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Miracres of FESUS

VINDICATED.

PART T s

—

-~

L . -
L) TR
. . %%’

Eanst L E Refurreftion of Fefus being a
=3y Point of {o “‘gr-rea_t_: Importance, that
o>y -the whole Weight of Chritianity

N /R upon it, it 1s very neceflary

F"-..'_ s I

‘ ”*-’ that the Tryth of this Faét thould
‘be made .out Clearly, and for that purpole the
tollowing Treatife is offer’d to the Reader,
who if he-comes to'it with Attention and with«
-out Prejudice, may (it is hoped) be convinc’d
-of the Reality of this great Miracle, and be fup-
,plgdmth a {uficient Anfwer to the feveral- Ob-

jections lately rais’d againit it. ;
The Objections have been formed from the
Hiftory writtenby the four Evangelifts, and
therefore ﬁl;pp.,ofc 'that,th.cy wrote the Accounts -
which we now have under their Names; 1
| Az - -have

4
\
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4  The _':M{?I_,;;{_"‘-A CLES of L

have the fame right’to-make the fame fuppofal
~in Defence - of = Fefus’s:” Refutréttion, = as -is
made in‘Oppofition to" it ; and: theréfore fhall
forbear to prove what is allow’d in the Quefti=-
on; when That comes to be.deny’d, it- will
-recetve a Satisfatory Anfwer; ‘but till then it
muit be taken for granted that the Books of
the New Teflament were written by thofe whofe
Names they bear, and are handed down to us
‘the fame as they were written. =~ -
- -Having premis’d this, I proceed to the Proof
of the Faét in view, the Refurre&ion of Fe-
fuss which is now made matter of Difpute (it
feems) in -a Chriftian Country. ;. but dince: it
15, Satisfation ought to be given to all En-
quirers, whether they feek it in Sincerity or
not. ‘'The Books, which make this Enquiry
neceflary, are too well known to need to be
particularly named. In them the Evangeliits
and Apoftles are {ometimes reprefented as Fools
-~ and Credunlous men, {fometimes as Cheats and Im-
poftors : 1 1hall therefore confider the Matter in
both thefe Lights, not regarfing ‘upon ‘whom
One or Both of the two Characters:may fall, if
it thould appear (as it will)‘that“they don’t in
the leaft belong to the Apoftles:- And for this
purpofe I muft follow’ the old Diftinction (till
~a better can be found), and {ay, that, if the
account given us. by the Apoftles be Falfe, it
muft have been, either becaule they were De-
-ceived Themfelves, or. becaufe they knowingly
Deceived Mankind, =~ = = - a

k
L J

I. That they could not be Deceived Them-
felves, in the Cafe before us, may be proved by
the following Arguments, - - .

- _., SR After
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..~ After Fefus was rifen, and-before:he was af-
-cended, be fhewed himfelf alive (to-his -Apoitles
and feveral others). by .many: Infallible:proofs, being
feen of them forty daysy and. [peaking of the things
pertaining to the Kingdom of God. Actsi1.2...° . -
-~ More-particularly, - the facred Wiriters' make
“mention of twelve different: Appearances of Ye-
fusy and intimate that he was {een-oftner.. ‘He
‘Convers’d with them, and gave Anfwers to
“their Queftions; he Ate and Drank with them,
to thew:that his Body was a Real one. Laxke
xxiv. 43. And when they {ufpected that what
they faw might be a Spiriz,he bad them handle
bim- and [ee 5 for a:Spirit (lays he) bath. not
Flefb and Bonesy ‘a3 je fee me have. Luke xxiv.
3 And beyond all this, he fubmitted to fuch a
‘clofe Examination as his Scrupulous Apoftle
Thomas infifted upon, for he permitted himto
feel’ the Marks of the Wounds, which the Nails
‘had.caufed in his Hands and Feet, and which
the Spear had made in his Side. C
- "And for a ftll' farther Conviction, for 2
Proof which thould pafs all Poflibility of de-
ceiving, he told them ( before he afcended up
into Heaven ) that they thould %e endued with
Power from on bigh. Luke xx1v. 49, and %e bap~-
tized with the Holy Ghoft nor many days after.
Aéts 1. . Which, according to the Predition,
happen’d to them at the end of ten days, when
the Holy Ghoft tell upon them, .and  zbey all
[fpake with Tongues as the Spirit gave them ut-
Jerance. | A .
. In the Certainty of this Event they could
not poflibly be miftaken: they felt within them
the wonderful Gift, the Power of f{peaking
L Languages
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Languages till then Unknown to them. “They
had the fame Evidence of their really having

