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P REVFACE

E T no reader take offence,
thouﬁgh the {ubjects debated

in the following pages be of a
{erious nature, if the ideas and
imagesi employed fhould {fome-
times border upon the ludicrous.:
The conteft between Elijah and
the votaries of Baal was a very
ferious one, and heaven itfelf in-
terpofed in it’s decifion. Yet,
ftrong and pointed is the zrony
of the Prophet—¢ Cry aloud,
¢ for he is a God ; either he is
“ talking, or he is purfuing, or
“ he is in a journey, or perad-
a 2 ¢ venture



i PRETFACE

«« yenture he fleepeth, and muft
¢« he awaked 1”#% Impiety pro-
vokes a frown; ablurdity occa-
fions a {mile; and many who
glory in the imputation of the
former, cannot but feel when they
are convicted of the latter. Some
opinions and arguments become
rifible, on being ftated. A por-
trait is {ufficient; a caricature
needlefs ; perhaps, impoffible.
Where {uch is not the cafe, no-
thing, 1t 18 hoped, has met with
+his treatment, unlefs proved to
deferve it. Ridicule is not the
telt of truth, becaufe truth muft
always be the teft of ridicule; and

* 1 Kings xviil, 27,

he
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he who laughs in the wrong
place, expofes no charalter, ex-
cept hisown. But, as the learned
and ingenious Dr. Ogilvie has
well obferved, < He who can
«« fairly turn the laugh when it
¢« has been raifed againft him,
“« will be pardoned readily, pro-
«« yided he has laughed in good

¢ humour.” *

* Inquiry into the caufes of the infidelity
and fcepticifm of the times. P. 443.

a 3 C O N-



CONTENTS.

LETTER 20 DR, SMITH.
LeTTER—Intr0dulory Page 1

1. Remarks on the Apology for
My, Hume's Life ara Wri-

11ngs 5
i1, Continued 18
111, ———Continyed 34
1V. A Dialogue on Philofophical
Scepticifm 47
V. Examination of the Effay on
Suicide 72
VI, Continned 108
VI Continued 126

VILI, Anfwer to a pamphlet, entitled,
«« Doubts of the Infidels™

&, 129

IX, Mira-



c ONTENT S

IX. Mirocles —Teftimony — M.
Valentine Grealrix 152
X, Pentatench — Reprefentations
of the Deity—Light before
the Sun—Darknefs—=Fir-
mament—Tree of Know-
lege— Death of Adon 163
X1. Fall—Cherubim 175
XII.‘. Flood—Rainbow 184
X1IL Condué? of ihe Deity refpett-
ing the pofterity of Abra-
bain—Efan and Facob 197
XIV. Pharaoh—Magicians—Egyp-
tian jewels — Horfes and
Chariots 208
XV. Balaam —The Canaanites—
Fudges 1. 19.—Chemofo—
The Witch of Endor 223
XVL. David’s treatment of the Lin-
monites—ithe Amalekite—
suimbering the people 240
a4 XVIL



CONTENTS..

XVII, Prophecy, and New T efiament
—Name of Chrift— Na-
ture of bis kingdom—T bir-
4y pieces of filver— Divifion
of Chriff’s gariments by lot
—Differences of divines—
Revelation of St. fobn—
Genealogy of Chrifi—Paf-

 cal—Voice from beaven at
Chriff’s baptifin—Slaugh-
ter of ‘the infants by He-
r0d—Pious frauds— End
of the world—Fig tree—
Grain of wheat—Elias—
Spurious Gofpels—Liberty
—Paffion and refurreltion
—Faith and reafon—Con-

clufion * 266

A LET-



A

L E T T E R

T O

ADAM SMITH LL.D.

ON THE

LIFE, DEATH, anxp PHILOSOPHY

OF HIS FRIEND

DAVID HUME, Eseq

By one of the People called CHRISTIANS.,

Ibant obfcuri, fold fub noite, per umbram,

Perque domos Ditis vacaas, et tnania regna.
Virc,

TRHE FIFTH EDITION,



ADVERTISEMENT.

T is of no confequence, gentle Rea-

der, to you, any more than it 1s t0
Dr. Smits, that you fhould know the
name of the perfon, whe now adarefleth
you. Your mind cannot be biafled,
either way, by that, of which yeu re-
main ignorant. The remarks in the
following pages are not therefore true,
or falfe, becaufe I publifh them; butl
publifh them, becaufe 1 think them to
be true. Read, confider, and deter-
mine for yourfelf. If you find no fatif-
falion, throw the book 1nto the fire ;
regret (but with moderation, as be-
cometh a philofopher) the lofs of your
fhilling ; and take care not to lofe ano-
ther, in the {ame manner, If, on the

contrary, vou fbould find fatisfaction
(and



i ADVERTISEMENT.
(and, it is humbly hoped, you will find

a great deal) neglet not to communi-
cate to others, what has thus been com-
municated to you. Speak handfomely
of me, wherever you go, and ntroduce
me to your Kinsfolk and acquaintance.
The enemies of Religion are awake:
let not her friends {leep.

I intended a much longer work; but
like the learned editor of Mr. HUME’s
Life, am neceffitated to ¢gratify,” with
all poffible expedition, *the impatience
< of the public curiofity ;” {o eager 1s
it to hear, what they, who believe in
Gop, can poflibly have to fay for them-
tlves. And if this will do the bufinefs,
why fhould you be troubled with more?
I am far from agreeing with Mr. VoL-
TAIRE, in all his obfervations, But
there is one, in which it is impofiible

to difagree with him, I have {ad,
< and
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« and 1 abide by it,” cries the little
hero, ¢ that the fault of moft books 1s,
« their being too large.” On review-
ing what 1 have written, I really can-
qot fee there is occafion to add another

fentence.

t1ad I not chofen, for reafons beft
known to myiclf, thus to make my
appearance incog. 1 would certainly
have fater for my picure, and have
tried to caft a lock at my title page, 28
lively and good humoured, as that of
Mr. Hume himfelf, My bookfeller,
indeed, told me, it would have been a
wuch more creditable way of doing the
thing; ¢ and then, you know, Sir,”
fid he, < we could have charged the

“ other fixpence.”
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SIR,
Y O U have been iatel}f employed

in embalming a philofopher;
his Zody, 1 believe I muft fay ; for con-
cerning the other part of him, nei-
ther you nor he feem to have enter-
tained an idea, fleeping or waking.
Elfe, it furely might have claimed a
little of your care and attention ; and
one would think, the belief of the
foul’s exiftence and immortality could
do no harm, if it did no good, in a
Theory of Moral Sentiments. But every

gentleman underftands his own bufi-
nels beft. |



2 A LETTER TO

Will you do an unknown corref-
pondent the honour, Sir, to accept a
few plain remarks, 1n a free and ealy
way, upon the curious letter to Mr,
STRAHAN, 1n which this ever memo-
rable operation of embalming 1s per-
formed ? QOur Philofopher’s account
of bis own life will likewife be confi-
dered, as we go along.

Truft me, good Doctor, I am no
bigot, enthufiaft, or enemy to hu-
man learning — Et ego in Arcadii—1
have made many a hearty meal, in pri-
vate, upon CiCERO and VIRGIL, as
well as Mr. muMe.* Few perfons
(though, perhaps, as Mr. HuME fays,
upon a like occafion, “ I ought not
“ to judge on that fubjeét”) have a
quicker relith for the produétions of
genius, and the beauties of compofi-

* LIFE, Di §.
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ton. It is therefore as little in my
intention, as it 1§ 1n my power, to
prejudice the literary charafter of
your friend. From fome of his wri-
tings I have received great pleafure,
“and have ever efteemed his Hiftory o
“England to have been a noble effort
?Qf Matter and Motion. But when a
man takes it into his head to do mif-
- chief, you muft be fenfible, Sir, the
"Public has always reafon to lament
: his being a clever fellow.

-1 hope it wiil not be deemed vanity
E] me likewife to fay, that I have in
Emy compofition a large portion of
¢ that, which our inimitable sHAKE-
%SPEARE ftyles, the milk of human kind-
%mﬁ I never knew what envy or ha-
§tred was ; and am ready, at all tmes,
to pralfe, wherever I can do 1,
$in honour and confcience, DpAvID, I

b




4 A LETTER TGO

doubt not, was, as you afhirm, a fo-
cial agreeable perfon, of a convivial
turn, told a good ftory, and played
well at ¢ his favourite game of whift®.”
I know not that JOHN THE PAINTER
did the fame. But there is no ablur-
dity in the fuppofition. If he did not,
he might have done 1t— Doltor, be
not offended —1 mean no harm. i
would only infer thus much, that
1 could not, on that account, bring
myfelf ablolutely to approve his odd
fancy of firing all the dock-yards 1n
the kingdom.

" Concerning the philofophical opinions
of Mr. rume you obferve, T that
« men will, no doubt, judge varl-
¢ oufly.” They are certainly at li-
berty fo to do, becaufe the author
himfelf did the fame. Sometimes, tO

* LiFE, &C. p. 43 T LIFEs &C. P59
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be {ure, he efteemed them ingenious,
deep, fubtile, elegant, and calculated
te diffufe his literary fame to the ends
of the world. But, at other times,
he judged very differently ; very much
fo, 1ndeed. “ I dine, fays he, I plav a
““ game at back-gammon, I converfe,
“ and am merry with my friends; and
¢ when, afrer three or four hours
‘“ amufement, I would return to thefe
““ Ipeculations, they appear fo cold,
““ {o ftrained, and fo ridiculons, that 1
‘“ cannot find 1n my heart to enter
‘““into them any farther.” * Now,
Sir, if you will only give me leave
to judge, before dinner, of Mr.
HuME’s philofophy, as he judged of

# Treatife of Human Nature. I, 467, In the
Poftcript to this Letter, a view will be exhi-
bited of the mumiaN fyllem, taken exallly as
1t appeared to it’s author at fix o'clock in the
evening,

h 2
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:¢ after dinner, we fhall have no far
ther difpute upon that fubjett. 1
could indeed with, if it were poffible,
to have a fcheme of thought, which
would bear contemplating, at any
time of the day; becaufe, otherwile,
a perfon muft be at the expence of
maintaining a brace of thefe metaphy-
fical Hobby-Horfes, one to mount 1n
the morning, and the other in the
afternoon.

After all, Sir, friend as 1 am to
freedom of opinion (and no one 1iv-
ing can be more o) I am rather forry,
methmks, that men fhould judge fo

varionfly of Mr. mume’s philofophical
fpeculations. For fince the defign of

them 1s to banifh out of the world
every idea of truth and comiort, {al-
vation and immortality, a future ftate,
and the providence, and even exifi-
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ence of cop, it feems a pity, that
we connot be all of a mind about
them, though we might have for-
merly liked to hear the author crack
a joke, over a bottle, in his life time.
And 1 could have been well pleafed
to have been informed by you, Sir,
that before his death, he had ceafed
to number among his happy effufions
tracts of this kind and tendency.
For—(let me come a little clofer to
you, Doltor, if you pleafe, upon this
{fubjet— Don’t be under any appre-
henfions — my name does not begin
with a B—) Are you fure, and can
you make us fure, that there really
exift no fuch things as a cop, and a
future ftate of rewards and punifh-
ments ¢ If {fo, all i1s well. Let us 4¢x,
in our laft hours, read Luciawn, and

play at waisT, and droll upon cHa-
b.3
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ron and his boat; ¥ let us die as
foolith and infenfible, as much like
our brother philofophers, the calves
of the field, and the affes of the de-
fart, as we can, for the life of us.
But—if fuch things Be—as they moft
certainly ARe—Is it right 1n you, Sir,
to hold up to our view, as  perfectly
“ wife and virtuous”, + the charalier
and condui? of one, who feems to have
been poflefled with an incurable an-
tipathy to all that 1s called RELIGION;
and who ftrained every nerve to ex-
plode, fupprefs, and extirpate the fpi-
rit of it among men, that 1t’s very
name, if he could effeét 1t, might no
more be had in remembrance? Are
we, do you imagine, to be reconciled
to a chara&er of this fort, and fall in
love with it, becaule 1’s owner was

®* LiFE, &C. p. 47, et {eq.
t 11rE, &c, p. bz,



pood company, and knew how to ma-
nage his cards? Low as the age 1S
fallen, T will venture to hope, it has
grace enough yet left, to refent fuch
ufage as this.

You endeavour to entertain us with
fome pleafant conceits that were fup-
pofed by Mr. HuMme to pals between
him{elf and old cmaron. The phi-
lofopher tells the old gentleman, that,
“ he had been endeavouring to open
«« the eyes of the Public;” that he
was < corre@ing his works for a new
«« edition,” from which great things
were to be expected; in fhort, “if
« he could but live a few years lon-
«« ger (and that was the only reafon
« why he would wifh to do fo) he
“ might have the farisfadtion of feeing
« the downfall of fome of the prevail-
« ing fyltems of fuperfhition.*”

* LIFE, &C. p. §0

b 4
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We all know, Sir, what the word
SUPERSTITION denotes, 1in Mr.
nuME’s vocabulary, and againit what
Religion his fhafts are levelled, under
that name. But, Doétor smiTH, do
you believe, or would you have us to
believe, that it i5 cHARON, who calls
us out of the world, at the appointed
time? Doth not uE call us out of 1it,
who fent us into 1t? Let me, then,
prefent you with a paraphrafe of the
With, as addreffed to mim, to whom
it thould, and to whom alone, with
any fenfe and propriety, i1t can be ad-
drefled.~Thus it runs—

“ LorD, I have only one reafon
“ why I would wifh to live. Suffer
“ me fo to do, I moft humbly be-
“ feech thee, yet a little while, till
“ mine eyes fhall behold the fuccels
“ of my undertaking to overthrow,

““ by my metaphyfics, the faith which



Dr. ADAM SMITH. 11

« thy son defcended from heaven
«« to plant, and to root out the kKnow-
«« ledge and the love of thee from the
¢ earth.”

Here are no rhetorical figures, no
hyperboles or exaggerations. 'The
matter is even fo. I appeal, in the
face of the world, Sir, to yourfelf,
and to every man, who can read and
underftand the writings of Mr. HUME,
whether this be not, in plain, honeft
Englith, the drift of his philofopty as
it is calied; for the propagation of
which alone he wifthed to live; and
concerning which you are pleafed to
fay coolly, ¢ men will judge varioully,
« eyery one approving or condemning
“ thefe opinions, according as they
« happened to coincide, or difagree
« with his own.*” Our thoughts are
very naturally carried back, upon this

¥ LIFE, &C, P. §9
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occafion, to the author of the i
philofophy, who likewife engaged to
open the eyes of the Publi—He did fo ;
but the only difcovery they tound
themfelves able to make, was,—that
they were NAKED.

You talk much, Sir, of our philo-
fopher’s gentlenefs of manners, good
aature, compaffion, genercfity, charity.
Alas, Sir, whither were they all fled,
when he fo often fate down calmly
and deliberately to obliterate from
the hearts of the human fpectes every
trace of the knowlege of cop and his
difpenfations ; all faith in his kind
providence, and fatherly protection;
all hope of enjoying his grace and
favour, here, or hereafter; all love
of him, and of their brethren for his
fake ; all the patience under tribula-
tion, all the comforts, 1n time of for-
row derived from thefe fruitful and
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perennial fources ? Did 2 good man
chink himfelf able, by the force of
metaphyfic incantation, in a moment,
to blot the fun out of heaven, and
dry up every fountain upon earth,
wouald he attempt to do it £ —TULLY
had but a faint glimpfe of the coun-
try towards which we are all tra-
velling ; yet fo pleafing was any the
moft imperfe@t and fhadowy profpect
into futurity, that TuLLy declared,
no man fhould ravith it from him*.
And furely, TuLLy was a philofopher,
as well as mume. O had he feen the
light which fhone upon HUME, he
would not have clofed his eyes againft
it: had the fame cup been offered to
him, he would not have dathed 1t un-

tafted from him!

* Quod fi in hoc erro, quod animos homi-
num immeortales effe credam, libenter erro;
pec mihi hunc errorem, quo deleor, dum
vivo, extorqueri volo. DE SENLCTUTE, ad Fin.
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“ Perhaps our modern {fceptics are
“ 1gnorant, that without the belief of
““ a gop, and the hope of immortality,
““ the miferies of human life would
““ often be infupporrable. But can ]I
‘ {uppofe them in a ftate of total and
““ invincible ftupidity, utter ftrangers
¢ to the human heart, and to human
¢ affairs ? Sure, they would not thank
‘“ me for fuch a fuppofition. Yet this
“ I muft fuppofe, or I muft believe
‘“ them to be the moft cruel, the
“ moft perfidious, and the mofk
“ profligate of men. Carefled by
“ thofe who call themfelves the great,
“ ingroffed by the formalities of life,
“ intoxicated with vanity, pampered
“ with adulation, diflipated in the tu-
“ mult of bufineis, or amidft the vi-
“ ciflitades of foliy, they perhaps
 have little need and little relith for
“the confolations of religion. But
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¢ Jet them know, that in the folitary

« {cenes of life, there 1s many an
« honeft and tender heart pining
« with incurable anguifh, pierced
« with the fharpeft fing of difap-
« pointment, bereft of friends, chilled
«« with poverty, racked with difeafe,
« feourged by the oppreflor, whom
«“ nothing but truft in Providence,
« and the hope of a future retribu-
<« tion could preferve from the ago-
« nies of defpair. And do they, with
«« facrilegious hands, attempt to ViO-
¢ late this laft refuge of the mifera-
¢ ble, and to rob them of the only
« comfort that had furvived the ra-
« yages of misfortune, malice, and
« tyranny ? Did it ever happen, that
¢ the influence of their execrable te-
« nets difturbed the tranquillity of
¢ yirtuous retirement, deepened the

« gloom of human diftrefs, or aggra-
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““ vated the horrors of the grave?
‘“Is it poflible, tnat this may have
‘“ happened in many inftances ? Is it
‘“ nrobable, that this hath happened
““ 1n one {ingle inftance !—Ye traytors
“ to human kind, ye murderers of
“ the human foul, how can ye an-
* {wer for it to your own hearts!
“ Surely, every fpark of your gene-
““ rofity 15 extinguithed for ever, if
*“ this conflideration do not awaken in
“ you the keeneft remorfe, and make
“ you wifh in bitternefs of foul — But
¢t ] remonftrate in vain, All this muft
“ have often occurred to you, and
“ been as often rejected, as utterly fri-
“ volous. Could I inforce the pre-
‘¢ {fent topic by an appeal to your va-
“ nity, I might poflibly make fome
‘““ impreflion. But to plead with you
““ on the principles of BENEVOLENCE_
““ Or GENEROSITY, 18 t0 addrefs you
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<¢ in a language ye do not, Or will not,
«¢ underftand ; and as to the fhame of
¢ being convicted of abfurdity, 1gno-
«« rance, or want of candour, ye have
« Jong ago proved yourfelves fuperior
«« to the fenfe of it.—But let not the
¢ Jovers of truth be difcouraged.
«¢ Atheifm cannot be of long conti-
« puance, nor is there much danger
¢ of it’s becoming univerfal. The
¢ influence of fome confpicuous cha-
« raders hath brought it too much into
« fafhion ; which, in a thoughtlefs
« and profligate age, it 1 NO difficult
¢« matter to accomplith. But when
¢« men have retrieved the powers of
« ferious refle@tion, they will find it
« 3 frightful phantom; and the mind
« will return gladly and eagerly to
« i’s old endearments, One thing
«« we certainly know ; the fafhion of
 fceptical and metaphyfical {yftems
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« paffeth away. Thole unnatural pro-
<« duftions, the vile effufions of a hard
““ and ftupid heart, that miftakes it’s
¢« own reftleflnefs for the activity of
““ genius, and it’s own captioufnels
« for fagacity of underftanding, may,
¢ Jike other monfters, pleale awhile
“ by their fingularity ; but the charm
« is foon over; and the fucceeding
““ age will be aftonifhed to hear, that
¢ their -fore-fathers were deluded,
« or amuted, with fuch fooleries.”

You, Sir, have.read the preceding
paragraph before; but this Letter
may come into the hands of many,
who have not. It is the alarum bell
to the admirers of Mr. HUME ; and
fhould be rung in their ears, till fuc-
ceeded by the lait trumpet.

And now, Sir, will you give me
leave to alk you a few queftions?
Why all this hurry and buftle, this
eagernefs to gratify the pretended



Dr. ADAM SMITH. 19

¢ impatience of the Public,*” and
fatisty ir, that our philofopher lived
and died perfetly compofed and eafy ¢
Was there, then, any {ufpicion, in
sCOTLAND, that he might not, at
times, be quiie {o compoled and eafy
as he fhould have been? Was there
any particular BOOK ever written
againft him, that thook his fyftem to
pieces about his ears, and reduced it
to a heap of ruins, the fuccefs and
eclat of which might be {uppofed to
have hurt his mind, and to have af-
feed his health? Was there any
AUTHOR, whole name his friends ne-
ver dared to mention before him, and
warned all ftrangers that were intro-
duced to him, againft doing it, be-
caufe he never failed, when by any
accident it was done, to fly out into

* Preface to LiFE, &c.

C
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a tranfport of pafiion and fwearing ? *

Was it deemed neceffary, or expedi-
ent, on this account, that he fhould

reprefent himfelf, and that you {hould
reprefent him, to have been perfectly
fecure of the growth and increafe of
his philofophic reputation, as if no
hook had been written, which had

* « T was a man of mild difpofitions, of

« command of temper, little fufceptible of en-
< mity and of great moderation in all my paf-
« fions. Even my love of literary fame, my
¢t rpling paffion, never fowered my temper.”
LIFE, P- 32. Yeteven by what is faid of the
Reverends and right Reverends — Bifhop
wARBURTON, Bifhop surbD, the Zealots (that
is, the Chriftians) and of the refolution once
taken to ¢ change his name and to fettle in
« France,” becaufe his writings did not meet
with fufficient encouragemeni — by thefe cir-
cumftances, I fay, there feems to have been -
fomething of the frritable in his conftitution,
But thefe are trifles, My quafry-lies not this
way, at prefent. I fly at nobler game. The
atrocions wickednefs of diffufing athei{m
through the land, isa fubject which concerns

every bocy,
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impaired it; it having been judged
much eafier to diffemble .the fall of
DAGON, than to fet bim upon bis fluinps
again? 1 am a South Briton, and, con-
fequently, not acquainted with what
paflfes fo far 1n the oppofite quarter.
You, Sir, can inform us how thefe
things are; and likewife, when the
oreat work of benevolence and charity,
of wifdomn and virtue, {hall be crowned
by the publication of a treatfe de-
ficned to prove the souL’s MORTA-
11TY, and another, to juftify and re-
commend SELF MURDER 3 for which,
without doubt, the prefent and every
future age will blefs the name of
the gentle and aminble author.,

" Upon the whole, Docor, your
meaning i35 good; but I think you
will not fucceed, this time. You
would perfuade us, by the example
of pavip Hume Efq; that atheifm is

C 2
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the only cordial for low fpirits, and
the proper antidote againft the fear
of death.. But furely, he who can
refleét, with complacency; on a
friend thus mifemploying his talents
in his life, and then amufing himfelt
with LUCIAN, WHIST, and CHARON,
at his death, may {mile over BABYLON
in ruins; efteem the earthquake,
which deftroyed rissoN, an agreeable
occurrence 3 and congratulate the har-
dened pHARAOH, on his overthrow in
the Red fea. Drollery, in fuch circum-
ftances, is neither more nor lefs than
Moody madnefs, laughing wild,
Amid fevereft woe.
Would we know the baneful and pef-
tilential influences of falfe philofophy
on the human heart? We need only
contemplate them in this moft de-
plorable inftance of Mr. HUME.
Thefe fayings, Sir, may a/ppear
harth ; but they are falutary. And if
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departed {pirits have any knowledge
of what is pafling upon earth, that
perfon will be regarded by your friend
as rendering him the trueft {ervices,
who, by energy of expreflion, and
warmth of exhortation, fhall moft
contribute to prevent his wiltings
from producing thole effelts upon
mankind, which he no longer wifhes
they fhould produce: Let no man
deceive himfelf, or be deceived by
others. It is the voice of eternal
truTH, which crieth aloud, and faith
to you, Sir, and to me, and to al}
the world—He that believetb on the Sox,
bath ecerlafting life; and be that be-
lieveth not the Son, fhall not fee iifes
but the wrath of Ged abideth on vim™
- By way of contraft to the beha-
viour of Mr. HuME, at the clofe of a
ife, pafled without cop in the world,

¥ jomN 1il. 30
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permit me, Sir, 1O lay before your-
felf, and the Publc, the laft fenti-
ments of ‘the truly learned, judicious,
and admirdble HOOKER, who had
fpent bis days 1n the fervice of his
Maker and Redeemer.

After this manner, therefore, {pake
the author of the Ecclefiafiical Polity,

:mmediately before he expired—
« T have lived to fee, that this

«« world is made up of perturbations;
« and 1 have been long preparing to
«t Jeave it, and gathering comfort for
«« the dreadful hour of making my
« qccount with GOD, which 1 now
«¢ apprehend to be near. And though
<« | have, by his grace, loved him 1n
¢ my youth, and feared him in mine
¢ age, and laboured to have a con-
« {cience void of offence, towards
¢ him, and towards all men; yet, if
« thou, Lord, thouldeft be extreme
<« to mark what I tave done amifs,
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« who can abide it? And therefore,
¢« where I have failed, Lord, fhew
“ mercy to me; for 1 plead not my
« righteoufnefs, but the forgivenefs
““ of my wunrighteoufnefs, through
¢« His merits, who died to purchafe
““ pardon for penitent finners. And
¢ fince I owe thee a death, Lord, let 1t
“ not be terrible, and then take thine
< own time; I fubmit to it. Let not
“ mine, O Lord, but thy will be
“ done ! —Gop hath heard my daily
““ neticions; for I am at peace with
“all men, and he is at peace with
“ me. From fuch blefled affurance 1
< feel that inward joy, which this
« world can neither give, nor take
“ from me. My confcience beareth
““ me this witnefs; and this witnefs
¢ makes the thoughts of death joy-
« ful. I could with to live, to do the
¢ church more fervice; but cannot

C 4
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« hope it; for my days are paft, as 2
« thadow that returns not.”

His worthy Biographer adds —
« More he would have fpoken, but
 his fpirits failed him; and, after a
« fhort confli& between nature and
¢ death, a quiet figh put a period to
¢ his laft breath, and fo, he fell afleep
« —And now he feems to reft like
«¢ ,azarus in Abraham’s bofom. Let
¢ me here draw his curtain, till; with
« the moft glorious company of the
«« Patriarchs and Apoftles, and the
« moft noble army of Martyrs and
¢« Confeflors, this moft learned, molt
¢ humble, moft holy man fhall alio
« awake to receive an eternal tran-
« quillity, and with it a greater de-
« oree of glory, than common Chrif-
«¢ tians fhall be made partakers of.”

Do&or smiTH, when the hour of
his departure hence fhall arrive, will
copy the example of the BELIEVER, OF
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the INFIDEL, s it liketh him beft. I
muft freely own, I have no opinion
of that reader’s hbead, ot heart, who
will not exclaim, as I find myfelf
obliged to do—
" Let m die the death of the Righteous,
and let my lof end be like bis!
I am, Sir,
Your very fincere
Well-wifher, and

Humble Servant,
One of the People called CHRISTIANS.

ﬁ.

POSTSCRIPT

As it is pofiible, Sir, nay; proba-
ble, that this little tract, becaufe 1t 1
1 little one, may be perufed by many,
who have not leifure or inclination o
go through large volumes, and yet
wifh to know what Mr. HUME’s philo-
fophical fyftem is; I fhall here fubjein
a fhort but comprehenfive fummary
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of the doétrines which compofe it,
drawn up {cme few years ago, by a
learned gentleman, for his amufement,
with proper references to thofe parts
of our philofopher’s works, where
{uch doltrines were to be found. And
though I never heard, the compiler
had the thanks of Mr. wume for fo
doing, yet neither could I ever find,
that he or his friends difputed the fi-
delity and accuracjr with which 1t was
done,*

A S8UMMARY OF MR, HUME'S DOC-
TRINES, METAPHYSICAL AND
| MORAL, |

OF THE SOUL.

That the foul of man is not the
fame this moment, that it was the
laft : that we know not what 1t 1s3
that it is not one, but many things,
and that it 1s nothing at all.

¢ See Dr. searTIE’s Effayon Truth,PartI1.
Ch. 1, Se&. 1. and Part Iil, Ch.ll,
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That in this foul is the agency of
211 the caufes that operate throughout
‘he {enfible creation; and yet that in
+his foui there is neither power nor
agency, hor any idea of either.

That matter and motion may often
be regarded as the caule of thought.

OF THE UNIVERSE.
That the external world does not
exilt, or at leaft, that it’s exiftence

may reafonably be doubted.
That the univerfe exifts in the mind,

and that the mind does not exift.
That the univerfe is nothing but a
heap of perceptions, without a f{ub-

ftance.
That though a man could bring

himfelf to believe, yea, and have rea-
fon to believe, that every thing 1n the
univerfe proceeds from fome caufe ;
yet it would be unreafonable for him
t0 believe, that the univerfe itfelf pro-

ceeds from a caule,
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OF HUMAN KNOWLEGE.
That the perfeétion of human

knowlege is to doubt.

That we ought to doubt of every
thing, yea, of our doubts themlelves,
and therefore, the utmoft that philo,
fophy can do, 1s to give us a doubtful
folution of doubtful doubts.*

That the human underftanding,
alting alone, does entirely fubvert
itfelf, and prove by argument, that
by argument nothing can be proved.
~ That man, in all his perceptions,
actions and volitions, is a mere paffive

machine, and has no {eparate exiftence
of his own, being entirely made up
of otner things, of the exiftence of
which he 1s by no means certain; and
yet, that the nature of all things de-

* The fourth fetion of Mr. nume’s Efays
on the Human Underflanding, 1s called, Sceprical
donbts concerning the cperations of 1he human un-

derflanding 3 and the fifth {eCtion bears this
title, Sceptical folution of thofe doubis.
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pends fo much upon man, that two
and two could not be equal to four,
nor fire produce heat, nor the fun
light, without an aé of the human
underftanding.

OF GOD.

That it is unreafonable to believe
cop to be infinitely wife and good,
while there is any evil or diforder 1n
the univerfe.

That we have no good reafon to
think the univerfe proceeds from a
caufe.

That as the exiftence of the exter-
nal world is queftionable, we are ata
lofs to find arguments by which we
may prove the exiftence of the Su-
premé Being, orany of his attributes.

That when we {peak of Power, as
an attribute of any being, cop him-

felf not excepted, we ufe words with-
Qut meaning.



22 POSTSCRIPT.

That we can form no 1dea of power,
nor of any being endued with power,
much lefs of one endued with infinite
power ; and that we can never have
reafon to believe, that any object
or quality of any objett exifts, of
which we cannot form an idea.®

OF THE MORALITY OF HUMAN
ACTIONS,

That every human action 1s necef-
fary, and could not have been diffe-

rent from what it 1s.
That moral, intelle€tual, and cor-

poreal virtues are nearly of the fame
kind—In other words, that to want
honefty, and to want underftanding,

* The poor prodigal Gentile, in the parable,
was hardly reduced to feed upon fuch Husks
as thefe. How good and how joyful a thing
mutft it be, for one, that has been fo reduced
10 return to the houofe of his heavenly Father,
where there is bread enough and to [pare—to
know the only irue Gob, ard JESUS CHRIST,
avhom bz bath feut !
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and to want a leg, are equally the
objeés of moral difapprobation.

