion, in which the interests
of man, and the attachments of his heart, had no share, he
would feel greater confidence in the result of his investi-
gation. Bat it is difficult to separate the moral impres-
sious of piety, and it iy no less difficult to calculate their
precisc influence on the exercises of the understanding.
Lo the complex sentiment of attachment and conviction,
which he annexes to the Christian religion, he finds it
diflicult to say, how much is due to the tendencies of the
heart, and how much is due to the pure and unmingled
influence of arg ment. His very anxicty for the trath,
disposes him to overrate the circumstances which give a
bias to his understanding, and through the whole process
of the inquiry, he feels a suspicion and an embarrassment,
which he would wvot have felt, had it been a question of

ordinary erudition.
R
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"The same suspicion which he attaches to himselt, he will
be ready to attach to all whom he conceives to be in sim-
ilar circumstances. Now, every author who writes in
defence of Christianity is supposed to be a Christian ;
and this, in spite of every argument to the contrary, has
the actual effect of weakening the impression of his testi-
mony. This suspicion affects, in a more remarkable
degree, the testimony of the first writers on the side of
Christianity. In opposition to it, you have iio doubt, to
allege the circumstances under which the testimony was
given ; the tone of sincevity which runs through the per-
formance of the author ; the concurrence of other testimo-
nies ; the persecutions which were sustained in adhering
to them, and which can be accounted for on no other
principle, than the power of conscience and counviction ;
and the utter impossibility of imposing a false testimony
on the world, had they even been disposed to do it.  Still
there is a lurking suspicion, which ofien survives all this
strength of argument, and which it is difficult to get rid
of, even after it has been demounstrated to be completely
unreasonable. Heis a Christian. He is one of the party.
Am I an infidel? I persist in distrusting the testimony.
Am I a Christian? 1 vejoice in the strength of it; bat
this very joy becomes matter of suspicion to a scrupulous
inquirer. He fecls something more than the concurrence of
his belief in the testimony of the writer. ke catches the
infection of his piety and his moral sentiments.  Tu addi-
tion to the acquiescence of the understanding, there is a
con amore feeling both in himself, and in his author, which
he had rather been without, beeause he finds it difficult
to compute the precise amount of its influence ; and the
consideration of this restrains him from that clear and de-
cided conclusion, which he would infallibly have landed
in, had it been purely a secular investigzution,

There is something in the very saciedness of the sub.
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ject, which inlimidates the understanding, and restrains
it from making the same firm and confident application of
its faculties, which it would have felt itself perfectly war-
ranted to do, had it been a question of ordinary history.
Had the apostles been the disciples of some eminent phi-
losoplier, and the fathers of the church, their immediate
successors in the office of presiding over the discipline
and instruction of the numerous schools which they had
established, this would have given a secular complexion
to the argument, which we think would have been more
satisfying to the mind, and have impressed upon it a clo-
ser and more familiar conviction of the history in question.
We should have immediately brought it into comparison
with the history of other philosopliers, and could not have
failed to vecognize, that, in minuteness of information, in
weight and quantity of evidence, in the concurrence of
aumerous and independent testimonies, and in the total
absence of every circumstance that should dispose us to
annex suspicion to the account which lay before us, it far
surpassed any thing that had come down to us from anti-
quity. It so happens, however, that, instead of being the
history of a philosopher, it is the history of a prophet.
The veneration we aunex to the sacreduess of .uch a
character, mingles with our belief in the truth of his his-
tory. From a question of simple truth, it becomes a
question in which the heart is interested ; and the subject
from that moment assumes a certain holiness and mystery,
which veils the strength of the argument, and takes off
ivom that familiar and intimate conviction which we annex
to the far less authenticated histories of profane authors.

It may be further observed, that every part of the
Christian argument has been made to undergo a most se-
vere scrutiny. ‘I'he same degree of evidence which in ques-
tions of ordinary history, commands the easy and universal
acquiescence of every inquirer, has, in the subject hefore
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us, been taken most thoroughly to pieces, and pursued,
both by friends and enimies, into all its ramifications.
The ctfect of this is unquestionable. The genuincness
and authenticity of the. profane historian, are admitted
upon much inferior evidence to what we can adduce for
the different pieces which make up the New Testament :
Aund why? Becausc the evidence has been hitherto
thought sufficient, and the genuineness and authenticity
have never been questioned. Not so with the Gospel
history. Though its evidence is precisely the same in
kind, and vastly superior in degree to the evidence for the
history of the profane writer, its evidence has been ques-
tioned, and the very circumstance of its being questioned
has annexed a suspicion to it. At all points of the ques-
tion, there has heen a struggle and a controversy. KEvery
ignorant objection, and every rash and petulant observa-
tion, has been iaken up and commented upon by the de-
fenders of Christianity. 'There has at last been so much
sald about it, that a general feeling of insecurity is apt to
accompany the whole investigation. 'T'here has been so
much fighting, that Christianity now is looked upon as de-
batable ground. Other books, where the evidence is much
inferior, but which have had the advantage of never be-
ing questioned, are rcceived as of established authority.
It is striking to observe the perfect confidence with which
an infidel will quote a passage from an ancient historian.
He perbaps does net overrate the credit due to him. But
present him with a tabellated and comparative view of all
the evidences that can be adduced for the gospel of Mat-
thew, and any profane historian, which he chooses to fix
upon, and let each distinct evidence be discussed upon
no other principle than the ordinary and approved prinei-
ples of criticism, we assure him that the sacred history
would far outweigh the profane in the number and value
of its testimonies.
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In illustration of the above remarks, we can refer to
the experience of those who have attended to this exam-
ination. We ask them to recollect the satisfaction which
they felt, when they came to those parts of the examina-
tion, where the argument assumes a secular complexion.
Let us take the testimony of Tacitus for an example. He
asserts the execution of our Saviour in the reign of Tibe-
rius, and under the procuratorship of Pilate ; the tempo-
rary check, which this gave to his religion ; its revival,
and the progress it had made, not only over Judea, but to
the city of Rome. Now all this is attested in the Annals
of Tacitus. But it is also attested in a far more direct
and circumstantial manner in the annals of another author,
in a book entitled the History of the JActs of the Apostles
by the Evangelist Luke. Both of these performances car-
ry on the very face of them the appearance of unsuspicious
and well-authenticated documents. But there are several
circumstances, in which the testimony of Luke possesses
a decided advantage over the testimony of Tacitus. He
was the companion of these very apostles. He was an
eye witness to many of the events recorded by him. He
had the advantage over the Roman historian in time and
in place, and in personal knowledge of many of the cir-
cumstances in his history. 'The genuineness of his pub-
lication, too, and the time of its appearance, are far better
established, and by precisely that kind of argument which
is held decisive in every other question of erudition. Be-
sides all this, we have the testimony of at least five of the
Christian fathers, all of whoin had the same, or a greater,
advantage in point of time than Tacitus, and who had a
much nearer and readier access to original sources of in-
formation. Now, how comes it that the testimony of Tac-
itus, a distant and later historian, should yield such de-
light and satisfaction to the inquirer, while all the ante-
cedent testimony (which, by every principle of approved




23 PRINCIPLES OF

criticism, 1s much stronger than the other) should produce
an impression that is comparatively languid and ineffectu-
al? It is owing in a great measure, to the principle to
which we have alrcady alluded. There is a sacredness
annexed to the subjcct, so long as it is under the pen of
fathers and evangelists, and this very sacrcdness takes
away from the freedom and confidence of the argument.
The moment that it is taken up by a profane author, the
spell which held the understanding in some degree of re-
straint is dissipated. We now tread on the more familiar
ground of ordinary history ; and the cvidence for the truth
of the Gospel appears more assimilated to that evidence,
which brings home to our conviction the particulars of the
Greek and Roman story.

To say that Tacitus was upon this subject a disinter-
ested historian, is not erough to explain the preference
which you give to his icstimony. There is no subject in
which the triumph of the Christian argument is more con-
spicuous, than the moral qualifications which give credit
to the testimony of its witnesses. We have every possi-
ble evidence, that there could be neither mistake nor false-
hood in their testimony ; a much greater quantity of evi-
dence, indeed, than can actually be produced to establish
the credibility of any other historian. Now all we ask
is, that where an exception to the veracity of any historian
1s removed, you restore him to that degree of credit and
influence which he ought to have possessed, had no such
exception been made. In no case has an exception to the
credibility of an author been more triumphantly removed,
than in the case of the early Christian writers; and yet,
as a proof that there really exists some such delusion as
we have heen labouring to demonstrate, though our eyes
arc perfectly open to the integrity of the Christian witness-
es, there is still a disposition to give the preference to the
secular historian. When Tacitus is placed by the side
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of the evangelist Luke, even after the decisive argument,
which establishes the credit of the latter historian has con.-
vinced the understanding, there remains a tendency in the
mind to annex a confidence to the account of the Roman
writer, which is altogether disproportioned to the relative
merits of his testimony.

Let us suppose, for the sake of farther illustration,
that T'acitus had included some more particulars in his
testimeny, and that, in addition to the execution of our
Saviour, he had asserted, in round and unqualified terms,
that this said Christus had risen .rom the dead, and was
seen alive by some hundreds of his acquaintances. Kven
this wonld not have silenced altogether the cavils of ene-
mies, but it would have reclaimed many an infidel ; heen
exulted in by many a sincere Christian ; and made to oc-
cupy a foremost place in many a hook upen the eviden-
ces of our religion. Are we to forget all the while, that
we are in actual possession of much stronger testimony ?
that we have the concurrence of eight or ten contemporary
authors, most of whom had actually seen Christ after the
great event of his resurrection ? that the veracity of these
authors, and the genuineness of their respective publica-
tions, are cstablished on jrounds much stronger than have
ever been alledged in behalf of Tacitus, or any ancient
aathor ? Whence this unaccountable preference of Taci-
tus? Upon every received principle of criticism, we are
bound to annex greater confidence to the testimony of the
apostles. Itis vain to recur to the imputation of its being
an interested testimony. T'his the apologists for Chris-
tianity undertake to disprove, and actually have disproved
it, and that by a much greater quantity of evidence than
would be held perfectly decisive in a question of common
history. 1 after this there should remain any lurking
sentiment of diffidence or suspicion, it is entirely resolva-
ble into some such principle 25 T have already allnded to.
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It is to be treated as a mere feeling,—a delusion which
should not be admitted to have any influence on the con-
victions of the understanding,.

The principle which we have been attempting to ex-
pose, is found, in fact, to run through every part of the ar-
gument, and to accompany the inquirer through all the
branches of the investigation. The authenticity of the
different books of the New Testament forms a very im-
portant inquiry, wherein the object of the Christian apol-
ogist is to prove, that they were really written by their
professed authors. In proof of this, there is an uninter-
rupted series of testimony from the days of the apostles ;
and it was not to be expected, that a point so isoteric to
the Christian society could have attracted the attention of
profane authors, till the religion of Jesus, by its progress
in the world, had rendered itself conspicuous. 1t is not
then till about eighty years after the publication of the
different picces, that we meet with the testimony of Cel-
sus, an avowed enemy to Christianity, and who asserts,
upon the strength of its general notoriety, that the histori-
cal parts of the New Testament were written by the dis-
ciples of our Saviour. This is very decisive evidence.
But how does it happen, that it should throw a clearer
gleam of light and satisfaction over the mind of the in-
quirer, than he had yet experienced in the whole train of
his investigation?  Whenee that disposition to underrate
the antecedent testimony of the Christian writers 2 Talk
not, of theirs’ being an intevested testimony ; for, in point
of fact, the same disposition operaics, after reason is con-
vinced that the suspicion is totally unfounded. What we
contend for is, that this indifference to the testimony of the
Christian writers implies a dereliction of prineiples, which
we apply with the utmost confidence to all similar inqui-
ries.

The effects of this same principle are perfectly dis-
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cernible in the writings of even cur most judicious apolo.-
gists. We offer no reflection against the assiduous Lard-
ner, who, in his credibility of the Gospel history, presents
us with a collection of testimonies which should make ev-
ery Christian proud of his religion. In his evidence for
the authenticity of the different pieces which make up the
New Testament, he begins with the oldest of the fathers,
some of whom were the intimate companions of the orig-
inal writers. According to our view of the matter, he
should have dated the commencement of his argument
from a higher point, and begun with the testimonies of
these original writers to one another. In the second
Epistle of Peter, there is a distinct reference made to the
writings of Paul § and in the Acts of the Apostles, there
is a reference made to one of the four Gospels. Had Pe-
ter, instead of being an apostle, ranked only with the
fathers of the church, and had his epistle not been admit-
ted into the canon of scripture, this testimony of his would
have had a place in the catalogue, and been counted pe-
culiarly valuable, both for iis precision and its antiquity.
‘There is certainly nothing in the estimation he enjoyed,
or in the circumstances of his epistle being bound up with
the other books of the New Testament, which ought to
impair the credit of his testimony. But in effect, his tes-
timony does make a weaker impression on the mind, than
a similar testimony from Barnabas, or Clement, or Poly-
carp. 1t certainly ought not to do it, and there is a delusion
in the preference that is thus given to the latter writers. It
is, 1n fact, another example of the principle which we have
heen so often insisting upon. W hat profane authors are in
reference to Christian authors at large, the fathers of the

church are in reference to the original writers of the New
Testament. In contradiction to every approved principle,
we prefer the distant and later testimony, to the testimo-

ny of writers. who carry as much evidence and legitimate
4
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authority along with them, and who only differ from oth.-
ers in being nearer the original sources of information.
We neglect and undervalue the evidence which the New
Testament itself furnishes, and rest the whole of the ar-
gument upon the external and superinduced testimony of
subsequent authors.

A great deal of all this is owing to the manner in
which the d-fence of Christianity has been conducted by
its friends and supporters. They have given too much in-
to the saspicions of the opposite party. They have yield-
ed their minds to the infection of their scepticism, and
maintained, through the whole proeess, a caution and a
delieacy which they often carry to a degree that is exces-
sive § and by which, in fact, they have done injustice to
their own arguments. Some of them begin with the tes.
timony of Tacitus as a first principle, and pursue the in-
vestigation upwards, as if the evidence that we collect
from the annals of the Roman historian were stronger than
that of the Christian writers who flourished nearer the
scene of the investigation, and whose credibility can be
established en grounds which are altogether independent
of his testimony. In this way, they come at last to the
eredibility of the New Testament writers, but by a length-
cned and circuitous procedure. The reader feels as if
the argument were diluted at every step in the process of
derivation, and his faith in the Gospel history is much
weaker than his faith in histories that arc far less authen-
ticated. Bring Tacitus and the New Testament to an
immediate comparison, and subject them both to the
touchstone of ordinary and received principles, and it will
he found that the latter leaves the former out of sight in
all the marks, and characters, and evidences of an authen-
tic history. 'The truth of the Gospel stands on a much
firmer and more independent footing, than many of its
defenders would dare to give us any conception of. They
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want that boldness of argument which the merits of the
question entitle them to assume. 'They ought to maintain
a more decided front to their adversaries, and tell them,
that. in the New Testament itsclf—in the concurrence of
its numerous. and distant, and independent authors—in
the uncontradicted authority which it has maintained from
the earliest times of the church—in the total inability of
the bitterest adversaries of our religion to impeach its
credibility—in the genuine characters of honesty and
fairness which it carries on the very face of it; thatin
these, and in every thing else, which can give validity to the
written history of past times, there is a weight and a
splendour of evidence, which the testimony of Tacitus
cannot confirm, and which thc absence of that testimony
could not have diminished.

1f it were necessary, in a court of justice, to ascertain
the circumstances of a certaiu transaction which happened
in a particular neighbourhood, the obvious expedient
would be to examine the agents and the cye-witnesses of
that transaction. If six or eight concurred in giving the
same testimony—if there was no appearance of collusion
amongst them—if they had the manner and aspect of
creditable men—above all, if this testimony were made
public, and not a single individual, from the numerous
spectators of the transaction alluded to, stept forward to
falsify it, then, we apprehend, the proof would be looked
upon as complete. Other witnesses might be summoned
from a distance to give in their teslimony, not of what
they saw, but of what they heard upon the subject; but
their concurrence, though a happy enough circumstance,
would never be looked upon as any material addition to
the evidence already brought forward. Another court of
justice might be held in a distant country, and years after
the death of the original witnesses. It might have occa-
sion to verify the same transaction, and for this purpose
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might call in the only evidence which it was capable of
collecting—the testimonv of men who lived after the
transaction in question, and at a great distance from the
place where it happened. There would be no hesitation,
in ordinary cases, ahout the relative value of the two tes-
timonies ; and the rvecord of the first court could be ap-
pealed to by posterity as by far the more valuable docu-
ment, and far more decisive of the point in controversy.
Now, what we complain of, is, that in the instance before
us this principle is reversed. The report of hearsay
witnesses is held in higher estimation than the report of
the original agents and spectators. The wmost implicit
credit is given to the testimony of the distant and later
historians, and the testimony of the original wituesses is
received with as much distrust as if they carried the marks
of villany and imposture upon their foreheads. "The gen-
uincness of the first record can be established by a much
greater weight and variety of evidence, than the genuine-
ness of the second. Yet all the suspicion that we feel
upon this subjcct annexes to the former ; and the apostles
and evangelists, with every evidence in their favour which
it is in the power of testimony to furnish, are, in fact, de-.
graded from the place which they ought te occupy among
the accredited historians of past times.