The MIRACLES of

This, as they had of their being: Alive. And
is there any thing in Nature, which a mancan
be furer of? Even thofe, whofe Scepticifm has
carried them fo far, as to affert, that we cannot
be Certain of the Exiftence. of any Objeéts
awithout us, muidt in this Cafe allow that the A~
poftles might be certain of what they felt by
anward Perception, and had the fame fort of
Knowledge «of, as they had of their ownExi-
#lence. = | | . | -
- Allowing then that they were {ure of Tthis,
it follows :that they were Sure of Fefus’s ha-
ving been rais’d from the Dead, and of their
having convers’d with him after his Refurre-
<tion ; for it was in-one of their Convierfations
awith him, during that period of time, that he
promis’d them this Gif? of Tongues ; and the ful-
Ailling of the Promife was a full Proof of his
having been truly prefent with them, when he
made it. S Y
-~ So that this Objection will not:{tand the En-
quiry; But:ftill it 1s {aid, that the Apoitles
and Evangelifts were Cheats and Impoftors, and
that they knowingly Deceived Mankind in the
fccounts that they have left in Writing.

- II. Yet, as in the former Cafe it ‘was proved
(I think) to be Abfolutely Impoflible that they
fhould be Deceived in this great Faét, {o 1n
This Cafe it will appear to be Morally Impoi-
{ible that they fthould be Deceivers. S
- “For they were at firft twelve in Number,
one - of which Betray’d . their Mafter, and was
the caule of bis Death; another ‘Dcny’dhhjm
1 I tArICe
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" fesus Vidicated.  »

thrice at his ‘Tryal; wich Oaths and Curfes de~.
claring that he didntot know him 5 and all of themy
fiew’d for much want of Courage, {uch an Ab~
ject Fear, as that they forfook -him and fled
for their own' Safety - -Is 1t then probable i
the leaft degree, that after fuck Proofs of the
Bafenefs of fome, and of the Wreaknefs of all of
them, they fhould be fo: far from being Sufpi~
cious of orie another, nay ihould fo far throw
their whole Welfare into each- other’s hands;
as. all to agree and unite in eareying on an km-
pofture? Could they hope to be more Secure
;%mﬁ being betray’d by each other than their
\affer was, who' was the Centre of their Uniony
and for whofe fake they had affeciated together 2
Could they be fure that there was no Fadas
{till left among them " or that Pefer’s Cowar«
dice, or their own ftrong, Fears would not re<
vive again upon fome frefh Oceafron ! kna weord,
is it not againft all Reafon and Bxperience;
that a Confederacy antong: wicked Men, when
once broken thro” Freachery and Cowardice,
{hould ever be reniew’d among the fame per-
fotis, and cementéd again? fo that in this view,
if they had beén Impoftors, they muft have
been the Weakeft of men too; and That (we
know) is no part of the Character of {uch a
can carty on a Impofture. ‘ -
~ Befides, it is to be confidet’dy that no Mo-
tive can be affigned for their Combiningin{uch
a Falfchood: It 1s (¥ think) univerfally given
%, that neither Grandeur, not Riches; nor

cafure, were what the Apoftles aimed at ; the
tiarks of the Contrary are too plain to be--de-
tied : but yet there are fome who think, that
they may fairly alcribe it to Vanity a:ﬁdL the

, - | ove




+ . - _
. s . .t )
L3 - - ] r - 1 r -t
L o . ‘ b * I__J:-"F_‘. ‘i L :_
- - b - - — . ¥ |--1 L ‘*"'
- v t
e » ' lt . 0 ' Lo R e
- 1 [ - , ' r ¥ v ! 'ul‘
- - . -