That adultery muft be practifed, if
men would obtain all the advantages
of life ; that, if generally practifed, 1t
would in time ceale to be {candalous ;
and that, if pradifed fecretly and ire-
quently, it would by degrees come
to be thought no crime at all,

Laftly, as the foul of man, accord-
ing: to Mr. HuME, becomes every
moment a different being, the con-
{fequence muft be, that the crimes
committed by him at one¢ time, can-
not be imputable to him at another.™

I believe, Dottor smiTH, the rea-
der is now fully prepared to enter 1nto
the {pirit of your concluding fentence,
which therefore fhall be mine.

% <« My Enquiry concerning the Principles of
¢« Marals is of all my writings, hiftorical, phi-
¢¢ Jofophical, or literary, incomparably the
“ ggsT.” LIFE, p. 10.
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« I have always conlidered Mr.
‘“ yUME, both in his life time, and
« fince his death, ~as approaching as
“ nearly to the idea of A PERFECTLY
“ WiSE AND VIRTUOUS MAN, as per-
“ haps the nature of human fraiity
< will permit,”

LETTERS
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INTRODUCTORY LETTER.

TOo W.S. ESQ,

DEAR SIR,

O U exprefs your furprife, that

after the favourable manner in
which the Letter to Di. Smith was re-
ceived by the public, and the fervice
which, as you are plealed to fay,
was effe@ed by it, nothing farther

thould have been attempted; efpe-
A cially
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cially as an Apology for the life and
writings of David Huine, Ef;. made

i’s appearance {oon afterwards, and
fome pofthumous tracts of that philo-
fopher have been fince publithed, to
complete the good work he had {o
mwuch at heart; not to mention other
produtions on the fide of infidelity.
A few ftriGures on the nature and
tendency, the principles and reafon-
ings of fuch performances, thrown
out from time to time, 10 2 concife
and lively way, you oblerve, are bet-
rer calculated to fuit the tafte and
turn of the prefent age, than long
.nd elaborate differtations; and you
fee no reafon why a method praltifec
by Voltaire (and fo much commend-
ed by D’Alembert) againft religion,
fhould not be adopted by thofe who

write for it. In compliance with thefe
hints
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hints, and that you may not think me
defirous of leading an idle life, when
there is fo much work to be done,
I have formed a refolution to look
over my papers, and addrefs what
I may happen to find among them
to yourfelf in a {eries of letters; a
{pecies of compofition much in vogue,
and which has thefe two advantages
to recommend it, that it admits of
matter however milcellaneous, and
may be continued or broken off at
pleafure.

Ao LET-
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EBﬁgin, Dear Sir, with a few obfer- LET.
vations on the Apology for the Life L’_i_d
and Writings of David - Hume, Efq.
drawn up foon after that work came
out, but referved in éxpedtation of
Mr. H—"s pofthumous tracts.

With difficulty I am able to per-
fuade my friends, that this author
and myfelf have net written 1n con-
cert 3 for his Apology and my Letter
fit each other like two tallies.™ In
his Dedication, he exprefles his ap-

* The Apology was aritten before the pub-
lication of the Letter, though fent into the
world after it.

A 3 prehenfion,
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LETTERS ON INFIDELITY,

prehenfion, that ¢ the CHRIsSTIAN
“ clamour would be raifed afrefh.”
A clamour 1s accordingly raifed by
“ one of the people called Car1sTI-
““ sns.” Ellewhere he intimates his
expeltation that Mr, H—’s ¢ affetti-
‘“ onate Dr, Smuth” would come in
for his thare. A letter is accordingly
written to that very Dottor.

You {ee, Dear Sir, how I have
done my beft to fulfil his prediétions.
Let us now enquire whether he may
not have returned the favour, and
been equally kind to me.

In my advertifement I ventured 1o
fuppofe that, by a late publication,
the admirers of Mr, H. imagined
religion to have received 1t’s coup de
grace, and that the aftomifhed public
was utterly at a lofs to concelve,

“ what they, who believed in God,
' ¢ could
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«« could poflibly have to fay for them- LET.
«« felves.” To convert my fuppoii- x-—i-u
tion into matter of fa& he opens his
Apology with a kind of .funeral ora-
rion, moit folemnly pronounced over
Chriftianity as a breathlefs corpfe,
about to be for ever interred in the
orave of Mr. H.

« David Hume is dead! Never
 were the pillars of Orthodoxy fo
«« defperately fhaken, as they are now
« by that event!” And at P. g. he
{peaks of ¢ the particular circum-
«« frances of this event” as ¢ increal-
« ing the aggregate of our confierna-
“ tion I”

Fere, the diftempered imagination
of the Apologift fees Mr. H. like an-
other Samfon, bowing himfelf with
all his might between the pillars, and
(laying more at his death, than all

| A 4 that
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prehenfion, that ¢ the CHRisT1AN
‘““ clamour would be raifed afrefh.”
A clamour 1s accordingly rafed by
“ one of tne people called CarisTI-
““ sns.” Ellewhere he mtimates his
expectation that Mr. H—"s ¢« affeéti-
“ onate Dr, Smith” would come in
for his fhare. A letter 1s accordingly
written to that very Doctor.

You fee, Dear Sir, how I have
done my beft to fulfil his predictions.
Let us now enquire whether he may
not have returned the favour, and
been equally kind to me.

In my advertifement I ventured to
fuppofe that, by a late publication,
the admirers of Mr. H. imagined
religion to have recetved it’s conp de
greee, and that the aftonifhed public
was utterly at a lofs to conceive,

“ wnat they, who believed in God,
“ could
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« could pofilibly have to fay for them- LET,
« felyes.” To convert my fuppoils ‘__Iv_d
tion into matter of fact, he opens his
Apology with a kind of funeral ora-
rion, moft folemnly pronounced over
Chriftianity as a breathlefs corple,
about to be for ever interred in the
grave of Mr. H.

« David Hume is dead! Never
< were the pillars of Orthodoxy fo
«« defperately thaken, as they are now
« by that event!” And at P. 9. he
fpeaks of ¢ the particular circum-
«« frances of this event” as ¢ increal-
« ing the aggregate of our confierna-
¢ tign I”

Here, the diftempered imagination
of the Apologift fees Mr., H. like an-
other Samfon, bowing himfelf with
a1l his might between the pillars, and
laying more at his death, than all

A 4 that
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LT, that he flew in his /ife. He fees the

I believing world aghaft, the church
ey _ ,
| tottering from it’s foundations, and
Chriftians affembling in an upper chati-
ber, with the deors fbut, for fear of the
philofophers. What may be the ftate
of religion upon earth, before the
end fhall come, we cannot tell. We
have reafon to think it will be very
bad. But let us hope, notwithftand-
ing all which has happened 1n Scot-
land, that the Gofpel will laft our
time.

Thus again—I fcrupled not to al-
fert, that the end propofed in giving
an account of Mr. H——"s life and
death was, to recommend his {cepti-
cal and atheiftical notions. Dr. Smith
indeed was wary and modeft. He gave
us a detail of circumftances, and then

only added, that,  as to his philofo-
f 4 Phy:
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« phy, men would entertam various LET.
¢ ppinions, but, to be fure, all muft
<t allow his conduét was unexception- w
«« able,” &c. But the Apologiit has
blurted it all out at once.— David
Hume’s life was 7ight, and there-
fore his fyftem cannot be wrong. My
friend Dr. Smith will take him to
tafk for this, as fure as he is alive.
And now for another piece of com-
plaifance on my fide — P. 9. ke
« withes only out of curofity,
« know the unaffeCted ftate of our
« feelings,” on perufing the account
given by Dr. Smith— As if 1 had
been privy to his thoughts, the wifh
was no fooner formed, than gratified
by my Letter, which communicated
to him and to the public the fase
of our feclings, and in a manner, Ido
affure him, perfe®ly waaffelied. bur
1t
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it is a difficult matter to pleafe him;
for now he hath feen me, be doth not
like me.

At the clofe of his Addrefs, he tells
me, that  after accurately examin-
« ing my Letter, and carefully re-
«« confidering the whole fubje@t of
« the preceding Apology in confe-
« quence of it, he fees no occafion
¢ 1o alter a fingle fentence.” l.et us
therefore take a view of the Apology,
which is pronounced to be unaffected
by I,

P.11. « It is lefs the defign of
« thefe papers to defend H—s prin-
 ciples, than to fhew, upon the beft
« guthority, that he was earnefe i
«« qubat he wrotey and that, through
«« every part of his life, even to the
« yery moment of his death, e made
< precept and pracdice go band in- band
““ fogether.” But,
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But, furely, if the principles are LET.
not to be defended 5 if they are, as they ;,..,I,‘;
have been reprefented, fceptical and
atheiftical ; does the man, who propa-
oated them during his life, and took
the requifite meafures that they {hould
be propagated after his death—does
{uch a man deferve commendation,
becaule he was i earneft? An Apolo-
gy of this kind may be oifered 1n
behalf of every felon executed at
Tyburn, provided only that by dying
hard, he make precept and prallice go
band in band together. And the A.
very judicioufly oblerves as much.

P. 10. ¢ Many, indeed, will think,

« that this, however perfpicuoully
«« proved, will be doing him no real
« honour; fince in proportion to the

«« clearnefs of the evidence upon this
« matter, it will only thew his 1m-

“ piety



12 LETTERS ON INFIDELITY,

reT. ‘ plety and obftinate inhdelity the

I. < plainer; thereby, in the end, in-
S . .
““ curring upon him a more general
“ difgrace.”

Truly he has hit the mark, This
is the very obje€tion, which caufed
a friend of mine, on reading his
book. to fay, he fhould think it a lefs
misfortune, to have the difgrace of
hanging incurred upon bim, than to
have fuch an Apologift. And yet, 1n
the cafe before us, he had a reafon for
making this Apology, namely, that
there was no other to be made. The
only queftion 1s, whether it might not
have been better 1f he had faid no-
thing, and fuffered things to take their
chance ! However, 1t 1s now too late,
The objection is fairly ftated, and we
all ftand, arrefiis anribus, in expecta-

tion of the anfwer——Lo, 1t comes—
it I
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« ] amof a different opinion. The
« terms Infidelity, Impiety, and A-
¢ theifm, fhould not be lavifhly
¢ trufted from the lip”—Such a fen-
tence (by the way) fhould not have
been lavifbly trufted from the pen—<° We

¢ thouid not prefume
«“ 'To deal damnation round the land

¢« On each we deem our foe.”

Sir, your very humble fervant—I moft
heartily with you a good night—Here
was the jugulum canfe, the precile
point to be argued, over which I
hoped to have had the honour of his
sood company for the evening; when,
in the twinkling of an eye, he flips
through my hands, like an eel, and 1s
out of fight, in the mud.

We are not about to deal damuatiorn
on any man, But are there not fuch
things as Infidelity, Impiety, and

Atheifm :

13
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Atheifm? And are not the writings
of Mr. H. juftly chargeable with
them ? Thefe are the queftions,

The A. knows, as well as I do,
that Mr. H—"s Effays contain argu-
ments downright Epicurean, againit
the being of a God. Some of them
are mentioned in the Swmmary, at the
end of the Letter to Dr., Smith,
and no notice is taken of the matter,
In the Natural Hiftory of Religion, Dr.
Hurd thought our philofopher was
approaching towards the Jorders of
Theifm, ButI never could find that he
penetrated far into the country, Thele
{fame arguments ftand to this hour un-
retrated; the Effays which contain
them are publithed and republifhed
with the reft ; whether, at the hour of
death, he thought there was a God,
or thought there was none, we have

not
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not a fingle hint given us; and con-
cerning his pofthumous papers, * the
A. informs us, in his dedication,
« there is every reafon to believe they
« rurn upon fimilar refearches with
« {ych as have been already printed
< or, as it is more likely, they may
« carry his philofophy ftill nearer to
< pyaT POINT, which he might not
¢« think it DISCREET to pufh too vigor-
“ gyfly in his life time.” New dilcove-
ries in irreligion, then, 1t {eems, ftill re-
main to be made. They who have duly
confidered the vigour difplayed by Mr.
1. in his life time, are rather at a
lIofs to conceive, what THAT POINT
may be, to which, Dy pofthumous
efforts, his pbilefophy is to be carried.
It muft lie fomewhere

* Thefe have been fince publifhed.
Beyond

15
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LET,

1.
«~~ Diferetion is, undoubtedly, as Sir Johh

Falftaffe fays, the better part of valonr 3
but really, in thefe days of freedom,
there is {carce a poffibility of 1U's ever
being called for. Something, however,
is to come, which the A, fuppoles
will occafion more CHRISTIAN c/a~
mour. When we are fo {everely pinched,
he imagines we fhall cry out.—Certain-
ly, it cannot be thought we are /avif
of the terms Infidelity, Impiety, and
Atheifm, when we apply them to {uch
proceedings as thefe, 'What other
terms can we apply, or would he
himfelf with us to apply? And he
aravely apologizes for their author, by
telling us, he was confiffent, he was 1
earneff, he died as he lived, and left

blajphemies to be publithed after his
death

Beyond the realms of Chaos and old Night!
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death, which he dared not to publih LET:
1,

while he was yet alive. ‘Whom fhall
we moft admire, the Philofopher or

his Apologiit?
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UR A. obferves, Dear Sir, p.

17. ¢ Whatever might be the
« force of Mr. H—’s failb, no one,
« it is conjectured, will charge him
«« with having neglefted good works.
¢« T do not pretend (adds he) to {ay
« how far thofe are, or are 70! {uffi-
< cient,”

Indeed I believe there will be no
~blolute neceflity, upon this occalion,
of going deep into the controverly
concerning faith and works. The cha-
ra@er in which Mr. H. principally
appeared, and on which he chiefly

valued himfelf, was that of an quthor,
He
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He paflfed his life in writing; the
effeCts of his writings are vifible
in his worthy Apologift, and many
others; they are likely to go down
to pofterity. An unwearied endeavour
to propagate the principles contained
in thofe writings, is what we can
never confent to dignify with the ap-
pellation of a good werk, To wol-
fhip, to love, and to ferve God, one-
felf, is the firft of good worksg to
teach and incite others to do the {ame,
Is the fecond, Torenounce every thing
of this kind, onefelf, is the firft of evil
works; and the fecond is like unto
it, to tempt and {educe others, that
they may fall after the fame example
of unbelief. This is the employment
of that perfon, whom the A. mentions,
as having joined with the dancing majf-
ter, and the perfumer, in compounding

b2 2
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a fyftem of manners, recommended
by the late Eatl of Chefterfield.* He
rmght poﬁibly divert bimfelf 1n that
way, at his leifure hours; but when
ke fet o bufinefs in good earneft, the

iflue was, AN ENQUIRY CONCERNING

HUMAN UNDERSTANDING,

The A. is fond of citing two lines,
which have been often cited by others,
with a fimilar view—

For modes of faith let gracelefls zealots fight,
His can’t be wrong, whofc life is in the night.

The Chriftian faith, at it’s firft ap-
pearance, endured the trial of ten per-
{ecutions, and triumphed over the wit,
wifdom, and power, of the whole Ro-
man empire, Offered openly to the

* P, 112, “—A fyftem which feems to
¢ have been pillaged from the dancing-malter,

“the perfumer, and the devil.”
infpec-
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infpection and examination of the LET.
: 1 Il.
world, it has now ftood 1t's ground _

hove {eventeen hundred years. The
A. hardly expects 1t thould at length
£l before a couplet of Mr. Pope.
Poets, he knows, are not upon oath ;.
and ome for fenfe, and one for rbyme, 1S
often a fair compofition. The verles
rhyme well; but as to fenfe, that 1s
another queftion. Their author fome-
where tells us, that in reading religi-
‘ous controverfy, he {ill found himfelt
to agree with the laft author he perufed.
One cannot therefore weil take him for
a guide in thefe matters. The bright
fon of the morning fell from his ex-
alted ftation in the heavens; and he,
who penned MESSIAH, Was afterwards
unfortunately duped by the fophiftry
of Bolingbroke, ¢ -Evil communica-
¢t tions corrupt good manners.”

B3 As
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cpr. Asto the verfes in hand, [ know

J_‘L not that they were defigned to extend
by any means fo far as, by the pre-
fent application, the A. means 0 €X-
rend them. If they were, the propofi-
rion contained 1n them will be this;
that provided a man dilcharge the re-
1ative and focial offices, it matters not
what deity he acknowledges and wor-
thips; or whether he acknowledge
and worfhip any.

{ am forry T fhould Dbe obliged to
go back to a thing fo vulgar and
antiquated, as my CATECHISM. But
{o it happens—I cannot forget, that,
when a boy, Ilearned two tongs,
duty towards God, and my duly towards
iy neighbour. And, from that day to
this, it never entered into my head,
that the performance of the [laiter

would atone for the neglett of -the
former.



the performance of the former would
atone for the breach of the latler.
But the A. will never allow Oneé;
and we cannot fubmit tO allow the
other. What? Shall we make a con-
(cience of difcharging our duty to
men like ourfelves, and none of dil-
charging that to ouf Maker, our
Redeemer, our God? Is 1t rec-
koned praife worthy, generous, no-
ble, great, and cood, to love and
colebrate an earthly parent Of bene-
fadtor; and can it be deemed a point
of indifference, whether we believe
or deny, whether We blefs ot blal-
pheme, our heavenly and eternal Fa-
‘her and Friend, who gives us life, and
breath, and all things, 10 this world,
nd invites us to a far more happy

and glorious ftate of exiftence 10
B4 ano-

23
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another # May we adore Jehovah, or
Baal ; the Creator of the Untverfe,
or a' Monkey, or Matter, or Chance,
or Nothing, as the whim takes us,
and be blamelefs ? Tell it not to the
believers ; publifh it not among the
Chriftians ! |

The matter of falt i1s—that /ife
cannot be i the right, which i1s {pent
in doing wrong. And if to queftion
all the doftrines of Religion, even
to the providence and exiftence of a
(xod, -and to .put Morality on no
other -foot than -that of vriLITY—If

to dothis, be not to do wrong—then

farewell all‘diftintion between right

and wrong, ‘for evermore, To main-

tain and-diffufe the-truth of {God, is
to do his will; to deny, corrypt, or
hinder.1t, is-to work iniquity; and a

life fo-employed is a wicked lifi—per-

haps
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haps the moft wicked, that can be LET.
imagined. For what comparifon is '
there between one who commits a
crime of which he may repent, or, at
worlt, it may die with himn; and one
who, though he do not himfelf com-
mit it, teaches and encourages all the
world to commit it, by removing
out of the way the ftrongeft fanctions
and obligations to the contrary, in
writings which ‘may carry on the blef-
fed work from generation to genera-
tion? Let not thele errors be called
errors of fpeculation only. Adlion tlows
from fpeculation. No man venturcs
upon fin, till he has, {or the tume
at leaft, adopted fome falle principle.
And ¢ when men begin-to look about
« for arguments in vindication of
« impiety and immorality," fuch {pe-
« culations as -thofe of M. Hume
become
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““ become 1nterefting, and can hardly
«“ fail of a powerful and numerous pa-
« rronage.  The corrupt judge; the
« proftituted courtier; the ftatefman,
“ who enriches himfelf by the plun-
¢ der and blood of his country; the
«« petty-fogger, who fattens on the
« {poils of the fatherlefs and wicow ;
¢ the opprefor, who, to pamper his own
« beaftly appetite, abandons the de-
“ ferving peafant to beggary and def-
““ pair; the hypocrite, the debauchee,
“ the gamelter, the blafphemer—all
« prick up their ears, when they are
« told, that a celebrated author has
« written Effays, containing fuch
¢t dotrines, and leading to fuch con-
«« fequences.” Weighed againft a
condu& like this, the moralities of
focial life (a fyftem of which, by the

way, according to Mr, H. every man
13
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is left to compound for himfelf ) are LET.
duft upon the balance; they are like !
the falutation of Joab, when he fmote -
Amafa to the heart—< And Joab faid
“to Amafa, Art thou 1n health, my
““ brother? And Joab took Amala
“ by the beard with the right hand,
“to kifs bim. But Amafa took no
*“ heed to the {word that was in Joab’s
““ hand; fo he {mote him therewith
“in the fifth rib, and fhed out his
“ bowels to the ground.”*—In fhore,
if faith in God be not the effe&t of
fuperftiion and impofture, which no
man has yet proved 1t to be, we are
bound to regard it as our molt valua-
ble poffeflion, and to efteem thofe
who would rocb the world of it as the
worft of thieves; however, towards
each other, they may pratife what

¥ 2z Sam, xx. 9.
the
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the A. ftyles the duties, the decencies,
and the charities.”

P. 12. ¢ Perhaps it 1s one of the
«« yery worft circumftances againft
“ Chriftianity, that very few of 1Us
« profeflors were ever either fo mo-
« ra], fo humane, or could fo philofo-
< phically govern their paflions, as
“ the fceptical David Hume.”

And yet, we do not every day hear
of a Chrifiian running round a coun-
ter with his drawn {word after a Ke-
viewer, or quitting a.room on the en-
trance of his antagonift. It appears,
from a variety of inftances, that Mr.
H. when his literary charatter was
concerned, could by no.means © go-
“ yern his paffions {o phi‘lgf:qphically”

as his A, wilhes to .have it .believed.

But it is not my defire to depreciate

*P. 13,
any
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any thing that might be really com-
mendable in him. Thus much only
1 will venture to affert, that whatever
it was, the merit of 1t 1s not due to
his philofophical principles. Thefe at-
ford no motives to reftrain men who
have once embraced them from any
ices to which their conftitutions may
happen to incline. It Is t00 much
for the fame perfon to excel In every
branch. It is enough if he point the
way. All evil beings are not iimoral,
T.ord Chefterfield’s friena, himfelf,
mentioned -above, offends not in the
articles of eating, wine, or women ;
he is differently employed. He is
employed in tempting others to of
fend. |

The A. tells us, ¢ Mr. H—'s moft

¢« abfralt refearches were in favour of

« a behaviour perfectly irreproachable.
¢ ——WhO-_'

29
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«« —~Whoever is acquainted with Mr.
« H—’s writings will bear witnefs,
¢ that he was a lover of decency, or-
<« der, and decorum-It would ke the
« drudgery of a day to detect a fingle
“ light fentence in H.7%

[ thall tranfcribe two or three fen-
tences which lie pretty near together,
in a Dialogue {ubjoined to his Eiguiry
into the Principles of Morals.

¢ There is almoft as great diffi-
« colty, ‘1 acknowledge, to juflify
«« French, as Greck gallantry, except
““ only, that the former is much more
““ natural and agreeable than the lat-
< ter. But our neighbours, 1t feems,
¢ have refolved to facrifice fome of
< the domeflic to the fociable pleafures;
“and to prefer eafe, freedom, and an
“ open commerce, to a ftri& fidelity

[

* P. 1006, 110,
| “ and
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“and conftancy. Thefe ends are both
“ good, and are fometmes difficult to
‘“ reconcile; nor need we be fur-
“prifed, if the cuftoms of nations
¢ incline too much, fometimes to
“ the one fide, and fometimes to the
¢ other ¥ — It is needlefs to dii-
¢ femble: the confequence of a very
“ {ree commerce between the fexes,
“and of their living much together,
‘ will often terminate in intrigues
“and gallantry. We muft facrifice
“ fomewhat of the afefu/, if we be very
- ““ anxious to obtain all the agreeable
¢ qualities ; and cannot pretend to
« reach alike every kind of advantage.
““ Inftances of licence, daily multiply-
“ ing, will weaken the fcandal with
‘i“ the one fex, and teach the other,
““ by degrees, to adopt the famous

* Efflays Vol 11, P, 397, edit. 1772.
 maxim

31
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« maxim of La Fontaine with regard
« o female infdelity, that if one
<« buows it, it is but o [mall matier if

< gug knows 1 B0l it is mnothing”

Verily, as Lord Foppington fays to
his brother, in the ftage - play—a
NICE MARALITY, TAM, STAP MY
VITALS |

When we confider thefe {entences
a5 proceeding from the pen of ° the
« firft philofopher of the age,” in his
palmary and capital ‘work, defigned
to fettle the ptinciples of morality on
their only proper foundation, it
« would be the drudgery of a MONTH”
to find any thing in the fyftem of
Chefterfield and his three affociates,
¢ the dancing-mafter, the perfumer,
« and the devil,” better calculated
to multiply new conneliions, and dil-

* Effays Vol. 1, P 402,
{olve
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folve old ones; any thing, that fo LET.
much deferves the profoundeft ac. -
knowlegements from—the gentlemen

of DOCTORS COMMONS.

C  LET-
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T may fill perhaps be afked,
Dear Sir, how it fhould happen,

that when Mr. H—s principles were
fo bad, his practices fhould be no
worfe ? Let me offer the folution
oiven of fuch a phznomenon 1n the
mtelle&ual world, by a very ingeni-
ous and fagacious writer, Who had
not only ftudied mankind in general,
but, as it fhould feem, had beftowed
fome pains upon the very cafe now
before us.

« This fa® hath been regarded as
¢ ynaccountable : that fober men, of

« morals apparently unblameable,
fhould
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¢ (hould madly unhinge the great LET.
« principles of religion ‘and {ociety, :,_I:__,
«« without any vifible motive or ad-
« yantage. But by looking a little
«¢ farther into human nature, wc {hall
« eafily refolve this feeming paradoX.
«« Thefe writers are generally men of
‘e fpefculation and induftry ; and there-
« fore, though they give themfelves
« yp to the dictates of their ruling
« paffion, yet that ruling paflion com-
« monly leads to the tract of abfie-
«« mious manners. T hat defire of dif-
« tin@lion and fuperiority, 10 natural
¢ to map, breaks out into a thoufand
<« various and fantaftic fhapes; and 1n
 each of thefe, according as it s di-
<« refted, becomes a virtue or a vice,
¢ In times of luxury and diffipation,
« therefore, when every tenet of 1r-

< religion is greedily embraced, what
C 2 road
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« road to prefent applaufe can lie {o
« open and fecure, as that of dil-
«« gracing religious belief ? Efpecially
«« if the writer help forward the vices
«¢ of the times, Dy relaxing morals, as
¢« well as deftroying principle. Such a
«« writer can have little elfe to do, but
« to new model the paradoxes of an-
«« cient {cepticifm, 1n order to figure
« it in the world, and be regarded,
¢« by the imatterers in literature, and
«« adepts in folly, as 2 prodigy of
« parts and learning. Thus his va-
¢ pnity becomes deeply criminal, and
« is execrated by the wife and good 3
¢ hecaufe it is gratified at the ex-
«« pence of his country’s welfare.  but
¢ the confolation which degenerate
« manners receive from his fatal te-
¢t nets, is repaid by eager praife: and
« yice impatiently drinks in and ap-

plauds
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« plauds his hoarle and boding voice,
«« while, like a raven, he fits croak-
“ Ing aniverfal death, defpair, and
«¢ qanihilation to the human kind.”
But taking the account of Mr.

H——’s manners as his friends have
given i, to fay ¢ that few of the
« profeffors of Chriftianity ever equal-
« led him in morality, humanity, and
« the government of their paflions,”
is certainly going a great deal too far.
Thoufands, in the firft ages of tne
Gofpel, gave all their goods to feed
the poor; renounced, In deed as well
as word, the world and the flefh, and
joyfully met death in 1t's moft horrid
forms, for the love of their Redeemer.
On the fame principle, unnumbered
multitudes, in every fucceeding age,
have manfully fuftained the heavielt
calamities of human life, and with

C 3 faith
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LET. faith unfeigned, and hope that mak-
ii: eth not athamed, yielded up their
fouls into the hands of their Creator.
Scenes of this kind are daily and
hourly pafling in the chambers of the
fick and dying, as they, whofe office
it is to vifit thole chambers, well
know. To others they mufl rematn
anknown, fot want of biographers o
record them. Every Chriftian who
lives in piety and charity, does not
fagour the public with —His OWN
Lire. Every Chriftian, who expires
in peace and hope, has not the hap-
pinefs of a Dr. Smith to pen the ftory

of his death——

Full many a gem of pureft ray {erene,
The dark unfathom’d caves of ocean bear 3
Full many a flower is born to blufh unfecos

And wafte it’s fweetnels :n the defert atr.

Ear



LETTERS ON INFIDELITY.

Far from the madding crowd’s ignoble firife,
Their fober wifhes never learn’d to ftray;
Along the cool fequefter’d vale of life
They kept the noifelefs tenor of their way.

« Chriftianity,” fays a learned writer,
«« has in every age produced good ef-
¢ fects on thoufands and ten thou-
¢« {ands, wlofe lives are not recorded
« in hiftory; which is, for the molt
«« pari, a regifter of the vices, the
<¢ follies, and the quarrels of thofe
< who made a figure and a noile in
«« the world ; infomuch that Socrates,
« 4t the clofe of his work, obferves,
« that if men were honeft and peace-
« able, hiftorians would be undone for
«« want of materials.”