'The above observations may help to prepare the in-
quirer for forming a just and impartial estimate of the
merits of the Christian testimony.  His great object should
‘be to guard against cvery bias of the understanding. The
general idea is, that a predilection in favour of Christian-
ity may lead him to overrate the argument. We bhelieve
that if every unfair tendency of the mind could be subjected
to a rigorous computation, it would Le found, that the
combined operation of them all has the eflect of impressing
a bias in a contrary divection. Al we wish for, is, toat
the avgunments whieh are Leld decisive in other historical
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questions, should not be looked upon as nugatory when
applied to the investigation of those facts which are con.
nected with the trath and establishment of the Christiau re-
ligion, that every prepossession should be swept away,
and room left for the understanding, to 9matmte mthmxt
fear, and without incumbranee. |




CHAP. Il

ON THE AUTHENTICITY OF THE DIFFERENT BOOKS OF TIIE
NEW TESTAMENT.

T argument for the truth of the different facts re.-
eorded in the gospel history, resolves itsclf into four parts.
In the first, it shall be our object to prove, that the differ-
ent pieces which make up the New Testament, were writ-
ten by the authors whose names they bear, and the age
which is commonly assigned to them. In the second, we
shall exhibit the internal marks of truth and honesty, which
may be gathered from the compositions themselves. In
the third, we shall press vpon the reader the known situ-
ation and history of the authors, as satisfying proofs of the
veracity with which they delivered themselves. And, in
the fourth, we shall lay before them the additional and
subsequent testimonies, by which the narrative of the orig-
inal writers is supported.

In every point of the investigation, we shall meet with
examples of the principle which we have already alluded
to. 'We have said, that if two distinct inquiries be set on
fo , where the object of the one is to settle some point of
sacred history, and the object of the other is to setile some
point of profane history ; the mind acquiesces in a much
smaller quantity of evidence in the latter case than it does
in the former. 1If this be right, (and to a certain degrec

it undoubtedly is,) then it is incumbent on the defender of
Chvictianity to hrine forward a ereater auantity of evidenee
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than would be deemed sufficient in a question of common
literature, and to demand the acquiescence of his reader
upon the strength of this superior evidence. If it be not
right beyond a certain degree—and if there be a tendency
in the mind to carry it beyond that degree, then this ten-
dency is founded upon a delusion, and it is well that the
reader should be apprised of its existence, that he may
protect himself from its influence. 'The superior quantity
of evidence which we can bring forward, will, in this case,
all go to angment the positive effect upon his convictions ;
and he will rejoice to perceive, that he is far safer in be-
lieving what has been handed down to him of the history
of Jesus Christ, and the doctrine of his apostles, than in
believing what he has never doubted—the history of Alex-
ander, and the doctrine of Socrates. Could all the marks
of veracity, and the list of subsequent testimonies, be ex-
hibited to the eye of the reader in parallel columns, it would
enable him, at one glance, to form a complete estimate.
We shall have occasion to call his attention to this so
often, that we may appear to many of our readers to have
expatiated upon our introductory principle to a degree
that is tiresome and unnecessary. We conceive, howey-
cr, that it 1s the best and most perspicuous way of putting
the argument. |

L. The different pieces which make up the New Tes-
tament, were written by the authors whose names they
hear, and at the time which is commonly assigned to them.

After the long slumber of the middle ages, the curios-
ity of the human mind was awakened, and felt its atten-
tion powerfully directed to those old writings, which have
survived the waste of so many centuries. It were a curi-
ous speculation to ascertain the precise quantity of evi-
dence whieh lay in the information of these old documents.
And it may help us in onr estimate, first to suppose, that
in the researches of that neriod. there was only one com-
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position found which professed to be a narrative of past
times. A number of circumstances can be assigned,
which might give a certain degree ol probability to the
information even of this solitary and unsupported doca-
ment. 'There is, first, the general consideration, that the
principle upon which a man feels himself induced to
write a true history, is of more frequent and powerful op-
eration, than the principle upon which a man feels him-
self induced to offer a false or a disguised representation
of facts to the world. 'This affords a general probabili-
ly on the side of the document in question being a true
narrative ; and there may be some particulars connected
with the appearance of the performance itself, which might
strengthen this probability. We may not be able to dis-
cover in the story itself any inducement which the man
could have in publishing it, if it were mainly and substan-
tially false. We might see an expression of honesty, which
1t is in the power of written lingunage, as well as of spok-
en language, to convey. We might see that there was
nothing monstrous or improbable in the narrative itself.
And, without enumerating every particular calculated to
give it the impression of truth, we may, in the progress of
our inquiries, have ascertained, that copies of this manu-
script were to be found in many places, and in diflerent
parts of the world, proving, by the evidence of its diffu-
sion, the general esteem in which it was held by the rea-
ders of past ages. This gives us the testimony of these
readers to the value of the performance; and as we are
supposing it is a history, and not a work of imagination,
it could only be valued on the principle of the information
which was laid before them being true. In this way a
solitary document, transmitled to us from a remote anti-
quity, might gain credit in the world, though it had been
lost sight of for many ages, and only hrought to light by
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the revival of a literary spirit, which had lain dormant
during a long period of history.

We can farther suppose, that, in the progress of these
researches, another manuscript was discovered, having
the same characters, and possessing the same separate
and original marks of truth, with the former. 1f they both
touched upon the same period of history, and gave testi-
mony to the same events, it is plain that a stronger evidence
for the truth of these events would be afforded, than what
it was in the power of either of the testimonies taken sep-
arately to supply. 'I'he separate circumstances which gave
a distinct credibility to each of the testimonies are added
together, and give a so much higher credibility to those
points of information upon which they deliver a com-
mon testimony. This is the case when the testimonies
carry in them the appearance of being independent of
one anoher. And even when the one is derived from
the other, it still affords an accession to the evidence 5 be-
cause the author of the subsequent testimony gives us the

distinct assertion, that he believed in the truth of the
original testimony.

The cvidence may be strengthened still farther, by
the accession of a third manuseript, and a third testimony.
All the separate circumstances which confer credibility
upon any one document, even though it stands alone and
unsupported by any other, combine themselves into a
much stronger body of evidence, when we have obtained
the concurrence of several. 1f, even in the case of a sin-
gle narrative, a probability lies on the side of its being
true, from the muliitude and diffnsion of copies, and from
the air of truth and honesty discernible in the composition
itself, the probability is heightened by the coincidence of
several narratives, all of them possessing the same claims
upon our belief. If it be improbable that one should be
written for the purpose of imposing a falschood upon the
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world, it is still more improbable that many should be
written, all of them conspiring to the same perverse and
unnatural object. No one can doubt, at least, that of the
multitude of written testimonies which have come down
to us, the true must greatly preponderate over the false ;
and that the deceitful principle, though it exists sometimes,
eould never operate to such an extent, as to carry any
great or general imposition in the face of all the documents
which are before us. The supposition must be extended
much farther than we have yet carried it, before we rcich
the degree of evidence and of testimony, of which, on ma-
ny points of ancient history, we are at this moment in ac-
tual possession. Many documents have been collected,
professing to be written at different times, and by men of
different countries. In this way, a great body of ancient
literature has been formed, from which we can collect
many points of evidence, too tedious to enumerate. Do
we find the express concurrence of several anthors to the
same picce of history ? Do we find, what is still more
impressive, events formally announced in oune narrative,
not told over again, but implicd and proceeded upon as
true in another ? Do we find the succession of history,
through a series of ages, supported in a way that is nat-
ural and consistent? Do we {ind thiose compositions which
profess a higher antiquity, appealed to by those which
profess a lower ? 'These, and a number of other points.
which meet every scholar who betakes himsclf to the ac-
tual investigation, give a most warm and living character
of reality to the history of past times. T'herc 1s a perver-
sity of mind which may vesist all this. There is no end
to the fancies of scepticism.  We may plead in vain the
number of written testimonics, their artless ceincidence,
and the perfect undesignedness of mauuner by which they
often supply the circumstances that serve hoth to guide
and satisfy the inquirer, and to throw light and suppor!
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upon one another. 'The infidel will still have something,
behind which he can entrench himself ; and his last sup-
position, monstrous and unnatural as it is, may be, that
the whole of written history is a laborious fabrication, sus-
tained {or many ages, and concurred in by many individ-
uals, with no other purpose than to enjoy the anticipated
blunders of the men of future times, whom they had eom-
bined with so much dexterity to bewilder and lead astray.

If it were possible to summon up to the presence of
the mind, the whole mass of spoken testimony, it would
be found, that what was false bore a very small propor-
tion to what was true. Ifor many obvious reasons, the
proportion of the false to the true must be also small in
written testimony. Yet instances of falsehood occur in
both ; aud the actual ability to separate the false from the
{rue in written history, proves that historical evidence has
its principles and its probabilities to go upon. There
may be the natural signs of dishonesty. There may be
the wilduess and improbability of the narrative. There
may be a total want of agreement on the part of other
documents. Therc may be the silence of every author for
‘ages after the pretended date of the manuscript in ques-
tion. There may be all these, in sufficient abundance, to
convict the manuscript of forgery and falsehood. 'T'his
has actually been done in several instances. The skill
and discernment of the human mind upon the subject of
historical evidence, have been improved by the exercise.
The few cases in which sentence of condemnation has
been given, are so many testimonics to the competency of
the tribunal which has sat in judgment over them, and
zive a stability to their verdiet, when any document is
approved of. It is a peculiar subject, and the men who
stand at a distance from it may multiply their suspicions
and their scepticism at pleasure 5 but no intelligent man
ever entered into the details, without feeling the most fa.
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miliar and satisfying couviction of that credit and confi-
dence which it is in the power of historical evidence to
bestow.

Now, to apply this to the object of our present divis-
ion, which is to ascertain the age of the document, and
the person who is the author of it. 'These are points of
information which may be collected from the performance
itself. 'They may be found in the body of the composi-
tion, or they may be more formally announced in the title
page—and every time that the book is referred to by its
title, or the name of the author and age of the publication
are announced in any other document that has come down
to us, these points of information receive additional proof
from the testimony of subsequent writers.

The New Testament is bound up in one volume, but
we would be underrating its evidence if we regarded it
only as one testimony, and that the truth of the facts re-
corded in it rested upon the testimony of one historian.
1t is not one publication, but a collection of several publi-
cations, which are ascribed to diiferent authors, and made
iheir first appearance in different parts of the world. To
fix the date of their appearance, it is necessary to institute
a separate inquiry for each publication ; and it is the un-
expected testimony of all subsequent writers, that two of
the Gospels and several of the Epistles, were written by
the immediate disciples of our Saviour, and published in
their lifetime. Celsus, an enemy of the Christian faith,
refers to the affairs of Jesus as written by his disciples.
He never thinks of disputing the fact ; and from the ex-
tracts which he makes for the purpose of criticism, there
can be no doubt in the mind of the rcader, that it is one or
other of the four Gospels to which he refers. 'The single
testimony of Celsus may be considered as decisive of the
fact, that the story of Jesus & of his life was actually writ-
ten by his diseiples.  Celsus writes about a hundred years
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after the alleged time of the publication of this story ; but
that it was written by the companions of this Jesus, is a
fact which he never thinks of disputing. He takes it up
upon the strength of its general notoriety, and the whole
history of that period furnishes nothing that can attach
any doubt or suspicion to this circumstance. Referring
to a principle already taken notice of, had it been the his-
tory of a philosopher instead of a prophet, its authenticity
would have been admitted without any formal testimony
to that effect. It would have been admitted, so to speak;
upon the mere existence of the title-page, combined with
this circumstance. that the whole course of history or tra-
dition does not furnish us with a single fact, leading us to
believe that the correctness of this title-page was ever
questioned. It would have been admitted, not because it
was asserted by subsequent writers, but because they
made no assertion upon the subject, because they never
thought of converting it into a matter of discussion, and
hecause their occasional references to the book in question
would be loaked upon as carrying in them a tacit acknow-
ledgment, that it was the very same book which it pro-
fessed to be at the present day. 'The distinct assertion of
Celsus, that the pieces in question were written by the
companions of Jesus, though even at the distance of a
hundred years, is an argument in favour of their authen-
ticity, which cannot be alleged for many of the most es-
teemed compositions of antiquity. It is the addition of a
formal testimony to that kind of general evidence, which
1s founded upon the tacit or implicd concurrence of sub-
sequent writers, and which is held to be perfectly decisive
in similar cases.

Had the pieces, which make up the New Testament,
been the only doenments of past times, the mere existence
of a prefension to such an age, and to such an aunthor, rest-
ing on their own information, wonld have heen sustained
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as a certain degree of evidence, that the real age and the
real author had heen assigned o them.  But we have the
testimony of subscquent authors to ihe sawme effect 5 and it
is to be remarked, thai it is by far the most crowded, and
the most closely sustained series of testimonies, of which
we have any example in the whole field of ancient history.
When we assigned the testimony of Celsus, it is not to be
supposed that this is the very first which occurs after the
days of the apostles. The blank of a hundred years be-
twixt the publication of the original story and the publica-
tion of Celsus, is filled up by antecedeut testimonies, which
in all fairness, should be counted more decisive of the point
in question. They are the iestimonies of Christian writ-
ers, and, in as far as a nearer opportunily of ebtaining
correct information is concerned, they should be held more
valuable than the testimony of Celsus. T'hese references
are of three kinds :—First, In some cases, their reference
to the books of the New Testament is made in the form
of an express quotation, and the author particularly pam-
ed. Secondly, In other cases, the quotation is made
without reference to the particular author, and ushered in
Ly he general words, ¢ as it is written.” And, Third-
ly, There are innumerable allusions to the different parts
of the new Testament, scattered over all the writings of
the earlier fathers. In this last case there is ng express
citation 5 but we have the sentiment, the turn of expres.
sion, the very words of the New Testament, repeated so
often, and by such a number of different writers, as to
leave no doubtl upon the mind, that they were copied from
one commen original, which was at that perviod tel:l in
high revireace and estimation.  In pursuing the train of
referencey, we do not meet with a single chasm from the
days of the original writers. Not to repeat what we have
already made somi allusicn to, the testimonies of the orig-
inal writers to ou> another. we proreed to assert, that
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some of the fathers, whose writings have come down to
ns, were the companions of the apostles, and are even
named in the books of the New Testament.  St. Clement,
hishop of Rowe, is, with the concurrence of all ancient
authors, the same whom Paul mentions in his epistle to
the Philippians. In his epistle to the church of Corinth,
which was written in the name of the whole church of
Rome, he refers to the first epistle of Paul to the former
church. ¢ Take into your hands the epistle of the blessed
Paul the apostle.” He then makes a quotation, which :s
to be found in Paul’s first epistle to the Corinthians.
Could Clement have done this to the Corinihians them-
selves, had no such epistle been in existence 7 And is not
this an undoubted testimony, not merely from the mouth of
Clement, but on the part of the charches both of Rome and
Corinth, to the authenticity of such an epistle? There are

in this same epistle of Clement several guotations of the
second kind, which confirm the existence of some other

hooks of the New Pestament ¢ aud a multitude of allusions
or references of the third kind, to the writings of the evan-
gelist, the Acts of the Apostles, and a great many of those
epistles which have heen admitted into the New Testa-
ment. We have similar testimonies from some more of
the fathers, who lived and conversed with Jesus Christ,
Besides mauy references of the second and third kind, we
have also other instance 5 of the same kind of testimony,
which Clement gave to St. Paul’s first Epistle to the Co-
rinthians, than which nothing can be coneeived more in-
disputable.  Ignatius, writing to the church of Ephesus,
takes notice of St. Paul’s epistle to that church 5 and Pol.
vearp, an immediate disciple of tlie apostles, makes the
same express reference to St. Paul’s epistle to the FPhi-
lippians, in a letter addressed to that people. Tn carrying
our attenticn down from the apostolical fathers, we follow
an uninterrupted series of testimonies to the autherticity
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of the canonical seriptures. They get more numerous and
circumstantial as we proceed—a thing to he expected from
the progress of Christianity, and the greater multitude of
writers, who came forward in its defence and illustration.