I.l' y .
1 ' l""-' -

-

S

.
. L
-
-
a
"
- L ]

-
- F .
““““ l

-

r
b ™
-

L

-

" Love of being-.Singular 5 2 Paflion which .they,;
well know goes a great way ‘in Themfelves,
~and might therefore: (they conclude) be as
firong in the ‘Apoftles: but even that Vanity
and that. Singularitfy cannot be {uppofed to
have a place Here, for this plain- reafon ; be-.
caufe the Doétrine which: they ‘taught, they
taught not as their Qwn, but as their Mafter’s:
they were only “his - Meflengers; and therefore,
if it fucceeded. to their heart’s with, they.could
expett no Reputation as the Inventors or firft
Difcoverers of it, and they ;were too many in
Number to affect to be Singular in this point : -
Here then is a Confideration of great Weight
in the Enquiry, for if the Objection be ftrip’d
of this fuppos’d Metive, it will be Morally Im-
poflible to aflign any other.

- But above all things, it muft be infifted up-
on as a Proof of their Sincerity, that the whole -
Number of the Apoftles unanimoufly aflerted
this Fact of Fefus’s Refurreftion, and of their
having feen him in all the Circumftances be-
fore related, in the midft of all kinds of Suf-
ferings and Perfecutions, even with their Dying
breath, and -when expiring under the rCruclef%
"Tortures. o

~ This is naturally as ftrong a Proof as a Fa&t
is capable of ; for Death is the utmoft Tryal,
the {ureft Teft which human Nature can be ex-
pos’d to. | o | |
~ And it is no Abatement to the force of this |
Proof to {ay, *¢ that many Cheats and Crimis |
¢ nals have afferted their Innocence and de-

€ nied their Guilt in the utmoft extremity of
- - € Death ™™

¥ Woolfton’s Difcourfes, ¢&¢, Part, 6. pag. 27.
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g‘:*%“WI)t'a'a!-:h 3> for the -two. Cafes are {fo -far fiom-
" being Parallel, that-they aie exatly. Contrary ;5 -
{uch Cheats and Criminals being tempted to
" this Denial of their Guilt.by the hope of Saving-
- their Lives; whereas in the Apoftles cafe the
Only hope that they could have of Saving their
Lives was by owning the Falfehood (if it was
one,) and ' acknowledging ‘themifelves to be”
Guilty, which 1s juft the Reverfe of what they
did. . ) | - | L
- Nor can the abovementioned Proof be weak-
en’d by faying, that there are Inftances of men,
who have dyed for Errors as well as for Truths,
and have given up their. Lives in a. Stubborn
- defence of Points, which ‘others {o heartily Ab- .
horr’d, that they dyed rather than Receive
For tho’ all this be True, yet of what 1s it
True? of Opinions and Doétrines only, in
which men may be fully perfuaded Contrary
ways : but the Teftimony of the Apoftles con-
cerning Chrift’s Refurrection is a Teftimony.
concerning a Fact, whereof they declar’d them-
felves Eye-witnefles: and let any Unbeliever
produce one Inftance (in all the Records of
time)-of a {ingle man, much more of Twelve
or more, Sober and Serious men, .all chearfully
undergoing - the moit violent Deaths. rather
than Recant what they Knew to be a direét
Falfehood. The Author of the Difcourfes on the
Miracles of our Savionr, Part 1. quotes St. Ax-
ftin as telling us that fuch Works as Jelus did
might be imputed to, and effected by Magick Arts
but this Author Knows that St. Z#f:» {ays no
fuch thing,. and, that we may not doubt of
his Knowing. it, he bas plac’d that Father’s
- B . words