But, whether the profeflors of a re-
ligion be many or few; whether they
be influenced by the fpirit of 1t, Of
not; whether they be fincere, or hy-

C 4 pOCrites;
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LET. _
(7. pocrites; whether they be detelted,

w=~' or undetected; the religion is ftill the
fame: it does not change with the
changing tempers, difpofitions, and
nterefts of mankind, in different
times and places; nor is 1t to be
charged with the guilt of practices,
againft which it protefs in every page.
No demonftration in Euclid can be
clearer than this.
To account for the oppofition often
{o vifible between the lives and the
opinions of Chriftians, one muft enu-
merate all the various methods, by
which, in matters of moral and fpiri-
tual concern, men are wont to im-
pofe upon themfelves. Appetite and
paffion, floth and intereft, will work
wonders in this way—wonders, of
‘which he has no idea, who has not

been accuftomed, with this view, .to
COn-
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contemplate the condu& of thofe
around him, and impartially to {cru.
tinize his own. The religion of many
a perfon profefling Chriftianity, is,
by thefe means, laid by, like a beft
coat, for fundays and holidays. Not
a fingle thought occurs of the neceflity
there 1s for its being brought into the
daily and hourly concerns of common
life. Itis a {peculative belief, depo-
fited 1n the underftanding, to which
iU’s owner recurs, when he has no-
thing elle to do; he finds it where he
left 1t, and 1s fully fatished with its
being there, inftead of bearing it al-
ways about him, in his heart and af-
feCtions, as an active principle, ready
for ufe, to operate at all feafons, and
on all occalions. He will even [pend
his days 1n difcourfing and difputing

upon the fublimeft dotrines, and moft
holy

41
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holy precepts of religion, his own life
ftill continuing unreformed. Nay, what
is yet more ftrange, he will preach
{erioufly, earneflly, affeCtionately, and
repeatedly, againtt a failing, to which
he himfelf is notorioufly fubject, and
every one who hears him knows him
to be fo. It follows not neceflarily,
that he is defignedly playing the hy-
pocrite, and acting a part. He has
fome method of concealing himfelf
from himfelf, or of excufing hunfelf
to himfelf, He does not fe¢ that he 1s
the perfon, againft whom all his own
arguments are pointed. e does not
ihink of it. He ftands in need of a
friend—or an enemy-—to tell him—
THOU ART THE MAN.——This may
feem to be a fpecies of madnefs ; but
this is human nature, Let me con-

clude with a ftory.
A friend
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A friend of mine was much afflict-
ed with a dangerous diforder, part
hereditary, and part the fruit of his
own induftry. He fent for one of the
beft phyficians in the kingdom, who,
having difcourfed, greatly to his fa-
tisfa@ion, on the excellency of medi-
cine in general, and of a medicine
proper for that diforder 1n particular,
wrote his prefcription, and took his
leave. My friend, who was a {cholar,
had' a learned gentleman with him at
the time ; and the do&or was hardly
out of the door, before a very warm
controverfy began between them, con-
cerning the flyle of the prefcription,
whether it were caffical or not. ‘T'his
and the virtues of the medicine were
1ow the conftant fubjefts of my
friend’s converfation, and he inveigh-

ed with great zeal and indignation,
agalnft
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againflt the folly of thofe, who would
languifh under difeale, when there
was fuch a remedy to be had, The
diltemper, mean while, increafed up-
on himfelf, and began to {eize the vi-
tals. The doftor was again fent for;
and knowing his pauent to be a re-
markably assent man, Pray, Sir,
faid he, give me leave to afk you one
queftion—Have you TAKEN the me-
dicne ? A fummons to the bar of
judgment could hardiy have aftonifn-
ed my friend more than this queftion,
He awoke as one out of a dream, and

very honeftly owned, he had been {o

occupied In talking and writing about
it, and recommending it to others,
that he had really quite forgotten that
part of the prefcription. He did 1n-
deed recollect to have once tafted the
draught, but finding 1t rather batter,

a flavour
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a flavour always difagreeable to him,
he had fet it by again, trufting, it
feems, for his cure, to the virtues
which might efcape the cork, as It
ftood upon the mantle-piece.—You
fee how eafy it is for him who pol-
fefles the medicine to be like him
who pofleffes it not; the medicine
itfelf continuing all the while per-
fe@ly irreproachable.

And now, if you pleafe, Dear, Sir,
we will take our leave of the Apology;
for I have no defign to meddle with
the farrago of extraneons matter which
it contains, refpeing gallantry, flot-
tery, dedications, &c. &c. &c. and as
to the crude and angry remarks at
the end of it, on the Letter to Dr.
Smith—avaleant quantum valere poffuns !
—1I will truft any man with them, if,

during the perufal, he will only hold
in
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in his hand the pamphlet to which
they relate—The Apology 1s indeed,
both for matter and manner, fenti-
ment and language, fo mean and
wretched a performance, that one
cannot {ufficiently wonder, how any
perfon, accuftomed to write, could
permit fuch a piece to come abroad,

with all its imperfetions on its head.

[ have feleCted thofe parts which af-
forded room for enlarging on topics
ufeful to be difcuffed, and have now
done with it for ever,

LET.



L ETTER IV

A'M truly concerned, Dear Sir, LET,

to hear that your old conftiturt- 1%
onal complaint, a depreflion of fpurits, —
has of late been more than ufually
troublefome, and wifh I may fucceed
. the medicine I am going to admi-
nifter, if not for the removal, at leaft
for a temporary alleviation of 1t.

The famous Dr. Radcliffe was once
called in to a perfon almoft fuffocated
by an impofthumated {welling in the
throat. The cafe required immediate
relief, and the doctor fent his fervant
1to the kitchen, to order and bring

up a large hafty-pudding, Upon 1t’s

arrival
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arrtval, falling into a violent paffion
becaufe it was not made to his mind,
he flung an handful of it in the fel-
low’s face, who returned the compli-
ment, and an engagement enfued be-
tween them, till the ammunition was
all {pent. The fick man, who had
been raifed in his bed to {ee the bat-
tle, was forced into a violent fit of
laughter; the impofthume broke, and
the patient recovered.

In the prefent cafe, the philofophy
contained in Mr, H—’s pofthumous
work, ftyled Dialognes on Naiural Re-
ligion, fhall be our hafty-pudding;
and I will introduce a couple of gen-
tlemen of my acquaintance to, tofs a
little of it backwards and forwards,
for your entertainment—May the ef-
fect prove equally falutary!

A DIALOGUE



LET.
A DIALOGUE 1V.
BETWEEN
THOMAS AND TIMOTHY
O N

PHILOSOPHICAL SCEPTICISAL

Tiv. Whither away fo faft, man !
Where art going tais morning ¢
Tom. I am going 0 be made 2

Chriftian.
Tin. The very laft thing I thould

have dreamed of. But pray, who 1s

thought he was an Atheit.

Tom. The world never was Imorc
miftaken about any on¢ man, than
bout David Hume. He was deem-
ed a {worn foe to Chriftianity, whereas

his whole life was fpent in its fervice,
D Liis
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His works compofe altogether a
complete Preparatio Evangelica. They
lead men gently, and gradually, as it
were, to the Gofpel.

Tim. As how, Tom ? Be pleafed
to take me along with you.

Tom. Why look you, here is chap-
ter and verfe for you. Dialegues con-
cerning Natural Religion, P, 263, ¢ To
“be a philofophical [ceptic, 15, 1n a
“ man of letters, the firft and moft
« effential ftep towards being a found
“ believing Chriftian.”

Tim, When David was at Paris,
I have heard, the wits there fhould
fay, he was a very worthy gentleman,
but had his religious prejudices, like
other people. As folks are quick
fcented in that country, perhaps they
{melled a rat. Indeed, in a Supple-

ment to the Life of Mr. H, we are told,
that
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that a brother of his ufed to oblerve
of him, ¢ My brother Davie 1s 2 good
“ enough fort of a man, but rather
«« garrow minded”—Well, 1 cannot
tell what fo fay to it; there are abun-
dance of pretty fancies ftirring. 1
{uppafe there may be different ways
of becoming a Chriftian. A man of
lotters, enters, belike, at the back

door, and fo goes round the houfe to
come at it; a compafs which we plain
folk do not think it neceflary to take.
One thing is certain, that if {cepticiim
be the road to Chriftianity, Mr. H.
is a very proper perfon to keep the
turnpike gate upon it. But what pro-
orefs muft one make, if one had a
mind to try the experiment, in this
fame philofophical [feepticifn, before
one could become a good Jound believ-

Dz ing
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LeT, g Chriftion? Muft one doubt of
Ve every thing ?
Nyl

Tom. Of every thing, in this

world, and that which is to come; as

I myfelf do at this prefent {peaking.

It is the molt agreeable procefs in
life; a charming delightful fufpenie

of judgment. I doubt whether there

be any fuch thing as matter ; I doubt
likewife whether there be any fuch
thing as {pirit ; that is, I doubt whe-

ther there be creature or Creator ; and
whether I myfelf am any thing more

than a bundle of perceptions, with-

out either body or foul. We modern
philofophers, you muft know, confi-

der matter and {pirit as fo much lum-

ber, which fhould be cleared out of

the way. There would then be a no-

ble field open for fpeculation, and

we might all fet out afrefh—I doubt,
whether
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whether the world, (fuppofing, fora LET.
moment, that there be one) did not 1V

exift from eternity, or whether 1t —
did not make itfelf ; whether 1t be
not a huge animal, fomewhat like
an  oftrich, which lays now and
then an egg, to be hatched 1nto 2

young world; or whether 1t be not
an overgrown vegetable, run to feed.
« Ag a tree fheds its feed into the
« neighbouring ficlds, and produces
« other trees 3 fo the great vegetable
« the world, or this planetary {yltem,
« produces , perhaps , within itfelf
¢ certain feeds, which being fcattered
< into the furrounding chaos, vege-
« tate into new worlds. A comet, for
« inftance, is the feed of a world 3 and
¢« after it has been fully ripened, by
 pafling from fun to fun, and tar to

« ftar, is at laft tofled 1nto the un-
D3 formed
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¢ formed elements which every where
“ furround this univerfe, and imme-
¢ diately {prouts up tnto a new {yl-
“ tem,” ¥

Tim. Vaftly ingenious! and really,
upon the whole, not improbable!—
But pry’thee Tom, if you are not in
too great a hutry to be made a Chrif-
tian, do ftop for half an hour, and
inftru&t me a little farther in this New
Week’s Preparation of Mr, H., For
the {pecimen you have given me 1s {o
exquifite, that it perfetly makes my
mouth to water for more. What 1Is
the plan of thefe famous Dialogues con-
cerning Natural Religion 2

Tom. You fhall have it in few
words—Once upon a time, then,
there was a promifing young man,
whofe name was Pamphilus, He was

* Dialogues, £4 132,
brought
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brought up by a philofopher called
Cleanthes. Philo, a brother philofo-
pher, came to fpend fome days with
Cleanthes. The Dialogues are fup-
pofed to contain the {ubftance of 2
converfation which pafled between
thefe perfonages, by way, among
other things, of preparing young
Pamphilus, in a proper manner, for
the reception of the Gofpel, by firft
making him a thorough fceptic. Pam-
philus, who, as a hearer only, was to
learn and be wife, relates this conver-
fation, in a letter to his friend Her-
mippus. There is a third {peaker n

the Dialogues, ftyled Demea, onc of

your old fathioned orthodox gentry,
who both firmly believes the exift
ence of a Deity, and is rather di-
pofed to fpeak well than 1l of his

Maker. But the two philofophers fo
D 4 aftonifh
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aftonifh and difcompole him, draw
him into fo many ambufcades, and
raife {fo thick a metaphyfical duft
around him, that at the clofe of the
xith Dialogue, the old gentleman i1s
olad to take a French leave, and va-
nithes {o very fuddenly, that whether
he went out at the door, or the win-

dow, or up the chimney, no body

knows to this hour. It would do
your heart good to fee the fun they

make with him.
Tim. Before you go any farther,
let me 1uft afk you one queftion, Pray

do you a& upon this principle of phi-

lofophical fcepticifm in-common life ?

ToMm. O, by no means, If we did,
we fhould walk into a horfepond, or
run our heads againft a wall, and
the boys would laugh at us. No, no,

“to whatever length any one may
¢ puih
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« pufh his fpeculative principles of LET.
« feepticifm, he muft act, and live, 1V
« and converle, like other men; and
«« for this conduct he is not obliged
« to give any other reafon, than the
« gbfolute necefficy he lies under of
< {o doing.” *

Tim. 1 think it would be hard
upon him 1f he were obliged to give
any ocher reafon; for abfolute uecelfity
is an cxceeding good one. But what,
then, is it you are all about, {pending
your pains In conftru&ting a fyltem,
which you are neceflitated to contra-
di& and proteft againft, every time
you go down a ladder, or get over &
ftyle. Surely you ought to be fet 1n
4 corner, with fools caps upon your
heads, like the miffes at a boarding
(chool. In the name of common
fenfe, what can you mean ¢

* Dialogues, P, 24

TomMm.
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Tom. —It 1s an amufement— ¢ If
“a perlon carries his {peculations
“ farther than this neceffity conftrains
“ him, and philofophizes either on
““ natural or moral fubjets, he is al-
‘ lured by a certain pleafure and {a-
¢ tisfaction which he finds in employ-
‘ ing himfelf after that manner.” *

T1m. Suppofe he were to play at
puth-pin, or fpan-farthing, would it
not be more to the purpofe? And
then he would not difturb his neigh-
bours. But that man’s heart muit be
as wrong as his head, who can ¢ find
““a certain pleafure and- fatisfaction”
in endeavouring to perfuade his fellow
rationals, that they are without God
in the world. However, if amule-

. ment be the word, let us believers

have fome too. If philofophers will

* Dialogues, P. 24.
amufe
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amufe themfelves with talking non- LET.

fenfe, they muft give us leave to
amufe ourfelves by laughingat it. On
our fide of the queftion it is poffible
to be merry and wife, as well as to do
fome little fervice to the world, by
{hewing it what ftuff thefe dreams are
made of. Come, Towm, youfhall repre-
fent the genius of philofophical {cep-
ticifm. And now let us hear fome of
thofe ftrong reafons which nduce you
to deny the exiftence of a deity.

Towm. Blefs us! you fhock me! 1
do not mean to deny the being, but
only to philofophize a little concern-
ing the nature of God.™

Tim. Well, then, be it fo, Philo-
fophize away.

Tom. Our reafon, Tim, 1s very
weak—very weak, indeed—we are

¥ Dialogues, P. 42.
OO,

1V.

Ay oy
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poor, finite, frail, blind creatures,
Our knowledge of the things around us
is extremely limited and imperfect—
we ought to humble ourfelves™—

Tim. There is always milcbief in
the wind, when a philofopher falleit
down and bumbleth bimfelf. But what

is your inference from all thefe lowly

confiderations ?

Tom. That it is prefumption In
fuch worms of the duft to argue about
the nature and attributes of God.

Tim. But you will allow poor rea-
fon to exercife herfelf 1n her own
province, and when fhe is furnifhed
with premifes, to draw a conclufion.

Tom. Ay, Ay, there 1s no harm
in that.

Tivm. When we fee a houfe cal-
culated to anfwer various purpofes of
* Dialogues, P, 42.

beauty
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beauty and convenience, and having
in it all the marks of wifdom and de-

fign, we know it could not build 1tfelf,
The fenfelefs materials could never
have prepared and arranged them-
felves in {fuch order. The timber
could not dance, cut and fquared, out
of the foreft, nor the marble meet it,
hewn and polithed, from the quarry.
The houfe therefore muft have had a
builder. We apply the fame ar-
oument, 4 fortiori, to the cafe of the
world, and its Maker, God; and
Tully, if I remember right, makes
no {cruple to affert, that he who de-
nies his affent to it does not deferve
the name of a man. This i1s the ar-
gument called a pofferiori, and lies
open to the common fenfe of all
mankind, Now, then, let us try the

fincerity of that declaration of yours,
that
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that ¢ the queftion is not concerning
< the being, but the nature of God.”
For if you controvert this argument,
you certainly mean to fhake our be-
lief in the exiffence of a Deity. You
muft of courfe attempt to thew, that
the world might have been as it 1,
without one: and if that be the cafe,
you will next defy us to prove that
there 1s one, |

Towm. Fiat jufitia, ruat celuym, 1
muft ftick to truth, let what wili come
of it. I am not bound to anfwer for
confequences. I muft own I look
upon the argument to be inconclufive.

Tim. All very well; but why could
not you fay fo at firft ? What occafion
to be mealy mouthed, in an age like
this ? Now matters are in a train, and
we can proceed regularly, What 1s

your obje@tion to the argument?

Wherein does it fail ?
ToMm,
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Toum. It will fail, d’ye fee, if there LET.

be not an exac fimilarity in the caes,
You will not fay, that there 1s an
exa® fimilitude between the univerfe
and a houfe, or between God and
man, *

Tim. Why really, Tom, 1 never
imagined the world had a door and a
chimney, like a houfe; or that God
had hands and feet, like a man. Nor
is it at all neceffary that it fhould be
{o, for the ftrength and validity of
the argument, Wwhich 1s plainly and
fimply this—If ftones and trees have

not thought and defign to form them-
felves into a houfe, there muft have

been fome one, who had thought and
defign, to do it for them ; and fo, as
I faid before, a fortiori, with refpect
t0 the univerfe, where the thought

* Dialogues, P. 50, 515 59
and

iv.
N oo )
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that ¢ the queftion is not concerning
¢ the being, but the nature of God.”
For if you controvert this argument,
you certainly mean to fhake our be-
lief in the exiffence of a Deity. You
muft of courfe attempt to thew, that
the world might have been as 1t 1s,
without one; and if that be the cale,
you will next defy us to prove that
there 1s one. |

Tom. Fiat juftitia, raai celum. 1
muft ftick to truth, let what will come
of it. I am not bound to anfwer for
confequences. I muft own I look
upon the argument to be inconclufive.

Tim. All very well; but why could
not you fay fo at firft ? What occalion
to be mealy mouthed, in an age like
this ? Now matters are in a train, and
we can proceed regularly, What 1s

your objeftion to the argument?

‘Wherein does it fail
Towm,
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Tom. lt will fail, d’ye fee, if there LET.
te not an exa& fimilarity in the cafes. Iv.
_ , s
You will not fay, that there 1s an
evalt fimilitude between the univerfe
and a houfe, or between God and
man, *

Trvm. Why really, Tom, I never
imagined the world had a door and 2
chimney, like a houfe; or that God
had hands and feet, like a man. Nor
s it at all neceffary that it fhould be
{o, for the frength and valicity of
the argument, Wwhich 1 plainly and
fimply this—If fones and trees have
not thought and defign t0 form them-
felves into a houfe, there muit have
been fome one, who had thought and
defign, to do it for them ind fo, as
I {aid before, @ fortiori, with refpect
to the univerfe, where the thought

* Dialogues, P. 50 51, 53
and
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and defin appear infinitely {uperior
to thofe required in building 2 houfe.
We have no occafion to fuppole a re-
femblance of the univerle to a houle,
or of God to man, 1n every particular.
Toum. ¢ But why fele¢t fo minute,
¢ {5 weak, fo bounded a principle,
¢ a5 the reafon and defign of animals
«tis found to be upon this planet'?
«« What peculiar privilege has this
« Jietle agitation of the brain which
¢ we call thought, that we muft thus
« make it the model of the whole
« yniverfe? Our partiality in our
« own favour does indeed prelent it
« ypon all occafions ; but found phi-
« Jofophy ought carefully to guard
¢ goainft fo natural an illufion.” *
Tor. It is not ¢ our partiality in
¢t our own favour that prefents it to

* P, bo.
€ s
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““ us upon all occafions,” but the ne-
ceffity of the cafe. There is no other
way of {peaking upon the fubjed, fo
as to be underftood. Knowledge in
God and man, however different 1n
degree, or attained 1n a different man-
ner, 1s the fame 1n kind, and pro-
duces the fame effelts, o far as re-
lates to our prelent purpofe. The
knowledge of God is intuitive and
perfect 3 that-of man is by deduction,
and 1s therefore 1mperfect, either
when his premiles are falfe, or when
paflion and prejudice enter into his
conclufion. But wifdom, which con-
(ifts 1n fixing upon proper ends, and
ftly proportioning means to thofe
ends, 13 wildom, in whatfoever ob-
ject, mode, or degree it may exift;
and there 1s therefore no #ufion, in
faying,  Every houfe is builded by

Eoo “{ome
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¢ fome man, but he that built ali
« things is God.,” You fpeak of
thought, reafon, or defign, as ¢ a little
«¢ ggitation of the brain;” as if you
imagined, that Paradife lof, or the Ad-
vancement of Learning, might at any
time be produced, by fimmering 2
man’s brains over the fire. Certainly
an author cannot compofe without
brains, heart, liver, and lungs; but
I am of opinion fomething more than
all four muft have gone to the com-
pofition even of the Dialogues concern-
ing Naturel Religion. < Minute, weak,
« and bounded, as this principle of
« reafon and defign is found to be
¢ in the inhabitants of this planet,”
it can form and fruftrate mighty
{chemes; it can raife and fubvert
empires ; it can invent and bring 0

perfedtion a variety of aris and Ici-
ences ;
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ences; and in the hands of fome very LET.
worthy gentlemen of my acquaint- 1V
ance, 1t can fet itfelf up againft all
that 1s called God, and revile the

works of the Almighty through 464
pages together.
Tom. I cannot butftill think, theye
s fomething of partiality and felf love
in the bufinefs. “ Suppofe there were
““ a planet wholly inhabited by {piders
““ (which 1s very poffible ;) they would
“ probably affert, with the Bramins,
“ that the world arofe from an infinite
“ {pider, who fpun this whole compli-
“ cated mals from his bowels, and an-
‘““ ninlates afterwards the whole, or
“ any part of it, by ablorbing it again,
“ and refolving it into his own effence.
“ This inferes -e would there appear
“as natural and irrefragable as that
“which in our planet afcribes the
E 2 ‘ origin
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« origin of all things to defign and
«¢ intelligence. To us indeed 1t ap-
«« pears ridiculous, becauie a {pider is
« 4 little contemptible animal, whole
« gperations we are never likely to
« ake for a model of the whole
« ypiverfe.” ¥

Tim. Poflibly not; but 1 thould
¢2kce .that ¢ little contemptible ani-
«« mal” for an exaé model of a fcepti
cal philofopher—

Tt fpins a flimfy web, it’s {lender flore;

And labours till it clouds itfelf all o'er,

And were there a planet wholly in-
habited by thefe fame philofophers,
T doubt not of their fpinning a cof-
mogony Wworthy an academy of {pi-
ders—And fo Towm, the voluntary bu-
mility which difcovered itfelf at your
fetting out, ends at lalt in degrading

* P, 142,
man
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man to a {pider; and reafon is either
exalted to the ftars, or deprefled to
the earth, as beft ferves the caufe of
infidelity. In this particular, how-
ever, you are at leaft as bad as the
parfons. * —but let us proceed. What
have you more 10 fay againft the ar-
ocument of the houfe ?

Towm. I fay, that arguments con-
cerning fats ace founded on expericice.
[ have feen one houfe planned and
ere@ted by an archite&, and therefore
I conclude the fame with regard to
others. But ¢ will asy man tell me,
« with a {erious countenance, that an
“ orderly univerle muft arife {rom
« fome thought and art like the hu-
¢ man, becaufe we have experience
« of it? To afcertain this realoning,
« it were requifite that we had expe-
“ rience of the origin of worlds.” 7

* See Dialogucs, P. 37. + P, 60.
E 3 T,
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Tim. Truly I know not how that

1V. can well be ; for worlds are not made

Yarey i/

every day. I have heard of the pro-
ducion of none fince our own, and
man could not fee that made, be-
caufe he himfelf was made after it;
and he could not exift, before he
was made. The contrary fuppolition
was indeed once ventured on, by the
mafter of a Dutch puppet-fhew—
Whether he were a metaphyfician, !
never heard. In the beginning of
this ingenious drama, Mr. PuncH
pofting over the ftage in a very large
pair of jack-boots, and being afked,
whither he was going at {o early an
hour, replies, I am going to be created.
His evidence, if you can procure 1, 15
very much at the fervice of fcepti-
cifm, and may go near to determine
the marter. In the mean time, I fhail

prefume my argument to be ftill goed,
that
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that 1f a houfe muft be built by LET.
thought and defign, a world cannot !V
have been built without; though I
have leen the one, and never was fo for-
tunate as to fee the other. Let meadd
farther, that if in the general contri-
vance and conftruction of the world
there be evident demonftration of con-
fummate wifdom, that demonftration
cannot be fet afide by feeming or real
inconveniences in fome parts, which,
for good reafons, were either origi-
nally defigned, or may have been

fince 1ntroduced, for the trial or pu-
nithment of its inhabitants, or for
other purpofes, unknown to us—This
15 the plain conclufion formed by
common {enfe, and {urely ten times
more rational than to talk of eggs,
and feeds, and [piders, and the neceflity
of feeing the world made, in order to

know that it had a maker.
Ey LET-
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SHALL not purfue any farther,

at prefent, the wild ramblings of
the fpirit of {cepticiim 1n the Dia-
logues on Natural Religion. If your dil-
order fhould return hereafter, Dear
Sir, we may take another handful or
two of the hafty-pudding. Let us
advert in the mean time to fomething
more milchievous than the Dialogues,
becaufe more intelligible to the ge-
nerality of readers, I mean an Effay
oin Suicide, 1n which that practice 1s
vindicated, and recommended to his
Majelty’s liege fubjelts, not only as
lawful and innocent, but as containing
and
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and comprehending, in many cales, LET.

almoft the whole duty of man.

The Effay opens with a panegyric
on philofophy, as the only remedy
for fuperftition. But may not the re-
medy prove worfe than the difeafe? A
young gentleman, fome years ago, fuf-
fered himfelf to be feduced to Popery.
His friends fent him to the fage of Fer-
ney, for a cure: and a moft effeCtual one
indeed was wrought, He came home
a confirmed infidel, and has employed
himfelf ever fince in writing againft
Chriftianity. Popery may be bad;
but irreligion is not better.

P. 1. Mr. H. laments that ¢ men
« endowed with the ftrongelt capa.
«« city for bufinefs and affairs, crouch
«« a1l their lives under flavery to the
« grofleft fuperftition.”

Superftition furely is not the failing

of the prelent age in Great Britain.
We

V.
Aoy g
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We have reafon to wifh there was a
lictle more of it than there 1s; fince
by ¢ the grofleft {uperftition,” philo-
fophers often mean neither more nor
lefs than the Chriftian Religion,

P. 2. ¢ The fair fex feel many of
 their joys blafted by this importu-
“ nate intruder,”

And lo, Mr. H. in his panoply of
““ found philofophy,” fallies forth as
their champion, to flay the giant,
and deliver the captive damfels—But
of what kind are the female “joys”
here alluded to? Innocent ones are
heightened by religion, and thofe that
are otherwife ought to be ¢ blafted.”
Mr. H. we have been told, delighted
much in the company of women that

were modeft, though the fyftem of

‘Morals, with which he favoured the

world, was by no means calculated
to
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to make or to keep them fuch. If
they were edified by his converfation,
I am heartily glad of it—1I do re-
 joice, yea, and will rejoice.”

P. 2. ¢ Superftition being founded
< on falfe opinion, muft immediately
« yanith, when true philofophy has
 infpired jufter fentiments of fupertor
“ powers.”

But where is this fame  infpiring
« true philofophy” to be found 2 In
the writings of the ancient heathens ¢
Affuredly not. They were not agreed
whether there were many Gocs, one
God, or no God. In the writings of
Mr. H.? Alas, his famous Dialogues
on Natural Religion fhew, that, by
tudying their works, he had brought
himfelf, and withed to bring his read-
ers, into the very fame uncertainty.

« Juft fentithents of fuperior powers”
can
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can be “ infpired” only by thofe
powers. Lrom the apoftafy of the
nations to the coming of Chrift,
philofophy laboured at the tafk in
vain; and if fhe has fucceeded in any
refpect better fince, it is becaufe fhe
has borrowed light from Revelation,
and not been honeft enough to own
it. Chriftianity i1s founded not upon
“ falle opinions,” but falts, the truth
of which all Mr. H—"s philofophy
has never been able to difprove.

P. 3. To the direful effefts of fu-
perftition, enumerated by Cicero,
Mr., H. adds one {till more direful;
that a man wunder 1t’s dominion,
““ though death alone can put a full
‘““ period to his mifery, dares not

¢ fly o this refuge, but ftill pro-

“longs a miferable exiltence, from
“a vain fear left he offend his
“ Maker,
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« Maker, by ufing the power with LET.
¢ which that beneficent Being has en- v::_d
« dowed him. The prefents of God
« and nature are ravifhed from us by
« this cruel enemy, and notwithftand-
« ing that one ftep would remove us
“ from the regions of pain and fotrow,
« her menaces ftill chain him down
«“ to a hated being, which fhe herfelf
« chiefly contributes to render mi-
¢ ferable.”
The fuperftition intended by Ci-
cero is pagan fuperftition. But what
is that fuperftition which in thefe
times is underftcod to prohibit {ui-
cide ? Evidently it is the Chriltian
Religion. It is this therefore which by
Mr. H. is called ¢ the modern Euro-
« pean fuperftition.” * This is the
« virulent poifon;” 1 the ¢ cruel

*P, 13, + P. 2.
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“ enemy,” * the * inhuman tyrant,”
that ¢ chiefly contributes to render
«« life miferables” and the Deity 1s
complimented by him as a ¢ benefi-
« cent Being,” becaufe he has « en-
¢« dowed a man with power” to cut
his throat, or blow out his brains, 1n
order to efcape. The fame benefi-
cent Being has endowed a man with
«« power” (if that be all which 1S
wanted) to cut the throat, or blow
out the brains of his neighbour,
thould he judge that neighbour to be
the caufe of his mifery. Upon the
principles advanced by Mr. H. it is
no eafy matter to give a good and
{ufficient reafon why he fhould not do
fo. For if he has a right to kill him-
felf when any great evil befalls him,
or when he is under the appreheniion

* P, 4. P. 3.
of
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of it, why may he not have an equal
right to kill another, who, as he ap-
prehends, has brought evil upon him,
or who, as he fears, will do it ?—30
again 3 if he may kill himfelf becaufe
he feems no fonger of any ufe to io-
ciety, why not, out of charity, kill
another, whom he finds or fancies to
be in the fame predicament ? If {uch
be Mr. H—’s philofophy, the Lord
defend us from it, and blefs us with
a little common fenfe, and common
honefty !

P. 5. Mr. H. undertakes to prove
that fuicide is no breach of our duty
to God: and now let us attend to
him. |

« I order to govern the material
« world, the Almighty Creator has
« eftablifhed general and 1mmuta-
“ble laws, by which all bodies are

¢ main-
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«« maintained in their proper {phere

“ and function.”

Without doubt he has eftablifhed
an agency of fecond caufes, which
we call the courfe of nature, operating,
under his own fuperintendency, regus
larly and uniformly, unlefs when, for
{pecial reafons, he fees fit to alter or
{ufpend it, as on many occafions he
has done—Very well; now to proceed :

«« To govern the animal werld, he
« has endowed all living creatures
< with bodily and mental powers;.
« with fenfes, paflions, appetites, me-
 mory, and judgment, by which they
« are impelled or regulated in that
¢ courfe of life to which they are del-
“ tined.”

Here we muft ftop a little. And
firft, we will difmifs the other ¢ anl-

« mals” from their attendance, be-
caufe
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canfe the -queftion proceeds folely
upon man, This done, we afk, whe-
ther there be really no difference be-
tween the two cales; whether man
be not endowed with a will to chufe
and refufe; and whether he be not
accountable for his alions? If not—
if he be neceffarily < impelled and
“ regulated in his courfe,” as a planet
i that marked out for ir, by  ge-
“ neral and immutable laws,” there is
at once an end of the morality of
buman alions, and neither fuicide
nor any thing elfe can be a crime.
You will judge from what follows,
how far it is Mr, H—"s iatention to
inculcate this idea.

P. 7. ¢ All events, in one fenfe,
““may be pronounced the aétion of
“the Almighty; they all proceed
“{rom thofe powers with which he
““ has endowed his creatures.”

LA l'—:-*rf
o T, ¥
. ¥ | |.ll||.,|.
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'The murder of Abel ¢ proceeded
« from thofe powers with which God
¢« had endowed his creature” Cain;
fince if Cain had not poffeffed fuch
POWETS, ke could not have exerted
+hem. But what is the ¢ one fenfe,”
:n which ¢ that event may be pro-
¢¢ nounced the action of the Almigh-
« ty ? *—The power 1s from God;
but let man be anfwerable for the ufe
and 2bufe of it. |

P. #. «“ When the paffions play,
« when the judgment ditates, when
« the limbs obey; this is all the
«« operation of God.”
" The fame fallacy. That the pal-
fions can play, the judgment can h
diGtate, and the limbs can obey, 18
of God; but that thele {feveral facul-
ties operate by righteoufneis unto life,

and not by fin unto death, man, affift-
ed
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ed by divine grace, is competent to LET,
provide ; and it is at his peril that he u_:‘;
do provide. Otherwife, God is made
the author of ai! the evil in the world.