In pursuing the series of writers from the days of the
apostles down to about 150 years after the publication of
the pieces which make up the New I'estament, we come
to T'ertullian, of whom Il.ardner says, ¢ that there are
perhaps more and longer quotations of the small volume
of the New Testament in this one Christian author, than
of all the works of Cicero, though of ~o uncommon excel-
lence for thought and style, in the writers of all charae-
ters for several ages.”

We feel ourselves exposed, in this part of our inves-
tigation, to the suspicion which adheres to every Chris-
tian testimony. We have already made some attempts to
analyse that suspicion into its ingredients, and we con-
ceive, that the circumstance of the Christians being an
interested party, is only one, and not perhaps the princi-
pal of these ingredients. At all events, this may be the
proper place for disposing of that one ingredient, aund for
offering a few general observations on the strength of the
Christian testimony.

In estimating the value of any testimony, there are
two distinet subjects of consideration § the person who
gives the testimony, and the peopie to whom the testimony
is addressed. It is quite needless to enlarge on the re-
sources wh h, in the present instance, we derive from
both these considerations, and how much each of them
contributes to the triumph and solidity of the Christian
argument. In as far as the people, who give the testimo-
ny are concerned, how could they be mistalen in their
account of the books of the New Testament, when some
of them lived in the same age with the original writers,
and were their intimate acquaintances, and when all of
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them had the benefit of an uncontrolled series of evidence,
reaching down from the date of the earliest publications
to their own times ? Or, how can we suspect that they
falsified, when there runs through their writings the same
tone of plainness and sincerity, which is allowed to stamp
the character of authenticity on other productions ; and,
~above all, when, upon the strength even of heathen testi-
mony, we conclude, that many of them, by their sufferings
and death, gave the highest evidence that man can give,
of his speaking under the influence of a real and honest
conviction? 1In as far as the people who received the
testimony are concerned, to what other circumstances can
we ascribe their concarrence, than to the truth of that tes-
timony ? In what way was it possible to deceive them
upon a point of general notoriety? The books of the
New Testament are referred to by the ancient fathers, as
writings generally known and respected by the Christians
of that period. 1f they were obscure writings, or had no
existence at the time, how can we account for the credit
and authority of those fathers who appealed to them, and
had the effrontery to insult iheir fellow Christians by a
falsehood so palpable, and so easily detected ? Allow
them to be capable of this treachery, we have still to ex-
plain. how the people came to be the dupes of so glaring
an imposition ; hew they could be persuaded to give up
every thing for a religion, whose teachers were so unprin-
cipled as to deceive them, and so unwise as to commit
themselves upon ground where it was impossible to elude
discovery. Could Clement have dared to refer the peo-
plc of Corinth to an epistle said to be received by them-
sclves, and which had no existence? or, could he have
referred the Christians at large to writings which they
never heard of. And it was not enough to maintain the
semblance of truth with the people of their own party.

Where were the Jews all the time? and how was it
4
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possible to escape the correction of these keen and vigt-
lant observers? 'We mistake the matter much, it we thinlk,
that Christianity at that time was making its insidious way
in silence and in sccrecy, through a listless and uncon-
cerned public. All history gives an opposite representa-
tion. The passions and curiosity of men were quite upon
the alert. 'The popular enthusiasm had been excited on
both sides of the question. It had drawn the attention of
established authorities in different provinces of the empive,
and the merits of the Christian cause had become a mat-
ter of frequent and formal discussion in conrts of judica-
ture. If, in these circumstances, the Christian writers had
the hardihood to venture npon a falsehood, it would have
been upon safer ground than what they actually adepted.
They would never have hazarded to assert what was so
open to contradiction, as the existence of books held in
reverence among all the churches, and which nobody
either in or out of these churches ever heard of. 'T'hey
would never have been so unwise as to commit in this
way a cause, which had not a single circumstance to re-
commend it but its truth and its evidences.

The falsehood of the Christian testimony on this point,
would earry along with it a conecurrence of circumtances,
each of which is the strangest and most unprecedented
that ever was heard of. First, T'hat men, who sustained
in their writings all the characters of sincerity, and many
of whom submitted to martyrdom, as the highest pledge
of sincerity which can possibly be given, should have
been capable of falsehood at all. Second, That this
tendency to falsehood should have been exercised so un-
wisely, as to appear in an assertion perfectly open to de-
tection, and which could be so readily converted to tl -
discredit of that religion, which it was the favourite am-
bition of their lives to promote and establish in the world.
Third, That this testimony could have gained the con-




'HE NEW TESTAMENT, 48

concurrence of the people to whom it was addressed, and
that, with their eyes perfectly open to its falsehood, they
should be ready to make the sacrifice of life and of fortune
in supporiing it. Fourth, 'That this testimony should
never have been contradicted by the Jews, and that they
should have neglected so effectual an opportunity of dis-
gracing a religion, the progress of which they contemplat-
ed with so much jealousy and alarm. Add to this, that
it is not the testimony of one writer which we are making
to pass through tie ordeal of so many difficulties. Itis the
testimony of many writers, who lived at different times and
in different countries, and who add the very singular cir-
cumstance of their entire agrcement with one another, to
the other circumstances equaily unaccountable, which we
have just now enumerated. 'The falsehood of their united
testimony 1is not to be conceived. It is a supposition which
we are warranted to condemn, upon the strength of any
one of the above improbabilities taken separately. But the
fair way of estimating their cilect upon the argument, is
to take them jointly, and in the language of the doctrine
of chances, to take the product of all the impiobabilities
into one another. The argument which this product fur-
nishes for the truth of the Christian testimony, has, in
strength and conclusiveness, no parallel in the whole
compass of ancient literature.

The testimony of Celsus is looked upon as peculiarly
valuable, because it is disinterested. But if this consid-
eration gives so much weight to the testimony of Celsus,
why should so much doubt and suspicion annex to the
testimony of Christian writers, several of whom, before
his time, have given a fuller and more express testimony
to the authenticity of the Gospels?  In the persecutions
they sustained ; in the obvious tone of sincerity and hon-
esty which runs through their writings 3 in their general
agreement npon this subject ;s in the mnititude of their
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followers, who never could have confided in men that
ventured to commit themselves, by the assertion of what
was obviously and notoriously false 5 in the check which
the vigilance, both of Jews and Heathens, exercised over
every Christian writer of that period,—in all these cir-
cumstances, they give every evidence of having delivered
a fair and unpolluted testimony.




CHAP. 111

ON THE INTERNAL MARKS OF TRUTH AND HCNESTY TO BE
1 OUND IN THE NEW TESTAMENT.

lI.WE shall now look into the New Testament itself,
and endeavour to lay before the reader the internal marks
of truth and honesty, which are to be found in it.

Under this head, it may be right to insist upon the
minute accuracy, which runs through all its allusions to
the existing manners and circumstanees of the times. To
appreciate the force of this argument, it would be right to
attend to the peculiar situation of Judea, at the time of
our Saviour. It was then under the dominion of the Ro-
man emperors, and comes frequently under the notice of
the profane historians of that period. From this source
we derive a great variety of information, as to the man-
ner in which the emperors conducted the government of
their different provinces; what degree of indulgence was
allowed to the religious opinions of the people whom they
held in subjection ; in how far they were suffered to live
under the administration of their own laws; the power
which was vested in the presidents of provinces; and a
number of other circumstances relative to the eriminal and
eivil jurisprudence of that period. 1In this way, there is
a great number of different points in which the historians
of the New Testament can be brought into comparison
with the secular historians of the age. The history of
Christ and his apostles contains innumerable references
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to the state of public affairs. It is not the history of ob-
scure and unnoticed individuals. They had attracted
much of the pablic attention. They had been before the
governors of the country. They had passed through the
rstablished forms of justice ; and some of them underwent
the trial and punishment of the times. It is easy to per-
ceive, then, that the New Testament writers were led to
allude to a number of these circumstances in the political
history and constitution of the times, which came under
the cognizance of ordinary historians. This was delicate
ground for an inventor to tread upon: and particulariy,
if he lived at an age subsequent to the time of his history.
He might in this case have fabricated a tale, by confining
himself to the obscure and familiar incidents of private
history ; bat it is only for a true and a contemporary his-
torian, to sustain a continued accuracy, through his minute
and numerous allusions to the public policy and govern-
ment of the times.

Within the period of the Gospel history, Judea expe-
rienced a good many vicissitudes in the state of its govern-
ment. At one time it formmed part of a Kingdom under
Herod the Great. At another, it formed part of a smaller
government under Archelaus. It after this came under
the direct administration of a Roman governor; which
form was again interrapted for several years, by the ele-
vation of Herod Agrippa to the sovercign power, as exer-
cised by his grandfather ; and it is at last left in the form
of a province at the conclusion of the evangelical history.
There were also frequent changes in the political state of
the countries adjacent to Judea; and which are often
alluded to in the New Testament. A caprice of the
reigning emperor often gave rise to a new form of gov-
ernment, and a new distribution of territory. 1t will be
readily conceived, how much these perpetual fluctuations
in the state of public affairs, both in Judea and its ne.gh-
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bourhood, must add to the power and difficulty of that
ordeal to which the Gospel history has been subjected.
On this part of the subjeet, there is no want of wit-
nesses with whom to confront the writers of the New Tes-
tament.  In addition to the Rowan writers who have
touched upon the aflairs of Judea, we have the benefit of
a Jewish historian, who has given us a professed history
of his own country. From him, as was to be expected,
we have a far greater quantity of copious and detailed
narrative, relative to the internal affairs of Judea, to the
manners of the people, and those particulars which are
connected with their religtous belief, and ecclesiastical
constitution. With many, it will be supposed to add te
the value of his testimeny, that he was not a Christian ;
but that, on the other hand, we have every reason to be-
lieve him to have been a most zealous and determined
encmy to the cause. It is really a most useful exercise,
to pursue the harmony which subsists between the writ-
ers of the New Testament, and those Jewish and profane
authors, with whom we bring them into comparison.
Throughout the whole examination, our attention is con.-
fined to forms of justice ; successions of governors in dif-
ferent provinces ; manners, and political institutions. We
are therefore apt to forget the sacredness of the subject ;
and we appeal to all, who have prosecuted this inquiry,
if this circumstance is not favorable to their having a clo-
ser and more decided impression of the truth of the Gos.
pel history. By instituting a comparison between the
evangelists and contemporary authors, and restricting our
attention to thoese points which come under the cognizance
of ordinary history, we put the apostles and evangelists
on the footing of ordinary historians ; and it is for those,
who have actually undergene the labour of this examina-
tion, to tell how much this circumstance adds to the im-
pression of their authenticity. 'The mind gets emar.cipat-




48 INTERNAL MARKS OF 'TRUTH,

ed from the peculiar delusion which attaches to the sacred-
ness of the subject, and which has the undoubted effect
of restraining the confidence of its inquiries. The argu-
ment assumes a secular complexion, and the writers of
*he New Testament are vestored to that credit, with which
the reader delivers himself up to any other historian, whe
has a much less weight and quantity of historical evidence
in his favour.

We refer .hose readers wlio wish te prosecute this
inquiry, to the first volume of Lardnes’s Credibility of the
Gospels. We shall restrict ourselves v 2 few general
observations on the nature and precise effect of the argu-
ment. .

In the first place, the accuracy of the cumerous allu-
sions to the circumsiances of that period, which the
Gospel history embraces, forms a strong corroboration of
that antiquity, which we have already assigned to its
writers from external testimony. It amounts to a proof,
that it is the production of authors who lived antecedent
to the destruction of Jerusalem, and consequently about
the time tha! is ascribed to them by all the external testi-
mony which has already been insisted upon. 1t is that
accuracy, which could only be maintaived by a conten-
porary historian. It would be difficult, even for the au-
thor of some general speculation, not to betray his time
by some occasional allusion to the ephemeral customs and
institutions of the period in which he wrote. But the au-
thors of the New Testament run a much greater risk.
There are five different pieces of that collection which are
purely historical, and where there is a continued reference
to the chavacters, and politics, anu passing cvents of the
day. The destruction of Jerusalem swept away the
whole fabric of Jewish polity ; and it is not to be con-
ceived, that the memory of a future generation could have
retained that minute, that varied, that intimate acquaint.
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ance with the statistics of a nation no longer in existence,
which is evinced in every page of the evangelicai writers,
We find, in point of fact. that both the Heathen and
Christian writers of subsequert ages de often beiray their
ignorance of the particular customs which obtained in Ju-
dea during the time of our Saviour. And it must be es-
teemed a strong circumstance in favour of the antiquity
of the New Testament, that on a subject, in which the
chances of detection are so numerous, and where we can
scarcely advance a single step in the narrative, without
the possibility of betraying our time by some mistaken
allusion, it stands distinguished from every later compo-
sition, in being able to bear the most minute and intimate
comparison with the contemporary historians of that pe-
riod.

The argnment derives great additional strength, from
viewing the New Testament, not as one single perform-
ance, but as a collection of several perfermances. 1t is the
work of no less than eight differcnt authors, who wrote
without any appearance of concert, who published in differ-
ent parts of the world, and whose writings possess every
evidence, both internal and external, of being independent
productions. Had only one author exhibited the same mi-
nute accuracy of allusion, it would have been esteemed a
very strong evidence of his antiquity. But when we sce so
many authors exhibiting snch a well sustained and almost
unexpected accuracy through the whole of their varied
and distinet narratives, it scems difficult to avoid the con-
clusion, that they were either the eye-witnesses of their
own history, or lived about the period of its accomplish-
ment.

When different historians undertake the affairs of the
same period, they cither derive their information from one

another, or proceed upon distinet and independent infer-
7
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malion of their own. Now, it is not difficult to distiu-
guish the copyist from the original historian. 'I'here is
something in the very style and manner of an original
narrative, which announces its pretensions. ltis not pos-
sible that any one event, or any series of events, should
make such a similar impression upon two witnesses, as
to dispose them to relate itin the same language, to describe
it in the same order, to foria the same estimate as to the cir-

cumstances which shouldbenoticed as important, and thoze
otiier circumstances which should be suppressed as imma-

terial. Each witness tells the thing in his own way, makes
use of his own language, and brings forward circumstances
which the other might omit altogether, as not essential to
the purpose of his narrative. 1t is this agreement in the
facts, with this variety in the manner of describing them,
that never fails to imap.ess upon the inquirer that addition-
al conviction which arises from the concurrence of sepa-
rate and independent testimonies. Now, this is precisely
that kin« of coincidence which subsists betwcen the New
Testament writers and Josephus, in their allusions to the
peculiar customs and institutions of that age. Each par-
ty maintains the style of original and independent histori-
ans. The one often omits altogether, or makes only a
slight and distant allusion to what occupies a prominent
part in the composit;on of the other. There is not the
slightest vestige of auy thing like a studied coincidence
between them. There is variety, but no opposition ; and
it says much for the authenticity of both histories, that
the most scrupulous and attentive eriticism can scarcely
detect a single example of an apparent contradiction in
the testimony of these different authiors, which does noi
admit of a likely, or at least a plausible reconciliation.
When the difference between two historians is carried
to the length of a contradiction, it enfeebles the credit of
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both their testimonies. 'When the agreement is carried
to the length of a clogse and strupulous resemblance in
every partienlar, it destroys the credit of one of the parties
as an in.ependent historian.  In the case before us, we
neither perceive this difference, nor this agreement. Such
are the variations, that, at first sight, the reader is alarm-
ed with the appearance of very serious and embarrassing
difliculties. And such is the actual coincidence, that the
difficulties vanish when we apply to them the labours of a
profound and intelligent criticism. Had it been the ob-
ject of the Gospel writers to trick out a plausible imposi-
tion on the credulity of the world, they would have studi-
ed a closer resemblance to the existing authorities of that
period ; nor would they have laid themselves open to the
superficial brilliancy of Voltaire, which dazzles every
imagination, and reposed their vindication with the Le-
lands and Lardners of a distant posterity, whose sober
crudition is so little attended to, and which so few know
how to appreciate.