P. 8. ¢ Men are intrufted to their
“ own judgment and difcretion, and
‘““may employ every faculty with
“ which they are endowed to pro-
““yide for their eale, happinefs, or
¢ prefervation”——

In {ubordination to the laws of God,
and the duties he has enjomed ; not
per fas atgue nefas. ‘There are cafes in
which we ought to give up our own
eale, happinefs, and even prefervation,
for the benefit of others, our friends,
our country, our relicion; and we
thall in no wife lofe our reward.

P. 9. We are now coming to the
POINE
E o2 “ What
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« What is the meaning then of
¢ this principle that a man who puts
¢ a1 end to his own life to avoid pan
¢ and milery, has incurred the indig-
< nation of his Creator by encroack-
« ing on the office of divine DHIOVi-
« dence, and difturbing the order of
« the univerfe ! ”

Mr. H. has been careful to infinuate
repeatedly in the courfe of his argu-
ment, ¢ that the providence of the
¢« Deity appears not smmediately 1n
« any operation, but governs €very
«t thing by the general and immuta-
¢ ble laws above mentioned ; * that
¢ there is no event exempted from
« them, or peculiarly referved for his
« own. immediate action and opera-

< tion 3+ And that if general laws be

« ever broken by particular volitions

% Pog, + P. 8.
of
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« of the Deity, tis after a manner LET.

« which entirely efcapes human ob-
« fervation.” ¥*—But God may att me-
diately, though not immediately ; he may
diref?, though he does not contronl.
The agency of fecond caufes proceeds
not by chance, or a blind impulie;
it was created by God’s power, framed
by his wifdom, and is guided by his
providence. We have better authority
for affirming, than Mr. H. can have for
affirming the contrary, that nota {par-
row falls to the ground without our
heavenly Father. If he regards the
life of a bird, he cannot be indifferent
to that of a man. The inference 1s
made by the fame authority —* how
« much more, O ve of little faith” —
quite contrary to another favourite po-

fition of Mr. H. that in the fight of

* P. 8,
I3 God
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God ¢ every event is alike important,®
« and that the life of a man is of no
‘ oreater importance to the univerfe
“ than that of an oyfter.” {

If God be not inattentive to inferior
animals, it muft be becaufe he had
fome view in giving them exiftence.
And fhall we fuppofe that man, the
nobleft of his creatures, the lord of
this lower world, was formed without
any view or defign at all ? No, furely ;
he is fent upon earth, for a certain
time, to perform a certan part, to
a&, or to fuffer, as God for wife and
juft reafons fhall be pleafec to ordain,
till the part fhall be finifhed, and he
fhall be releafed and difmiffed by
the fame hand. The Lord of nature
cives, and takes away. It is the glory
of a man to relign himfelf to the di-

" * P. 8. + P11,
vIine
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vine difpenfations, and to wait his dif-
charge in faith and patience. ‘Lhere
is fomething more rational and manly
and comfortable in all this, than 1n
the notion of our being fubjected
only to the ¢ general laws of matter
« and motion,” and whenever we hap-
pen to be out of humour with the
world and ourfelves, flying at once
for relief to the fword or the piftol.—
But in this cafe, fays Mr. H.

P. 11. It would be equally criminal
«« 1o a& for the prefervation of life, as
« for its deftruction.”

By no means. God has implanted
in every creature an inftin&t for the
prefervation of life, and great pains
muft be taken to overcome that in-
ftinét before we can bring ourlelves

to effe& it’s deftruction.
F 4 The
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The reafon affigned is, that in one
cale, as well as the other,  we difturb
“ the courfe of nature, and infringe
“ the general laws of matter and mo-
‘ tion,”

My dear philofopher, let us obey
the law of God, and leave the laws
of matter and motion to themfelves.
[ am afraid it is impofiible you fhould
have impofed upon your own under-
ftanding, . when you rifqued this ar-
gument.

P. 12. “ A hair, a fly, an infet
“ 15 able to deftroy this mighty being,
““ whofe life is of fuch importance”—
Undoubtediy— now for the inference
— ¢ Is it an abfurdity to fuppofe that
““ buman prudence may lawfully difpofe
““ of what depends on fuch infignifi-
“ cant caufes ?”

Bt
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But i1s life of lefs importance while
1t continues, becaufe by infignificant
caufes it may be taken away ? Or be-
caufe it may be fo taken away, are
we therefore authorized to extinguifh
it by our own act and deed? The con-
fideration of it’s frailty can only ren-
der it more precious, inciting us to
make the beft ufe of it while we have
it, and to take all poflible care left we
we lofe it.

P. 12, < It would be no crime in
“ me to divert the Nile or Danube
“ from it’s courfe.”

None at all. Some oppofition
might arife from the inhabitants of
certain countries perhaps, when they
found they were likely to lofe their
nivers. But I with you had been {o
employed, inftead of writing eflays in
defence of fuicide,

P, 12,
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cer, P2, ¢ Where then is the crime
v. <« of turning a few ounces of blood
«« from their natural channel ”

The public prints informed us fome
time ago of a man who killed his wife
and children, as well as himfelf, to
prevent them from being unhappy.
And where was the crime? It wrs
only ¢ turning fo many more Ounces
¢ of blood from their natural channel.”
—This, it feems, is the philofophical
idea of murder, {fomewhat limilar to
the notion once entertained of perjury
by an Irifh evidence — Who would
«“ not fmack the calveffin ({aid he ) for
« a friend 2"

But more curiofities await us, We
are now to be informed that refigna-
tion and gratitude are with the {ui-
cide ; and that it belongs to the poor

foolith Chriftian only to murmur, and
be thanklefs. P, 12.
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P. 12. “ Do you imagine that I
“ repine at Providence, or curfe my
“ creation, becaufe I go out of life,
“ and put a period to a being, which,
“ were 1t to continue, would render
““ me miferable.”

I do really imagine, from all that I
have obferved and heard, that this 1s
the difpofition of mind in which many
of thofe leave the world, who become
their own executioners. Suicide is
the refuge moft frequently recurred to
by w»ride, luft, and ambition, when
difappointed 1n their {chemes, or re-
duced to beggary by their own folly
and extravagance. Sour, gloomy, and
defperate, they put themfelves upon
the forlorn hope of atheifm and an-
nihilation, dafh from the world, and
plunge Into eternity at a venture,

Melancholy, if it proceed from the
above-

G1
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v 7. abovementioned caules, fartakes of
V. their criminality. If it be conflituti-
onal, it is a difeafe, and muft be
judged of accordingly. As to the
fuppofed inftances of fuicide, com-
mitted to efcape from pain and fick-
nefs, they very feldom happen. In that
{chool of afflition men learn pati-
ence, and with patience, many other
oood leffons. But from whatever
caufe fuch a refolution may proceed,
he who throws back his life, the gift
of God, in the face of the donor, and
in effect fays, he will have no more of
it, moft certainly ¢ repines at Provi-
« dence,” and cannot be far from
« curfing his creation.” How would
the defpifed chriftian virtues of humi-
lity, repentance, faith, and charity, in
every trial, fet all right, and reconcile
us to our fufferings and our duty !—

But let us hear Mr. H.
P. 12.
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P. 12. < Far be fuch fentiments
« from me——I thank Providence
« hoth for the good which I have al-
« ready enjoyed, and for the power
« with which I am endowed of efcap-
“ ing the ill that threatens me.”

A very fine piece of ftill life, for
one about to commit fuch an at of
violence upon himfelf ! A moft ami-
able and gracious portrait of {elf mur-
der, after the manner of the Stoics'!
Suppofe, inftead of thanking Provi-
dence for a ¢ power,” which you are
coing to employ in a manner never
intended by your Maker, when you
are upon your knees, you fhould -
treat for grace to bear your misfor-
tunes like a2 man, and improve them
to the purpofe for which they were
fent— Would not this conduct dif-

play more piety and refignation than
cutting
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cutting your throat to efcape them f—
Mr. H. 1sof a different opinion.

P. 13. “To you 1t belongs to re-
¢ pine at Providence, who foolithly
‘““ 1magine that you have no fuch
“ power, and who muft ftill prolong
““a hated life, though loaded with
“pain and ficknefs, with thame and
“ poverty.”

Pardon me, Sir; the accents of a
Chriftian in {uch circumftances are
very different indeed—¢ Thou haft
‘“ fent me ficknefs, and I have borne
‘“ 1t with patience, without murmur-
“Iing; great lofles, and I have blef-
““{ed thy holy name; calamities and
‘“ affli¢tions, and I have received them
“ with thankf{giving.”

P. 13. “ Do not you teach, that
““ when any ill befalls me, though by

“the malice of mine enemies, L
“ ought
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« ought be refigned to Providence,
« and that the acions of men are the
«« operations of the Almighty as much
«« a5 the actions of inanimate beings

Certainly they are all under his di-
reGtion—and now again for the nfe-
IENCE ~——— *

« When I fall upon my own {word,
« pHEREFORE, 1 receive my death
«¢ equally from the hands of the Deity,
« 35 if it had proceeded from 2 lion,
““ a precipice, or a fever.”

That 1s, becaufe I muft be refigned
to God’s Providence, when, 1n the
courfe of his difpenfations, my life is
taken from me, therefore—I1 may kill
myfelf. This is an argal that would
have difgraced the gravedigger 1n
Hamlet—In the one inftance we em-

ploy our utmoft exertions to preferve
life ;
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life; in the other, we ourlelves de-
ftroy it.—But it is faid,

P. 12. « If my life be not my own,
« 1t were criminal for me to put it 1in
¢ danger, as well as to difpofe of 1t.”

When it pleafes God to call for life,
in the way of duty, it muft willingly
be facrificed. But {uicide never les
in the way of duty. And no two
cafes can be more eflfentially different,
than that of the Aero who dies 1n the
caufe of his country, his king, or his
God, and that of the wretch, who
through pride, impatience, and cow-
ardice, lays violent hands upon him-
felf. Attempt not, for the credit of
philofophy, to confound the two cha-
ralters ; for heaven and hell are not
farther afunder.

P. 14 ¢ There is no being—which

“ by ever fo irregular an action can
¢ encroach
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« encroach upon the plan of the Crea<  LET.
« tor’s providence,, or diforder the V:
« upiverfe. It’s operations are his
« works equally with that chain of
« events which it invades, and which-
“ ever principle prevails, we may for
« that very ‘reafon conclude 1t to be
“ moft ravoured by him.”

Rare news for pickpockets, profii-
gates, and cut-throats!—A lady has
paid a vifit to a neighbour, and in the
evening is returning to her home,
which, according to the natural
« chain of events,” ihe fhould reach
in peace and quietnels. but a man,
“ exercifing the powers with which
« his Creator has invefted him,” ra-
vithes, robs, and murders her, This
is the * irregular ation, which ins
« yades the chain.,” Be of good cou-
rage, my Boy! ¢ It’s operations are

G ¢ equally
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« equally the works of God with the
«« chain of events invaded by it, and
« whichever principle prevals, we

« may for that very reafon con-
« clude it to be the moft favoured

«« by him,”—* God fees no fin in his

< ¢le@,” fays the fanatic: but accor-
ding to the new philofophy, God {ees

no fin, (for if this mode of reafoning
be juft, there neither 1s nor can be fin)
in any man.

P. 14. « When the horror of pain
«« prevails over the love of life; when
«« 3 yoluntary attion anticipates the
« effe@s of blind caufes, it is only
«¢ in confequence of thofe powers and
« principles which he ('the fupreme
¢« Creator) has implanted 1n his crea-
“ tures.” |

Does not the argument prove too

much ? May not the fame be faid of
number-
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numberlefs defires which arife in the
heart of man, as at prefent circum-
ftanced, and which, according to all
the rules of true philbibphy, as well
as true religion, ought to be con-
trouled and overruled by a fuperior
orinciple ? Will not the fame plea be
as valid in the cale of him who finds
himlelf ftrongly excited to revenge,
to intemperance, to luft, &c. &c. &c.
as of him who is tempted to deftroy
himfelf ¢ All, it may be faid, happens
*“ 1n confequence of thofe powers and
“ principles implanted in us.” The
truth 1s, that human a&ions muft be
directed, becaufe they will be judged,
by other meafures than our pains or
our pleafures. On one fide is my
propenfity; on the other, the law of
God. Can it be a matter of indif-
terence, which of the two prevails?

Gz Accord-
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According to thele arguments, as
Rouflfeau has juftly oblerved, ¢ there
‘¢ can be no crimes which may not be
 jultified by the temptation to per-
“ petrate them; and as foon as the
“ impetuofity of paflion fhall prevail
« over the horror of guilt, a difpoli-
“ tion to do evil fhall be confidered
‘¢ a5 g right to do it,” See Eloifa,
Lett. cxv.

P. 15. < Divine providence is ftill
¢ inviolate, and placed far beyond the
‘¢ reach of human injuries.”

Certainly, When Judas betrayed
his Mafter, it was forefeen that he
would do fo, and all things were or-
dered accordingly; ¢ Providence was
< ffill inviolate”—But Judas was not
therefore guiltlefs.

P. 15. It is affirmed that * to di-

¢ vert rivers from their courfe, to ino-
culate
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<« culate for the fmall pox, to put a LET.
“ period to our own life, to buld V.

¢ houfes, cultivate the ground, or —
« fail upon the ocean, are actions

¢ equally innocent, or equally crimi-

«nal,” Why? Becaufe “in all of

« them we employ our powers of

« mind and body, to produce fome

‘¢ innovation in the courfe of nature ;

« and in none of them do we any

“ more.,”

1. As to the altions of ¢ diverting
«« rivers, building--houfes, cultivating
« the ground, and failing upon tne
« ocean,” there is no occafion to dif-
cufs their legality.

2. The intention of inoculation is
to preferve life, that of {uicide can be
only to deffroy it; fo that there 1s a
material difference between them.

3. No one ever refted the Morality

G 3 of
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of human aéions merely on the cir.
cumftance here ftated of “ producing
¢ fome 1nnovation 1n the courfe of
“ nature,” Otherwife, one might ar-
oue, after the manner of Mr. H.
¢ Jack kills a hog, and Dick kills a
“ man. They muit be equally inno-
“ cent, or equally criminal. Jack em-
““ ploys his powers to produce {ome
< innovation in the courfe of nature ;
<and Dick does no more. Each
< turns a few ounces of blood out of
<« their natural channel ; and the blood
“ of a hog makes as good puddings
“ s that of a man.”

P. 15 “But you are placed by
« providence, like a centinel, in a par-
“ ticular ftation, and when you defert
““ 1t without being recalled, you are
“ equally guilty of rebellion againit
“ your almighty fovereign, and have
“ incurred his difpleafure.” |

This
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This is an argument urged againit

(uicide by heathen as well as Chriftian
writers. How does Mr. H. overtirow
it ?
P. 16. “ I alk, why do you conclude
« that providence has placed me in
« this ftation? For my part, I find
¢ that I owe my birth to a long chain
«« of caufes, of which many depended
« on the voluntary aCions of men.”

Here we fhould anfwer, but that
Mr. H. like the mother of Sifera, re:
turns anfwer to himfelf.

P. 16. ¢ But providence guided all

« thefe caufes, and nothing happens
« in the univerfe, without it’s confent
““ and co-operation,”

Now comes Mr. H-’s reply.

: Tf fo, then neither does my death,
« however voluntary, happen with-
““ out its confent.”

G 4 It
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1f by confent Mr. H. means permiffion,
all the evil ever perpetrated on earth
has been perpetrated by God’s per-
miffion; for otherwife it could not
have been perpetrated at all. Buc if
he means approbation, we muft deny
the propofition. Many things are per-
mitted, which are not approved. Of his
approbation or difapprobation we have
other rules by which to judge,

P, 16.—¢ And whenever pain or
“ forrow fo far overcome my patience,
*“ as to make me tired of life, I may
“ conclude thatI am recalled from my
““ ftation 1n the cleareft and moft ex-
“ prels terms,”

Then may every man pur an end
to his own life when he thinks pro-
per.  The * patience” of fome peo-
ple 1s foon * overcome;” and per-
haps there are few Englithmen, who

have
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have not found themfelves ¢ tired of LET.

‘“ Iife,” 1n one part or other of the
month of November; but happily
prevented from hanging themfelves
by a {enfe of higher obligation, they
have returned to bufinefs, and done
excellent {ervice to their country, in
the month of January. The ftation
of a centinel is not, nor is it fup-
poled to be, a ftation of eafe, but
of duty. A good foldier endures
hardfhip; and a good Chriftian muft
do .the fame. Afiliftion 1s ¢ a call,
“in the moft clear and exprefs
““ terms,” not to {ullennefs and {fui-
cide, but to the exercile of patience,
refignation, and fortitude. ¢ For
‘““ even hereunto are we called 3 and
our commander himfelf has fet us the
example. Let us follow him with

alacrity and chearfulnefs, and we fhall
one
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LR 'E are next to enquire, whe-

VI, ther fuicide be any breach
=~ of our duty towards our neighbour.

P. 17. “ How does it appear that

“ the Almighty is dilpleafed with

““ thofe actions which difturb fociety *

« By the principles which he has im.-

“ planted in human nature; and

“ which infpire us with a fentiment

« of remorfe if we ourfelves have

“ been guilty of fuch attions, and

“ with that of blame and difappro-

“ bation, if we ever obferve them in

¢ others. Let us now examine whe-

<« ther fuicide be of this kind of

¢ a&tions.”
Pe-
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Before we enter upon the exa-
mination here propofed, it 15 ob-
vious to remark, that there is no in-
ftinét, or ¢ principle mmplanted” in
human nature, which feems to be
more univerfal and more forcible than
that of an averlion to {uicide. For a
man to deftroy himfelf 1s direétly a-
gainft che voice and the very prime
inclination of nature. Every thing
defires to preferve itlelf. ¢ No man
“ hateth his own flefh, but nourifheth
“and chenfheth 1t.” And therefore,
nations in general, as taught by the
immediate voice of nature, by the
very firft accents which fhe utters
to all, have abhorred men’s laying
violent hands upon themielves: and
to thew their abhorrence, have decreed
to purfue felf-murderers, after their
death, with the higheft marks of ig-

nominy.
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LET. nominy.™ The argument from im-

Vi,

planted principle, therefore, militates
very powerfully againft fuicide.

But however, the truth is, that in
this, as in many other cafes, thefe im-
planted principles, by due labour and
pains, may be overruled and {up-
prefled.  On which account, it be-
comes neceflary for us to have fome
other criterion of moral re&itude evis
dent to all, and to be eluded by none;
left obduracy fhould be deemed a
proof of innocence, and becaufe a
man feels no remorfe, he thould ap-
prehend no guilt,

For us Chriftians this matter is fet-
tled by a law, which we efteem to be
wife, and juft, and good, and moft
friendly to the interefts of fociety.

* See Bp. Taylor’s Dug, Dubitant, B. 111.
Ch. 11, Rule 111,

By
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By the leave of the new philofo- LET,
phers, we will take it with us; and V%
[ am apt to think, 1t will appear —
to great advantage, on this part of
our fubjett. Holding this hight in our
hands, then, let us enter the dark
labyrinth of Mr. H—’s {ophiftry, and
it will bring us fafely out again.

P. 18. < A man who retires from
“ life, does no harm to fociety.”

There are two ways of impofing
upon mankind through the abufe of
words; when a good thing 1s dif-
graced by a bad name, or a bad thing
dignified with a good one. Mr. H.
in this Effay affords us a friking 1in-
ftance of the latter mode of decep-
tion. The felf-murderer is {ometimes
faid by him to ¢ difpofe of life,” as
a pedlar would fell two pennyworth

of inkle; at others, to ¢ retire from
< Jife”
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“ Iife,” as a gentleman, when he has
a mind to leave company, makes his
bow, {teps gracefully out of the room,
and fhuts the door.——It may be urged,
perhaps, that as we underftand Mr.
H—"s meaning, 1t 1s necdlefs to dii-
pute any farther about his language.
—Be it fo. Proceed we then to con-
fider the fentiiment.

““ A man who retires from life does
“ no harm to fociety.”

Ariftotle thought otherwile, and, as

‘it fhould {eem, better, upon this

point. It was his opinion, that they
who deftroy tnemfelves (without the
command of God or the Public) are
injurious to the commoawealth ; from
whofe fervice they withdraw them-
felves if they be innocent, and whole

‘juﬁice [hey evade, 1f thﬁy be guﬂty:‘-

* See Bp. Tayior, ubi {upra.
But
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But furely the fuicide ¢ does harm rET.

« to fociety,” by fetting a deteftable
example, which, if generally followed
in times of calamity and diftrefs,
would defolate a country, inftead of
defending it.  Suicide originates 1n
defpair, of all evils political or moral
the greateft, as cutting off every re-
fource of help and deliverance. Wile-
ly, therefore, as well as bravely, did
the Romans return public thanks to
their general, whohad been vanquifhed
in a dreadful battle by the enemy,
becaufe he had neverthelefs noT DE-
spaireD of the commonwealth, In
the inftance before us, example 1s
particularly contagious. Once, as hil-
tory relates, it became a fafhion a-
mong the young women of a certain
city in Greece to make away with
themfelves; nor could the magiftrates

H put
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LET. put anend to the horrid practice, till
,_j:__, having ordered the dead bodies of

the culprits to be dragged naked
through the {treets, they overcame
this moft unnatural love of death by
the diead of thame., In our own
country, and, it is faid, of late, upon
the continent, partly by the examples
of profligates, and partly by the wri-
tings of philofophers, the fame fafhion
is more and more diffufing itlelf a-
mong all ranks of people, and the
ftate is continually lofing numbers,
who might otherwife have lived long
to ferve it, and then have died in the
faith and fear of God. It is not true,
therefore, that the fuicide ¢ does no
“ harm to fociety.” He does irreme-
diable harm, and may continue to do

fo, to the years of many generations.
P. 18,
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P. 18. *“He only ceafes to do LET.

““ good ; which, if it is an injury, is
“ of the loweft kind.”

To ceale to do good is not {o cri-
ninal as o do harm but it is crimi-
nal, notwithftanding, We were fent
into the world to do good; and we
fhould do it to the end. The portion
of the *“ unprefitable fervant ” is not to
be envied,

- P. 18, *“ But when I withdraw my-
“felf altogether from fociety, can I
“ be bound any longer ?”

- It 15 not poflible to ¢ withdraw
“ yourfelf altogether from fociety.”
There always will be fome about you,
whom you may improve by your con-
verfation and example, and who may
improve others by the relation of them.
P, 18. “ I am not obliged to do a

H 2 ¢« {mall
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““ imall good to fociety, at the ex-
“ pence of a great harm to myfelf.”

Be not afraid, where no fearis. The
““ harm” is not * great” of bearing
your affiictions as God requires you
to bear them, who fends the trial,
and will fend the ftrength: and in a
ftage of our exiftence where fo large a
part of our duty lies in {uffering, the
‘““ good” 1s not “imall,” of fhewing
your companions. in tribulation (and
fuch more or lefs are all mankind)
what it is to fuffer and die like 2
Chriftian, in piety and patience, cheer-
fulnefs and refignation,

P. 19. «“If upon account of age
‘“and infirmities, I may lawfully re.
“ fion any office, and employ my
“ time altogether in fencing againft
“ thefe calamities, and alleviating, as

““ much as poffible, the miferies of my
“fu-
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« future life : why may I not cut fhort
«« thefe miferies at once by an action
¢ which is no more prejudicial to fo-
“ ciety 2

Suicide 1s in reality far * more pre-
t judicial to fociety,” as we have al-
ready fhewn, becaufe it exhibits a bad
example of impatience and defparr,
which may be copied by any man,
who, in the hour of gloom and me-
lancholy (he being always the judge
of his own cafe) thall fancy himfelf
in circumftances which will juftify the
a&tion. How many have ftill con-
trived to the laft in various ways to
do fervice to their families and to
the public, during the intervals of
pain and ficknefs? And when they
could no longer teach their friends
how to live and act, have taught them

(as before mentioned, but it cannot
H 3 be
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be mentioned too often) that other
equally neceffary and impercant leffon
— to {uffer, and to die?

Mr. H. is refolved to die hard—

P. 19. ¢« But fuppofe that it’is no
“ Jonger in my power to promote the
“ intereft of {ociety ’—

I repecat it once more, that while
you have breath, 1t w:// be in your
power to do fo.

—¢ Suppofe that I am a burden
“roit"—

If the fociety be Chriftian, it wiil
readily, charitably, and kmdly {up-
port the burden,

—<¢ Suppofe that my life hinders
“ fome perfon from being much more
‘“ ufeful to fociety.”

As it is your duty to bear your af-
fli¢tions, it is that of others to affift,
and minifter to you in your neceflities;

ana
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and they cannot be more ufeful to LE T
«« fociety,” than while {o employed. V'

¢ Tn fuch cafes, my refignation of
« Jife muft not only be innocent, but
« Jaudable.”

Neither ¢ laudable,” nor “ 10no-
« cent,” believe me, if by ¢ refligna-
« tion of life” vou mean fuicide, for
the reafons many and good, above
affigned.

P. 1g. « Moft people who lie un-
“ der any temptation to abandon ex-
« iftence, are in fome fuch fituation :
« thofe who have health, or power,
« or authority, have commonly bet-
« tor reafon to be in humour with
« the world.”

Yet this is by no means always fo.
There are fealons when the world,

*

with all it’s pleafures, and all it's glo-
sies, will fail him who has nothing
H4 - clle
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elfe to depend upon. Accordingly,
we have had inftances, where, for want
of the religious principle, * health,
“ power, and authority,” have proved
infufficient to keep their pofieffors ““in
‘“ humour;” and through the preva-
lence of pride, avarice, intemperance,
caprice, and fpleen, men have dif-
patched themfelves, fome, becaufe
they had taken a wrong f{tep, and
were blamed for it; fome, becaule they
had eaten too much, and therefore
life was infupportable; fome, to de-
fraud therr creditors; fome, becaule
they were tired of buckling and un-
buckling their fhoes; and fome, to
fave charges. Poor unhappy man'!
How art thou toft upon the ocean of
life, when once driven from the helm,
which {hould dire& thy courfe through
time to eternity !

P. 20.
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P. 20. ¢ Mr. Il frates the follow-
ing cafe—

¢« A man is engaged in a confpiracy
«“ for the public intereft; 1s feized
« ypon fufpicion; is threatened with
« the rack ; and knows from his own
« weaknefs that the fecret will be ex-
« torted from him: could {uch an one
«“ confult the public intereft better
 than by putting a quick period to
“ a miferable life ”

1. To avoid fo untoward a [itua-
tion, before a man * engages in a
“ confpiracy,” let him be very well
affured that it is indeed * for the pub-
« lic intereft ;” that he is in the way
of his duty; and that the law of his
God will bear him out 1n the under-
taking. .

o. This point being fecured, and

the action of f{uicide fuppofed to be
(as
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(as we apprehend) malum i fe, then
the refolution of the queftion is clear s
we are not to ‘“do evil that good may
““ comey’ it were better the conlpi-
racy fhould be difcovered than that
the man fhould commit a fin, for the
reafon affigned elfewhere by Mr. H.
himfelf, that ¢ the damnation of -one
“ man is an infinitely greater evil
“ than the fubverfion of a thoufand
“ millions of kingdoms.”* Let the
man therefore continue in his integri-
ty, and truft God for the event.

2. He who is invited to take a part
in a dangerous and defperate enter-
prize, fhould confider confequences
poffible and probable, and weigh well
his own ftrength, beforehand ; and if
he fufpedts himfelf iikely to fail 1n
the day of trial, let him by no means
engage,
¢ Effay on the immortality of the foul, P. 33.

A
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A cafe of this kind may doubtlefs
be imagined, which will feem ex-
tremnely hard; and mankind will be
difpofed not only to excule, but even
to honour him who thus falls by his
own hand, to fave his companions,
and his country. The behaviour of
fome Chriftian .virgins in the early
ages, who chofe rather to infli¢t death
upon themfelves, than fuffer the vio-
lation of their purity by their rufhan
perfecutors, has obtained in 1t’s fa-
vour the fuffrage of the Fathers, a¢
a cafe excepted from the general rule;
and - we cannot readily blame thofe,
who to preferve their honour, de-
{pifed their life. They committed
one fin, to efcape another which they
deemed greater; (though, as their
will would not have been concerned,

they were perhaps miftaken ;) and de-
{troyed
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ftroyed the temple, to avoid it’s pro-
phanation. But thefe extraordinary
inflances, whatever may be ‘thought
of them, cannot prove that to be
lawful, which is in itfelf unlawful.*
As to the other cale ftated by Mr,
H. in the fame P. 20. that of “a
“ malefaCtor juftly condemned to 2
“ {hameful death,” there can be no
difficulty. It 1s the duty of him who
has tranfgrefled the laws of his coun-
try to make the fatisfaction they re-
quire. The virtues, called forth upon
the fad occafion, of repentance, and
faith in the divine mercy, confequent
thereupon, are of the higheft benefit
to himf{elf 1n his moft important con-
cerns ; while his example at his death
undoes, as far as in him lies, the evil
perpetrated in his life, and by warn-

* See Bp. Taylor, ubi fupra,

ing
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ing others not to offend, is of eminent
fervice to the community—I am afto-

nithed that Mr. H. fhould atk, ¢ can
« any reafon be imagined why he may
« not anticipate his punifhment 2"
and affert, that « he invades the bu-
« finefs of providence no more than
« the magiftrate did who ordered his
« execution;” and that ¢ his voluntary
« death is ecually advantageous to fo-
« ciety,”~— It is an unparalleled out-
rage at once upon common fenfe, the
laws, and the religion of his country.

We may now, I belicve, venture
to conclude, notwithftanding all which
Mr. H. has faid to the contrary, that
fuicide is a breach of our duty to our
neighbour .

LET-
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E T us confider, in the laft place,
whether fuicide be not a breach
of that duty we owe to ourfelves. On
this head Mr. H. 1s fhort, and there-
fore we need not be long.
- The argument lies 1n a narrow
compafs. Man is fubjedt to mifery,
and fuicide is the way to efeape it.
- P. 20 ¢ That {uicide may often be
s confiftent with intereft, and with
“ our duty to ourfelves, no one can
“ queftion, who allows, that age,
« {icknefs, or misfortune, may render
« life a burthen, and make it worle

¢« even than annihilation.”
| That
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That they ¢ make it worfe than LET.
« annihilation,” is not the general ‘'l
opinion, becaufe, however afflicted,
few feem difpofed to chufe annihila-
tion, (if they thought they could ob-
tain it) in preference, That the ca-
lamities of human life are many and
great, there is neither room nor oc-
cafion to difpute.  They have em-
ployed the -pens of poets, orators,
and hiftorians, from age to age. They
are frequently, without doubt, *“a
“ burthen.” But the burthen has
often been berne; and what has been
done, may be done agamn. It is lad
upon us by our fins, and 1$ no more
than we deferve; therefore it ought
to be borne patiently. It will laft
but for a little while; therefore it
thould be borne cheerfully, Through

the mercies of a Saviour, it will ter-
minate
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minate in cverlafting felicity 5 and
therefore it thould be borne joytully.
This is the ground upon which we
frand. Thefe are the principles by
which we abide. Admit them, they
folve every difficulty, and difperie every
cloud. Through the valley of the fha-
dow of death they open a fair and
lovely profpe&, extending far and
wide beyond it. At their prefence
forrow brightens into joy, light anfes
in darknefs, and the mafs of human
wretchednefs melts away before 1r,
like the morning mift upon the moun-
tains.—If the philofophers poflefs any
principles that are better, and better
founded, let them be communicative ;
if not, let them embrace thefe with us,
and not be faithlefs, but believing—
Whoever they may be of them that

read this, Almoft, I think, they are, at
the
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the moment, perfuaded to be Chrif-
tians — Would to God that every one
who reads it, might become not only
almoft, but altogether fuch!

If, on the other hand, unhappily
feduced by the fubtlety and fophiftry
of Mr. H. men determine to adopt
what he calls his philofophy, that s,
to doubt concerning the immortality
of the fou!, the refurreétion of the
body, and a future ftate of rewards
and punifhments ; whether there be
any providence, concerning it{elf with
human affairs 3 and whether the world
be governed by a good or an evil Be-
ing, or by any Being at all—then
may they, with Mr. H. efteem {uicide
“to be no crime, but the only way
““ in which we can be ufeful to focie-
“ty, by fetting an example, which,
“ if imitated, would prelerve to every

I one
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« one his chance for happinefs in life,
« and would effectually free him from
« a]} danger of mifery.”

But according t¢ a common laying,
we are to look for the bufinefs of 2
letter in the Pofffeript. Subjoined to
the Effay is 2 Nose, in which Mr. H.
afferts, and endeavours to prove,
« that fuicide is as lawful under the
« Chriftian difpenfation as 1t was to
¢ the heathens.” If this be the cale,
we muft beg his pardon for having
fuppofed that Chriftianity was clanced
at above, as the [uperftition which
kept men in bondage, and prevented
them from taking this fhort method

to efcape the evils of life. The

Gofpel, it feems, allows of {uicide.
It muft be the Gofpel, not accerding
to St. Matthew, St. Mark, St. Luke,

or St. John, but according to Mr. H.
I know
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I know of no fingle text that will rEem.
prove the point, though I once heard ViI.
of a gentleman who did effeftually —
prove it by two texts judicioufly laid
together—** Judas departed, and went,
“and hanged himfelf "— ¢ Go, and
“ do thou lkewife.”

But though there be no text which
enjoins it {as, conflidering the impor-
tance of the fubject, might have been
expected) Mr, H. 1s clear  there is
“ not a fingle text which prohibits 1t”
—¢ That great and infallible rule of
“ faith and praflice,” continues he
very gravely, ¢ which muft controul
“ all philofophy and human reafoning,
“ has left us in this particular to our
““ natural hiberty.”

The < liberty” of deftroying hims-
felf cannot be thought very * natural®
by any one believing in a God wha

I2 placed
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reT. placed him here, and placed him
VIl. here with fome view and delign.

"~ Much lefs can a Chriftian, while he
continues in his fenfes, imagine him-
(eIf left at this liberty by the Gofpel;
fince ahove all things it enjoins and
exhorts him, after the example of his
Saviour, to fuffer in patience, that
he may reign in glory. Lvery pre-
cept of this fort 15 a virtual prohibi-
vion of fuicide, which argues the laft
degree of impatience.

«« Refignation to Providence 1§ 1n-
¢ deed recommended in Scripture;
« byt that implies only {ubmiffion t0
< i]ls that are unavoidable, not toO
« fuch as may be remedied by pru-
« dence or courage.” |

«« Prudence and courage” are both
excellent things : they are two of the

cardinal virtues. But that {uicide is a
dii-
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difplay of them, is a propofition hi-
therto unknown to Reafon, Law, and
Gofpel. There could be no occafion to
preach patience under fufferings if it
were {o, becaufe then no man could be
under a neceflity of fuffering. He
might avoid i, at a moment’s warning,
by the knife or the halter, There could
be no fuch things as * unavoidable
“ills;” and the Golpel precepts
would be almoft as abfurd as Mr.
F—’s Note.

“ Thou fbalt not kill, is evidently
““ meant to exclude only the killing of
« others, over whofe life we have no
“ authority— Magiftrates punith cri-
““ minals capitally, notwithftanding the
“ letter of the law.”

Magiftrates have authority over
the lives of others; but have we au-
thority over our own, to put an end

[ 3 {o
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to them when we pleafe ? Surely not;
and therefore fuicide 1s juftly account-
ed and treated by our laws as one
fpecies of murder, forbidden by the
comnmandment.

« But were this.commandment ever
« fp exprefs againft fuicide, it would
«« now have no authority ; for all the
« 1w of Mofes is abolithed: except io
« far w3 it is eftablithed by the law of
« pature. And we have already en-
«« deavoured to prove, that fuicide Is
« not prohibited by that law.”

This is modeft—< We have endes-
< goyred to. prove,” But the endea.
vour, it is humbly apprehended, bas
been in vain, and ever will be fc
while there fhall be piety enough left
on earth to acknowledge God as the
lord of life and death; for fo long

men will judge it their duty to adoie
Lils



LETTERS ON INFIDELITY.

135

his power, and wait his pleafure. — A LET.

trifling alteration in our religious fer-
vices might perhaps anfwer Mr, H—"s
purpofe, without the abolition of any
part. Let that little particle ot be
expunged from the Commnandments, and
inferted in the Creed.

“In all cafes Chriftians and Hea-
“ thens are upon the fame footing™ =

They very foon will be fo, when
Mr. H—'s philofophy fhall once be-
come the eftablifhed religion.

¢¢ Cato and Brutus, Arria and Por-
“ tia acted heroically ; thole who now
‘¢ imitate their example ought to re-
“ ceive the fame praifes from pofteri-
34 ty"”

Chriftianity inculcates a far noblet
herofm. It teaches us, when we are
engaged in a good caufe, to die for
it like men, butnot by our own hands;

I 4 16
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to  endure the crofs, defpifing the
“ fhame.” Cato had not patience to
do the one, and Brutus was too proud
to do the other. That fortitude is not
compleat, which cannot do both. But
furely, Cato might have lived, though
Cazfar conquered; and Brutus have
left the world with a quiet conicience,
though he had forborn to ftab the
Dictator, or himfelf. Of the Roman
ladies #il nifi bonum~— But there have
been martyrs of that fex among us
Chriftians, who could have fhewn
to them likewife ¢ a more excellent
«“ way.” ‘There cannot be a finer or
more juft reprefentation of this mat-
ter than that given by Mrs. Chapone
in the ftory of FipeLIa, firft publifhed
in the Adventurer, No. 77, &c. and
afterwards reprinted in a little volume,
entitled, Mifeellanies in profe end verfe

Every

2
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Every female, who, on account of her LET.
crimes, her miferies, or both, may V'
be tempted to put a period to her life,
thould read that ftory. She may read
it again and again, with increaling
pleafure and improvement. Nor let
me omit this opportunity of recoms-
mending to general perufal a charm-
ing Ode, publithed among the Poems
of Mr. Warton, {tyled THE SUICIDE,
in which the beft of poetry 1s applied
to the beft of purpoles.

«« The power of committing fuicide
«« s regarded by Pliny as an advan-
« tage which men poflels even above
“ the Deity himlelt.”

Shame upon Pliny for uttering fuch
2 fentiment! But more fhame upon
Mr. H. for retailing it in a chriftian
country ! The thought is equally blal-

phemous and abfurd. Blafphemous,
in
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LET, 1n exalting man above the Deity, on

VIL. {o wretched an account; ablurd, be-

— caule as God 1s liable to no calamities,
he cannot need the means to efcape
them.
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8 INCE the appearance of the un- pypr,
believing fraternity among us, VIII.
in thefe latter days, they have been —
celebrated for many extraordinary
qualities : but their charaeniftic vir-
tue, I think, has been modefly. A
remarkable inftance of this virtue has
manifefted itfelf in their conduct ref-
pefting the publication of a certain
edifying pamphlet, entitled Doubis of
the Infidels: or SQueries relative 1o
Scriptural Inconfiftencies and Contradic-
tions — Submitied to the confideration of
the Bench of Bifbops— By a weak Corif-
tian. It ftole abroad in fo humble

and
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and referved a manner, without the
name of printer, or vender, that it
was a long time before I heard there
was fuch a pamphlet in being. In-
formed, however, by a friend, that
there certainly was fuch a thing, and
that he had aually feen it, I made
application to feveral bookfellers of
note in town ; but they declared, they
knew nothing of the matter. As I am
one of thofe who love to learn what
is ftirring, 1 was not to be ealily put
by ; and therefore refted not, till I had
made myfelf mafter of a copy. Happy
in my prize, with my hand upon my
pocket I betook myfelf immediately
home, and having provided the imple-
ment neceflary for the purpole, began
to open the leaves.

In the procefs of this operation,

the firt words that caugbt my eye
| were
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vere the following in P. v. of the LET.
epiftle dedicatory to my lords the VI
bithops — ¢ Inner chambers of the

« holy Inquifition — Whips, cords ,

« pullies, fcrews, wheels, 1ron crows,

« and red hot pincers.” Having no
prediledtion for good things of this
particular kind, 1 refumed my work,
determining not to peep any MOrE,

tll 1 came to the top of P. 20.
where my attention was again forci-

bly arrefted by the expreflions—* Rip=

« ning women with child, dathing 1n-

«« fants to pieces againft the rocks,

«¢ and broiling men to death with flow
 fires.”

I now laid down the pamphlet, and
confidered with myfelf, what had
happened lately among us, {0 occafion
this lamentable yelping. Sometimes

I thought the archbifhop of York, 1n
the
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the coutfe of his laft vifitation, muft
have wedged fome northern herefiarch
under the fcrew, and with one turn
of the machine, to the great diverfion
of the company, cracked all the bones
in his fkin, like the claws of a lobfter.
At other times I concluded (though
no mention had been made of it in
the Morning Chronicle) that his grace
of Canterbury had invited the bifhops
to dine with him upon a roafted infi-
del, whipped to death by his chaplains.
That one of thefe events had taken
place, there feemed to be little doubr,
though 1t was impofiible to fay which,
I fimfhed, however, my tatk of
leaf opening, and began to read re-
gularly ; when I found that a deed
had been done ftill more atrocious and
petrifying than either of the above;
for that, by an aét of parliament pro-
cured
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cured by thefe fame bloody-minded LET.
prelates of ours, the infidels are now Vil
obliged, on a funday evening, to
blafpheme in PRIVATE !

This is a falling off, to which my
memory furnithes me with nothing
fimilar, unlefs it be the ftory of a man,
much given to the ufe of the /ong bow,
who aflerted, one morning, to his
family, that he had juft feen jforsy
couple of dogs running through the
yard. It being denied that {o many
were kept in the country, ¢ Nay,”
cried he, «“I am fure there were
“ rwenty,” The audience fill con-
tinuing fceptical, ¢ Why, then,” {aid

he, with perfect gravity, 1t was our
<< [ittle brown cur !”

For fuch ¢ cruel, barbarous, and
“ inhuman” ufage, thele gentlemen

are determined, it feems, to have their
revenge
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revenge upon the church, and really
think themfelves able, at this time
of day, to write Revelation out of the
world, in a twelve-penny pamphlet!
— Take this whole bufinefs together,
and it is enough to make the weeping
philofopher laugh.

In the thirty feCions of their pam-
phlet, they have produced a lift of
difficulties to be met with 1a reading
the Old and New Teftament. Had 1
been aware of their defign, I could
have enriched the colle¢tion with
many more, at leaft as good, 1if not a
little better, But they have compiled,
I dare fay, what they deemed the
beft, and in their own opinion pre-
fented us with the effence of infidehty
in a thumb phial, the very fumes of
which, on drawing the cork, are to

firike the bench of bithops dead at

once.
Let
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Let not the unlearned Chriftian be LT,

alarmed, “as though fome ftrange
“thing had happened to him,” and
modern philofophy had difcovered
argumenis to demolifh religion, ne-
ver heard of before. The old orna-
ments of deifm have been * broken
“ off,” upon the occafion, * and caft
‘““into the fire, and there came out
“this calf.” Thele fame difficulties
have been again and again urged and
difcufled in public; again and again
weighed and confidered by learned
and fenfible men, of the laity as well
as of the clergy, who have by no
means been induced by them to re-
nounce their faith,

Indeed, why fhould they? For is
any man {urprifed, that difficulties
thould occur in the books of Scrip-

ture, thofe more efpecially of the Old
K Tefta-

VIII.
s e
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Teftamen: ? Let him refleét upon the
variety of matter on which they treat;
the diftance of the times to which they
refer; the wide difference of ancient
manners and cuftoms from thofe of
the age in which we live; the very
imperfe¢t knowledge we have of
thefe, as well as of the language m
which they are defcribed ; the con-
cifenefs of the narratives, fuffictent
for the purpofe intended, but not for
oratifying a reftlefs curiofity; above
all, the errors and defeéls of traniia-
tions.

Many and painful are the refear-
ches fometimes neceflary to be made,
for fettling points of this kind. FPert-
nefs and ignorance may afk a queftion
in three lines, which it will coft
learning and ingenuity thirty pages
¢o anfwer. When this is done, the

fame
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fame queftion fhall be triumphantly
afked again, the next year, as if no-
thing had ever been written upon the
{ubject. And as people in general, for
one reafon or another, like fhort ob-
jeCtions better than long anfwers, in
this mode of difputation (1f it can be
fiyled fuch) the odds muft ever be
againft us; and we mult be content
with thofe for our friends, who have
honefty and erudition, candour and
patience, to ftudy both fides of the
queftion—DBe It fo.

In the mean time, if we are called
upon ferioufly for fauisfaltion on any
point, it is our duty to give the beit
in our power. Butour adverfaries wll
permit us to obferve, that the way
they are pleafed to take (the way, 1
mean, of dwubts and difficalties) is the

longeft way about; and I much fear
K2 they
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they will never finc it the [horteft way
home, For if they really have de-
termined with themfelves, not to be-
come Chriftians, till every difficulty

that may be ftarted concerning the re-

vealed difpenfations of God, or any
part of them, be fully cleared up, I
will fairly tell them, that, I apprehend,
they muft die deffis. 1 will likewile
farther tell them, that if they fhould
refolve not to believe in the exiftence
of God, till every objettion can be
{olved, relative to the works of crea-
tion, and the courfe of his providence,
I verily believe they muft die azheifis.
At leaft, I will not undertake their
converfion, in either cafe. For 1n
the firlt place, whether the folution
be fatisfattory to themfelves, none
but themfelves can be the judges;

and their prejudices will not {uffer
them
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them to judge fairly. In the fecond  LET.
place, if they produce an hundred :‘11
objections, and we can foive ninety
nine of them, that which remains
unfolved will be deemed a plea fufll-
cient to juflify their continuing 1n
incredulity. In the third place, 1t 1
impoffible in the nature of things,
that we {hould be equal to the folu-
tion of every difficulty, unlels we
were well acquainted with many points
of which it has pleafed Ged to keep
us in ignorance, till the laft day (hall

open and unfold them. Nay, 1n {ome
inftances, it is impofiible, unlefs we
could fee and know, as God himfelt
{fees and knows.

But it is an axiom in fcience, that
difficulties are of no weight againit
demon{trations. The exiftence of Ged
once proved, we are GOt in reafon, to

T £ .
j'\ 7 10"
£ '": < 1a
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fet that proof alide, becaufe we can-
not at prefent account for all his pro-
ceedings. The divine legation of
Mofes, and that of Jefus Chrift, {tand
upon their proper evidence, which
cannot be fuperfeded and nullified by
any pretended or real difficulties oc-
carring in the Jewith and Chniftian
difpenfations. If we can f{olve the
difficulties, fo much the better ; but
if we cannot, the evidence 1s exactly
where it was, Upon that evidence is
our faith founded, and not upon the
ability of any man, or fet oi men, to
explain particular portions of Scrip-
ture, and to anfwer the objections
which may be mace to them. Other-
wife, our faith, inftead of refting on
the power of God, would reft on the
weaknels of man, and might be {ub-
verted every duy. Now the evidence

that
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that may be produced for the divine LET.
miffions of Mofes and of Jefus Chrift, VI
is fuch as never was produced in fa- T
vour of any others laying claim to
divine miflzons, fince the world began;
and it 1s fuch as no perfon can reject,
without being obliged to believe a
feries of abfurdities and impoffibi-
lities, that, in any other cafe, would
choke the faith of the greateft bigot in
Chriftendom : which is bringing the
matter as near to demenftration as a
matter of this kind is capable of being
brought, or as any reafonable being’
would defire 1t to be brought.

Thus much being premifed, to pre-
vent miftakes, I thall proceed in the
next Letter to the confideration of the

frlt fection, the fubje&t of which is
that of Miracles.

K a LT
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LET: HE {ubftance of this fection,
1X. thrown into an argumentative
o form, ftands thus—< Miracles are not
““ wrought now; therefore they never

“ were wrought at all,”

One would wonder how the pre-
mifes and the conclufion could be
brought together. No man would in
earneft affert the neceflity of miracles
being repeated, for the confirmation
of a revelation, to every new gene-
ration, and to each individual of which
it 18 compoled. Certainly not. If
they were once wrought, and duly
entered on record, the reeord is evi-

| aence
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dence ever after, This reafoning holds
good, refpefting them, as well as
other fa@s; and to reafon otherwife,
would be to introduce univerfal con-
fufion.

It is faid, * They are things in
¢ their own nature far removed from
¢ common beliet.”

They are things which do not
happen every day, to be fure. It
were abfurd, from the very nature of

them, to expelt that they fhould.

But what reafon can there be for con-
cluding, from thence, that none ever
were wrought? Why fhould it be
thought a thing more incredible, that
the ruler of the world fhould inter-
pofe, upon proper occafions, to con-

troul the operations of nature, than
that he fhould dire& them, in ordi-

nary ? It is not impoffible that a teacher
fhouid
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fhould be fent from God. It may be
neceflary that one f{hould be fent, If
one be fent, he muft bring credentials,
to thew that he 1s {o fent; and what
can thofe credentials be, but miracles,
or afts of almighty power, fuch as
God only can perform ? —In the cafe
of Jefus, common {enfe {pake by the
mouth of the Jewifh ruler, and all the
{ophiftry in the world cannot 1nvali-
date or perplex the arcument—¢¢ Maf-
“ ter, thou art a teacher come from
“ God; for no man can do the mira-
“ cles which thou doeft, except God
“ be with him.”

— ¢« They (miracles) require {ome-
“ thing more than the ufual teftimony
““ of hiftory for their fupport.”

Why fo? If they may be wrought,
and good reafons are affigned for their

baving been wrought upon any parti-

cular
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~ular occafion, « the ufual teftimony LET.
« of hiftory” is fufficient to evince o
that they were wrought. But the
cruth is, that they Aeve ¢ fomething
« more than the ufual teftimony of
« hiftory ;” they have much mores;
for no fals in the world ever were at-
tefted by fuch an accumulated weight
of evidence, as we can produce on
hehalf of the miracles recorded of
Mofes and Chrift ; infomuch that the
mind of any perfon tolerably well 1n-
formed concerning them, till fteeled
againft conviction by the prejudices
of infidelity, revolts at the very idea
of their being accounted forgeries.

P. 3.« When Livy fpeaks of fhields
« fweating blood, of it's raining hot
« fones, and the like, we juftly re-
«ject and difbelieve the improbable

< affertions.
Doubt-
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Doubtlefs. But what comparifon
can be properly inftituted berween
thefe hearfay ftories concerning pa-
gan prodigies, and a feries of mi-
racles, like thofe openly and publickly
wrought, for years together, In the
face of the world, by Mofes and by
Chrit ? The hiftorical facts related
by Livy may be true, whatever
becomes of his prodigies; but, 1n
the other cafe, the miracles are inter-
woven with, and indeed conftitute,
the body of the hiftory. No fepara-
tion can poflibly be made; the whole
muft be received, or the whole mult
be rejected.

P. 2. ¢ Neither is any credit given
« to the wonderful account of curing
« difeafes by the touch, faid to be
« poflefled by Mr. Greatrix, though
« we find it in the Philofophical
¢« Tranfadtions.”

'H,ﬂ"
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Mr. Greatrix’s general method of
curing difeales was not, as I remem-
ber, {imply and inftantaneoufly by the
tsuch, but by the operation of Jfiroking
the part affecled, and that long con-
tinued, or frequently repeated. Some-
times, it is faid, this ftroking fuc-
ceeded, and fometimes 1t failed. - If
( as we are informed 1n 2 note ) Boyle,
Wilkins, Cudworth, and other great
men, attefted the fact, that there
were perfons who found themfielves
relieved by this new device, undoubt-
edly there were fuch perfons, But
whether this relief were temporarys;
whether it were owing in any, or what
degree, to the working of the imagl-
nation, or to a real phyfical change
effected by the application of a warm
hand, or any particular temperament

‘n the cenftitution of the ftroker—
thefe
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thefe are points, which the reader
may find difcuffed n Mr. Boyle’s
letter to Henry Stubbe, written upon
the occafion, in which he reproves
Stubbe, as he well might, for fup-
pofing there was any thing neceffarily
and properly miraculous in the affair.
Mr. Valentine Greatrix, by all ac-
counts, was-an honeft, harmlefs, me-
lancholy country gentleman, of the
kingdom of Ireland,. who after having
gained great reputation by firoking in
Tngland, returned to pafs his latter
days quietly and peaceably in his na-
tive country, and was heard of no
more. He had no new dotrine to
promulgate, pretended to no divine
miffion, and, I dare fay, never thought
of his cures being employed to dil-
credit thofe of his Saviour. The won-
ders reported to have been wrought

formerly
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formerly by Apollonius lyaneus,
and more lately at the tomb of Abbe
Paris, have been applied to the fame
purpofe. — But their day 1s over—and
now all depends upon poor Mr. Va-

lentine Greatrx!
P. 3. « The miracles of the Old

¢« Teftament were all performed In
« thofe ages, of which we have no
«¢ credible hiftory.”

Pardon me—There cannot be a more
credible hiftory than that of Mofes ;
fince it is impoffible that he could
have written, or the Ifrzelites received
his hiftory, had it not been true.
Would he, think you, have called
them together, and told them, to their
faces, thiey had all heard and feen
fuch and fuch wonders, when every
man woman and child in the com-

pany knew they had never heard or
feen

159
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feen any thing of the kind? What ?
Not one honeft foul to cry out
prigficraft, and impoffure! Let thefe
gentlemen try their hands in this
way. They have often been requefted
to do 1t. Let one of them affemble
the good people of London and Weft-
minfter, and tell them, that on a
certain day and hour, he divided the
Thames, and led them on dry ground

over to Southwark; appealing to

them for the truth of what he fays.
I fhould like to fee the event of fuch
an appeal, There are many fuch ap-
peals recorded of Mofes to his na-
tion; and the book, in which thefe
appeals. are {o recorded, contains the
municipal law by which that nation
has been governed, from the days of
Mofes to the diffolution of their polity,
This is a fact, without a parallel upon

earth 5
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earth; and let any man produce an
hypothefis to account for it, confif-
tently with the idea of Mofes being
a decetver, which will abide the teft
of common fenfe for five minutes,
If the deifts can reafon us out of our
faith, let them do fo: but we are not
weak enough, as yet, to be {neered, or
{coffed out of 1t.

P. 3. ¢ What reply can be made to

¢ thofe who affirm, that miracles have
“ always been confined to the early
““ and fabulous ages 7 ”

The reply is ealy — that miracles
were performed, by Chrift and his
apoftles, in the age of all others ef-
teemed the moit polite and learned ;
and that the adverfaries of Chniftianity,
in thofe days, never thought of deny-
ing the falts: It was a piece of affu-
rance referved for thefe latter times.

L —¢ That
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LET. = Thatall nations have had them
x..]jf-f-.: ‘ b-ut that they difappeared in propor-
“ tion as men became enlightened, and
““ capable of difcovering impofture.”
Many nations have had them, true
or fulfe; the falfe difappeared, when
difcovered to be fo; but the true will
abide for ever. The Jewifh rulers
had their fenfes about them, as much
as other people; and thofe fenfes
tharpened to the utmeft, by envy and
malice, Yet were they obliged to
confefs — ¢ This man doth many mi-
« racles.” — It may be added, that
had there been no genuine miracles,
there would have been no counterfeits.
Upon the whole —in this fection,
on fo leading an article, the infidels
have made no confiderable progrels.
Rather, they can hardly be faid, in the
nautical phrafe, to have gof under way.

LET-
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UR infidels feem inclined to

deny, that Moles was the au-

thor of the books which go under his
name. To this purpofe, they obferve
(and the obfervation 1s certainly a ju-
dicious one ) that he could not have
written the account of his own death,
which occurs in the laft chapter of
Deuteronomy. There are likewife, as
we all very well know, a few other
paffages, here and there, allowed both
by Jews and Chriftians to have been
inferted fince his time, But thele
will never prevent us from looking

upon him as the author of the Penta-
L2 teuchs
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teuch, any more than a few interpo-
fated paffages in the works of Jofe-
phus prevent us from afcribing thole
works to that author. The Pentateuch
and the wnftitutions it prefcribes have
been 1n being ever fince the days of
Mofes: how, when, and by whom,
could they have been forged ?

But they themfelves do not build
much on this part of their perform-
ance; for they fay, P. 4. ¢ Suppofing
¢ thefe and other objeftions of the
«¢ like nature to be removed ” — which
they therefore {fuppofe may be re-
moved— ¢ the {cripture is frequently
“ contradictory with regard to facts.”
Perhaps not, At lealt we muft have
fome proof; and fo, in their own
words, vide tufra.

- ~—“ And reprefents the all~wile
“ Creator as angry, repenting, unjuft,

“ arbitrary,
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< arbitrary, and”—in fhort—*as a
¢ deemon.”

That it reprefents him “ as angry
« and repenting,” is true; it likewife
« reprefents him as coming down,
“and going up”—all in condefcen-
tion to our capacities, and ¢ after the
« manner of men,” as every child
knows among us. Nor can we fpeak
of the deity in any other manner, if
we would fpeak intelligibly to the
generality of mankind.* —That the
Scripture fhould reprefent God  as
“ unjuft, arbitrary, and 2 demon,”
is very bad indeed. Let us hope bet-
ter things than thefe of the Scripture,
however. When the feveral charges

* See a remarkable acknowlegement of
this point by Collins, in Leland’s View of the
deiftical writers, Letter zg, Vol. 2. P. 125,
edit. 4th,

1.2 are
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are brought forward, we mult endea-
vour to anfwer them. And notwith-
ftanding the jokes of thefe gentlemen
about the pillory, one or other of us,
I am afraid, will be found to deferve
{0

P. 5. “Did God create light be-

3 9

“ fore the fun:
Moft affuredly. Why not? When
the orb of the fun was forimed on the
fourth day, it became the appointed
receptacle of light, from whence that
olorious fluid was to be difpenfed,
for the benefit of the fyftem. Before
the formation of the folar orb, light
was fupported in ation by fome other
means, as feemed good to the Creator.
The earth might be made to revolve
by the fame agency, and then another
queftion is anfwered; ¢ How could
¢ time be divided into days, before
““ the
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« the creation of the fun; fince a day
«« is the time between fun rife and fun
“rifer?”

P. 5. « How could God divide the
« light from darkne(s, fince darknefs
« {5 nothing but the mere privation
< of light?”

The light was divided from the
darknefs, as it is now, by the interpofi-
tion of the earth. This is plain, be-
caufe it follows, ¢ God called the
“light Day, and the darknefs he
“ called Night.” Day was the f{tate
of the hemifphere, on which light
irradiated ; and Night was the ftate of
the oppofite hemifphere, on which
refted the fhadow projefted by the
body of the earth. I {ee no abiurdity
in all this. But may not the atier-
tion, that * darknefs is cnly the
¢ mere privation of light,” be con-

| roverted ?
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are brought forward, we muft endea-
vour to anfwer them. And notwith-
ftanding the jokes of thefe gentlemen
about the pillory, one or other of us,
I am afraid, will be found to deferve
1t,

P. 5. “ Did God create light be-

pI-)

* fore the fun:
Moft affuredly. Why not? When
the orb of the fun was formed on the
fourth day, it became the appointed
receptacle of light, from whence that
olorious fluid was to be difpenfed,
for the benefit of the fyftem. Before
the formation of the folar orb, light
was fupported in aftion by fome other
means, as {feemed good to the Creator.
The earth might be made to revolve
by the fame agency, and then another
queftion is anfwered; ¢ How could
“ rime be divided into days, before
“ the



LETTERS ON INFIDELITY.

« the creation of the fun; fincea day
« is the time between fun rife and {un
rifer”

P. 5. « How could God divide the
« light from darknefs, {ince darknefs
“ s nothing but the mere privation
¢ of light?”

The light was divided from the
darknefs, as it is now, by the interpofi-
¢ion of the earth. This is plain, be-
caufe it follows, * God called the
“licht Day, and the darknefs he
“called Night.” Day was the liate
of the hemifphere, on which light
irradiated ; and Night was the ftate of
the oppolite hemifphere, on which
refted the fhadow projetted by the
body of the earth. I fee no abiurdity
in all this. But may not the afler-
tion, that * darknels is only the
¢ mere privation of light,” be con-

14 troverted ?
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troverted? When Mofes {ays, that
““ darknefs was upon the face of the
‘““ deep,” he did not mean that #o-
ihing was there, Of the darknefs in
Egypt 1t 1s faid, that 1t * might be
“ feit.” And if the fire at the {olar
orb could be {fuddenly extinguifhed,
would not' the whole body of the
celeftial fluid inftantly become a tor-
pid congealed mals, and bind the

" creation 1n chains of adamant? At

the beginning, ¢ light was formed
“out of darknefs:” and therefore
may not the truth be this? In fcrip-
ture language, may not light be the
celeftial fluid, in a certain condition,
and a certain degree of motion; and
darknefs the fame fluid in a different
condition, and without that degree
of motion, or when fuch motion 1s

interrupted by the interpofition of an
opake
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opake body? A room, for example, LET.
is full of light. Clofe the fhutters, *.
and that light inftantly difappears. —
But what is become of 1t? It 1s not
annihilated. No: the fubftance, which
occafioned the fenfation of light to
the eye, is ftill prefent, as before, but
occafions that fenfation no longer. Lt
philofophers confider, and determine.

P. 5. “ How could the firmament
«“ he created, fince there is no firma-
« ment, and the falfe notion of 1t’s
«« exiftence is no more than an imagi-
« nation of the ancient Grecians¢”

Never again let critics, while they
live, undertake to cenfure the writings
of an author, before they underftand
fomething of the language in which
he wrote. The Greek verfion of the
1xx has indeed given us the word
swioua, Which has produced i our
tranflation  the correfponding  word

friv o~



170

L ET.

X,
L a Ve Y

LETTERS ON INFIDELITY.