In the Gospels, we are told that Herod the Tetrarch
of Galilee, married his brother Philip’s wife. 1In Jose-
phus we have the same story ; only he gives a different
wame to Philip, and calls him Herod ; and what adds to
the difficulty, there was a Philip of that family, whom we
know not to have been the first husband of Herodias.
"This is at first sight ». little alarming. But, in the pro-
gress of our inquiries, we are given to understand from
this saine Josephvs, that there were three Herods in the
same family, and thercfore no improbability in there be-
ing two Philips. We also know, from the histories of
that period, that it was quite common for the same indi-
vidual to have two names ; and this is never more neces-
sary, than when employed to distinguish brothers who
have one name the same. The Herod who is called
Philip, is just as likelv a distinetion. as the Simon wha i«
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called Peter, or wne Saul who is called Paul. 'The name
of the high priest, at the time of our Savio-:r’s crucifixion,
was Calaphas, according to the evangelists, According to
Josephus, the name of the high priest at that period was Jo-
seph. This wouldshave been precisely a difficulty of the
same kind, had not Josephus happened to mention, that
this Joseph was also called Caiaphas. Would it have
been dealing fairly with the evangelists, we ask, to have
made their credihility depend upon the aceidental omis-
sion of another historian ? Is it consistent with any aec-
knowledged principle of sound criticisin, to bring four
writers sc entirely under the tribunal of Josephus, each
of whom stands as firmly supported by all the evidences
which can give authority to an historian ; and who have
greatly the advantage of him in this, that they can add
the argument of their concurrence to the argument of each
separate and indepondent testimony? It so happens,
liowever, in the present instance, that even Jewish writ-
ers, in their narrative of the same circumstance, give the
name of Philip to the first busband of Herodias. We by
no means conceive, that any foreign testimony was neces-
sary for the vindication of the evangelists. Still, howev-
er, it must go far to dissipate every suspicion of artifice
in the construction of their histories. It proves, that in
the confidence with which they delivered themselves up
to their own information, they neglected appearance, and
felt themselves independent of it. 'This apparent difficul-
ty, like many otbers of the same kind, lands us in a
sironger confirmation of the honesty of the evangelists;
and it is delightful to perceive, how truth receives a ful-
ler accession to its splendour, from the attempts which
are made to disgrace and to darken it.

On this branch of the argument, the impartial inquir-
er must be struck with the little indulgence which infidels,
and even Christians, have given to the evangelical writ.
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ers.  In other cases, when we compare the narratives of
contemporary historians, it is not expected, that all the cir-
cumstances alluded to by one will be taken notice of by
the rest; and it often happens, that an event or a custom
is admitted upon the faith of a single historian ; and the
silence of all other writers is not suffered to attach suspi-
cion or discredit to his testimony. It is an allowed prin-
eiple, that a scrupulous resemblance between two histories
is very far fromn necessary to their being held consistent
with one another. And, what is more, it sometimes hap-
pens, that with contemporary historians there may be an
apparent contradiction, and the credit of both parties re-
main as entire and unsuspicious as before. Posterity is
in these cases disposed to make the most liberal allowan-
ces. Instead of calling it a eontradiction, they often call
it « difficulty. They are sensible, that in many instances,
a seeminy variety of statement has, upon a more extensive
knowledge of ancient history, admitted of a perfect recon-
ciliation. Instead, then, of referring the difficulty in
question to the inaccuracy or bad faith of any of the par-
ties, they with more justness and more modesty, refer it
to their own ignorance, and to that obscurity which. ne-
cessarily hangs over the history of every remote age.
These principles are suffered to have great influence in
every secular investigation ; but so soon as, instead of a
secular, it becomes a sacred investigation, every ordinary
priaciple is abandoned, and the suspicion annexed to the
teachers of religion is carried to the dereliction of all that
candour and liberality with which every other document
of antiquity is judged of and appreciated. How does' it
happen, that the authority of Josephus should be acqui-
esced in as a first principle, while every step, in the nar-
rative of the evangelists, must have forcizn testimony to
confirm and support it? How comes it that the silence of
Josephus should he constrned into an impeachment of the

——
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testimony of the evangelists, while it is never admitted for o
single moment, that the silence of the evangelists can impart
the slightest blemish to the testimony of Josephus? How
comes it that the supposition of two Philips in one family
should throw a damp of scepticism over the Gospel narra-
tive, while the only circumstance which renders that sup-
position necessary is the single testimony of Josephus ; in
which very testimony it is necessarily implied, that there
are two Herods in that same family ? How comes it, that
the evangelists, with as much internal, and a vast deal
more of external evidence in their favour, should be made
to stand before Josephus, like so many prisouners at the
bar of justice ? In any other case, we are convinced that
this would be looked upon as rough handling. But wc
are not sorry for it. 1t has given more triumph and
confidence to the argument. And it is no small addition
to our faith, that its first teachers have survived an exam-
ination, which, in point of rigour and severity, we believe
to be quite unexampled in the annals of criticism.

It is always looked upon as a favourable presumption,
when a story is told circumstantially. The art and the
safety of an impostor, is to confine his narrative to gene.
rals, and not to commit himself by too minute a specifica-
tion of time and place, and allusion to the manners or oc.-
currences of the day. The more of circumstance that
we introduce into a story, we multiply the chances of de-
tection, if false ; and therefore, where a great deal of cir-
cumstance is introduced, it proves, that the narrator feels
the confidence of truth, and labours under no app:ehen-
sion for the fate of his narrative. Even thoug! we have
it not in our power to verify the truth of a singie circum-
stance, yet the mere property of a story being circum-
stantial is always felt to carry an evidence in its favour.
[t imparts a more familiar air of life and reality to the
narrative. Tt is easy to believe, that the gronndwork of
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a siory may be a fabrication j but it requires a more refin-
ed species of imposture than we can well eonceive, to
construet a harmonious and well-sustained narrative,
abounding in minute and circumstantial details which
support one another, and where, with all our experience
of real life, we can detect nothing misplaced, or inconsist-
ent, or improbable.

'To prosecute this argument in all its extent, it would
be necessary to present the reader with a complete anal-
ysis or examination of the Gospel history. But the most
superficial observer cannot fail to perceive, that it main-
tains, in a very high degree, the character of being a cirx-
cumstantial narrative. 'When a miracle is recorded, we
have generally the name of the town or neighbourhood
where it happened ; the names of the people concerned ;
the effect upon the hearts and convictions of the bye-stand-
ers; the arguments and examinations it gave birth to;
aud all that minuteness of reference and description which
impresses a strong character of reality upon the whole
history. 1If we take along with us the time at which this
history made its appearance, the argument becomes much
stronger. It does not merely carry a presumption in its
favour, from being a circumstantial history : 1t carries a
proof in its favour, because thesc circumstances were
completely within the reach and examination of those to
whom it was addressed. Had the evangelists heen false
historians, they would not have committed themselves up-
on so many particulars. They would not bave furnished
the vigilant inquivers of that period with such an effectu-
al instrument for bringing them into discredit with the
people ; nor foolishly supplied, in every page of their
narrative, so many materials for a cross.examination,
which would infallibly have disgraced them.

Now, we of this age can institute the same cross-ex-
amination. 'We can compare the evangelical writers

m——
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with contemporary authors, and verify a number of cir-
cumstances in the history, and government, auc peculiy
economy of the Jewish people. We therefore have it in
our power to institute a cross-examination upon the writ-
ers of the New 'Testament ; and the freedom and frequen-
cy of their allusions to these circumstances supply us with
ample materials for it. The fact, that they are borne out
in their minute and incidental allusions by the testimony
of other historians, gives a strong weight of what has been
called circumstantial evidence in their favour. As a
specimen of the argument, let us confine our observations
to the history of our Saviour’s trial, and execution, and
burial. 'They brought him to Pontius Pilate. We know
both from Tacitus and Josephus, that he was at that time
governor of Judea. A sentence from him was necesary
before they could proceed to the execution of Jesus ; and
we konow that the power of life and death was usually
vested in the Roman governor. Our Saviour was treat-
ed with derision ; and this we know to " ave been a cus-
tomary practice at that time, previous to the execution of
criminals, and during the time of it. Pilate scourged Je-
sus before he gave him up to be crucified. We know
from ancient authors, that this was a very usual practice
among the Romans. The account of an execution gene-
rally run in this form: He was stripped, whipped, and
beheaded or executed. According to the evangelists, his
accusation was written on the top of the cross; and we
learn from Suetonius and others, that the crime of the
person to be executed was aflixed to the instrumeat of his
punishment. According to the evangelist, this accusation
was written inthree differen: languages; and we know from
Josephus, that it was quite common in Jerusalem to haveall
public advertisements written in this manner.  According
to the evangelists, Jesus had to bear his cross; and we know
from other resources of information, that this was the con-
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atant practice of these times. According to the evange-
lists, the body of Jesus was given up to be buried at the
request of fricnds. We know that, unless the criminal
was infamous, this was the law, or the custom with all
Roman governors.

These, and a few more particulars of the same kind,
occur within the compass of a single page of the evangel-
ical history. 'The circumstantial mauner of the history
affords a presumption in its favour, antecedent to all ex-
amination into the truth of the circumstances themselves.
But it makes a strong addition to the evidence, when we
find, that in all the subordinate parts of the main story,
the evangelists maintain so great a consistency with the
testimony of other authors, and with all we can collect
from other sources of information, as to the manners and
institutions of that period. It is difficult to conceive, in
the first instance, how the inventor of a fabricated story
would hazard such a number of circumstances, each of
them supplying a point of comparison with other authors,
and giving to the inquirer an additional chance of detect-
ing the imposition.  And it is still more difficult to be-
licve, that truth should have been so artfully blended with
falschood in the zompusition of ihis narrative, particular-
ly as we perceive nothing like a forced iutroduction of
any one circumstance. ‘There appears to be nothing out
of place, nothing thrust in with the view of imparting an
air of probability to the history. "F'le circumstance upon
which we bring the evangelists into comparison with pro-
fane authors, is often aot intimated in a direet form, but
in the form of a slight or distant allusion. There is not
the most remote appearance of its being fetehed or sought
for. Itis brought in accidentally, and flows in the most
natural and undesigned manner out of the progress of
the wnarrative.

The civenmstance, that none of the Gospel writers are
~ .
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inconsistent with one another, falls better under a differ-
ent branch of the argument. It is enough for our present
purpose, that there is no single writer inconsistent with
himself. 1t often happens, thz’ falsehood carries its own
refutation along with it ; and that, through the artful dis-
guises which are employed in the construction of a fabri-
cated story, we can often detect a flaw or a contradiction,
which condemns the authority of the whele narrative.
Now, every single piece of the New Testament wants
this mark or character of falsehood. The different paris
are found to sustain, and harmonise, and flow out of each
other. Each has at least the merit of being a consistent
narrative. Kor any thing we see upon the face of it, it
may be true, and a further hearing must be given beforc
we can be justified in rejecting it as the tale of an impos-
tor. ‘
There is another mark of faleehood which each of the
Gospel narratives appears to be exempted from. There
18 little or no parading aboot their own integrity. We
~can collect their pretensions to credit from the history it-
selfy, but we see no anxious display of these pretensions.
We cannet fail to perceive the force of that argument
which is derived from the publicity of the Christian mir-
acles, and the very minute and scrupulous examination
which they had to sustain from the rulers and official men
of Judea. But this publicity, and these examinations,
are simply recorded by the cvangelists. There is no
boastful reference to these circumstances, and no vstenta.
tious display of the advantage which they give to the
Christian argument. They bring their story forward in
the shape of a direct and unencumbered narrative, and
deliver ihemselves with that simplicity and unembarrassed
confidency, which nothing but their consciousness of truth,
and the perfect feeling of their own strength and consis-
tency, can account for. ‘They do not write, as if their
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object was to carry a point thai was at all doubtful or sus-

picious. It is simply to trarciriy to the men of other

tisnes, and of other countries, a memorial of the evenis

“which led to the establishment of the Christian religics in

the world. 1n the prosecution of their narrative, we chal-

lenge the most refined judge of the human characier, to

point out a single symptom of diffidence in the truth of
their own story, or of art to cloak this diffidence from the

nolice of the most severe and vigilant observers. The
manner of the New Testament writers does not carry in
it the slightest idea of its being an assumed manner. Itis
quite natural, quite unguarded, and free of all apprehen-

sion, that their story is to meet with any discredit or con-

tradiction from any of those numerous readers, who had

it fully in their power to verify or to expose it. We see

no expedient made use of to obtain or to conciliate the

acquiescence of their readers. They appear to feel as if
they did not reed it. They deliver what they have io
say, in a round and unvarnished manner; nor is it in
general accompanied with any of those strong assev-

erations by which an impostor so often attempts to prae-
tise upon the credulity of his victims.

In the simrle narrative of the evangelists, they betray
no feeling of wouder at the extraordinary nature of the
events which they record, and no consciousuess that what
they are announcing is to excite any wonder among their
readers. 'T'his appears to us to be a very strong tircom.
stance. Had it been the newly broached tale of an im.
postor, he would, in all likelihood, have feigned astonish-
ment himsetf, or at least have laid his account with the
doubt and astonishment of those to whom it was addressed.
When a person tells a wonderful story to a company who
are totally unacquainted with it, he must be sensible, not
merely of the surprise which is excited in the minds of
the hearers, but of a corresponding sympathy in his own

—
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mind with the feelings of those who listen to him. He
lays his account with the wonder, if not the ineredulity,
of his hearers ; and this distinctly appears in the terms
with which he delivers his story, and the manner in
which he introduces it. 1t makes a wide difference,
if, on the other hand, he tells the same story to a compa-
ny, who have long been apprised of the chief circumstan-
ces, but who listen to him for the mere purpose of obtain-
ing a more distinct and particular narrative. Now, in as
far as we can collect from the manner of the evangelists,
they stand in this last predicament. They do not write,
as If they were imposing a novelty upon their readers.
In the language of Luke, they write for the sake of giving
more distinet information ; and that the readers might know
the certainty of those things, wherein they had lbeen in-
giructed. 1In the prosecution of this task, they deliver
themselves with the most familiar and unembarrassed sim-
plicity. They do not appear to anticipate the surprise of
their readers, or to be at all aware, that the marvellous
nature of their story is to be any obstacle to its credit or
reception in the neighbourhood. At the first performance
of our Saviour’s miracles, therc was a strong and a wide-
ly spread sensation over the whole country. His jame
went abread, and all people were amuzed. 'L'his is quite
natural § and the circumstance of no surprise being either
felt or anticipated by the evangelists, in the writing of
their history, can best be accounted for by the truth af the
history itself, that the experienc~ of years had biunted the
edge of novelty, and rendered miracles familiar, not only
to them, but to all the pcople to whom they addressed
themselves.

What appears to us a most striking internal evidence
for thevtruth of the Gospel, is that perfect anity of mind
and of purpose which i¢ ascribed to our Saviour. Had
he been an impostor, he could not have foreseen all the
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fluctuations of his history, and yet no expression of sur-
prise is recorded to have escaped from him. No event
appears to have caught him unprepared. 'We see no shift-
ing of doctrine or sentiment, with a view to accommodate
to new or unexpected circumstances. His parables and
warnings to his disciples give sufficient intimation, that
he laid his account with all those events which appeared
to his unenlightened friends to be so untoward and so un-
promising, In every explanation of his objects, we sce
the perfect consistency of a mind, before whose prophetic
eye all futurity lay open; and when the events of this fu-
turity came round, he met them, not as chances that were
unforeseen, but as certainties which he had provided for.
This consistency of his views is supported throuﬂ'h all the
variations of his history, and it stands imally contrasted
in the record of the evangelists, with the misconceptions,
the surprises, the disappointments of his followers. The
gradual progress of their minds from the splendid antiei-
pations of earthly grandeur, to a full acquiescence in the
doctrine of a crucified Saviour, throws a stronger light on
the perfect unity of purpose and of conception which ani-
mated his, and which can only be accounted for by the
inspiration that filled and enlightened it. It may have
been possible enough to describe a well-sustained exam.
ple of this contrast from an actual history before us. It
is difficult, however, to conceive, how it could be sustain-
¢d so well, and in a manner so apparently artless, by
means of invention, and particularly when the inventors

made their own errors and their own ignorance form part
of the fabrication.




CHAP. 1V.

ON THE TESTIMONY OF THE ORIGINAL WITNESSES TO THE
TRUTH OF THE GOSPEL NARRATIVE.

1L 'Trere was nothing in the situation of the New
Testament writers, which leads us to perceive that they
“ had any possible inducement for publishing a falsehood.