Jirmament. But thefe terms by no
means furnifh uvs with the true idea
of the original word, which 1s de-
rived from a verb fignifying, to fpread
abroad, expand, enlarge, make thin, &c.
The proper rendering then is, the ex-
panfion. But expanfior of what? Doubt-
lefs, of the celeftial luid before men-
tioned, of light, air, ®ther, or what-
ever you pleafe to call it. In Scrip-
ture 1t is ftyled the heavens,—¢ Who
¢ ftretcheth out the heavens like a
“ curtain :*—That ftretcheth out the
“ heavens as a cuytain, and f{preadeth
“them out as a tent to dwell 10,
How far this expanfion of the heavens
extends, 1s another queftion. That
portion of 1t diffuled around the earth
is well known by the name of 1he at-
mofphere; and 1t’s force may at any

* Pl crv, t a1, xv, 2z.
fime
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ime be felt by the hand, when laid
on the aperture of an exhaufted re-
ceiver. Sir Ifaac Newton appears 10
have thought, that it might reach to
the orb of Saturn, and beyond, even
through all the celeftial {paces. It
feems to go out from one part of the
fyftem, and circulate to the other, and
nothing is hidden from it’s influences
to be in every place, and to pofiels
powers which nothing is able to with-
fand. The Royal Society, by 1t’s
late worthy prefident, earneflly re-
quefted Dr. Prieltley 1o make enqui-
ry after this fame wonderful {fub-
ftance ; fo that, by and by, it 1s lixely,
we may hear more of it;* and gen-

# Many curious particulars concerning that,
and other fubje@s connected with it, have al-
ready been communicated to the world by the

Reverend and learned Mr. Jones, in his very
valuable
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LET. tlemen may by degrees be induced to
b_’i; entertain- 2 more favourable o_giinion of
the Jewifh legiflatory as it 1s faid of
a great man, fome years ago, that
having, in the decline of life, acci-
dentally dipped into a bible, he de-
clared, * he found Moles to be a cle-
“ yer fellow ; and if he had met with
- him a Ilittle fooner, he did not
¢ know but he might have read him

¢ through.”
P, 6. ¢ How fhall we explain the
““ bufinefs of the tree of knowlege of
“ good and evil, and of a tree of

“ life—?”

As my lords the bithops have kindly
taken fo much pains to bring the infi-
dels into a good way of fpending their

valuable work, entitled, Phyfwiogical Difqui-
fitions, or Diftourfes on the natural philofophy of
1be Elements, printed for Rivington, and Robinfon.

{unday
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{unday evenings at home, I think
it would not be amifs, if they were,
now and then, at {fuch times, to read
a fermon. Let me therefore recom-
mend to them four difcourfes, by the
prefent Dean of Canterbury, on the
creation of man, the garden of Eden,
the tree of life, and the tree of know-
lece, It may appear, perhaps, that
the Mofaic hiftory 1s not neceffarily
fo pregnant with abfurdities, as they
are apt to fuppole; but that a ra-
tional account may be given of man’s
primeval ftate, as there defcribed,
and of that trial, to which he was {ub-
jetted by his maker.

In another part of the pamphlet,
P. 39, it is objeéted to us, “ that
“ Adam was threatened with death
“on the day of his tranfgreflion, but

‘“ lived at leaft 800 years afterwards.
The
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LET. Theexecutionof the fentence, then,
:i;’ was refpited, in conflideration of his
repentance, agreeably to the proceed-
ings of God with his defcendants, both
individuals and communities, in num-
berlefs inftances upon record. Tranf.
greflion rendered him mortal, and
his life from thenceforward was a gra-
dual progrefs, through labour, pain,

and forrow, towards death,

LET-
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P 3. ¢ Is the account of the fall of ;..
)

‘“ man, in the book of Genefis,

““ phyfical, or allegorical 2”

I apprehend it to be an hiftorical
narrative of what really paflfed in the
garden of Eden. With regard to the
parties concerned, there is no difpute
concerning three of them, the Creator,
the Man, and the Woman. But there
appears a fourth, whole nature and
character it has been thought not fo
eafy to afcertain, He is called TaE
SERPENT ; but is throughout repre-
fented as an intelligent being, and

treated as fuch, He proves himfelf
alfo

XTI,
\--v'\{
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alfo to be the TEmpTER, Can we
doubt, for one moment, who this be-
ing is? The SERPENT, the OLD SER-
PENT, the DRAGON, are the appella-
tions beftowed 1n the New Teftament,
upon the great adverfary of mankind,
the TEMPTER, the DECEIVER, the ac-
CUSER, the MURDERER. One queftion
remains, whether, vpon the occafion
before us, he affumed the form. of the
natural ferpent, or be only delcribed
under the name, and by imagery and
expreflions borrowed from the cor-
refponding nature and qualities of that
creature, and apphed to him, by ana-
logy ? Either way, 1t is beyond all
controverfy, with us who believe the
Scriptures, that HE is the principal
agent ‘in the whole affair: wE 15 ali
along - intended, and addreffed; on
HIM was the weight and force of the

tremen-
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tremendous fentence t¢o light; be-
tween HIs feed and that of the woman
was the enmity to fubfift; and mis
fead was to be finally cruthed by vic-
torious Meffiah. However Chriftians
may have differed in their interpre-
tation of particular words and phrafes,
this is the {ubftance of what always has
been, and always muft be maintained
among them, upon the fubjeét. If all
be confined to the natural ferpent, or
beaft of the field, the account muft
then be, as Dr. Middleton contends,
an apologue, or fable, with a moral
couched under it. But the writers of
the New Teftament ever refer to it
as true hiftory, and invariably declare
SATAN to have been the serPENT, who
“ through his {ubtlety deceived Eve.”
The account of man’s redemption is
no apoisgue, but true hiftory, built

M upon
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upon and prefuppofing the truth and
reality of his temptation and fall,
effeGted by the wiles of his enemy
who, for that reafon, was to be crufhed,
together with his works, by the power
of the Recdeemer. As to the change
wrought in the natural ferpent after
the fall (a fubje& on which the infl-
dels divert themfelves more than they
will divert any body elfe ) no man
can deny that a2 change might take
place; and no man can precifely af-
certain the nature of fuch change,
unlefs he knew the form in which that
{pecies of creatures was originally
made. Nor does the fentence (fo far
as it may felate to the natural fer-
pent ) imply, that he fhould chufe
duft for his food, or that it fhould
be his only food. They who grovel n

duft, muft fometimes come 1n for a
mouth-
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mouthful. The expreflion intimates LET.

to us the very loweft degree of proftra- XI.
tion, humiliation, and the moft ab-

ie& wretchednefs, fimilar to that other

of the prophet, « His enemies fhall

« Jick the duft.”—Let gentlemen take

care, that they are not of the number.

The hiftory of man’s fall is no fable,

and will hereafter be found no jeft.

P. 6.— A tree of life, which God
¢ was obliged.to guard by Cherubim
« and a flaming fword, lelt man
¢t (hould eat of the fruit, and become
¢ immortal?”

The paffage here alluded to has
long béen a fubjet of ridicule among
unbelievers. It may, perhaps, ceale
to be fo, when the following pariicu-
lars are duly weighed and confiderec—

1. There is no reafon in the world

for fuppofing the Cherubim here men-
M 2 tioned



130

LETTERS ON INFIDELITY,

LET, tioned to have been different from

Xl
Neye/

thofe defcribed at large, as exhi-
bited in vifion to Ezekiel, figures
of which were placed in the tabernacle
and temple. Mofes fays, ¢ God placed
«« Cherubim.” The people for whom
he wrote were perfeflly well ac-
quainted with the nature, form, and
defign of them. The prophet, upon
beholding them in vifion, declares,
¢« ] knew that they were the Chernbum.”

2. The words rendered in our tranf-
lation, “ A flaming {word turmng
“ every way,” may, and, it 1s appre-
hended, ought to be rendered, “ A
« devouring fire, turning, or rolling
< upon itfelf;” as the Cherubim,
which Ezekiel faw, are faid to have
ftood in the midft of a fire ¢ catching,
« or infolding itfelf.” The exprel-
fions are equivalent, and correfpond

exactly. | 3. This
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2. This body of fire, generally at- LET.

tended by, and fubfifting in a cloud,
is ftyled < the olory of the Lord;”
and always accompanied the appear-
ance of the Cherubim.

2. The moft ancient expofitions left
in the world, which are the two Jewilh
Targums, paraphrafe the verfe thus;
« And he thruft out the man, and
¢ caufed the glory of his prefence to
« dwell of old, at the eaft of the
“ garden of Lden, avbove the two
¢« Cherubim.”

£, If fuch be the real import of the
paffage, and it relate only to the ma-
nifeftation of the divine prefence, by
is well known fymbol, above or be-
tween the Cherubim, may we not fairly
and reafonably conclude, that the de-
fign of fuch manifeftation, at the ealt

of the garden of Eden, was the fame
M 3 28

XI.
[ W
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as it was confefledly afterwards, in the
tabernacle and temple; namely, to re-
veal the will of God for the conauc
of his people; to accept the facrifices
offered to him; and favourably to re-
gard the prefigurative atonement made
by ¢ the {prinkling of blood, without
“ which there was (after the fall) no
« remiffion ?” And all this was done
‘“ to KEEP, OF PRESERVE, the way (O
¢ the Tree of Life,” immortality
being now the object of a new cove-
nant, with other conditions, There
were good reafons why our firlt parent
fhould not be fuffered, tn the ftate to
which he had reduced himlfelf, to
“ put forth his hand, and take, and
“ eat,” The cifpenfation of Eden was
at an end.  Old facraments were abo-
lithed, and new ones were to be infti-

tuted. In the fpirit of repentance
and
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and faith the delinquents were (0 wait, LET.
« j]] one happier man fhould regain  XI.

« the blifsful feat,” and ° open the —
«« kingdom of heaven to all believers ;™
himfelf the true TREE OF LIFE IN THE

PARADISE OF GOD.

To the learned and candid of all
denominations thefe remarks are {ub-
mitted. If there be any thing In
them, the text in queftion, which has
been fo long the butt of infidels, and
the ftumblingblock of behevers, not
only becomes cleared of it’s difficul-
ties, but throws a light and 2 glory
on the whole patriarchal difpenfation.

M 4 LET-
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7. “ The account of the Flood
o ‘s very embarrafling,”

Poffibly it may—There was a great
deal done 1n a little time ; and neither
thefe gentlemen nor myfelf were pre-

fent to {ee how it was done.
Ibid. “*From whence came the wa-

“ ter £

.. £rom the place to which it returned,
and 1n which 1t has remained (God be
praifed) ever fince, The globe of the
earth, as the Scriptures inform us, is
a fhell, or hollow fphere, inclofing
within it a body of waters, ityled
““ the great deep,” or abyfs. The
| | earth,
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earth, at the creation, was coveredon L ET.
all fides with water, which, at the XIL
command of God, retired to this —
abyfs beneath, from whence, at the
fame command, it came forth 1n the
days of Noah ; and having performed
it’s tafk, was again difmifled, as be-
fore. ¢ The fountains of the great
““ deep,” by the divine power, were
‘“ broken up;” gravity for a time
was fufpended, or overcome; the
waters were violently thrown upwards
into the atmofphere, and defcended
in torrents and cataradts of rain, If
we mealure the circumference of the
earth, and gauge 1t’s contents, we
{hall find water enough, I dare fay, to

anfwer every purpofe mentioned in the

book of Genefis.* The fhells, and

* ¢ Some are puzzled to find water enough

““to form an univerfal deluge: to affift their
endeavours
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other marine bodies, depoiited in the
bowels and on the tops of the highelt
mountains, all the world over, afford
fufficient evidence, that the waters
have been there. If any one can give
a better account than Mofes has done,
when and how they came there, €’en
let us have it. A learned and re-
{pettable perfon exprefles his {ur-
prile, that the theil fith fhould #ran/-
port themfelves from the bed of the
ocean, where they were much better
accommodated, to fo uncomfortable a
fituation as the fummit of a barren
mountain, Alas, worthy Sir, 1t was

< endeavours it may be remarked, that was it
€ all precipitated which is diffolved in the arr,

“ it might probabiy be fufficient to cover the
< furface of the whole earth to the depth of

<« zbove thirty feet.” warson’s Chemical
Eflays, Vol, 111, P. 87,
- 00
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no party of pleafure! Whenever they LET.

took the journey, depend upon it, It
was—< upon compulfion, Hal!”

P. 8. —¢ Neither can we eafily per-
« fyade infidels, that the windows of
«« heaven were opened, while they know
« it has no windows.”

They can know nothing of the mat-
ter, till they know the meaning of the
phrafe, and it’s ufage in the Scrip-
tures, where the heavens are faid to be
opened when it rains, and fout when
rain is withholden, and the like. What
is more common than fuch modes of
expreffion are in all languages ¢ Sup-
pofe, to defcribe an uncommon fall of
rain, I thould fay * the fuices of heaven
«« were opened ;” would it not be the
heicht of abfurdity to reply, that
« the fluices of heaven cannot be

s« opened, becaufe it has no fluices ¢ "
. Every

X1l.
4
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Every body knows the expreflion to
be metaphorical. But the truth 1s,
that the original word * does not
fignify windows, according to the
modern 1dea, but rather clefts, fiffures,
paffages : thele were gpened, the clouds
were 7eni, as we fay. ‘The waters
rifing from beneath met the rains
defcending from above, and, uniting
their forces, they deluged the world.

P, 7. * It (the flood) ceafed not by
¢ annihilation of the waters, but they
“ were evaporated by a wind.”

There was no occafion for annihi-
lating the waters, They returned to
the place from whence they came.
And as to the wind, which God cauled
to pafls over the earth, -it was not 1in-
tended merely to evaporate, but, like
that which moved upon the chaos at

¥ MAIAnaN
the
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the creation, to feparate the waters LET.
from the earth, and carry them down *'"-
to their former habitation. We have

no adequate idea, perhaps, of this
element the air, and of what mighty
things it can effed, when employed

in full force by it’s Creator.

~P. 8. « It feems ftrange, that fo

¢« vaft an affemblage of animals could

« be inclofed i an ark, or chefl.”

— But why, cbeff? The Hebrew
word is ufed only for this ark of
Noah, and that in which the child
Mofes was committed to the Nile;
both hollow veflels, conftructed to fioat
upon the waters. But there was fome-
thing pleafant in the notion of the
whole animal world being fhut up 1n
a cheft; and the temptation was not

to be refifted.

— ¢« Which had but one window
¢ (which
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““ (which window was kept fhut for
“ more than five months} without
““ being ftifled for want of air.”

All this, the infidels fay, ¢ feems
“ {trange”—1itdoesfo; butitis not more
firange, than true, That air would be
neceflary to fupport the life of the crea-
tures inclofed in the ark, was as well
known to him who enjoined 1t to be
built, as it can be to them. Our con-
clufion therefore 1s, that either a pro-
per {upply of it was conveyed in fome
manner from without, or elfe the air
within, by means natural or preterna-
tural, was preferved in a ftate fit for ref-
piration, There might be various con-
trivances in and about the ark, which
are not mentioned in fo concife a hif-
tory. The general falts, of which it
concerned us to be informed, are thefe
two; that the”world was deftroyed

by
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by a flood ; and that one family, with
a number of animals {ufficient to re-
plenith the earth, was prelerved in a
veflel conftructed for that purpofe,

It 1s afked farther, How the {mall
family in the ark could give due at-
tendance to the wants of fo many crea-
tures; and how the carnivorous ani-
mals were fupplied with food proper
for them ?

Many more queftions of a like kind
might eafily be afked, if one were to
fet one’s wits to work upon the fubjeét.
But it theuld be confidered, that the
author who relates this tranfaction, re-
lates 1t to have been carried' on under
the immediate diretion and infpec-
tion of God. By divine power the
creatures were brought to Noah, and
the fierce difpofitions of the wid

kind overruled and mollified, that
they
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they might live quietly and peaceably
with one another, and with thofe of
the tame fort, for the time appointed.
Otherwife, inftead of afking, how they
were taken care of and fed in the
ark, 1t fhould firft have been afked,
how they came into it, or ftayed a {in-
gle moment in it, before the flood
began 7—When. * the wolf thus dwelt
“ with the lamb, the lion might es
¢ bay hike the ox.,”—We fhould not
recur to miracles upon every occalfion;
but if the event under confideration
took place at all, it muft, from the
very nature of it, have been miracu-
lous, and out of the common courfe,
as 1t 1s faid to have been. Some means
of preferving the ji/h might therefore
be provided by their maker, notwith-
ftanding the dilemma te which the
learned and refpeftable writer above-

mentioned
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mentioned hath reduced us. ¢ The
« water at the deluge (fays he) was
« either freth, or falt: now the {eca-
« fith could not have lived in the
“ former, nor the river-fith in the
¢ Jatter.”—Clofe and clever !

P.g. It is argued in the 8th fection,
that according to the laws of reflefion
and refreétion, eftablithed in the {yftem
of nature, the phznomenon of the
rainbow muft have been produced, as
at prefent, in certain circumitances,
from the beginning of the world ; and
therefore could not have been firlt fet
in the cloud, as a token of God’s
covenant with man, after the flood.

But do the words neceffarily imply,
that the rainbow had never appeared
before? Rather, perhaps, the con-
trary. The following paraphrafle of

the paﬂ'age is fubmitted, as a juft and
N natural
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natural one. ¢ When, in the com-
 mon courfe of things, 1 bring a
« cloud over the earth, under certain
« circumftances, I do fet my bow 1n
« it, That bow fhall’ be from hence-
« forth a token of the covenant I now
<« make with you to drown the earth
¢ no more by a flood. Look upon
¢« it, and remember this covenant.
¢ As certainly as the bow is formed,
« by the operation of phyfical caulfes,
«.in the cloud, and as long as it conti-
. nues to be thus formed, fo certainly
« and fo long thall my covenant endure;
« ftanding faft for evermore, as this
< faichful witnefs in heaven,” Jacob,
we are told, * < took a ftone, and fet
« it up for a pillar, and faid, This
“ pillar be witnes.” God, in like
manner (if we may fo exprefs 1it)

* en. Xxx1. 45, 52,
< toolk
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¢ took the rainbow, and faid, this
““ bow be witnefs.” Neither the ftone
nor the rainbow were new created for
the purpofe. When the Jews behold
the rainbow, they blefs God, who
remembers his covenant, and 1s faith-
ful to his promife. And the tradition
of this 1’s defignation to proclaim
comfort to mankind was {trong among
the heathen; for according to the
mythology of the Greeks, the rainbow
was the daughter of Wonder, * a fign
“to mortal men,” * and regarded,
upon it’s appearance, as the meflenger
of the celeftial deities, Can we any
where find 2 more ftriking inftance of
the fublime, than in the following
thort defcription of it? * Look upon
“ the rainbow, and praife him who
 made it: very beaunful it i1s 1n the

* Tecus pecomuwy cav-ggmqrw. Hom.,

N2 “ brigat-
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LET, ¢ brightnefs thereof: 1t compafleth
XII. < the heaven about with a glorious
“ circle; and the hands of the moft

‘“ High have bended 1t1”

L ET.
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? 10. “ What anfwer fhall we
o ¢ give to thofe wheo are in- LXE;:;'
“ clined to deny, that an all-powerful e
“ and juflt God could make ufe of the
““ moft unmjuftifiable means to attain
““ his great purpofe of aggrandizing
““ the pofterity of Abrahamr”
The anfwer, without doubt, muft
be, either that the means in queftion
(all circumftances duly known and
confidered) were not unjuftifiable ; or,
that they were ufed by man, and only
permitted by God. For men often
make ufe of means to attain their own
purpofes, by which they unwittingly
N 3 become
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become the inftruments of carrying
into execution the counfels of God;
yet are they not hereby juftified in the
ufe of fuch means, All the actions of
holy men of old, related in Scripture,
are not to be deemed blamelefs, be-
caufe related 1n Seripture, or becaufe
related of them; though there may
often have been circumftances, im-
perfectly known at this diltance of
time, which rendered them lefs blame-
able than they now appear to be; and
therefore they are not to be judged of,
without great caution and circum-
{fpeCtion. 'Thefe, perhaps, are 10 no
inftances more neceflary, for that
reafon, to ‘be oblerved, than in re-
viewing thofe parts of facred ftory,
which relate to the dirthiright and dleffing
of the ancient patriarchs.

Ibid.
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Ibid. « Could this benevolent and
« juft Being approve of the ungene-
¢ rous advantage which JacoD took
« over his faint and hungry brothers”

That the crime of Efau, in being
fo ready to part with his birthright,
was of a more atrocious nature tnan
at firft fight it may feem t0 have been,
‘< evident from the remark fubjoined
in the narrative ; ¢ thus Efau defpifed
« his birthright;” as alfo from his
being figmatized by St Paul with an
epithet denoting profanenefs, and 17-
piety, qualities which were therefore
—onifefted in the a&t of lightly and
wantonly parting with the birthright,
and thofe high and heavenly privileges
annexed to it—1 {ay, fghtly and wan-
tonly; becaufe, though he returned
faint and hungry from the field, there

could be no danger of his ffarving in
N 4 his
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his father’s houfe. He parted with it,
as men often do now, for the fake of
oratifying a liquorifh appetite towards
that which was his brother’s, ¢ for
‘“ one morfel of meat,” one particu-
lar difh, which he vehemently affec-
ted, There was no reafon why a privi-
lege thus rejected fhould be again con-
terred. Like the Jews, in an inftance
fomewhat f{imilar, he ¢ judged him-
““ felf unworthy.” He caft it from him,
and 1t became another’s—With regard
to the part borne by Jacob, 1n buy-
ing what Efau was thus ready to {ell,
there feems no neceffity for proncun-
cing him faultlefs. The falt is related
like many others, without approbation
or cenfure; and thedefigns of God were
accomplithed by the free agency of
man. To his own mafter he ftandeth
or falleth, refpecting this and every

other altion of his life.
Ibid.
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Ibid. ¢ Could this omnipotent and L ET.

- . Tl : XIII.
upright Spirit adopt no method of

« diftinguithing his favourite Jacob,
¢ but that of fraud and lies, by which
« he deprived the fame unfufpetting
« brother of his father’s blefling?”

The following confiderations may
2ffifl in dire@ting us to form a right
judgment of this matter.

i. The propofition of deceiving
Ifaac originated not with Jacob, but
with Rebekah,  Jacob remonfirated
againft it, as likely to bring a curle
upon him, rather than a blefling ; nor
would confent to perform his part,
till {he engaged to take all the blame
on herfelf—¢ On me be thy curle,
“ my fon; only obey my voice,”

2, From this fpeech, and from the
earneftnefs and foiicttude difcovered

by Rebekah, it may not unfairly be
prefumed,
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LET. prefumed, that the had fome fpecial
XL reafon for what the did; that Ifaac
oy
was about to take a wrong ftep ina
concern of great moment, which
ought to be prevented, and could be
prevented by no other means.

3. The re&itude of Rebekah’s judg-
ment feems evidently to have been re-
cognized and allowed by Ifaac, at the
conclufion of the matter. For though
he had bleffed Jacob, intending to blels
Efau, yet, as if recolleting himfelf,
he confirmed and ratified that blefling
in the ftrongeft terms; ¢ Yea, and
¢ he fhall be blefled.” Still farther—
at {ending bim away, he again re-
peated the benediction, in the moit
folemn and affeGting manner; “ God
« give thee the blefling of Abraham!”
It is hard to affign any other reafon,
why, if fo difpofed, upon difcovering

the
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the fraud, he might not have reverled LET.
the proceeding. Nay, by the kind X1

meeting of the brothers afterwards,
one fhould be inclined to {uppole,
that Efau himfelf acquiefced at length
in the propriety of what had been
done.

4. If fuch were the cafe, llaac was
only deceived into what was rnght,
and what himfelf acknowledged to be
fo, in the conclufion, The deception
was like thofe often prattifed by phy-
ficians for the benefit of their patients;
and cafuifts muft decide upon it in
the fame manner. The offence of
Jacob is certainly alleviated, if not
entirely taken off, by the circumitance
of Rebekah pledging herfelf to bear
the blame; as the conduét of Rebe-
kah feems juftified by that of Ifaac

ratifying and confirming to Jacob the
blefling

Lo o}
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v, blefling originally intended for Efau.
xiir.  Upon the whole, if there were an
" offence, it was one that might be for-
given; and if God, nov with{tanding,
continued to blefs Jacob, he did for-

give it, and had reafons for fo doing,

Ibid. ¢ In fhort, how fhall we juf-

« tify God for the continual diftine-

¢ tion he is faid to have beftowed on

« apeople, who from their own annals

“ appear to have been unparalleled for

« cruelty,ingratitude, inurbanity, &c.”

The article of cruelty, for proof of

which we are referred, 1n a note, t0

the aés of Jofhua, may be deferred

till we come profefiedly to confider

thofe alts. Their fugratitude towards

God their Saviour was indeed flagrant;

but perhaps might be matched e/fe-
where, As to the charge of irurdanity,

it was brought againft them by Vol-

taire,
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ire, who fpake of them as a
« wretched nation, ever ignorant, and
« yulgar, and ftrangers to the Arts.”
The following reply was made to
him. When the -infidels fhall have
duly confidered it, we fhall hope to be
favoured with their fentiments upon
It.

« Does it become you, a writer of
« the 18th century, to charge the an-
« cient Hebrews with ignorance? A
« neople, who, while your barbarous
« anceftors, whilft even the Greeks and
« [atins, wandering in the woods,
« could fcarcely procure for themielves
“ cloathing and a fettled fubfiftence,
“ already poffefled all arts of neceffity,
“ and fome of mere pleafure; who
«“ not only knew how to feed and
« rear cattle, till the earth, work up

“ wood, ftone, and metals, weave
“ cloaths,
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“ cloaths, dye wool, embroider ftuffs,
“polith and engrave on precious
“ {tones, but who, even then, add-
“ing to manual arts thofe of tafte
““ and refinement, furveyed land, ap-
“ pointed their feftivals according to
‘ the motions of the heavenly bodies,
“ and -ennobled their folemnities by
“the pomp of ceremonies, by the
¢ found of inftruments, mufic, and
¢¢ dancing ; who even then commitred
“ to writing the hiftory of the origin
“of the world, that of their own
¢ nation, and their anceftors; who
“ had poets and writers {killed in all
“ the fciences then known, great and
‘“ brave commanders, a pure wor-
“ thip, juft laws, a wile form of
“ oovernment; in fhort, the ounly

““ onc of all ancient nations, that has
¢ left
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¢ left us authentic monuments of LET.
’ : o XIII.

¢ : n this

“ genius and -of literature Ca. )

« nation be juftly charged with 7g-

« norance and fnurbanity ?”

LET-
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11. “ Unbelievers affirm, that
Po ¢ 3 juft God could not punifh
¢ Pharaoh for an hardnefs of heart, of
¢ which he himfelf (God ) was evi-
¢ dently the caufe.”

When we meet with an affertion
apparently contrary to all the truth
and equity in the world, it is but
common juftice to any writer, human
or divine, to fuppole, that we muf-
take his meaning, and that the ex-
preflion employed to convey it 1s capa-
ble of an interpretation different from
that which may at firft prefent itfelf.

We cannot, for a moment, imagine,
that
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that God fecretly influences a man’s
will, or fuggefts any wicked ftubborn
refolution to his mind, and then pu-
nithes him for it. We are therefore
to confider, by what other means,
not incompatible with his nature and
attributes, he may be faid, 1n a cer-
tain fenfe, and without impropriety,
to harden a man’s heart.

There are many ways by which we
may conceive this effect to be wrought,
without running into the ablurdity
and impiety abovementioned. ‘The
heart may be hardened by thofe very
refpites, miracles, and mercies, 1n-
tended to foften it; for if they do not
{often it, they will harden it — God 13
fometimes faid to do that which he
permits to be done by others, 1n the
way of judgement and punifhment;

as when his people rejected his own
O rightcous
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righteous laws, he is fad to have
““ given them” the idolatrous ones of
their heathen neighbours, ¢ fratutes
«¢ that were not good”—The heart may
be hardened by his withdrawing that
grace it has long refifted ; men may
be given up to a reprobate mind ; as
they wonld not fee when they poffefied
the faculty of fight, the ufe of that
faculty may be taken from them, and
they may be abandoned to blindnefs.
But all this is judicial, and fuppofes
previous voluntary wickednefs, which
it is defigned to punith. The cafe of
Pharaoh is exaltly that of the Jews.
God is faid to have ¢ blinded their
« eyes, and hardened their hearts.”
But how? As itis here reprefented
Would he do this to his own people ?
Was ue the caufe of their rejecting

their Meffiah ; Or does he—can he—
intend



LETTERS ON INFIDELITY,

intend to say that he was fo ? — Let
us hear no more of this, for the fake
of common fenfe and commion ho-
nefty, if fuch things are yet left
among us.

But 1t 1s afferted, that when the
objetion 1s urged by unbelievers,
“ we (Chriftians) ufually anfwer, that
“ the potter has power over the clay,
“ to fathion it as he lifts ; ” to which
the infidels in the gayety of their hearts
triumphantly reply, that < if the clay
‘“ in the hands of the potter were ca-
“ pable of happinefs and mifery, ac-
“ cording to the fafhion imprefled on
“it, the potter muft be malevolent
““and cruel, who can give the pre-
“{erence to inflifting pain inftead of
“ happinefs,”

- The fimilitude of the potter is em-
ployed by St. Paul: but it does not
O 2 ftand
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{tand exadtly in his writings, as it
does in the pamphlet before us. By
him it is adduced in proof of one
fingle point only, that when men are
become finners, and obftinate {inners,
God has a right of dealing with them
according to his pleafure, and as may
beft. anfwer the purpofes of his dif-
penfations, refpeting others, as well
as themfelves, The comparifon is
firft ufed by God himlelf (Jer. xviir.}
and applied to the power by him
exercifed of deftroying or preferving
an offending people, as they fhould
either continue in fin, or repent and
amend. It is applied precifely in the
{fame manner by St. Paul, (Rom. 1x.)
to thew (as appears by the verfes 1m-
mediately following) that God might,
without injuftice, deal with the Jews,

as he had before dealt with an har-
dened
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dened Pharaoh; and for the fame Lz,
reafon; becaufe thev had refuled to *IVs
hearken to his voice, as Pharaoh had T
done. He might referve them for a
more {ignal deftruction, which would
difplay his glory, and forward the
converfion of the nations; while, at
the fame time, he fhewed the riches
of his mercy to fuch, whether Jews
or Gentiles, as embraced the Gofpel ;
whom he owned as the {piritual feed
of Abraham, and his peculiar people.
Whoever will condefcend with can-
dour and attention to perufe Dr.
Whitby’s annotations on Rom. 1x.
cannot, I think, have the fhadow
of a doubt left on his mind, refpeét-
ing either the drift of St, Paul’s rea-
foning, or the truth of i,

P. 12. ¢ We know it is our duty
“ to believe that Aaron’s miracle was

D 3 ¢ per-
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“ performed by the power of God;
“ but we are at a lofs to difcover, by
“ what power the magicians per-
¢ formed theirs.”

It is a pleafure to me to find thefe
oentlemen folicitous about the perfor-
mance of their duty; and therefore, let
me addrefs to them a word of confola-
tion and encouragement, Be not {wal-
lowed up by overmuch uneafinefs, as
touching this matter., Reft fatisfied
that whatever may be determined con-
cerning the wonders wrought by the
magicians, whether they are fuppofed
to have been wrought in reality, or
appearance only ; by legerdemain, or

‘the power of evil {pirits, through the

permiffion of God, willing to inake
his power known in this grand conteft
—either way, the argument drawn

from muracles, in fupport of Revela-
tion,
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sion, will remain in 18S full ftrength.
The fuperiority of the God of Ifrael
was manifefted, and the conteft yield-
ed by the adverfaries, who could not
protect themfelyes or their friends
from the maladies and plagues in-
flicted by omnipotence. Whatever
the magicians did, or however they
did it, it appeared evidently, they
might as well have done nothing.
Mankind can never be enfnared by
pretences of this fort, when they lee
fuch pretences controlled and over-
ruled by a fuperior power,— You are
men of too much fenfe, I am fure,
0 be found on the fide of Jannes and
Jambres, or to take 2 retainer from

Simon Magus.
P. 13. * Where did the magicians
s find water to pradtife their art up-
O 4 “ on
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““ on, fince Aaron had already turned
“ it all into blood 7~

Not all, gentlemen, by your leave.
The Egyptians not being able to
drink of the water of the river, ¢ dig-
“ ged round about it (as you are
¢ told* ) for water to drink,” And,
depend upon it, they found fome, or
it had been very bad with them in-
deed.— But the truth is, that nothing
i$ more common among writers, both
facred and profane, than the ufe of
the word 4//, not in an adfolute, but 2
velative, or comparative {enfe, as im-
plying many, fome of all forts, &c. By
adverting to this fimple and obvious
confideration, you might have {pared
vourfelves the trouble of labouring in
vain, through three or four pages, to
be witty on the fubject of Pharaoh’s

* Exod, vii, 24.
cattle
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cattle being killed more than once, LET.

and fuch like pleafant conceits,—

Thefe are poor piddliag doings; but

we fhall have fome flafbing, by and by, |

to make amends.
P. 15 ¢ Some weak believers are

““ 1n doubt, whether fo mean, fo un-
“ generous, and {o difhoneft an aé,
““ as borrowing the jewels of the
“ Egyptians, without any intention
““ of returning them, did not rather
““ originate 1in that difpofition, which
““ characterizes the Jews to this day,
““ than in the command of the juft
“ God, who certainly could need no
““ {uch tricks to accomplifh his inten-
 tions.” |

Much reafon have we to with, that
fome one among the unbelievers would
take the pains to acquire a moderate

ftock of Hebrew, that fo he  might
“ have

X1V,
b Vo W



318

LET,
X1V,
Lswmny e/

v ETTERS ON INFIDELITY.

«« have to give,” upon fuch occafions
as thefe, ¢ to him that needeth.” For
that the Ifraelites, in the proper fenfe
of the Englith word, borrowed thele

jewels, or gave tne Egyptians reaton

to expelt a return of them, does by
no means appear from the original,
to which a man, when he is difpofed
to play the ¢rstic upon an author,
thould always have recourfe, if he be
folicitous to deferve the charaler of
an honeft man, and a fcholar. The
general fignification of the word * 1S
to afk, to require, to demand. In the
three texts § relative to this tranfac-
tion, the LXX, +and in the two for-
mer, the Vulgate, | render it by a
term of fimilar import. It is faid,

< the Ifraelites (poiled the Egyptians *

¥ bww, 1 Fxod. 111, 22,X1. 2, XII. 35,
+ A || Poftulo,
they
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they took thefe jewels, veflels, &c. L.
and the Egyptians gave thcm, as the :{.-I.,L
fpoil of a conquered enemy, glad to
efcape with life, and to difmifs a much
injured people; they took thefe {poils,
as wages due, and withholden, for
immenfe labour undergone; as a re-
compence for long and cruel oppref-
fion; fome of them, probably, as 7z-
Jfignia of the vanquithed Egyptian det-
ties, to be afterwards employed in the
fervice of the true God, whom Egypt,
as well as Ifracl, ought to have ac-
knowledged and adored ; who, as the
great Lord and Proprietor of all things
in heaven and carth, taketh from one,
and giveth to another, according to
his good pleafure, founded evermore
in witfdom, truth, and righteoufnels
who at the beginning foretold *, that

* Exod, 111, 22.
the
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the Eoyptians {hould be fpoiled, and
wien the time came, diretted his peo-
ple fo to {poil them. “ God gave
¢“ them favour:” the a&t was his, and
the Ifraelites were infiruments only 1n
his hands.—If imen are pleafed to con-
cern themfielves at all with the hifto-
ry, they muft take the whole as 1t
{tands, neither blaming thofe on whom
no blame can properly fall, nor ac-
cufing their Maker of iniquity, who
can be guilty of none, but at a future
day, to the confulion of all his blai-
phemers, will be fully ¢ juftified in
“ his faying, and clear when he 1s
“ judged.”

One cannot but blefs onefelf to fee
how readythele writers are, at every
turn, to give fentence agamnft the
people of God, in favour of their
enemies; as if they emulated the

fame
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f.me of a {ct of worthies 1n the fifth LET.

century, called Cainites; who, hav-
ing reprobated the Saviour of the
world, his prophets and. apoliles, are
faid to have adopted into the cata-
logue of their faints, and paid efpe-
cial honours to the memories of—
Cain, Korah, Dathan, Efau, the So-
domites, and Judas I{cariot.

As to their intimation, at P. 17.
that, becaule Egypt was a country
interfeCted by canals, there never
were any horfes or chariots in it, they
ought for this to take their part 1n
the next general flogging, at Welt-
minfter School. During the operation,
perhaps, the captain of the fchool will
be enjoined by the mafter to read
aloud the following fhort paifiage
from Rollin’s Ancient Hiftory—

‘« Foot, Horfe, and Chariot-races
¢ were

X1V,
Lomn, o d
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LET.  were performed in Egypt with won-
AIV. ¢ derful agility, and the world could

\rm v
‘“ not thew better horfemen than the

‘“ Egyptians,” ¥

In the next letter we fhall pro
to the confideration of a topic ent:
nEW—BALAAM'S ASS.

* Vol 1. P. 48,

LET-



LETTER XV.

HE firlt difficulty here is, © Why
LET.

« God fhould be angry with —_

« Balaam for going, when he had w=v

« oiven him leave to go <~

To be fure, all circumitances con-
tinuing the fame, it would be ftrange .. -
_it would be pafling ftrange. But if
circumftances varied, the divine con-
du might vary too. ¢ Go,” fays
God, but—obferve— the word which
« T fhall fay unto thee, that fhalt thou
« do* Balaam feems to have et

out with a refolution to obey; for
like a man, and like an honeft man,

% Numb. xx11. 20,

he
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LET. he had boldly and nobly faid, « If
\fi‘_y ¢ Balak wou]d_give me his houfe-full
«« of filver and gold, I cannot go be-
““ yond the word of the Lord my
<« God, to do lefs or more.”” How-
ever, it is poflible, that upon the
road, either by the perfuafive argu-
ments of the princes of Moab who
accompanied him, or by the wicked
fuggeftions of his own deceitful heart,
an alteration had taken place in his
mind, and intereft had gained the
afcendant over duty. I fay, this 1s
poffible: confidering his character, it 18
probable: but a paffage in the hiltory
itfelf feems to make it certain. 1
<« went out to withftand thee, be-
« caufe thy way is perverfe before
¢ me.t” But what way? Not mere-
1y his journey, for he had leave to

~ * Numb, xxir, 18, 1 Ver. 32
- take
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take 1t, conditionally. /ay muft

necelfarily be underftood 1n 1t’s zoral
acceptation. Something was wrong
in the courfe of his thoughts, his ima-
ginations, in his defign and intention,
now changed from what they were at
fetting out, ¢ The foolithnefs ( or
‘“ wickednefs ) of man PERVERTETH
“ his way.®” Therefore God was
angry, not, as it is in our tranfla-
tion, ¢ becaufe he went; 7’ but ¢ as
““ he was going—while he was on the
“ road. 1” Upon Balaam’s humbling
himfelf, and offering to return, leave
of proceeding is again granted, but
with a [gnificant repetition of the
original provilo—* Only the word
““ that T fhall {peak unto thee, that
““ thou fhalt {pzak.§”—* Goon; but

* Prov, x1Xx. 3, + Namb. xx1r. 225

] '[51:1 ) o § Yer. 35,
P “ re.
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T. ¢ remember, to me your neart is open,

«« your defires are known. I£ you betray
«« your truft, the drawn {word of the
« angel waits to punifh your duplicity
« a5 it ought to be punithed.”—This
appears to be a fair and reafonable {o-
lution of the firft difficulty.

As to the fecond, it is obferved,
P. 17. that ¢ the afs exhibited a ipe-
« cimen of penetration and prudence,
« of which the affes of modern times
« feem to be divefted.”

The obfervation brings to my mind
one made upon the fubject fome years
ago, by that father of the faithlefs,
Dr. Tindal. ¢ What a number of
¢ ideas muft Balaam’s afs have (fays
«“ he) to be .able to reafon with her
¢ mafter, when fhe faw and knew an
«« angel ?”*—Will thele gentiemen do

# Chriftianity as old, &c. P. 234.
mc
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me the favour to accept Dr. Wa- rET.
rerland’s anf{wer?=—¢ Now, as to the XV.
« qumber of ideas which the afs muit -
« have; I believe fhe had as many as

« affes commonly have: and he may

« pleafe to count them at his leifure,

« for his own amufement.*”—If they

have ever an anatomift among them,

I dare fay he could very eafily de-
monftrate, from the configuration of

it’s organs, the impoffibility of the
creature’s fpeaking at all. And his
demonftration wouid be juft as much

to the purpofe, as Tindal’s queftion.

The plain truth is this—If it pleafed

God to take this particular method of
 rebuking the prophet’s madnefs,]”

the fevereft philofophy cannot queftion

his power to produce founds articuiate

*® Scripture Vindicated, 1. 42,

T 2 Pet, 11, 16.
Pa | and
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and fignificant, either with the organs
of any animal, or without them. A
voice proceeding from a dumb crea-
ture was made, upon this occafion, to
teach a leffon fimilar to that deduced,
upon another, from the example of the
fame creature—¢* The ox knoweth his
«« owner, and the afs his mafter’s
<« crib; but man doth not know—a
«« prophet doth -not confider.*”—If it
be obje&ed, that the occafion was not
worthy ; that it was not dignus vindice
nodus; we fhall certainly take the li-
berty to think that God Almighty
was a much better judge of that mat-
ter than the infidels can poffibly be,
even were they ten times wifer than’
they are. 'The whole tranfaction, in
which. Balaam bore {fo confpicuous a
part, is of very great moment, and

¥ Sec Ifaiah, 1. 3.
the
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she hiftory which relates it, fullof LET.

deep inftruction, as well as abounding
:n the beautiful and fublime.*

A predeceffor of thefe gentlemen,
Mr. Chubb, I remember, called the
Supreme Being to a very fevere ac-
count for his conduét refpeéting the
Canaanites; and they feem aifpofed
to do the fame, in a bitter, farcafti-
cal, canting fettion, P. 19, &c. the
drift of which is to compare the If-
raclices in Canaan to the Spaniards 1a
Mexico, and reprefent the former as
the more deteftable people of the two.
The ohjeétion will perhaps be obvia-
ted, and it’s futility evinced, by pro-

pofing the few following queries.
1. Has not the Almighty 2 fove-

# ¢ Nihil habet Poefis Hebreza in ullo ge-
““ nere limatius aut exquifitius,” LowTH Ge
Sacra Poefl Heb, Prel. vx, ad fin,

P 3 2107,

-
g —

XV,
Yoy )
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L £T. reign right over the lives and fortunes

XV,

e

of his creatures?

2. May not the iniquity of nations
become fuch, as to juftify him in de-
ftroying thofe nations?

3. Is he not free to chule the 1n-
firuments by which he will effe@t fuch
deftruction ?

4. Is there more injuftice or cruel-
ty in his effecting it by the fword,
than by famine, peftilence, whirlwind,
deluge, or earthquake?

5. When thefe latter means are
employed, do not women, children,
and catile, perifh with the men ?

6. Does not God take away thou-
{ands of children every day, and per-
haps more than half the {pecies, under
ten years of age?

7. Does not the circumftance of a di-

vine commiffion entirely alter the ftate
of
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of the cafe, and diftinguith the Ifrael- LET.
ites from the Spaniards, as much asa XV
warrant from the magiftrate diitin-
guifhes the executioner from the mur-

derer ?
8. May not men be affured of God’s

having given them fuch a commiffion ¢

9. Were not the Hraelites thus af-
fured ; and is there not at this day
inconteftable evidence upon record,
that they were {o?

This is a fair and regular diftribu-
tion of the fubject into 1t’s feveral
parts. Whenever the infidels fhall
find themfelves in a humour to difcufs
all or any of them, we muft confider
what they may offer farther upon this
topic.

P. 18. They cite the following
paffage from Judges, 1. 1g9. ¢ The
“ Lord was with Judah, and he drove

Py “ out
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reT:  out the inhabitants of the moun-

XV. “tain: but could not drive out the

™ <« inhabitants of the valley, becaufe
“ they had chariots of iron.” They fub-
join—<* It is difficult to conceive how
“ the Lord of heaven and earth, who
“ had {o often changed the order, and
“ fufpended the ‘eftablithed laws of
““ nature, 1n favour of his people,
“ could not {ucceed againft the in-
“ habitants of a valley, becaufe they
*“ had chariots of iron!”

At the end of this {fentence 15 placed
only a fingle note of admiration.
There ought to have been:at leaft
half a dozen; for never was any thing
more truly wonderful! The ¢ diffi
““ culty of conceiving it” is very great
mdeed! So great, that one -fhould
have thought, for very pity’s fake,
our adverfaries would have looked

| about
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sbout them a little, to fee whether LET.
they underftood the text, and whether AV
there were no poflible way of bring-
ing us off. Asthey have not bzen kind
enough to do it for us, we muft e'en
try what we can do for ourfelves.

We apprehend, then, in the frlt
place, that when it is faid, © HE drove
« out the inhabitants of the moun-
« tain, but could not drive out the
« inhabitants of the valley;” the an-
tecedent is Fudah, not Fehovais; De-
caufe Jehovah had ofien difplayed
much more eminent inftances of his
power; and he that effeCted the
greater, could certainly have effeled
the lefs, 1n the fecond place, though
it pleafed God to give {uccefs to Ju-
dah in one inftance, it does not necel-
farily follow, that therefore he fhould

give it in all. So that there is no
more
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more abfurdity in the paflfage, than
there would be in the following {peech,
if fuch had been addreffed to the So-
vereign by one of his Commanders
returned from America—* By the
“ blefling of God upon your Ma-
¢ jefty’s arms, we overcame general
¢ Greene in the field ; but we could
‘“ not attack general Wafhington, be-
¢ caule he was too ftrongly intrenched
““ in his camp.”
therefore, for {uppofing, that ¢ the
‘“ Jews confidered the God of Ifrael
“ their proteCtor as a local divinity;

There 1s no reafon,

““ who was in {ome inftances more,
¢ and in others lefs powerful, than
““ the gods of their enemies.” *

Nor is it altogether *¢ THus that
“ David in many places compares the

« Lord with other Gods:” fince he

* P, 19,
COltl~
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compares him with them, only to fet LET.
him above them; as fufficiently ap- XV
Yoy
pears by the pafage quoted—  The
<« Jord is a great God, and a great
« king above all gods.”* In the hea-
then world there were ¢ gods many,
< and lords many.,” An Ifraelite
acknowleged one only God, the
maker of heaven and earth, and of
all the fuppofed deities that were
therein. ¢ All the gods of the hea-
“then (fo fliled by them) are but
« idols; but it is the Lord that made
“ the heavens.”
Such, as an Ifraelite, muft have
been the fentiments of Jephthah, as
well as David: and therefore the ci-
tation from his addrefs to the king of
the Ammonites will avail nothing to
the purpofe for which it is adduced
* P. 19,
< Wilt
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— ¢ Wilt thou not pofiels that, which
““ Chemofth thy god giveth thee to
“ noffefs 7 So whomfoever the Lord
“ our God thall drive out from be-
““ fore us, them: will we pofiefs.” *
It cannot ferioufly be thought, that
Jephthah, a judge in Irael, intended
to acknowlege the real divinity of the
Ammonitfh idol,. Chemoth. No: the
argument is evidently of the kind
which logicians {tyle argumentuiz ad bo-
annem, an argument formed upon the
principles of the adverfaries, and there-
fore conclufive to them.—< You deen
“¢ yourfelves entitled to any pofleffion,
“ acquired, as you imagine; by the
“ affiftance of him whom you call
“ your god, and cannot reafonably
¢ expet us to yield that, which we

¢ know the Lord our God has awarded

Judg. X1, 24,
i ‘ “to
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“ to us,” Jephthah, in a negotiation LET.
with the Ammonites, had no occalicn  *Ve
to difcufs the fubject of their idoiz-
try, or tell them what he thought of
Chemofh; but ftates the matter ac-
cording to their own ideas, fuppofing
them, for a moment, to be true,
though he believed them to be falfe;
as is done every day.

Voltaire has amufed himfelf much
with this text, and between one and
another of his manifold publications,
kept it up like. a fhuttle-cock. He
ftrugeles hard for it —but in vain.
“ The words of Scripture ({ays he)
< are not, Thou thinkeft thou haft aright
“ to poffefs, &c. but exprefsly, Thou
 baft a right to poffefs, &c. for that
“ is the true interpretation af the He-
““ brew words, otho thirafch.” * Ay,

* v 1N Treatife on Toleration, Chap, x11.
my
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my little man, {o it is, according to
the Vulgate — * Tibi jure debentur.”
But any modern {choelboy would
have informed thee better, and told
thee, that the words, in very deed,
denote neither more nor lefs than,
« Thou wilt poffefs 1t.” — Are we to
cive up our Bible, and pin our faith
upon the fleeve of fuch a man as this?

After Balaam’s Afs, the Canaanites,
and Chemofh, one naturally expects
—and lo, fhe is at hand—

THE WITCH OF ENDOR.

It was not unufual among us here in
England {fome years ago, for an old
woman, if fhe had the misfortune to
live at the cornerof a common, to be
fufpected of witchcraft, and toffed
into a horfepond, to fee whether fhe
would fink, or fwim, To put an end

to fuch ridiculous barbarities, as well as
fome



LETTERS ON INFIDELITY. 2139

fome others of a more ferious and fo- LET.
lemn kind, the legiflature of Great XV-
Britain very wilely ordained, by an -
A& of 9G. II ch. 5. that no perfon
fhould in future be vexed, or profe-
cuted, under that notion; and that
whoever pretended to any thing of
the kind, fhould, on convi&ion, be
adjudged to the pillory.~Thefe gen-
tlemen have their fears, upon this
occafion, for the authority of the Bi-
ble. I cannct {ay, for my part, that
I feel any fuch apprehenfions.

P. 23, * The witch of Endor, and
“the Jewith Law, both prove by di-
““ vine argument (whatever that may
““ be) the exiftence of [uch profefiors,
““ though, like miracles, they have
““ new ceafed to appear.”

But the non-exiftence of miracles

at prefent 1s no proof that they never
exifted 3
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4

LeT. exifted; for they moft certainly once

V. did exift, if evidence be evidence.

T The arcument therefore 1s full 1n

their own teeth; and there might be

witches, as well as poffefied perions,

formerly, though there may be none

now. The Bible may yet be true,

and (blefled be God) the parliament

not 7isfidel. . They ¢ deplore the infide-

“ lity of that parliament.” Bold words

thefe, indeed!—I would not have faid

fuch things of any parliament, for the

world—They are apprehenfive of per-

{ecution—Let them take more care,
another time,

It appears by the jewifh r]:aw, that
there were then men and women,
who, In the language of our tranflation,
are ftyled ¢ diviners, obfervers of-
“ times, enchanters, witches, charm-

“ers, confulters with familiar {pi-
| € rits,
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« rirs, wizards and necromancers.” ¥
Thefe pratices are faid to be the
«« abominations of the beathen”; T and
we know they were continued, lower
down, among the Greeks and Romans,
whofe philofophers were f{ometimes
puzzled how to determine concerning
them. With the idolatry of their
neighbours, the Ifraclites freque:ftly
adopted thefe i’s appendages. That
there was in them much of juggling
and impofture, may be true; but
that 2/l was {o, is more than many wife
and }earned men have thought proper,
ipon a due confideration of the mat-
ter, to affwrt; becaufe, that there are
no evil {piris, or that mankind never
had any communication with them,
are negatives, not eafily proved.

Refpeting the tranfaction at En-

* Deut. xv111, 10. + Ver. g, 12.

Q. dor
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dor, the cafe, in few words, ftands
thus. Convinced by proper evidence
of the authority of the book 1n which
it 1s related, we of couvrle believe
(having, as we judge, good reafon to
believe) that the feveral incidents
happened, as they are there faid to
have happened. By what power or
agency they were brought about, or
how the bufinels was conduéted, 1s
another queftion, which we muft en-
deavour to folve, 1f we can do it; if
not, it muft remain as 1t is, oeing
confefledly to us, at this diftance, of
an obfcure and difficult nature.

That God fhould permit evil {pirits,
employed by a wretched woman, to
fummon, at pleafure, his departed
fervants from the other world, 1s
not to be imagined. It remains there-

fore, either that the whole affair of
Samuel’s



LETTERS ON INFIDELITY,

243

Samuel’s appearance was a cqutrl- LET,

vance ; or that, by the iaterpofition
of God, there was a real appearance,
which the enchantrefs did not expedt,
nor could have effected. The {urprize
and alarm occalioned 1n her {eem to
point us thié way, and there are two
inftances recorded in Scripture of a
proceeding fomewhat {imilar,

When king Balak had recourfe
to forceries and divinations, hoping
to procure fome relief, or fair pro-
mifes at lealt from them, God him-
{elf 1interpofed, and fo overruled Ba-
laam and all his divinations, that Ba-
lak could obtain no favourable anfwer
from them, but quite the reverfe.*

In like manner, when king Ahaziah
had {ent to confult Baalzebub, the
demon of Ekron, to know whether

* Numb. xx111,

Q 2 he

XV.
Y
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he fhould recover of the ficknefs he
then lay ander, hoping, no doubt;
to obtain a favourable anfwer there,
as probably he might have done;
God himlelf took care to anticipate
the anfwer by Elyjah the prophet, who
affured the mefiengers, meeting them
by the way, that their mafter Ahaziah
fhould not recover, but thould furely
die.*

Thus, probably, was it 1n the cale
of Saul: when he hoped for a kind
anfwer from Samuel, and, it 1s likely,
would have had a very favourable
one from {ome pretended Samuel, God
was pleafed to difappoint both the
forcerefs and him, by {ending the
true Samuel, with a true and faith-
iul meflage, quite contrary to what
the woman and Saul had expected:

* 2 Kings 1,

which
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which fo copfounded and difordered
him, that he inftantly fell 1nto a {woon,
aiid could no longer bear up againtt
the bitter agonies of his mind,

245
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The fenfe of the Jewith church, -

about 300 years before Chrift, 1s gi-
ven by the author of the book of Ec-
clefialticus, when, {peaking of Sa-
muel, he fays thus—* After his death
¢ he prophefied, and [hewed the king
“ his end, and lifted up his voice from
¢ the earth in prophecy, to blot out
“ the wickednefs of the people.”*
This author plainly enough {uppofed,
tha: it was Samuel himfelf who ap-
peared in verfon, and prophefied to
king Saul .

* Ecclus, xLvi, 20,

Q 3 L.ET-
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‘W E come now to fome obferva-

tions on the charafter and
conduét of David. And here, the
extralts are more {canty, than one
fhould have expefted, from Meffrs.
Bayle, Morgan, and Co. or rather from
the lalt retailer of this kind of ware,
the Hiftorian of the man after God’s own
heart,
P. 21. David is {coffed at for
his cruelty towards the Ammonites,
fhewn by ¢ putting them under faws

¢ and under harrows of iron,” &c.*

W hatever the words in the original

® 2 Sam. XtI. 29.
may
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may fignify, it {eems but reafonable LET.

to conclude, that if David inflifted
on theie people punifhments extraor-
dinarily fevere, there muft have been
an extraordinary caufe. We read In
the book of Judges, that the men of
Judah < purfued after Adonibezek,
“ and caught him, and cut off his
““ thumbs and his great toes,” Had
nothing more been related, this would
have appeared a ftrange inftance of
favage and wanton barbarity, But
what fays the fuffering prince him-
felf ?—<¢ Threefcore and ten kings
“ having their thumbs and great toes
“cut off, gathered their meat under
‘“ my table; as I have done, fo God
¢ hath requited me.”* The cruelties
pradtifed by the Ammonites upon
others might be rerurned, by the jult

* Judg. 1.6, 7.
Q4 judg-

xvVli.
Lo o/
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yg1 judgment of heaven, upon themfelves.

xvi. There is no ground for {uppoling
= that David treated them worle than

they would have treated the Hebrews,
or than prifoners of war were treated
in thofe times: and Dr. Chandler, 1t
is apprehended, has given very good
reafons why the paffage fhould be
rendered in the manner following---
« He brought forth the inhabitants,
« and put them to the faw, and to
<« jron mines, and iron axes, and
“ tranfported them to the brick-kiln,”
or rather ¢ to the brick-frame, and hod,
# to make and carry bricks;” that 1s,
he reduced them to flavery, and put
them to the moft fervile employments.
See Chandler’s Life of David, vol. 11.
P. 22%---a book, which fhould be
carefully perufed by thofe who are

difpofed to favour us with any frefh
difquifi-
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difquifitions on the fubjett of it.— rgr7.

But we muft proceed to David’s fen-
tence on the Amalekite, |
The two accounts of the manner
of Saul’s death, one given in the
courfe of the hiftory, at the clofe of
the firlt book of Samuel, the other
by the Amalekite, at the beginning
of the {econd, are {o different, that
. ““ one of them (the infidels fay, P. 26.)
‘“ muft be falle.” Very well; f'uPpo‘fe
it fo to be, and what then? Why then,
they put the following refolution of
the difficulty into the mouth of their
Tom Fool of a Chriffian, as they cald
him, ¢ To this we can only aniwer,
““ as it becomes the faithful in all {uch
‘“ cafes of feeming contradiction ;
“ pamely, that they were both writ-
““ ten by the pen of Infpiration, con-

¢ fequently muft both be true, how-
“ ever

XVI.
\maortny oy, )/
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LET. “ever contradictory or abfurd they

V1.« may.feem to mere human reafon.”

—Well faid, Tom !

But let me afk thefe gentlemen,
what mortal, befides themfelves, Tom’s
elder brethren, ever imagined the A-
malekite to have been injpired, when
he told his ftory to David ? — An-idle
pickthank fellow, who ftripped Saul
of his diadem and bracelets, and ran
away full fpeed with them to David,
to let him know that all was fafe, his
old enemy was failen, and e had put
him out of his pain! David faw
through the charater of the man,
and, from his forward officioufnefs in
the affair, probably concluded, he
had taken fome undue advantage of
Saul 1n his wounded ftate, and {lain
him, on purpofe that he might find
favour with his fucceffor in the king-

dom,
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dom, by bringing him all this good LET.

news. < As the Lord liveth who hath  ¥V1.
L

« redeemed my foul out of all adver-
<« fity ( fays he upon another occafion )
« when one told me faying, Behold
« Saul is dead (thinking to bave brought
 0p0d tidings) 1 took hold of him,
«« and flew him in Ziklag, wio thought
< that I would have piven bim a re-
““ ward for bis tidings.” *

But whether David fufpeted it, or
not, as the narrative of Saul’s death
given in the courfe of the hiftory is
true, the ftory told by the Amalekite

is certainly falfe in fome particulars,
which are inconfiftent with that nar-

rative, Nay, it is not probable, if

indeed it be poffible, that the main

circumitance of all thould have been

crue. — Saul defires his armour-beaver
* 2 Sam, 1v. g, 10,

| 0
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LET, tokill him, who refules; he falls upon

:f_il his fword; and the fervant, feeing
his mafter dead, does the fame, Now,
whete is the interval, or opening, for
the fcene between Saul and the Ama-
lekite to take place? Or would the
armour-bearer, who refuled to kill
Saul, ftand by, and {uffer an Amale-
kite to kill him ?—But though David
judged this man unworthy to be Ais
friend, he may make a very good fi-
gure in the unbelievers’ catalogue of
faints, and 1 would recommend him
to occupy a nich 1n that temple,

Let us, however, for a momeni,
fuppofe, that David had judged other-
wife; that he had rewarded him hand-
fomely, and promoted him to honour.
What would have been {aid, 2ben?
Why, that poor Saul had efcaped the
{word of the Philiftines, but * this

4¢ ruffian”.
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¢« ruffian” (fuch is the courtly appel- LET.
lation beftowed upon David*) had *V*-
employed an affaffin to difpatch him, T
during the hurry and confufion of the
retreat | — O it had been a delicious
morfel, exa&ly feafoned to the palate
of infidelity!

P. 2. The infidels are much difcon-
certed, it feems, about the book of Fafber :
it was extant previous to the writing
the bock of Jofhua, and was not fi-
nifhed till after the acceffion of David
to the throne of Iirael; fo that, as
they apprehend, either the author of
Jather muft have lived upwards of

four hundred years, or the book of
Jothua was not written till after the

time of David.
Here again, a little Hebrew would

have done us no harm. 1t does not

* P. 23,
appear



2 54 LETTERS ON INFIDELITY.

T, appear that Fafber was the name of
XVI. an individual, or that the book fo
N, o/ . .

ftyled was ail written in the fame age

by the fame man. The tranfactions
of the times were regularly entered
in a public regifter, by a perfon de-
nominated the Recorder, or Hifforio-
grapher, a ftated officer to the Jewith
kings.* And the book of Fafber was
the flandard autbentic book, in which
they were {o entered by authority,

and from which extrats were made,

as occafion required.

* =) See 2 Sam, viir. 16, 1 Kingsv, 3,
2 Kings xvir, 18. 2 Chron. xxxtv. &,

+ Le Clerc feems to have imagined that
this record was kept in verfe == ¢ Crediderim
¢¢ Librum Re&i fuifle colle®ionem Jymnsrum aut
“¢ carminym de rebus geftis Hebrzorum, forté
“ non -uno tempore faétum.” Cler. in Jofh, x.
13.~We read indeed of pfalms and proverbs,
awhich the men of Judah copied out.

P. 20.
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P. 29. Some difficulties are ftarted
relative to the hiftory of David num-
bering the people.

In our tranflation we read, 2 Sam,
xx1v. that ¢ the Lord moved David
¢ to number Ifrael ; ” and, 1 Chron.
xx1. that ® Satan moved him to do
“t.”