We bave not to allege the mere testimony of the
Christian writers, for the danger to which the profession
of Christianity exposed all its adherents at that period.
We have the testimony of Tacitus to this effect. We
have innumerable allusions, or express intimations, of the
same circumstance in the Roman bistorians. The treat-
ment and persecution of the Christians makes a principal
figure in the affairs of the empire ; and there is no point
better established in ancient history, than that the bare
eircumstance of being a Christian, brought many to the
punishment of death, and exposed all to the danger of a
suffering the most appalling and repulsive to the feelings
of our nature.

It is not difficult to perceive, why the Roman govern.-
ment, in its treatment of Christians, departed from its
usual principles of toleration. 'We know it to have been
their uniform practice, to allow every indulgence to the
religious belief of those different countries in which they
established themselves. The truth is, that such an in-
dulgence demanded of them no exertion of moderation or
principle. It was quite consonant to the spirit of Pagan-




TESTIMONY OF THE ORIGINAL WITNESSES. 6%

ism. A different country worshipped different gods, but
it was a general principle of Paganism, that each country
had its gods, to which the inhabitants of that country ow-
c¢d their peculiar homage and veneration. I. this way
there was no interference between the different religions
which prevailed in the world. 1t fell in with the policy
of the Roman government to allow the fullest toleration
to other religions, and it demanded no sacrifice of princi-
ple. It was even a dictate of principle with them to re-
spect the gods of other countries ; and the violation of a
religion different from their own, seems to have been felt,
not merely as a departure from policy or justice, but to be
viewed with the same sentiment of horror which is an-
nexed to blasphemy or sacrilege. So long as we were
under Paganism, the truth of one religion did not involve
in it the falsehood or rejection of another. In respecting
the religion of another country, we did not abandon our
own ; nor did it follow, that the inhabitants of that other
country annexed any contempt or discredit to the religion
in which we had been educated. In this mutnal rever-
ence for the religion of each other, no principle was de-
parted from, and no object of veneration abaudoned. It
did not involve in it the denial or relinquishment of our
own gods, but only the addition of so many more gods to
our catalogue.

In this respect, however, the Jews stood distinguished
from every other people within the limits of the Roman
empire. Their religious belief carried in it something
more than attachment to their own system. It carried ia
it the contempt and detestation of every other. Yet, in
spite of this circumstance, their religion was protected by
the mild and equitable toleration of the Roman govern-
ment. The truth is, that there was nothing in the habits
or character of the Jews, which was calculated to give
much disturbance to the establishments of other ;ountries.
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Though they admitted converts from other nations, yet
their spirit of proselytism was far from being of that ac-
tive or adventurous kind, which could, alarm the Roman
government for the safety of any existing institutions.
Their high and exclusive veneration for their own system
gave an unsocial disdain to the Jewish character, which
was not at all inviting to foreigners ; but still, as it led to
nothing mischievous in point of effect, it scems to have
been overlooked by the Roman government as a piece of
impotent vanity.

But the case was widely different with the Christian
system. It did not confine itself to the denial or rejection
of every other system. It was for imposing its own ex-
clusive authority over the consciences of all, and for de-
taching as many as it could from their allegiance to the
religion of their own country. 1t carried on its forehead
all the offensive characters of a monopoly, and not merely
excited resentment by the supposed arrogance of its pre-
tensions, but from the rapidity and extent of its innova-
tions, spread an alarm over the whole Roman empire for
the security of all its establishinents. Accordingly, at the
commencement of its progress, so long as it was confined
to Judea and the immediate neighbourhood, it seems to
have been in perfect safety from the persecutions of the
Roman government. It was at first looked upon as a
mere modification of Judaism, and that the first Christians
differed from the rest of their countrymen only in certain
questions of their own superstition. For a few years af-
ter the crucifixion of our Saviour, it seems to have excited
no alarm on the part of the Roman empcrors, who did not
depart from their usual maxims of toleration, till they be.
gan to understand the magnitude of its pretensions, and
the unlooked for success which attended them.

In the course of'a very few years after its first promul-
gation, it drew down ypoun it the hostility of the Roman
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government ; and the fact is undoubted, that some of its
first teachers, who announced themselves to be the com-
panions of our Saviour, and the eye-witnesses of all the
remarkable events in his history, suffered martyrdom
for their adherence to the religion which they taught.

The disposition of the Jews to the religion of Jesus
was no less hostile 3 and it manifested itself at a still ear-
lier stage of the business. The causes of this hostility
are obvious to all who are in the slightest degree conver-
sant with the history of those times. 1t is true, that the
Jews did not at all times possess the power of life and
death 5 nor was it competent for them to bring the Chris-
lians to execution by the exercise of legal authority. Still,
however, their powers of mischief were considerable.
Their wishes had always a certain controul over the mea-
sures of the Roman governor ; and we know, that it was
this controul which was the means of extorting from Pi-
late the unvighteous sentence by which the very,first
teacher of our religion was brought to a cruel and igno-
minious death. We also know, that under Herod Agrip-
pa the power of life and death was vested in a Jewish
sovereign, an:l that this power was actually exerted against
the most distinguished Christians of that time. Add to
this, that the Jews had, at all times, the power of inflict-
ing the lesser punishments. They could whip, they could
imprison. Besides all this, the Christians had to brave
the frenzy of an enraged multitude ; and some of them
actually suffercd martyrdom in the violence of the popular
commotions,

Nothing is more evident than the utter disgrace which
was annexed by the world at large to the profession of
Christianity at that period. Tacitus calls it ¢ superstitie
exitiabilis,” and accuses the Christians of enmity to man-
kind. By Epictetus and others, their heroism is termed

ohstinacy, and it was gencrally treated by the Roman
9
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governors as the infatuation of a miserable and despised
people. There was none of that glory annexed to it
which blazes around the martyrdom of a patriot or a phi-
losopher. That constancy, which, in another cause, would
have made them illustrions, was held to be a contemptible
folly, which only exposed them to the derision and inso-
lence of the multitude. A name and a reputation in the
world might sustain the dying moments of Socrates or
Regulus ; but what earthly principles can account for the
intrepidity of those poor and miserable outcasts, who con-
sigued themselves to a voluntary maityrdom in the causc
of their religion ? |

Having premised these observations, we offer the fol.
lowing alternative to the mind of every candid inquirer.
The first Christians either delivered a sincere testimony,
or they imposed a story upon the world which they knew
to be a fabrication.

The persecutions to which the first Christians volun-
tarily exposed themselves, compel us to adopt the first
part of the alternative. It is not to be conceived, that a
man would resign fortune, and character, and life, in the
assertion of what he knew to be a falschood. ‘The first
Christians must have believed their story to be true ; and
it only remains to prove, that if they believed it to be true,
it must be true indeed.

A voluntary martyrdom must he locked upon as the
highest possible evidence which it is in the power of man
to give of his sincerity. The martyrdom of Socrates has
never been questioned, as an undeniable proof of the sin-
cere devotion of his mind to the principles of that philos-
ophy for which he suffered. ‘The death of Archbishop
Cranmer will be allowed by all to be a decisive evidence
of his sincere rejection of what he conceived to be the er-
vors of Popery, and his thorough conviction in the truth
of the opposite system. When the council of Geneva
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burnt Servetus, no one will question the sincerity of the
latter’s belief, however much he may question the truth of
it. Now,inall these cases, the proof goes no farther than
to establish the sincerity of the martyr’s belief. 1t goes
but a little way, indeed, in establishing the justness of it.
This is a different question. A man may be mistaken,
though he be sincere. His errors, if they are not seen to
be such, will cxercise all the influence and authority of
truth over him. Martyrs have bled on the opposite sides
of the question. It is impossible, then, to rest on this cir-
cumstance as an argument for the truth of either system ;
but the argument is always deemed incontrovertible, in as
far as it gues to establish the siucerity of each of the par-
ties, and that both died in the firm conviction of the doc-
trines which they professed.

Now, the mariyrdom of the first Christians staunds dis-
tinguished from all other examples by this circumstance,
that it not merely proves the sincerity of the martyr’s be-
lief, but it also proves that what he believed was true.
In other cases of martyrdom, the sufferer, when he lays
down his life, gives his testimony to the truth of an opin-
ion. In the case of the Christians, when they laid down
their lives, they gave their testimony to the truth of a fact
of which they affirmed themselves to be the eye and the
ear witnesses. The sincerity of both testimonies is un-
questionable ; but it is only in the latter case that the truth
of the testimony follows as a necessary consequeunce of
its sincerity. An opinion comes under the coguizance of
the understanding, ever liable, as we all know, to error and
delusion. A fact comes under the cognizance of the sens.
es, which have ever been esteemed as infallible, when they
give their testimony to such plain, and obvious, and pal-
pable appearances, as those which make up the evangeli-
cal story. We are still at liberty to question the philoso-
phy of Socrates. or the orthodoxy of Cranmer and Serve-
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tus ; but if we were told by a Christian teacher, in the
solemnity of his dying hour, and with the dreadful appar-
atus of martyrdom before him, that he saw Jesus after he
had risen from the dead ; that he conversed with him
many days; that he put his hand into the print of his
sides; and, in the ardour of his joyful conviction, ex-
claimed, ¢ My Lord, and my Gcd ! we should feel that
there was no truth in the world, did this language and
this testimony deceive us. |

If Christianity be not true, then the first Christians
must have been mistaken as to the subject of their testi-
mony. ‘This supposition is destroyed by the nature of
the subject. It was uot testimony to a doctrine which
might deceive the understanding. It was something more
than testimony to a dream, or a trance, or a midnight fan.
cy, which might deceive the imagination. It was testi-
mony to a multitude, and a succession of palpahle facts,
which could never have deceived the seuses, and which
preclude all possibility of mistake, even though it had
been the testimony only of one individual. But when, in
addition to this, we consider, that it is the testimony, not
of one, but of muny individuals ; that it is a story repeat-
ed in a variety of forms, but substantially the same ; that
it is the concurring testimony of different eye-witnesses, or
the companions of eye-witnesses—we may, after this, take
refuge in the idea of falschood and collusion; but it is
not to be admitied, that these eight different writers of the
New Testament, could have all blundered the matter
with such method, and such uniformity.

We know that, in spite of the magnitude of their suf-
ferirgs, there are infidels, who, driven from the first part
of the alternative, have recurred to the second, and have
affirmed, that the glory of establishing a new religion, in-
duced the first Christians to assert, and (o persist in as-
serting, what they knew to Le a falsehood. But (though
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we should be anticipating the last branch of the argumeut)
they forget, that we have the concurrence of two parties
to the truth of Christianity, and that it is the conduct only
of oune of the parties, which can be accounted for by the
supposition in question. The two parties are the teach-
ers and the taught. 'The former may aspire to the glory
of founding a new faith § but what glory did the latter
propose to themselves from being the dupes of an impo-
sitiou so ruinous to every earthly interest, and held in
such low and disgraceful estimation by the world at large ?
Abandon the teachers of Christianity to every imputation,
which infidelity, on the rack for conjectures, to give plau-
sibility to its system, can desire ; how shall we explain
the concurrence of its disciples? There may be a glory
in leading, but we see no glory in being led. If Chris.
tianity were false, and Paul had the effrontery to appeal
to his five hundred living witnesses whom he alleges to
have scen Christ after his resurrection ; the submissive
acquiescence of his disciples remains a very inexplicable
circumstance. ‘The same Paul, in his epistles to the Co-
rinthians, tells them that some of them had the gift of
healing, and the power of working miracles ; and that
the sigus of an apostle bad been wrought among them in
wonders and mighty deeds. A man aspiring to the glo-
ry of an accredited teacher, would never have committed
himsclf on a subjeet, where his falsehood could have been
80 readily exposed. Aud in the veneration with which
we know lis epistles to have been preserved by the church
of Corinthy we have not merely the testimony of their
writer to the truth of the Christian miracles, but the testi.
mony of a whole people, who had no interest in being de-
ceived.

Had Christianity been false, the reputation of its first
teachers lay at the mercy of every individual among the
numerous prosclytes which they had gained to their sys-
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~tem. It may not be competent for an unlettered peasant
to detect the absurdity of a doctrine ; but he can at all
~ times lift his testimony against a fact, said to have hap-
- pened in his presence, and under the observation of his
- senses. Now it so happens, that in a number of the epis-
- tles, there are allusions to, or express intimations of, the

~ miracles that had been wrought in the different churches
- to which these epistles are addressed. How comes it, if

it be all a fabrication, that it' was never exposed? We
f lmow, that some of the disciples were driven, by the ter-
~ rors of persecuting violence, to resigr their profession.
~ How should it happen, that nene of them ever attempted
to vindicate their apostacy, by laymo' open the artifice and
 insincerity of their Christian teachers ?  We may be sure
~ that such a testimony would have bcen highly acceptable
to the existing authorities of that period. The Jews

~ would have made the most of it ; Va"nd the vigilant and dis-

~eerning officers of the Roman government would not have
failed to turn it {o account. ‘The mystery would have
been exposed and laid open, and the curiosity of latter
ages would have been satisfied as to the wonderful and
unaccountable steps, by which a religion could make
such head in the world, though it rested its whole author-
ity on facts ; the falsehood of which was accessible to all
who were at the trouble to inquire about them. But
no! We hear of no such testimony from the apostates
of that period. We read of some, w ho, agonised at the
reflection of their treachery, returned to their first profes-
sion, and expiated, by martyrdom, the guilt which they
felt they had incurred by their dereliction of the truth.
This furnishes a strong example of the power of convie-
tion, and when we join with it, that it is conviction in the
integrity of those teachers who appealed to miracles which
had been wrought among them, it appears to us a testimo-
ny in favour of our religion which is altogether irresistible.




CHAP. V.

ON THE TESTIMONY OF SUBSEQUENT WITNESSES.

1v. Bur this brings us to the last division of the ar-
gument, viz. that the leading facts in the history of the
Gospel are corroborated by the testimony of others.

The evidence we have already brought forward for
the antiquity of the New Testament, and the veneration in
which it was held from the earliest ages of the church, is
an implied testimony of all the Christians of that period to
the truth of the Gospel history. By proving the authen-
ticity of St. Paul’s Epistles to the Corinthians, we not
merely establish his testimony to the truth of the Chris-
tian miracles,—we establish the additional testimony of
the whoie church of Corinth, who would never have re-
spected these Epistles, if Paul had ventured upon a false-
hood so open to detection, as the assertion, that miracles
were wrought among them, which not a single individual
ever witnessed. By proving the authenticity of the New
Testament at large, we secure, not merely that argument,
which is founded on the testimony and concurrence of its
different writers, but also the testimony of those immense
multitudes, who, in distant countries, submiited to the
New Testament as the rule of their faith. The testimony
of the teachers, whether we take into considerat’ n the
subject of that testimony, or the circumstances uader
which it was delivered, is of itself a stronger argument for
the truth of the Gospel history, than can be alleged for
the truth of any other history. which has heen transmitted
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down to us from aucient times. The conecumrence ot the
taught carries along with it a host of additional testimo-
nies, which gives an evidence to the evangelical story,
that is altogether unexampled. On a point of ordinary .
history, the testimony of Tacitus is held decisive, becausc
it is not contradicted. The history of the New 'I'esta-
ment is not only not contradicted, but confirmed by the
strongest possilille expressions which men can give of their
acquiescence in its truth ; by thousands who were either
agents or eye-witnesses of the transactions recorded, who
could not be deceived, who had no interest, and no glory
to gain by supporting a falsehood, antd who, by their suf-
ferings in the cause of what they professed te be their be-
lief, gave the highest evidence that human nature can give
of sincerity.

In this circumstance, it may be perceived, how much
the evidence for Christianity goes beyond all ordinary
historical evidence. A profane historian relates a series
ot events which happen in a particular age ; and we count
it well, if it be his own age, and if the history which he
gives us be the testimony of a contemporary author. Anoth-
er historian succeeds him at the distanee of years, and, by
repeating the same story, gives the additional evidence of
his testimony to its truth. A third historian perhaps goes
over the same ground, and lends another confirmation to
the history. And it is thus, by collecting all the lights
which are thinly scattered over the tract of ages and of
centuries, that we obtain all the evidence which can be
got, and all the evidence that is generally wished for.

Now, there is room for a thousand presumptions,
which, if admitted, would overturn the whole of this evi-
dence. For any thing we know, the first historians may
have had some interest in disguising the truth, or suhsti-
tuting in its place a falsehood, and a fabrication. 'I'rue,
1t has not been contradicted, but they form a very small
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number of men, who feel strongly or particularly interest-
ed in a question of history. 'The literary and speculative
men of that age may have perhaps been engaged in other
pursuits, or their testimonies may have perished in the
wreck of centuries. The second historian may have
been so far remuved in point of time from the events of
his narratives, that he can furnish us not with an inde-
pendent, but wih a derived testimony. He may have
copied his account from the original historian, and the
falsehood have come down to us in the shape of an au-
thentic and well-attested history., Presumptions may be
multiplied without end § yet in spite of them, there is a
natural confidence in the veracity of man, which disposes
us to as firm a belief in many of the facts of ancient histo-
ry, as in the occurrences of the present day.