Nothing is more common with the
facred writers, than to reprefent God
as doing that which, in the courfe of
his providence, and for the purpoles
either of mercy or judgment, he per-
mits to be done by the inftrumenta-
lity of fecond caufes, ammate or ina-
nimate, corporeal or fpiritual, In the
cafe of Ahab, 1 Kings xxi1, he is re-
prefented, after the manner of men,
and in condefcenfion to our capaci-
ties, as a king keeping his court,
with fpirits of all kinds in waiting

before

255
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before him, prepared to execute his
will upon earth. One of thefe fpirits
is commiffioned to influence the falfe
prophets, and they perfuade Almb,
who will not liften to the true pro-
phet of God— Taking the matter,
therefore, as it ftands in our Englifh

tranflation, the import of both pal-

fages laid together, according to 2
fair explanation, would evidently be,
that, for good and fufficient reaions
known to himfelf, God permitted
Satan to tempt, and David to yield to
the temptation, in this inftance.

But if we confult the original, we
thall find there is no neceflity to fup-
pofe that David was excited either by
God, or by Satan, The word Sazan,
though often denoting that perfon
who is emphatically ftyled THE Ad-

verfary, fignifies only, in general, AN
Adverfary s
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Adverfary 5 and therefore the paflage | ¢ .

1 Chron. xx1. may very properly be
rendered, ¢ An adverfary ftood up
““ againft Iirael, and excited David.”
This adverfary might be {fome coun-
fellor, or &c. The other paffage, 2
Sam. xx1v. may as properly be tran{-
lated, ¢ The anger of the Lord was
“ kindled againft Ifrael, and ome ex-
cited David,” or, * David was ex-
“ cited by [ome one, ( the perfon men-
““ tioned 1n Chronicles) faying, Go,
‘“ number Ifrael.”

Of the different kinds of punifh-
ment offered to David for his choice,
upon this occafion, one is that of a
famine for fever years, according to
2 Sam, xx1v ;3 but for zbree years only,
according to 1 Chron. xx1.

It has been obferved by fome learned
men, that the year in which this hap-

R pened

XVI,
Vg fo,)
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pened was the fourth year fince a fa-
mine had commenced on another oc-
cafion, mentioned 2 Sam. xx1. 1. This
circumftance confidered, the queftion,
as 1t 1s worded in one place,—*¢ Shall
“ feven years of famine come unto
“ thee in thy land ?”—is tantamount
to faying, ¢ Wilt thou chufe three ad-
“ ditional years of famine,” &c. Which
removes the apparent contradition.

It may be urged, that ¢ the pro-
“ phet delivered the meflage no more
“¢ than once, and therefore muft have
“ faid either feven, or three: he could
¢ not have faid 4ath.”

True; but the facred, like other
hiftorians, often relate the {ame con-
verfation in different terms s that is,
they give the fenfe and fubftance of

what paﬁéd varying the phrafeology.
Inftances
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Inftances frequently occur in both LET,

Teftaments. XVI,
If no other fatisfaCtory {olution of

the difficuity could be affigned, can-
dour and common f{enfe {urely would
fuppofe, that the word feven, 1n 2
Sam. xx1v, was originally three, efpe-
cially as sbree is the word in the Greek
verfion of the Lxx.®

But— ¢ If David only finned, why
““ fhould the punithment fall upon
¢ the people 2 7

Such is the union between king
and people, like that between the
head and the body, that this happens
continually in the natural order of

things ; and therefore, why not, judi-
cially ? What greater misfortune can

befall a king, or a father, than the
lofs of his fubjeéts, or his children

* Tgsa.: ETYe

R 2 It
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It is poffible, however, that fucl

might not be altogether the cafe; in

the prefent inftance, though David,
like a true patriot king and moft af-
feGionate father, intercedes for his
people, and defires to receive 1n his
own perfon and family the ftroke that
was ready to defcend on them — ¢ I
« have finned, and done wickedly:
« thefe theep, what have they done:
¢« Let thine hand, I pray thee, be
¢ ypon me, and upon my -father’s
« houfe ”— Notwithftanding all this,
I fay, it fhould feem, that the people
were by no means without fault, For
the hiftory opens thus; ¢ The anger
« of the Lord was kindled sgainfi If-
«« rgel, and* — as a confequence of 1t
— ¢ David was excited to number

 I{rael.”
But
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But of what nature, then, after all,
was this aét of numbering the people,
and why fhould it have been followed
by a plague ¢

I am perfuaded that we are much
in the dark upon this point, If any
light can be thrown upon 1t, that
light muft proceed from a pafiage in
the book of Exodus, Ch. xxx. 12.
where God fays to Moles,  When
‘ thou takeft the {um of the children
¢« of Ifrael after their number, then
“ {hall they give every man a ranfom
““ for his foul unto the Lord, when
<¢ thou numbereft them, that there be
“ no plague among them, when thou
“ numbereft them.” To number the
people, then, was not, as it fhould
feem, merely to count them cut of
curiofity, or vain glory. It was a re-

ligious rite, it was a mufter, a review

R 3 a vil1-
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a vifitation, an inquifition into their
conduct, into the religious and moral
ftate in which they at that time ftood
before their God. For upon fuch in-
quifition {fomething came out, or ap-
peared againft them, which required
an offering, by way of atonement or
ranfom for their {ouls — ¢ They fhall

“ give a ranfom), that there be no plague

“ among$F them, when thow numbereft
 them 3 A very obfervable expref-

fion ; for when David numbered them,
this was the very thing that hap-

pened ; there was a plague among them,

in confequence of their being numbered.
They might be 1n fuch a flate, that
God would not accept them, or their
offerings. It 1s not improbable that
they thould be in fuch a ftate, if we
confider what corruptions muft needs

creep 1n under Saul’s wicked reign,
and
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| LET,
and David’s long wars, during moft xvi,

of which time the country had been ™™
overrun by the Philiftines, &c. who |
would propagate their idolatry, with
it’s flagitious concomitants. In {hort,
Ifrael had provoked God; for other-
wife, his anger would not have been
kindled againft them, as we are In-
formed that it was; - their offences
called for punifhment, and on the
numbering the people, an opportu-
nity was taken to infliét it, Joab ap-
pears to have been aware of the con-
fequence, as a known cafe. “ Why
¢ ( fays he ) will my lord the king be
« a caufe of punithment, trefpafs, or
« forfeiture, ¥ to Ifrael?” As if he
knew, that, upon a vilitation, they
muft be punifhed who fhould be found
ouilty ; and was unwilling that the

* NS 1 Chron, xX1, 3o
R4 pumber
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number of the king’s fubjeéts thould
be leflened. But David might think
it neceflary, and his zeal prevailed.
Otherwife, it is extraordinary that
{fuch a man as Joab fhould f{ee what
David either could not, or would not
{ee.

This account of the tranfa&tion
was offered to the public, many years
ago, by a learned writer, well fkilled
in biblical knowlege and criticifm.
That 1t 15 entirely free from objec-
tion, or will folve all difficulties, is
more, perhaps, than can be affirmed.
But 1t 1s curious, and certainly de-
ferves attention.

On the whole, to adopt the words
of Dr. Chandler,  If they who ob-
¢ jet, credit the hiftory of the Old
* Teftament in this part of it, and
“ think it is true, that one of thefe

| ““ three
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“ three plagues was cffered to David, LET,

““as the punifhment of his offence ;

““ that he chofe the peftilence, that .

‘it came accordingly, and was re-
“ moved upon his interceffion; they
““ are as much concerned to account
‘“ for the difficulties of the affair, as
“ T or any other perfon can be, If
““ they do not believe this part of the
¢ hiftory, as the facred writers repre-
“f{ent it, let them give us the ac-
‘““ count of it, as it ftands in their
““ own imagination ; and tell us, whe-
‘“ ther there was any plague at all,
‘“ how and why it came, and how it
““ went and difappeared of a fudden.”

, LET

XVI.
\prr o d
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A FEW more doubts remain,
touching the propbecies, and
fome paffages in the New Tefament.
P, 3. ¢ The great evangelical
““ prophet could foretell the downfall

¢ of Babylon by Cyrus, but could

“ not tell the name of the Meffiah.”
Who enabled him to foretell the
downfall of Babyvlon by Cyrus?—
“ He might take the advantage of
‘“ writing that prophecy after the
‘“ events took place,” fay the infidels,
P. 40. But how fo? Iaiah {pake of
Cyrus at leaft 100 years before his

oirth, Had a biffory of Cyrus been
| among



LETTERS ON INFIDELITY. 264

among the books of Scripture, under LET,
the name of Ifaiah, they would have XVIL
placed the author, for longevity, In —
the {ame clafs with their friend Fafber.

¢ [faiah could not tell the name of
¢« Mefliah, >~— He could have told 1t,
had it been communicated to him, as
that of Cyrus was. He has delcribed
Mefliah 1n a manner not to be mil-
taken. ‘There might be very good
reafons why the name was not de-
clared beforehand. And as God did
not fee proper to do it, there certainly
were {uch reafons.

But « if Chrnift were intended by
¢ the name Immanuel, the prophet
< was miftaken, for he was never
‘¢ called by that name.”

The firlt commentator one opens
will inform one, that in Scripture lan-

guage to be called is the fame as to
be
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be. Thus, of Mefliah 1t 1s faid,
Ch. 1x. 6. * His name fhall be called
¢ [Wonderful, Counfellor,” &c. though
he was never called by any of the
names there enumerated ; of the fame
perfon, Jer. xxii. 6. ¢ This 1s his
“ name whereby he fhall be called, The
““ Lord our Righteoufnes”; of Jerufa-
lem, If. 1. 26. ‘¢ Thou fhalt be called,
 the city of righteoufnefs.” — No man
thould prefume to criticife a book, if
he will not be at the pains to {tudy
the phrafeology peculiar to it.

P. 40. ¢ If the prophecies are evi-
¢ dent and clear, how happened 1,
< that the whole Jewith nation, toge-
< ther with the angel Gabriel, fhould
¢ miftake, and f{uppofe the kingdom
““ of Meffiah to be temporal ? ”
~ The angel Gabriel was certainly

under no miftake upon this point,
becaufe,
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becaufe of Chrift he fays exprefsly, LET.
Luke 1. 23, ¢ He fhall reign for XVIL

‘¢ ever, and of his kingdom there fhall

“ be no end.” And as to the cafe of
the Fews, 1t 1s treated of at large In
a dilcourfe under that title, by the
author before mentioned at P. 173,
to which. thefe gentlemen are referred,

P. 40. * Could not thofe infpired
“ writers, who prophefied concerning
¢ things of no confequence, as the
¢ thirty pieces of filver, aud the caft-
““ ing lots for Chrift’s garments, have
« predicted with equal certainty the
““ more important circumftance of his
“ death and refurrection:”

The death and refurreCtion of
Chrift are predited in the ftrongeit
terms, Pf xx1i. cx. Ifal. Lis. And
what can add more weight to this

~kind of evidence, than the prediction |
of
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LET. of particulars fo minute and circums-
AVIL  ftanual as thofe of the thirty pieces,
S - :
and the divifion of the garments by
lot ? One would think, at the contem-
plation of them, all infidelity would
ftop 1’s mouth, 1nftead of opening it.

P. 41. ¢ In thort, they beg to be
“ {hewn a fingle prophecy, concerning
“ which divines are agreed.”

What Tully faid of philofophers
may be true perhaps of divines, con-
fidering the multitude of them that
have lived from thedays of the Apoftles
to the prelent times; namely, that
there never was an opinion, however
abfurd, which has not been maintained
by fome one or other. And therefore,
to reject the evidence of prophecy,

- till all divines fhall agree exaétly about
it, argues a conduct as wife in the 1n-
fidels, as if they fhould decline fitting

down
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down to a good dinner, till all the L.

clocks in London and Weltmiafter
ftruck four together.

P. 41. ¢ They defire to know, why
‘“ the Revelation of St. Jokn fhould be
““ more obfcure and ®nigmarical than
““ any which was written during the
¢“ typical and fhadowy difpenfation of
““ Mofes? ”

Much valwable inftrution in the
dotrines and duties of religion may
be gathered from the Revelation, in
the moft clear and peripicuous man-
ner; witnefs the Moral Reflefions on
that book, by Pere Quefnelle. Of
the predictions in the former part of
it many have been explained to gene-
ral fatisfattion; and others may be {o
explained hereafter, as by the ftudies
and labours of different perfons the
fymbolical language of Scripture be-

comes

XVII,
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comes better underftood, and the
events predicted are brought forward
in their order. If fufficient reafons
may be affigned why prophecy fhould
be in fome degree obicure for a time,
they will hold with regard to thofe of
the New, as well as thofe of the Old
Teftament. — Let gentlemen beftow
due attention on the evidences of
Chriftianity fo often fet before them.
When they fhall thereby be happily
induced to believe, it will be time
enough to argue with them on fuch
points as the obfcarity of St. John’s
Revelation, and the dotrine of the
Trinity, which 1s fcoffed at 1n a very
unbecoming manner, P. 32.

Thus much for propbecy. We pro-
ceed to fome objections againft parti-
cular paflages in the New Teftament.

Of thefe the firft refpects the diffe-

rence
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rence between the genealogy of our | ;.
Lord Chrift, as given by St. Mat- xvir.
thew, and that given by St. Luke, "™
On this {ubject let it be obferved,
1. That genealogies in general, and
thofe of the Jews in particular, with
their method of deriving them, and
the confufion often arifing from the
crcumftance of the fame perfon be-
1ng called by different names, or dif-
ferent perfons by the fame name, are
1n their nature, and muft be to us, at
this diftance of time, matters of very
complicated confideration, and it is
no wonder they flhiould be attended
with difficulties and perplexities.
2. The Evangelifts, in an affair of fo
much importance, and {o open then
to detection, had there been any thing
wrong to be detected, would moft af-
furedly be careful to give Chrift’s pe-
S digree
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digree as it was found in the authentic
tables, which, according to the cui-
tom cf the nation, were preferved in
the family, as is evidentfrom Jofephus,
who fays, “ I give you this fucceffion
“ of our family, as I find it written
¢ in the public tables.”

3. As it was well known the Mef-
{iah muft defcend from David, the
genealogical tables of that family
would be kept with more than ordi-
nary diligence and precifion.

4. Whatever cavils the modern
Jews and others make now againft the
genealogies recorded by the Evange-
lifts, the Jews their contemporaries
never offered to find fault with, or to
invalidate the accounts given in the
Gofpels. As they wanted neither op-
portunity, materials, {kill, nor malice,

to have done it, and it would have
afforded



LETTERS ON INFIDELITY. 275

afforded them fo great an advantage LET,
againft the Chriftians, this circum- m
{tance alone, as Dr. South well re-
marks, were we not now able to clear
the point, ought with every fober and
judicious perfon to have the force of
a moral demontftration. |
Thus much premifed, let us hear
the objection.
P. 33. ¢ Matthew reckons 27 ge-
“ perations from David o Chrift,
¢ Luke reckons 42, and the names
‘“ totally difagree. Matthew traces
¢ the defcent from Solomon, and
¢ Luke from Nathan, both fons of
““ David. According to our feeble no-
“ tions, 27 cannot be equal to 42, nel-
““ ther can Nathan be imagined to be
¢« Solomon.”
But were the objectors never in-

formed, that in the opinion of thofe
S 2 who
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el

rtT. 1 would gently admonith the in-

xvil. fidels, 1f they touch upon this f{ub-

e ject again, to behave with better man-
ners than they have done in their 34th
page.

The excellent Pafcal has obferved,
as many others have done before and
after him, that the Evangelifts, by
differing in fome things from each
other, have afforded us a proof of
their not having written in concert,
and that fuch difference 1s fo far an
argument in their favour. The ob-
fervation is fenfible and juft. Not fo
the inference drawn by the objeélors,
P. 35. that therefore * contradiction
““in evidence is a mark of truth.”
For Mr. Pafcal did not allow, or fup-
pole, any more than we do, that the

Edit. See likewife Dr, South’s 7th Sermon of

kis 3d Volume, and Macknight’s Harmony.
Evan-
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Evangelifts, when rightly underflood LT
and explained, really contradicted each ﬂ
other. His words, as cited by them-
felves, are, “ Les faibleffs les plus
“ APPARENTES font de forces,” &c.
T'his is a piece of coin from the mint
of Fernegy, and bears firongly impreft
upon it the image and fuperfeription
of the coiner.
P. 35. ¢ When Chrift was baptized
“ by John, the heavens were opened,
“and a voice was heard, declaring
““ his divine origin: fuch a prodigy
““mult have awakened the attention

““of all Judea; yet we find the hifto-

** rians totally filent,”

What hiftorians? A pagan kiftorian
would not concern himfelf with the
reportof a Jewith prodigy ; nor would
a Jewilh hiftorian have related a cir-
cumftance favourable to Chriftianity,

S 4 amlefs
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1. ET. {uch a ftory as this, had it been other-

XVII,
Gawny s/

wife than true; nor is there any thing
in the character of Herod that ren-
ders it improbable.—Quite the con-
trary.

As to the fneers upon interpolations
and pious frauds, in P. 36, Tam forry
occafion has ever been given for them.
We want no fuch aids. Magna eff ve-
ritas, et prevaiebit. 1 only with that
our adverfaries, 1n their reprefenta-
tions of the Scriptures and Chriftia-
nity, were never guilty of frauds
which are not quite fo pions.

The purport, in few words, of all
the parade and flourifh, P. 37, is this.
“ Our Lord and St. Paul foretold the
“ end of the world, as an event that
“ fhould happen in their time. It did
“ not {o happen; therefore they were
“ under a miftake and delufion.”

- Qur Lord, Luke xx1, in that figu-
rative
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rative and majeftic ftyle well under-
ftood by thofe who underftand the
language of {cripture, defcribes the
deftrution of the Jewifh polity and
{yttem. The terms may and do apply
to the end of the world, for this ob-
vious reafon, that the two events are
1 many inftances parallel and analo-
gous. His own declaration f{hews
plainly of which he was primarily and
immediately {peaking—* This gene-
“ ration fhall not pals away, til all
“ thefe things are fulfilled:” And the
figures are thofe ufually employed, 1n
like cafe, by the prophets of old.

The charge againft St. Paul 1s
founded folely on his ufe of the jfrft
perfony 1 Thefli1v. 16, “ We, who are
¢¢ alive and remain, fhall be caught
“up to meet the Lord in the air.”

But how common 1s 1t for us, when
{peaking

283
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rer. Ipeaking of alociety, an army, a na-

XV1I. tion, to which we belong, to fay, we
went, or came, or did fuch a thing,
or fhall do fo and {o; though we our-
{elves neither had nor fhall have any
perfonal concern in the matter though
the event happened before we were
born, oris to happen after our deceafe ?
Thus, 1o the Old Teftament, Pi.
1xvi. 6. ¢ They went through the
< water—there did we rejoice.” Hol.
“ 11. 4. Jacob found God in Bethel;
« there he fpake with #s.” By the
terms “ we, who are alive,” the apol-
tle means, doubtlefs, thofe of us Chrif-
tians who fhall then be alive. In ano-
ther place, 1 Cor. 1v. 4. he fays, ““ We
« know that he who raifed up the Lord
« Jefus, fhall raife up us alfo.” He
could not believe contradiftory pro-

pofitions, that he (hould die, and that
ne
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he fhould no¢ die, But what is dect-
five upon the point, in the fecond
epiftle to the fame Theflalonians,
written only a few months after the
firft, he moft earneftly admonifhes
them not to be decerved, as if by any
tning that had fallen from him, either
in fpeech or writing, they were to
imagine ¢ the day of God was at
“ hand;” fince the grand apoftaly,
and other events, which required
much intervening time for their ac-
complithment, were firft to take place
in the world. See 2 Thefl. 1.1, 2. Nay,
he reminds them, ver. 5. that he had

told them as much, * while he was yet

« with them;” that 1s, before either
epiftle was written. |

P. 41. ¢« How came it to pafs that

¢ Chrift fhould curfe a fig tree for

“ being without fruit in March; or

«“ he

283
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““ be 1gnorant that it was not the {ea-
“¢ jon for figs?”

1. It is certain, in fact, that one
fort of figs were 1ipe at that time of
the year, namely, at the pafiover.

2. By the feafon of figs may be
meant the feafon of gathering figs, as

in Matt. xx1. 34. ¢ When the time,
“ or f{cafon, of the fruit drew near,”
that is plainly, the time for gatbering
the fruit,  the Lord of the vineyard
« fent his fervants to receive the fruit,”
If thersfore one fort of figs was ripe
about that time of the year, and yet
the time for gathering them was not
fully come, Chrift might with reafon
expect to find fruit on the tree. In
confiruing the paffage thus Inter-
preted, as Mr. Macknight obferves,
the latter claufe muft be joined with

the words e came if baply ke might find
! any
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any thing thereon, and the intermediate y g
words thrown Into a parenthefis, thus xvir,
—He came if baply be might find any
shing thereon (and when be came to it be
found nothing but leaves) for the time of
figs—of cathering figs—was not yei.
‘T'hat this 15 the true conftruction (adds
Mr. M.) 1s plain, becaule the Evan-
celift is not giving the reafon why
there were no figs on the tree, but
the reafon why Jefus expected to find
fome on 1t, He tells us, the feafon
for gathering figs was not yet cotne,
to fhew that none had been taken off
the tree; and confequently, that hava
Ing 1t’s whole produce upon it,. there
was nothing improper in Chrift’s ex-
pecting fruit on 1t then. Whereas,
if we fhall think the reafon why he
did not find any figs was, that the

time of them was not come, we muft
acknow-
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acknowlege, that the tree was curfed

XVIil. very improperly for having none,

R, e/

This interpretation makes a #rajeliion
neceffary, but there isone of the fame
kind in Mark xvi. 3, 4. Where the
claufe, for it was very great, namely,
the ftone at the door of the fepulchre,
does not relate to what immediately
precedes it, and muft be. confidered
parenthetically, but to the remote
member—They [aid among themfelves,
Who fball roll us away the flone from
the door of the [epulckre? (and when
they looked, they [aw the flone rolled
away )—for it was very great.

- I cannot help here obferving, once
more, that when in any writer we meet
with abfurdities fo glaring and palpa-
ble as this and others imputed to the

~ Evangelifts, it is but doing him com-

mon juftice, whoever he be, to take it
for
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for granted that, by fome means or
other, we mifapprenend his meaning ;
and mere candour fhould induce us, in-
ftead of cavilling and {quabbling,
gladly to accept of any fair and equi-
table interpretation of his words, that
may ferve to clear them of fuch fup-
poled abfurdity, and to fet him right
in our opinion.

P. 41. Our Saviour is {coffed at,
for having affirmed, ¢ that wheat does
““ not produce fruit, except it die.”

A grain of corn, when laid in the
earth, {wells, putrifies, fuffers a diffo-
lution of it’s parts, fhoots it’s fibres,
and difappears. This is a death and
refurreciion {ufficient to anfwer all the
purpofes for which the illuftration is
adduced by our Lord and St. Paul.

P. 42. “ John the Bapuft being

“ afked if he were Elias, anfwered I
T ¢ am

28¢
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“ am not; but Jefus affirms the con-
“ trary.”

He was Elias 7 fpirit and in power ;
but he was not the perfonal Elias, or
Elijah, whom the people erroneoufly
expected, and the priefts meant, when
they afked him, ¢ Art thou Elias ?”

P. 43. “ Out of forty Gofpels we
“¢ receive four as canonical — Why do
¢¢ we receive them, and not the reft 2

For the beft reafons in the world,
affigned at large by Dr. Lardner in his
Credibility * &c. a workk which thefe
gentlemen fhould anfwer, or for ever
hold their peace upon this fubje&,
The true Gofpels are thewn by pro-
per evidence to have been written
at the time when they are faid to have

been written, and by the perfons

* See the review of his work in the x11th

VOlllmE.
whole
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whofe names they bear. It matters
not how many others were written, if
upon their appearance, after due ex-
amination, they were found to be {pu-
rious, and rejected as fuch.

P. 43. The primitive Chriftians are
complained of, for ¢ preventing the
“arguments againft their religion
“ from being expofed to view.”

I hope there 1s no ground for any
fuch complaint now. There is no ar-
gument yet devifed againft Chriftia-
nity, we may prefume, which has nos
been propofed in public; and there is
none, we may affirm, which has not
received it’s anfwer,

The few remaining pages of this
pamphlet are fpent in enumerating
fome particulars in the hiftory of our
Lord’s paffion and refurre@®ion, which

are dificrently related by the four
T 2 Evan-
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Evangelifts. But how many times
have thefe objections been confidered,
and replied to? Have the infidels the
modefty or the conlcience to expett,
that we are to draw up a new harmony
of the Gofpels, as often as any one of
them fhall think proper to afk a few
old queftions over again? If any
Chriftian find himfelf perplexed by
difficulties of this fort, let him care-
fully perufe the Gofpels as they lie in
Macknight’s Harmony and Commen-
tary, and weigh well the folutions of
fuch difficulties with which that book
will furnifh him.,

Thefe gentlemer tell us in plain
terms, P, 46. that < the event of
“ Chnift’s refurrettion bears every
¢« mark of a forgery;” and fpeak of
the apoftles as men * engaged in the
¢ attempt of forming a fe&t or party;”

that
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that i1s, as men who had projected 2 [ ;..
plan (and thought themfelves able to xvi,
execute it) of perfuading the world
that their mafter was rifen from the
dead, when he was not rifen, and of
propagating over the earth a new re-
ligion, upon the {trength of that per-
fuafion. We can know no more of
the apoltles than the Gofpel hiftory
with great fimplicity and evident fin-
cerity informs us. Let any man duly
confider their characters and qualifi-
cations as there defcribed; let him
then ftand forth, lay his hand upon
his heart, and fay, that he can poffi-
bly bring himlfelf, for a fingle mo-
ment, to believe, they could ever
have entertained the thought of pro-
1e€ting and executing fuch a plan. }

N
fhould be glad to fee that man. 1

would fublcribe handfomely towards
T 2 erecting
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erecting a ftatue to his memory. For,
take him either as a fool, or a knave,
he 1s at the top of his profeffion.

But if no fuch plan by fuch per-
fons were or could be concerted, then
the evidence of the apoftles and dif-
ciples (to 500 of whom Chrift ap-
peared at once, and among whom he
walked in and out for forty days to-
gether) 1s as good and valid for the
tat of his refurretion, as for any other
fact concerning his life or his death.
Nor is 1t true, that ¢ God chofe to
““ deprive all mankind of the proper
‘¢ evidence of the relurreion, becaufe
“the Jews of that age were finners,”
Whatever evidence it had pleafed God
to vouchfafe to “ the Jews of that
“age,” “ all mankind™ befides could
have received it only upon teftimony ;
and they enjoy now, upon teftimony,
more and Dbetter evidence for the re-

furrection
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furre@ion of Chrift, than ever was LET.
produced for any one tranfalion that *V1I
has happened, from Adam to the pre- —
fent hour, The defcent of the Spirit
on the day of Pentecoft; the propa-
oation of the Gofpel by inftruments
otherwife totally inadequate to the
work ; the converfion of fo many
thoufand Jews; the deftrultion of Je-
rufalem ; and the eftablifhment of the
Chriftian church, in oppofition to the
efforts of the whole Roman empire
—all thefe confiderations, added to
the original pofitive evidence for the
fact, and the futility and abfurdity of
the arguments then and fince em-
ployed to invalidate it, form fuch a
moral demonftration in it’s favour—
the only demonftration we can have,
in cafes of this kind— that there mulk
be fomething very wrong indeed in

T 4 the
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the head, or the heart of him, who,
at this time of day, fets himfelf to
deny and blafpheme 1t. With joy and
pleafure I defire to rifk upon the truth
of it every thing that 1s dear to me,
in this Iife, and that which 1s to
come.

P. 47. It 15 afked, whether God
expefts that we fhould “ fhew our
< faith and reliance on him by mak-
“ing a facrifice of our reafon, and
“ believing, not by an a&t of the un-
‘ derftanding, but of the wil/?”

How neceffary, in many cafes, the
concurrence of the will 1s towards
the produltion of faith, daily expe-
rience may convince us, We fee men
sejecting the ftrongeft evidence, when
oppofed by intereft, prejudice, and
paffion ; and accepting the flightefs,
which falls in with them. The belt

arguments
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arcuments in the world avail nothing Lz,
on one fide, when pride, pleafure, and *V1-
profitare engaged on the other, Hope —
of what is deemed good, and fear of
what is deemed evil, will find means
to elude the force of all the fyllogiims
which the moft {kilful difciple of Aril-
totle can frame. ¢ This man (faid
« the rulers of the Jews) doeth many
«¢ miracles.” — Acknowlege and re-
ceive him, therefore, as a man fent from
God.— No: we will apprehend and
«« crucify him.,”—For what realon r—
«« Pecaule if we let him alone, all men
¢« will believe in him; and the Ro-
¢ mans will come and take away our
«« place and nation” — But he has raif-
ed Lazarus from the dead — ¢ Why
« then, we will put Lazarus to death

«“ again”— What can be done with

fuch people as thefe ? Or what effect
would



298

LET,.

XVIiI,
e

LETTERS ON INFIDELITY.

would the appearance of Chrift among
them after his refurreétion have pro-
duced, but that of provoking freth -
blafphemies, and frefh infults ?

And thus you {ee, Dear Sir, we
are come round to the point from
whence we fet out.  Affent to proper
evidence 1s an act of the higheft rea-
{on. Such evidence for Revelation,
once eftablifhed, is not to be fer afide,
or invalidated, by any difficulties,
fuppofed or real, which may occur in
the matter of that Revelation, Ma-
lice and ignorance will always find
room for objeftions, and zbey will
never believe, who have no mind to
believe, The infidels, therefore, have
not ground for the {furmife, that we
want to ¢ deprive them of God’s beft
“ gift.” We with only to teach them

the right ufc of it, Reafon is not ¢ the
¢ firlk
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« frft and only Revelation from God;”
g, no Reve-
lation at all. Man, at his création, was
not left {o much as a fingle day to rea-
{on. It is the eye, not the /ight, It can
with certainty know nothing con-
cerning the things of another world,
but by information from thence, To
this truth the writings of the beft
and wifeft among the heathen phiio-

{ophers bear a teftimony irrefragable

for it is, properly {peakin

and infurmountable. It 1s the faculty
which enables us upon proper evi-
dence to receive, and after due ftudy
to underftand, fuch information. And
Bleffed is he, who, at the return of
his Lord to judgment, fhall be found
to have fo employed 1t.

The produftion which has thus
paffed under our confideration, from

the low and illiberal manner in which
1t
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it 1s penned, has been by many ac-
counted to be beneath notice. But
nothing 1s beneath notice, which is
calculated to deceive and feduce the
ignorant and tae unwary, among
whom, though even now {carce known
in the fhops, this pamphlet has been
privately fpread and recommended,
as a Chef 4’ guvre. And though the
execution be coarfe and mean, the
objections, in fubftance, are fuch as
continually occur in writings of a
much higher clafs, which make part
of the furniture of every circulating
library through Great Britain, from
whence they pafs into the hands of
our idle young people of fafhion,
while under the difcipline of the
frifeur, in the metropolis, or at the
watering places. The an{wers pub-
lilhed by Nonnotte, Bergter, and

others,
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others, to the books of Voltaire, LET.
Roufleau, Helvetius, Boulanwvilliers, *V1I
&c. &c. have been much called for, —
and done eminent fervice, upon the
continent : and it 1s humbly hoped

the foregoing {iriftures may not be
without their ufe here 1n England.

THE ENDB.
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