The history of the Gospel, however, stands distin-
guished from all other history, by the uninterrupted na-
ture of its testimony, which carries down its evidence,
without a chasm, from its earliest promulgation to the
present day. We do not speak of the superior weight
and splendour of its evidend s, at the first publication of
that history, as being supported, not merely by the testi-
mony of one, but by the concurrence of several independ-
ent witnesses. We do not speak of its subsequent writ-
ers, who follow one anotber in a far closer and more
erowded train, than there is any other example of in the
history or literature of the world. 'We speak of the strong
though unwritten testimony of its numerous proselytes,
who, in the very fact of their proselytism, give the strong-
est possible confirmation to the Gospel, and fill up every
chasm in the recorded evidence of past times.

In the written testimonies for the truth of the Chris-
tian religion, Barnabas comes next in order to the first
promulgators of the evangelical story. He was a contem-

porary of the apostles, and writes a very few years after
10




74 TESTIMONY OF

the publication of the pieces which make up the New
Testament. Clement follows, who was a fellow-labour-
er of Paul, and writes an epistle in the name of the church
of Rome, to the church of Corinth. 'The written testimo-
nies follow one another with a closeness and a rapidity of
Which there is no example; but what we insist on at
present, is the unwritten and implied testimony of the
people who composed these two churches. There can
be no fact better established, than that these two church.
es were planted in the days of the apostles, and that the
Epistles which were respectively addressed to them, were
held in the utmost authority and veneration. 'There is
no doubt, that the leading facts of the Gospel history
were familiar to them ; that it was in the power of many
individuals amongst them to verify these facts, either by
their own personal observation, or by an actual couversa-
tion with eye-witnesses ; and that in particular, it was in
the power of almost every individual in the church of
Corinth, either to verify the miracles which St. Paul al-
ludes to, in his epistle to that church, or to detect and ex-
pose the imposition, had there been no foundation for
such an allusion. What do we see in all this, but the
strongest possible testimony of a whole people to the truth
of the Christian miracles? There is nothing like this in
common history,—the formation of a society, which can
only be explained by the history of the Gospel, and where
the conduct of every individual furnishes a distinct pledge
and evidence of its truth. And to have a full view of the
argument, we must reflect, that it is not one, but many so-
cieties, scattered over the different countries of the world ;
that the principle upon which each society was formed,
was the divine authority of Christ and his apostles, rest-
ing upon the recorded miracles of the New Testament ;
that these miracles were wrought with a publicity, and at
a nearness of time, which rendered them accessible to the
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inquiries of all, for upwards of half a century ; that noth-
ing but the power of conviction could have induced the
people of that age to embrace a religion so disgraced and
so persecuted ; that every temptation was held out for its
disciples to abandon it ; and that though some of them,
overpowered by the terrors of punishment, were driven to
apostacy, yet not one of them has left us a testimony
which can impeach the miracles of Christianity, or the
integrity of its first teachers.

It may be ohserved, that in pursuing the line of con-
tinaity from the days of the apostles, the written testimo-
nies for the truth of the Christian miracles follow one
another in closer succession, than we have any other ex-
ample of in ancient history. But what gives such pecu-
liar :nd unprecedented evidence to the history of the Gos-
pel is, that in the concurrence of the multitudes who em-
braced it, and in the existence of those numerous church-
es aud societies of men who espoused the profession of
the Christian faith, we cannot but perceive, that every
small interval of time between the written testimonies of
authors is filled up by materials so strong and so firmly
eemented, as to present us with an unbmken chain of ev-
idence, carrying as much authority along with it, as if it
had been a diurnal record, commencing from the days of
the apostles, and authenticated through its whole progress
by the testimony of thousands.

Every convert to the Christian faith in those days, gives
one additional testimony to the truth of the Gospel histo-
ry. Is he a Gentile? The sincerity of his testimony 1is
approved by the persecutions, the sufferings, the danger,
and often the certainty of martyrdom, which the profes-
sion of Christianity incurred. Is he a Jew ? The sin-
cerity of his testimony is approved by all these evidences,
and in addition to them by this well known fact, that the
faith and doctrine of Christianity were in the highest de-
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gree repugnant to the wishes and prejudices of that peo-
ple. 1t ought neverto be forgotten, that in as far as Jews
are concerned, Christianity does not owe a single prose-
1yte to its doctrines, but to the power and credit of its ev-
idences, and that Judea was the chief theatre on which
these evidences were exhibited. It cannot be too often
repeated, that these evidences rest not upon arguments,
but upon facts; and that the time, and the place, and the
circumstance, rendered these facts accessible to the inqui-
ries of all who chose to be at the trouble of this examina.-
tion. And there can be no doubt that this trouble was
taken, whether we reflect on the nature of the Christian
faith, as being so offensive to the pride and bigotry of the
Jewish people, or whether we reflect on the consequnences
of embracing it, which were derision, and hatred, and
banishment, and death. We may be sure, that a step
which involved in it such painful sacrifices, would not be
entered into upon light and insufficient grounds. 1In the
sacrifices they made, the Jewish converts gave every evi-
dence of having delivered an honest testimony in favour
of the Christian miracles ; and when we reflect, that many
of them must have heen eye-witnesses, and all of them
had it in their power to verify these miracles, by conver-
sation and correspondence with bye.standers, there can
be no doui , that it was not merely an honest, but a com-
petent testimony. 'There is no fact better established,
than that many thonsands among the Jews believed in
Jesus and his apostles ; and we have therefore to allege
their conversion, as a strong additional confirmation to

the written testimony of the original historians.

One of the popular objections against the truth of the
Christian miracles, is the general infidelity of the Jewish
people. We are convinced, that at the moment of pro-
posing this objection, an actual delusion exists in the mind
of the infidel. In his conception, the Jews and the Chris-
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tians si.ud opposed o each other. In the belief of the
latter, he sees nothing but a party or an interested testi-
mony, and in the unbelief of the former, he sees a whole
people persevering in their ancient faith and resisting the
new faith, on the ground of its insufficient evidences. He
forgets all the while, that the testimony of a great many
of these Christians, is in fact the testimony of Jews. He
only attends to them in their present capacity. He con.-
templates them in the light of Christians, and annexes to
them all that suspicion and incredulity which are geueral-
ly annexed to the testimony of an interested party. He
is aware of what they are at present, Christians and de-
fenders of Chiristianity 3 but he has lost sight of their orig-
inal situation, and is totally unmindful of this circumstance,
that in their transition from Judaism to Christianity, they
have given him the very evidence he is in quest of. Had
another thousand of these Jews renounced the faith of their
ancestors, and embraced the religion of Jesus, they would
have been equivalent to a thousand additional testimonies
in favour of Christianity, and testimonies too of the stron-
gest and most unsuspicious kind, that can well he imag-
ined. But this evideice would make no impression on
the mind of an infidel, and the strength of it is disguised,
even from the eyes of the Christian. These thousand, in
the moment of their conversion, lose the appellation of
Jews, and merge into the name and distinction of Chris-
tians, ‘The Jews, though diminished in number, retain
the national appellation ; and the obstinacy with which
they persevere in the belief of their ancestors, is still look-
ed upon as the adverse testimony of an entire people. So
long as one of that people continues a Jew, his testimony
is looked upon as a serious impediment in the way of the
Christian evidences. But the moment he becomes a Chris-
tian, his motives are contemplated with distrust. He is
one of the obnoxious aund suspeeted party.  The mind
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carries a reference only to what he is, and not to what he
has been. It overlooks the change of sentiment, and for-
gets, that, in the renunciation of old habits, and old pre-
judices, in defiance to sufferings and disgrace, in attach.
ment to a religion so repugnant to the pride and bigotry
of their nation, and above all, in submission to a system
of doctrines which rested its authority on the miracles of
their own time, and their own remembrance. every Jewish
convert gives the most decisive testimony which man can
give for the truth and divinity of our religion.

Bat why, then, says the infidel, did they not all be.
lieve ¢ Had the miracles of the Gospel been true, we do
not see how human nature could have held out against an
evidence so striking and so extraordinary ; nor can we at
all enter into the obstinacy of that belief which is ascribed
to the majority of the Jewish people, and which led them
to shut their eyes agaiust a testimony, that no man of com-
mon sense, we think, conld have resisted.

Many Christian writers have attempted to resolve this
difficulty, and to prove that the infidelity of the Jews, in
spite of the miracles which they saw, is perfectly consist-
ent with the known principles of human nature. For this
purpose, they have enlarged, with much force and plausi.
bility, un the strength and inveteracy of the Jewish preju-
dices—on the bewildering influence of religious bigotry
upon the understanding of men—on the woeful disappoint.
ment which Christianity offered to the pride and interest
of the nation—on the selfishness of the priesthood—and
on the facility with which they might turn a blind and
fanatical multitude, who had been trained, by their earli-
est habits, to follow and to revere them.

1 the Gospel history itself, we have a very consistent
account at least of the Jewish opposition tu the claims of
our Saviour. We see the deeply wounded pride of a na-
tion, that feit itself disgraced by the loss of its independ-
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ence. We see the arrogance of its peculier and exelu.
sive claims to the favour of the Almighty. We see the
anticipation of a great prince, who was to deliver them

from the power and subjection of their enemies. We sed

their insolent contempt for the people of other countries,

and the foulest scorn that they should be admitted to an |

equality with themselves in the honours and benefits of &
revelation from heaven. We may easily conceive, how
much the doctrine of Christ and his apostieg was calcu.
lated to gall, and irritate, and disappoint them; how it

must have mortified their national vanity ; how ,Et.,muatr"ff'li_ﬂ_

have alarmed the jealousy of an artfal and ivterceted

priesthood ; and how it must have scandalized the great b

bady of the people, by the liberality with which it ad-
dressed itself to all men, and to all nations, and raised to

an elevation with themselves, those whom the firmest hab-

its and prejudices of their country had led them io cou-
template under all the disgrace and ignominy of outcasts.

Accordingly we kuoow, in fact, that bitterness, and

resentment, and wounded pride, lay at the bottom of a
great deal of the opposition, which Chnsimmh ex peri-
enced from the Jewish people.  In the New Testament
histpry itself, we sec repeated examples of their outrageous
violence 3 and this is confirmed by the testimeny of many
other writers. In the history of the martyrdom of Poly.
carp, it is slated, that the Gentiles and Jews inbabiting
Smyrna, in a furicus rage, and with a loud voice, cried
out, ¢ This is the teacher of Asia, the father of the Chris.
tians, the destroyer of our gods, who teacheth all men not
to sacrifice, nor to worship them !’ They collected wood,
and the dried branches of trees, for his pile; and it is
added, ¢ the Jews aiso, according to custom, assisting
with the greatest forwardness.” It is needless to multiply
testimonies to a point so generally understood ; as, that it
was not conviction alone. which lay at the hottom of their
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opposition to the Christians ; that a great deal of passiou
entered Into it 3 and that their numerous acts of hostility
against the worshippers of Jesus, carry in them all the
marks of fury and resentment.

Now we know that the power of passion will often
carry it very far over the power of conviction. We know
that the strength of conviction is not in proportion to the
quantity of evidence presented, but to the quantity of evi-
dence attended to, and perceived, in consequence of that
attention. We also know, that attention is, in a great
measure; a voluntary aet, and thav it is often in the power
of the mind, both to turn away its attenticn from what
would land it in any painful or humiliating conclusion,
and to deliver itself up exclusively to those arguments,
which flatter its taste and its prejudices. All this lies
within the range of familiar and every-day experience.
We all know how much it ensures the success of an ar-
gument, when it gets a fuvourable hearing. In by far
the greater number of instances, the parties in a litigation
are not merely each attached to their own side of the
question ; but each confident and believing that theirs is
the side on which the justice lies. In those coutests of
opinion, which take place every day between man and
man, and particularly if passion and interest have any
share in the controversy, it is evident to the slightest
observation, that though it might have been selfisliness, in
the first instance, which gave a peculiar divection to the
und “standing, yet each of the parties otten comes, at last,
to entertain a sincere conviction in the truth of his own
argument. It is not that truth is not one and immutable.
The whole difference lies in the observers 5 each of them
viewing the object through the medinm of his own preju-
dices, or cherishing those peeculiar habits of attention and
understanding, to which taste or inclination had disposed
him.
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In addition to all this, we know, that though the evi-
dence for a particular truth be so glaring, that it forces
itself upon the understanding, and all the sophistry of pas-
sion and interest cannot withstand it; yet if this trath be
of a very painful and humiliaiing kind, the obstinacy of
man will often dispose him to resist its influence, and, in
the bitterness of his malignant feelings, to carry a hostil-
ity against it, and that too in proportion to the weight of
the argument which may be brought forward in its favour.

Now, if we take into account the inveteracy of the
Jewish prejudices, and reflect how unpalatable and how
mortifying to their pride must have been the doctrine of a
crucified Saviour ; we believe that their conduct, in refer-
ence to Christianity and its miraculous eviaences, presents
us with nothing anomalous or inexplicable, and that it
will appear a possible and a likely thing to every under-
standing, that has been much cultivated in the experience
of human affairs, in the nature of mind, and in the science
of its character and phenomena.

"Chere is a difficulty, however, in the way of this in-
vestization. Krom the nature of the case, it bears no re-
semblance to any thing else, that has either been recorded
in history, or has come within the range of our own per-
sonal observation. 'There i1s no other example of a peo-
ple called upon to rencunce the darling faith and prinei-
ples of their country, and that upon the authority of mir-
acles exhibited before them. All the experience we have
about the operation of prejudice, and the perverseness of
the human temper and understanding, cannot afford a
complete solution of the question. In many respects, it
is a case sui generis, and the only creditable information
which we can obtain, to enlighten us in this inquiry, is
through the medium of that very testimony upon which
the difficulty in question has thrown the suspicion that

we want to get rid of.
i1
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L.et us give all the weight to this argument of which
it is susceptible, and the following 1s the precise degree
in which it effects the merits of the controversy. When
the religion of Jesus was promulgated in Judea, its first
teachers appealed to miracles wrought by themselves in
the face of day, as the evidence of their being commis-
sioned by God. Many adopted the new religion apon
this appeal, and many rejected it. An argument in fa-
vour of Christianity is derived from the conduct of the
first. An objection against Christianity is derived from
the conduct of the second. Now, allowing that we arc
not in possession of experience enough for estimating, in
absolute terms, the strength of the objection, we proposc
tiie following as a solid and unexceptionable principle,
upon which to estimate a comparison between the strength
of the objection and the strength of the argument. We
are sure that the first would not have embraced Christian-
ity had its miracles been false ; but we are not sure be-
forehand, whether the second would have rejected this
religion on the supposition of the miracles being true. If
experience does not enlighten us as to how far the exhi-
bition of a real miracle would be effectual in inducing men
to renounce their old and favourite opinions, we can infer
nothing decisive from the conduct of those who still kept
by the Jewish religion. This conduct was a matter of
uncertainty, and any argument which may be extracted
from it cannot be depended upon. But the case is wide-
ly different with that party of their nation who were con-
verted from Judaism to Christianity. We know that the
alleged miracles of Christianity were perfectly open to
examination. We are sure, from our experience of hu-
man nature, that in a question so interesting, this exami-
nation would be given. We know, from the very nature
of the miraculous facts, so remote from every thing like
what would be attempted by jugglery, or pretended to by
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enthusiasm, that, if this examination were given, it would
fix the truth or falsehood of the miracles. The truth of
these miracles, then, for any thing we know, may be con-
sistent with the conduct of the Jewish party ; but the
falsehood of these miracles, from all that we do know
of human nature, is not consistent with the conduct of
the Christian party. Granoting that we are nof sure
whether a miracle would force the Jewish nation to
renounce their opinions, all that we can say of the con-
duct of the Jewish party is that we are not able to
explain it. But there is one thing that we are sure of.
‘We are sure, that if the pretensions, of Christianity be
false, it never could have forced any part of the Jewish
nation to renounce their opinions, with its alleged mira-
cles, so open to detection, and its doetrines so offensive
to every individual. The conduct of the Christian party
then is not only what we are able to explain, but we can
say with certainty, that it admits of no other explanation
than the truth of that hypothesis which we contend for.
‘We may not know in how far an attachment to existing
opinions will prevail over an argument which is felt to be
true ; but we are sure, that this attachment will never give
way to an argument which is perceived to be false; and
particularly when danger, and hatred, and persecution,
are the consequences of embracing it. 'The argument for
Christianity, from the conduct of the first proselytes, rests
upon the firm ground of experience. 'The objection
against it, from the conduet of the unbelieving Jews, has
no experience whatever to rest upon.

'The conduct of the Jews may be considered as a sol-
itary fact in the history of the world, not from its being
an exception to the general principles of human nature,
but from its being an exhibition of human nature in singu-
lar circumstances. We have no experience to guide us
in our opinion as to the probability of this conduct; and
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nothing, therefore, that can impeach a testimony which all
experience in human affairs leads us to repose in as un-.
questionable, But after this testimony is admitted, we
may submit to be enlightened by it; and in the history
which it gives us of the unbelieving Jews, it furnishes a
curious fact as to the power of prejudice upon the human
mind, and a valuable accession to what we before knew
of the principles of our nature. 1t lays before us an ex-
‘hibition of the human mind in a situation altogether un-
exampled, and furnishes us with the result of a singular
experiment, if we may so call it, in the histery of the
species. We offer it as an interesting fact to the moral
and intellectual philosopher, that a previous attachment
may sway the mind even against the impression of a mir-
acle ; and those who believe not in the historical evidence
which established the authority of Christ and of the apos-
tles, would not believe, even though one rose from the

~dead. e
We are inclined to think, that the argument has come

have been enfeebled by that very circumstance, which the

infidel demands as essential to its validity. Suppose for
a moment that we could give him what he wants, that all
the priests and people of Judea were so borne down by
the resistless evidence of miracles, as by one universal
consent to become the disciples of the new religion.
‘W hat interpretation might have been given to this unani-
mous movement in favour of Christianity? A very un-
favourable one, we apprehend, to the authenticity of its
evidences. Will the infidel say, that he has a higher
respect for the credibility of those miracles which ushered
in the dispensation of Moses, because they were exhibited
in the face of a whole people, and gained their unexcept-
ed submission to the laws and the ritual of Judaism?
This new revolution would have received thic same ex-
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planation. 'We would have heard of its being sanction-
ed by their prophecies, of its being agreeable to their
prejudices, of its being supported by the countenance
and encouragement of their priesthood, and that the
jugglery of its miracles imposed upon all, because all
were willing to be deceived by them. The actual form
in which the history has come down, presents us with
an argument free of all these.exceptions. We, in
the first instance, behold a number of proselytes, whose
testimony to the facts of Christianity is approved of by
what they lost and suffered in the maintenance of their
faith ; and we, in the second instance, behold a number
of enemies, eager, vigilant, and exasperated, at the prog-
- ress of the new religion, who have not questioned the au-
thenticity of our histories, and whose silence, as to the
public and widely talked of miracles of Christ and his
apostles, we have a right to interpret into the most trium-
phant of all testimonies.

The same process of reasoning is applicable to the
case of the Gentiles. Many adopted the new religion,
and many rejected it. We may not be sure, if we can
eive an adequate explanation of the conduet of the latter,
on the supposition that the evidences are true; but we
are perfectly sure, that we can give no adequate explana-
tion of the conduct of the former, on the supposition that
the evidences are false. For any thing we know, it is
possible that the one party may have adhered to their
former prejudices, in opposition to all the force and ur-
gency of argnment, which even an authentic wmiracle car-
ries along with it. But we know that it is not possi-
ble that the other party should renounce these preju-
dices, and that too in the face of danger and perse.
cution, unless the miracles had been authentic. So
great is the difference between the strength of the ar-
gsument and the strength of the objection, that we count
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it fortunale for the merits of the cause, that the con-
versions to Christianity were partial. We, in this way,
secure all the support which is derived from the inexpli-
cable fact of the silence of its enemies, inexplicable on
every supposition, but the undeniable evidence and cer-
tainty of the miracles. Had the Roman empire made a
unanimous movement to the new religion, and all the au-
thorities of the state lent their concurrence to it, there
would have been a suspicion annexed to the whole histo-
ry of the Gospel, which cannot at present apply to it;
and from the collision of the opposite parties, the truth
has come down to us in a far more unquestionable form
than if no such collision had been excited.

The silence of Heathen and Jewish writers of that
period, about the miracles of Christianity, has been much
insisted upon by the enemies of our religion ; and has
even excited something like a painful suspicion in the
breasts of those who are attached to its cause. Certain it
is, that no ancient facts have come down to us, supported
by a greater quantity of historical evidence, and better
accompanied with all the circumstances which can confer
credibility on that evidence. When we demand the testi-
mony of Tacitus to the christian miracles, we forget all the
while that we can allege a multitude of much more deci-
sive testimonies ; no less than eight contemporary authors,
and a train of succeeding writers, who follow one another
with a closeness and a rapidity, of which there is no ex-
ample in any other department of ancient history. We
forget that the authenticity of these different writers, and
their pretensions to credit, are founded on considerations,
perfectly the same in kind, though much stronger in de-
gree, than what have been employed to establish the tes-
timony of the most esteemed historians of former ages.
For the history of the Gospel, we behold a series of testi-
monies, more continuous, and more firmly sustained, than
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there is any other example of in the whole compass of
erudition, And to refuse this evidence, is a proof that in
this investigation there is an aptitude in the human mind
to abandon all ordinary principles, and io be carried away
by the delusions which we have already insisted on.

But let us try the effect of that testimony which ow
antagonists demand. 'Tacitus has actually attested the
existence of Jesus Christ ; the reality of such a person-
age ; his public execution under the administration of
Pontius Pilate ; the temporary check which this gave to
the progress of his religion § its revival a short time after
his death ; its progress over the land of Judea, and to
Rome itself, the metropolis of the empire ;—all this we
have in a Roman historian; and, in opposition to all es-
tablished reasoning upon these subjects, it is by some more
firmly confided in upon his testimony, than upon the nu-
merous and concurring testimonies of nearer and contem.-
porary writers. But be this as it may, let us suppose that
"Tacitus had thrown one particular more into his testimo-
ny, and that his sentence had run thus : ¢ They had their
dencmination from Christus, who, in the reign of Tiberi-
us, was put to death as a criminal by the procurator Pon-
tius Pilate, and who rose from the dead on the third day
after his execution, and ascended into heaven.” Does it
not strike every body, that however true the last piece of
information may be, and however well established by its
proper historians, this is not the place where we can ex-
pect to find it ? If Tacitus did not believe the resurrection
of our Saviour, (which is probably the case, as he never,
in all likelihood, paid any attention to the evidence of a
faith which he was led to regard, from the outset, as a
pernicious superstition, and a mere modification of Ju-
daism,) it is not to be supposed that such an assertion
could ever have been made by him. If Tacitus did be-
lieve the resurrection of our Saviour, he gives us an ex-
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ample of what appears not to have been uncommon in
these ages—he gives us an example of a man adhering
to that system which interest and education recommend-
ed, in opposition to the evidence of a miracle which he
admitted to be true. Still, even on this supposition, it is
the most unlikely thing in the world, that he would have
admitted the fact of our Saviour’s resurrection into his his-
tory. It is most improbable, that a testimony of this kind
would have been given, even though the resurrection of
Jesus Christ be admitted ; and, therefore, the want of this
testimony carrics in it no argument that the resurrection
is a falsehood. 1f, however, in opposition to all prub':;.-
bility, this testimony had been given, it would have been
appealed to as a most striking confirmation of the main
fact of the evangelical history. It would have figured
away in all our elementary treatises, and been referved to
‘as a master argument in every exposition of the eviden-
ces of Christianity. Infidels would have been chalienged
to believe in it on the strength of their own favourite evi.
dence, the evidence of a classical historian; and must
have been at a loss how to diepoqe of this fact, when they
saw an unbiassed heathen giving his round amfl unguali-
fied testimony in its favour. |

Let us now carry the supposition a step fm hm. Let
us conceive that Tacitus not only believed the fact, and
gave his testimony to it, but that he believed it s¢ far as
to become a Christian. Is his testimony to be vefused,
because ‘ie gives this evidence of its sincerity » "Facitus
asserting the fact, and remaining a heathen, s unot so
strong an argument for the truth of our Saviour’s resug-
rection, as Tacitus asserting the fact and becoming a
Christian 1 consequence of it.  Yet the moment that this
trausition is made-—2z tiansition by which, in point of fact,
his testimony Lecomes stronger—in point of impression it
hecomes less ; and, by a delusion, common to the inlidel
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and the believer, the argument is held to be weakened by the
very circumstance which imparts greater force to it. 'L'he
elegant and accomplished scholar becomes a believer.
The truth, the novelty, the importance of this new subject,
withdraw him from every other pursuit. He shares in the
common enthusiasm of the cause, and gives all his talents
and eloquence to the support of it. Instead of the Ro-
man historian, Tacitus comes down to posterity in the
shape of a Christian father, and the high authority of his
name is lost in a crowd of stnilar testimonies. |

A direct testimony to the miracles of the New Testa.
ment from the mouth of a heathen, is not to be expected.
We cannot satisty this demand of the infidel ; but we can
give him a host of much stronger testimonies than he is
in quest of—the testimonies of those men who were hea-
thens, and who embraced a hazardous and a disgraceful
profession, under a deep conviction of those facts to which
they gave their testimony. ¢ O, but you now land us in
the testimony of Christians !”  This is very true ; but it
is the very fact of their being Christians in which the
strength of the argument lies: and in each of the nume-
rous fathers of the Christian church, we see a stronger
testimony than the required testimony of the heathen
Tacitus. We see men who, if they had not been Churis-
tians, would have risen to as high an eminenee as Tacitus
in the literature of the times ; and whose direet testimonies
to the gospel history would in that case, have been most
impressive, even to the mind of an infidel.  And are thesg
testimonies to be less impressive, because they were pre-
ceded by conviction, and sealed by martyrdom ?

Yet though, from the naiure of the case, no direci tes-
timony to the Christian miracles from a hcathen can be
looked for, there arc heathen testimonies which form an
important accession to the Christian argument. Such are

4"
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the testimonies to the staic of Judea ; the testimonies to
those numerous particulars in government and customs,
which are so often alluded to in the New Testament, and
give it the air of an authentic history ; and above all, the
testimonies to the sufferings of the primitive Christians,
from which we learn, through a channel clear of cvery
suspicion, that Christianity, a religion of facts, was ihe
object of persecution at a time, when eyc-wituesses taught
and eye-witnesses must have bled for it.

The silence of Jewish and heathen writers, when thc
true interpretation is given to it, is all on the side cf the
Christian argument. KEven though the miracles of the
Gospel had been believed to be true, it is inost unlikely
that the enemies of the Christian veligion wouid have giv-
en their testimony to them ; and the absence of this testi-
mony is no impeachment thevefore upon the reality of
these miracles. But if the miracles of the Gospel had
been believed to be false, it is most likely that this false-
hood would have Leen asserted by the Jews and hea-
thens of that period ; and the circamstance of no such as-
sertion having been given, is a strong argument for the re-
ality of these miracles. 'Their silence in not asserting the
miracles, is perfectly consistent with their truth ; but their
silence ir not denying them, is not at al} consisteni with
their falsehcod. 'The entire silence of Josephus upou the
subject of C' istianity, though he wrote zfter the destruc-
tion of Jerusalem, and gives us the history of that period
in which Christ and his apostles lived is certainly a very
striking circumstance. The sudden progress of Chris-
tianity at that time, and the fame of its miracles, (if not the
miracles themselves,) form an important part of the Jew-
ish history. How came Josephus to abstain from cvery
particular respecting it? Will you reverse every prinel-
ple of criticism, and make the silence of Josephus carry
it over the positive testimony of the many bistorical doc-
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uments which have come down to us? 1If you refuse ev-
ery Christian testimony upon the subject, yon will not re-
fuse the testimony of Tacitus, who asserts, that this relig-
ion spread over Judea, and reached the city of Rome, and
was looked upon as an evil of such importance, that it
became the object of an authorised persecution by the Ro-
man government ; and all this several years before the de-
struction of Jerusalem, and before Josephus composed his
history. Whatever opinion may be formed as to the
truth of Christianity, certain it is, that its progress con-
stituted an object of sufficient magnitude, to compel the
“attention of any historian who undertcok the affairs of that
~period. How then shall we account for the serupulous
and determined cxclusion of it from the history of Jose-
phus ' Had its miracles been false, this Jewish historian
would gladly have exposed them. But its miracles were
true, and silence was the only refuge of an antagonist,
and his wisest policy.

But though we gather no direct testimony from Jose-
phus, yet his history furnishes us with many satisfying
additions to the Christian argument. 1In the details of
policy and manners, he coincides in the main with the
writers of the New Testament ; and these coincidences
are so numerous, and have so undesigned an appearance,
as to impress on every person, who is at the trouble of
making the comparison, the trath of the evangelical story.

If we are to look for direct testimonies to the miracles
of the New 'Testament, we must look to that quarter,
where alone it would be reasonable to exnect them,—to
the writings of the Christian fathers, men who were not
Jews or heathens at the moment of recording their testi-
mony ; but who had been Jews or heathens, and who, in
their transition to the ultimate state of Christians, give a
stronger cvidence of integrity, than if they had believed

——
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these miracles, and persisted in a cowardly adherence to
the safest profession.

We do not undertake to satisfy every demand of the
infidel. We think we do enough, if we prove that the
thing demanded is most unlikely, even though the mira-
cles should be true ; and therefore that the want of it car-
vies no argument against the truth of the miracles. But
we do still more than this, if we prove that the testimo-
~nies which we actually possess are much stronger than
the testimonies he is in quest of. And who can doubt
this, when he reflects, that the true way of putting the
case between the testimony of the Christian father, which
we do have, and the testimony of Tacitus, which we do
not have, is, that the latter would be an asseriion not fol-
lowed up by that conduct, which would have been the
best evidence of its sincerity ; whereas the former is an
assertion substantiated by the whole life, and by the de-
cisive fact of the old profession having been renounced,
and the new profession entered into,—a change where
disgrace, and danger, and martyrdom were the conse-
quences ?

Let us, therefore, enter into an examination of these
testimonies.

This subject has been in part anticipated, when we
treated of the authenticity of the books of the New Test-
ament. We have quotations and references to these books
from five apostolic fathers, the companicns of the origin-
al writers, We have their testimonies sustained and ex-
tended by their immediate successors ; and as we pursue
this crowded series of testimonies downwards, they be-
come so numerous, and so explicit, as to leave no doubt
on the mind of the inqnirers, that the different books of
the New Testament are the publications of the authors,
whose names they bear ; and were received ..y the Chris-




L

SUBSEQUENT WITNESSES. 93

tian world, as books of authority, from the first period of
their appearance.

Now, every sentence in a Christian father, expressive
of respect for a book in the New Testament, is also ex-
pressive of his faith in its contents. It is equivalent to his
testimony for the miracles recorded in it. In the lan-
guage of the law, it is an act by which he homologates the
record, and superinduces his own testimony to that of the
original writers. It would be vain to attempt speaking
of all these testimonies. It cost the assiduous Lardner
many years to collect them. 'They are exhibited in his
credibility of the New Testament ; and in the multitude
of them, we sec a power and a variety of evidence for the
Christian miracles, which ie quite unequalled in the whole
compass of ancient history.

But, in addition to these testimonies in the gross, for
the truth of the evangelical history, have we no distinet
testimonies to the individual facts which compose it?
We have no doubt of /(he fact, that Barnabas was ac.
quainted with the Gospel by Matthew, and that he sub.
scribed to all the information contained in that history.
This is a most valuable tesiimony from a contemporary
writer ; and a testimony which embraces all the miracles
narrated by the evangelist. But, in addition to this, we
should like if Barnabas, unon his own personal convie-
tion, could assert the reality of any of these miracles. 1t
would be multiplying the original testimonies ; for he was
a companion and a fellow-labourer of the apostles. We
should have heen delighted, if, in the course of our re-
searches into the literature of past times, we had met with
an authentic record, written by one of the five hundred,
that are said to have seen our Saviour after his resurrec-
ilon, and adding his own narrative of this event to the
narratives that have already come down to us. Now, is
any thing of this kind to be met with in ecelesiastical an-
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tiquity ¥ How much of this kind of evidence are we in
actual possession of? and if we have not enough to sat-
isfy our keen appetite for evidence on a question of such
magnitude, how is the want of it to be accounted for?

Let it be observed, then, that cf the twenty seven books
which make up the New Testament, five are narrative or
historical, viz. the four Gospels, and the Acts of the Apos-
tles, which relate to the life and miracles of our Saviour,
and the progress of his religion through the world, for a
good many years after his ascension into heaven. All
the rest, with the exception of the Revelation of St. John,
are doctrinal or admonitory ; and their main object is to
explain the principles of the new religion, or to impress
its duties upon the numerous proselytes who had even at
that early period been gained over to the profession of
Christianity.

Besides what we have in the New Testament, no oth-
er professed narrative of the miracles of Christianity has
come down to us, bearing the marks of an authentic com.
position by any apostle, or any contemporary of the apos-
tles. Now, to those, who regret this circumstance, we
beg leave to submit the following observations. Suppose
that onc other narrative of the life and miracles ¢{ our Sa-
viour had been composed, and, to give all the value to
this additional testimony of which it is susceptible, let us
suppose it to be the work of an apostle. By this last cir-
camstance, we secure to its uttzrmost extent the advantage
of an original tesiimony, the testiinony of another eye-wit-
ness, and constant companion or our Saviour. Now, we
ask, what would have been the fate of ihis performance?
It would have been incorporated into ilie New Testa-
ment along with the other gospels. 1i may have been
the Gospel according to Philip. It may Rkave been the
Gospel according to Bartholomew. At all events, the
whole amount of the advaniage would have heen the sub-
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stitution of five Gospels instead of four, and this addition,
the want of which is so much complained of, would
scarcely have been felt by the Christian, or acknowledged
by the infidel, to strengthen the evidence of which we are
already in possession. |

But to vary the supposition, let us suppose that the
narrative wanted, instead of being the work of an apostle,
had been the work of some other contemporary, who writes
upon his own original knowledge of the subject, but was
not so closely associated with Chiist, or his immediate
disciples, as to have his history admitted into the canoni-
cal seriptures. Had this history been preserved, it would
have been transmitted to us in a separate state ; it would
have stood out from among that collection of writings,
which passes under the general name of the New Testa-
ment, and the additional evidence thus afforded, would
have come down in the form most satisfactory to those
with whomm we are maintaining our present argument.
Yet though, in point of form, the testimony might be more
satisfactory ; In point of fact, it would be less so. It
is the testimony of a less competent witness,—a wit-
ness who, in the judgment of his contemporaries, want-
ed those accomplishments which entitled him to a place
in the New Testament. There must be some delusion
operating upon the understanding, if we think that a
circumstance, which renders an historian less accredit-
ed in the eyes of his own age, should render him more
accredited in the eyes of posterity. Had Mark been
kept out of the New T'estament, he would have come
down to us in that form, which would have made his tes-
imony more impressive to a superilcial inquirver; yet
there would be no good reason for keeping him out, but
precisely that reason which should render his testimony
less impressive.  We do not complain of this anxiety for
more evidence. and as much of it as possible s but it ie
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right to be told, that the evidenee we have is of far more
value than the evidence demanded, and that, in the con.-
currence of four canonical narratives, we see a far more
effectual argument for the miracles of the New Testament,
than in any number of those separate and extraneous nar-
ratives, the want of which is so much felt, and so much
complained of.

That the New Testament is not one, but a collection
of many testimonies, is what has been often said, and often
acquiesced in. Yet even after the argument is formally
acceded to, its impression is unfelt; and on this subject
there is a great and an obstinate delusion, which not only
confirms the infidel in his disregard to Christianity, but
even veils the strength of the evidence from its warmest
admirers.

There is a difference between a mere narrative and a
work of speculction or morality. 'The latter subjects
embrace a wider range, admit a greater variety of illustra-
tion, and are qaite endless in their application to the new
cases that occur in the ever-changing history of human
affairs. 'The subject of a narrative again admits of being
exhausted. It is limited by the number of actual events.
True, you may expatiate upon the character or importance
of these events, but, in so doing, you drop the office of a
pure historian, for that of the politician, or the moralist,
or the divine. The evangelists give us a very chaste and
perfect example of the pure narrative. ‘I'hey never ap-
pear in their own persons, or arrest the progress of the
history for a single moment, by interposing their own
wisdom, or their own piety. A gospel is a bare relation
of what has been said or done ; and it is evident that, af-
ter a few good compositions of this kind, any future at-
tempts would be superfluous and uncalled for.

But, in point of fact, these altempis were made. 1t
is to be supposed, that, after the singular cvents of our
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Saviour’s history, the curiosity of the public would be
awakened, and there would be a demand for written ac-
counts of such wonderful transactions. These written
accounts were accordingly brought forward. Even in
the interval of time hetween the ascension of our Saviour,
and the publication of the carliest Gospel, such written
histories seem to have been{requent. ¢ Many,” says St.
Luke, (and in this he is supported by the testimony of
subsequent writers,) ¢ have aken in hand to set forth in
order a declaration of these things.” Now what has
been the fate of all these performances ? Such as might
have been anticipated. They fell into disuse and oblivion.
There is no evil design ascribed to the authors of them.
They may have been written with perfect integrity, and
been useful for a short time, and within a limited circle ;
but, as was natural, they all gave way to the superior
authority, and more conmplete information, of our present
narratives. 'The demand of the christian world was with-
drawn from the less esteemed, to the more esteemed his-
tories of our Saviour. The former ccased to be read, and
copies of them would be no longer transcribed or multi-
plied. We cannot find the testimony we are in quest of,
not hecause it was never given, but because the early
Christians, who were the most competent judges of that
{estimony, did not think it worthy of being transmitted to
us.

But, thongh the number of narratives be necessarily
limited by the nature of the subject, there is no such lim-
itatioa upon works of a moral, didactic, or explanatory
kind. Many such picces have come down to us, both
from the apostles themselves, and from the earlier fathers
of the church. Now, though the object of these comjposi-
tions is not to deliver any narrative of the Christian mira-
cles, they may perhaps give us some occasional intimation
of them. 'They may proceed upon their reality. We

13
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may gather either from incidental .passages, or from the
general scope of ihe performance, that the miracles of
Christ and his apostles were recogniscd, and the divinity
of our religion acknowledged, as founded upon these mir-
acles.

The first piece of the kind with which we meet, he.
sides the writings of the New Testament, 1s an episile
ascribed to Barnabas, and, at ail events, the prodaction
of a man, who lived iu the days of the apostles. 1t con-
sists of an exhortation to constancy in the christian pro.-
fession, a dissuasive irom Judaism, and other moral in.
structions. We shall only give a quotation of a single
clause from this work. ¢ And he (i. e. our Saviour)
making great signs and prodigies to the people of the
Jews, they neither believed nor loved him.”

The next piece in the succession of christian writers,
1s the undoubted epistle of Clement, the bishop of Rome,
to the church of Corinth, and who, by the concurrent
voice of all antiquity, is the same Clement who is men.
tioned in the epistie to the Philippians, as the fellow.
labourer of Paul. It is written in the name of the church
of Rome, and the object of it is to compose certain dissen-
sions which had arisen in the church of Corinth. It was
out of his way to enter into any thing like a formal varra-
‘ive of the miraculous facts which are to be found in the
evangelical history. 'The subject of his epistle did not
lead him to this ; and besides the . nber and authority
of the narratives already published, rendered an attempt
of this kind altogether superfluous. Still, however, though
a miracle may not be formally announced, it may be
brought in incidentally, or it may be proceeded upon, or
assumed as the basis of an argument.  We give one or
two examples of this. In one part of his evistie, he illus-
trates the doctiine of our resurrection from the dead, by
the change and progression of natural appearances, !
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he ushers in this illustration with the following sentence :
¢ Let us consider, my beloved, how the Lovd shews us
our future resurrection perpetually, of which he made the
Lord Jesus Christ the first fruits, by raising him from the
dead.” 'This incidental way of bimging in the fact of
of our Lord’s vesurrection, appears to us the strongest
possible form in which the testimony of Clement counld
have come down tous. It is brought forward in the most
confident and unembarrassed manner. He does not stop
to confirm this fact by any strong asscveration, nor does
he carry, in his manner of announcing it, the most remote
suspicion of its being resisted by the incredulity cf those
to whom he is addressing himself. It wears the air of an
acknowledged truth, a thing understood and acquiesced
in by all the parties in this correspondence. The direct
narrative of the evangelists gives us their original testimo-
ny to the miracles of the Gospel. The artless and indi-
rect allusions of the apostolic fathers, give us not merely
their faith in this testimony, but the faith of the whole so-
cieties to which they write. They let us see, not merely
that such a testimony was given, but that such a testimo-
ny was generally believed, and that too at a time w'.en
the facts in question lay within the memory of living wit-
nesses. o

In another part, speaking of the apostles, Clement
says, that * receiving the commandments, and being filled
with full certainty by the resurrection of Jesus Chris', and
confirmed by the word of God, with the assurance of the
Holy Spirit, they went out announcing the advent of the
kingdom of God.

It was no object in those days, for a Christian writer
to come over the miracies of the New Testament, with
the view of lending his formal and explicit testimony to
them. "This testimony had already been completed to
the satisfaction of the whole Christian world.  Tf much
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additional testimony has not been given, it is because it
was not called for. But we ought to see, that every
Christian writer, in the fact of his being a Christian, in
his expressed reverence for the books of the New 'Testa-
ment, and in his numerous allusions to the leading points
of the Gospel history, has given as satisfying ewdence to
the truth of the Christian miracles, as if he had left be-
hind him a copious and distinct narrative.

Of ali the miracles of the Gospel, it was to be sup-
posed, that the resurrection of our Saviour would be oft-
enest appealed to; not as an evidence of his being a teacli-
er,—for that was a point so scttled in the mind of every
Christian, that a written exposition of the argument was
no longer necessary,—but as a motive to constancy in the
Christian profession, and as the great pillar of hope in
our own immortality. We accordingly meet with the
most free and confident allusions to this fact in the early
fathers. We meet with five intimations of this fact in the
undoubted epistle of Polycarp to the Philippians : a fath-
er who hau been educated by the apostles, and conversed
with many who had scen Christ.

It is quite unnecessary to exhibit passages from the
epistles ¢f Ignatius to the same effect, or to pursue the ex-
amination downwards through the series of written testi-
meizics. It is enough to announce it as a general fact,
that, in the very first age of the Christian church, the
teachers of this religion proce~ded as confidently upon the
reality of Clirist’s miracles and resurrection in their ad-
dresses to the people, as the teachers of the present day :
Or, in other words, that they were as little afraid of being
resisted ey the incredulity of the people, at a time when
the evidence of the facts was accessible to all, and habit
and prejudice were against them, as we are of being re-
sisted by the incredulity of an unlettered multitude, who
listen to us with all the veneration of a hereditary faith.
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Theze ave five apostolic fathers, and a series of Chris-
iie.n writers who follow after them in rapid suceession.
'To give an idea to those who are not conversant in the
study of ecclesiastical anti;jaities, how well sustained the
chain of testimray is from the first age of Christianity, we
shall give a passage from a letter of Irenseus, preserved
by E.sebius. We have no less than nine compositions
frum different authors, which fill up the interval between
hirr and Polycarp ; and yet this is the way in which he
sp: aks, in his old age, of the venerable Polycarp, in a
letter to Klorinus. ¢ I saw you, when 1 was very young,
in e Lower Asia with Polycarp. For 1 better remem-
ber the affairs of that time than those which have lately
happened : the things which we learn in our childhood
growing up in the soul, and uniting themselvestoit. 1In-
somuch, that I can tell the place in which the blessed
Polycarp sat and taught, and his geing out, and coming
in, and the manner of his life, and the form of his person,
and his discourses to the people ; and how he related his
conversation with John, and others who had seen the
Lord ; and how he related their sayings, and what he
had heard from them concerning the Lord, both concern-
ing his miracles and his doctrines, as he had rcceived
them from the eye-witnesses of the Word of Life: all
which Polycarp related agreeably to the Scriptures.
These things I then, through the mercy of God towards
me, diligently heard and attended to, recording them not
on paper, but upon my heart.”

Now is the time to exhibit to full advantage the argu-
ment which the different epistles of the New Test. afford.
They are, in fact, so many distinct and additional testimo-
nies. If the testimonies drawn from the writings of the
Christian fathers are caleulated {o make any impression,
then the testimonies of these epistles, where there is no de-
lusion, and no prejudice in the mind of the inquirer, must
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make a greater impression. 'They are more ancient, and
were held to be of greater authority by competent judges.
They were held sufficient by the men of those days, who
were nearer to the sources of evidence ; and thiey ought,
therefore, to he held sufficient by us. 'The early perse.
cuted Christians had too great an interest in the grounds
of their faith, to make a light and superficial examination.
W- may safely commit the decision to them ; and the de-
cision they have made, is, that the authors of the different
epistles in the New 'Testament, were worthier of their
confidence, as witnesses of the truth, than the authors of
those compositions which weze left out of the collection,
and maintain, in our eye, the form of a separate testimo-
ny. By what unaccountable tendency is it, that we feel
disposed to reverse this decision, and to repose more faith
in the testimony of subsequent and less estcemed writers ?
Is theve any thing in the confidence given to Peter and
Paul by their contemporaries, which renders them un-
worthy of ours ? or, is the iesiimony of their writings less
valuable and less impressive, Lacause the Christians of
old have received them as the best vouchers of their faith ?

It gives us a far more satisfying impression than ever
of the truth of our religion, when, in addition to several
distizct and independent narratives of its history, we
meet with a number of contemporancous productions ad-
dressed to different societics, and all proceeding upon the
truth of that history, as an agreed and unquestionable
point among the different parties in the correspondence.
Had that history been a fabrication, in what manner, we
ask, would it have been followed up by the subsequent
compositions of those numerous agents in the work of de-
ception? How comes it, that they have betrayed no
symptom of that insecurity which it would have been so
natural to fecl in their circumstances? 'Through the
whole cf these epistles, we see nothing like the awkward
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or cmbarrassed air of impostors. We see no anxiety,
cither to mend or to confirm the history that had already
been given. We see no contest which they might have
been called upon te maintain with the incredulity of their
converts, as to the miracles of the Gospel. We see the
most intrepid remonsirance against errors of gonduct, or
discipline, or doctrine. 'T'his savours strongly of upright
and independent teachers; but is it not a most striking
circumstance, that, among the severe reckonings which
St. Paul had with some of his churches, he was never
once called upon to school their doubts, or their suspicions,
as to the reality of the Christian miracles? This is a
‘point universally acquiesced in; and, from the general
strain of these epistles, we collect, not merely the testimo-
ny of their authors, but the unsuspected testimony of all
to whom they addressed themselves.

And let it never be forgotten, that the Christians, who
composed these churches, were in every way well quali.
~ fied to be arbiters in this question. They had the first
authorities within their reach. The five hundred who,
Paul says to them, had seen our Saviour after his resur-
rection, could be sought after; and, if not to be found,
Paul would have had his assertion to answer for. In
some cases, they were the first authorities themselves, and
had therefore no confirmation to go in search of. He ap-
peals to the miracles which had been wrought among
them, and in this way he commits the question to their
own experience. He asserts this to the Galatians ; and
at the very time, too, that he is delivering against them a
most severe and irritating invective. He intimates the
same thing repcatedly to the Corinthians; and after he
had put his honesty to so severe a trial, does he betray
any insecurity as to his character and reputation among
them? So far from this, that in arguing the general doc-
rine of the rvesurrection from the dead. as the most ef-
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fectual method of securing assent to it, he rests the main
- part of the argument upon their confidence in his fidelity
as a witness. ¢ But if there be no resurrection from the
dead, then is Christ not risen.—Yea, and we are found
false witnesses of God, because we have testified of (God,
that he raised up Christ, whom he raised not up, if <o be
that the dead rise not.” Where, we ask, would have been
the mighty charm of this argument, if Paul’s fidelity had
been questioned ; and how shall we account for the free
and intrepid manner in which he advances it, if the mira-
cles which he refers to, as wrought among them, had been
nullities of his own iuvention ?

For the truth of the Gospel history, we can appeal to
one strong and unbroken series of testimonies from the
days of the apostles. But the great strength of the evi-
dence lies in that effulgence of testimony, which enlight-
ens this history at its commencement—in the number of
~its original witnesses—in the distinct and independent
records which they left behind them, and in the undoubt.
ed faith they bore among the numercus societies which
they instituted. The concurrence of the apostolic fathers,
~and their immediate successors, forms a very strong and
a very satisfying argument ; but le¢ it be further remem-
bered, that out of the materials which compose, if we may
be allowed the expression, the original charter of our
faith, we can select a stronger body of evidence than it is

possible to form out of the whole mass of subsequent tes-
timonies.
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