-«
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woids at the bottém of page 11.% from whence
it appearsy that he fays. not one word of the
poflibility of their being éffésted by Magick Art.
Here how is' an Atteftation of a Fa&, which
the’Author knew to be Falle; but would Mr.
- perfift in This, 1f a Rope were about his
Neck, and he going to fuffer for This Falfe-
Lood? efpecially, if to Reécant, would fave his
Life, and -his Refufal -would certainly put his
Sentence in Execution? I don’t {peak this as’
my Wifh, but for Argumeiit’s fake only. = And
we may’ truft Him to anfwer the Queftion, and
be Sure that the Reply wou’d be, What? do
vou take me for a Madman? ——— And do You
take the Apoftles for Madmen? ‘Their Wri-
tings furely thew it lefs than His; -and there-
fore we may conclude that Human Courage,
or Obftinacy (let them call it which they
pleafe) cannot go fo far:*at leaft we are fure
that the RefurreCtion has nothing near {o In-
credible in.it,~as this Suppofition -has which
fome have made againft the Belief of it. ~ -
.~ Upon the whole it.may be faid that there is
no Fact in Nature, than can be {o- well proved.
and {upported as This is; for to fuppofe-the A~
poltles to have been Deceived, is to {fuppofe a
‘thing Abfolutely Impoflible; and to affirm that
they were ‘Deceivers, 1s to affirm a thing which
1s Morally impoffible, 7. e. Improbable in the
higheft Degree. SRR

" ‘Thus I have laid before the Reader a-direct
Proof of this Fact, the Refurrettion of Fefus;
and if a thing be once prov’d in this way, Ob-
; s yeétions

- * Ezfs astefiabantur Miracula, non defwiffent (ficus ¢ nunc
muffitant) qui Magice potentie cunita illa iribuerent, "Conir.
Faefi, o124 Cogos R o B
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Jc&lons drawn from the Clrcumﬂ:ances and Ex-«
preflions of the. Hiftory have very:little weight
againft it; becaufe Mens Ignorance or Inat-
tention may be ‘the foundation of thefe Obx.
| _]e&lons, and plain Proofs are too ftubborn to
give way to {fuch httle* Oppoﬁtxons as: thefc -
are.
However ﬁnce ObJC&IOIlS have been rals’d-

agamﬂ: the Reality of our Saviowr’s Refurres
&ion, and they feem to deferve an anfwer, be-
caufe they are drawn from the Circumftances
of the Story as related by the Evangelifts, I
{fhall endeavour to glvc a full- anfwer to each
of them. .

All that has been oﬁ'er’d on thls head, may
be reduc’d to thefe four Objections : .
'That Tefus did not rife at the time that he. had

foretold. -

That fome of his lemples did not Know him
when he appear’d to them, or they Knew him
by fuch figns as could be no Sure Marks of its
being Him. .

That he did not perfonaHy appear to the
Chief Priefts and Elders after his Refurreétion,
as (they fuppofe) he ought to have done for their
Conv1&1on And lattly,

That . the Stone, at the mouth of. the Grave
being Seal’d, and the Seal being broken open,
when the Sealcrs were not prefent, here is room
to fufpeét a Fraud and Impofture. .

3 Each of thefe fhall be confider’d in .its or-
er.

. §. Flrﬁ: it is fz—ud that Felus did not rife at
the time which he had foretold ; it was not (lay

they) on the third day, for that would have been
on Monday 5. not upon' Suuday or the firft day
of Ibe week : much leis was it after three day.,

B2 ~as
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as one Evangelift exprefles it; and leaft of all
1s it True (as they pretend) that he was 7» zbe
~beart of the Earth three Days and three Nightsy,
which Yet he declar’d he wou’d be, as another
Evangelift reports 1it. “
- But in anfwer to all this it may be prov’d
(as it often has been) that all thefe Expreflions,
which ar€ {o many Fewifb ways of {peaking, are
exaltly agreeable with the Event, when they are
rightly explain’d. S |
. ‘For doing which it muft be obferv’d, that
the Fews counted their Days (I mean their Na-
tural Days, or Days of 24 hours) very different-
ly from what We do; for We reckon them
from 12 0’ Clock at night to 12 the next night;
but They reckon’d from one Sunfet, to the -
next Sunfet, and all the time between them
They called 2 Day, jult as Mofes did when he
fays, the Evening and the Morning were the firft
deyy Gen. i. y. and from Even unto Even fhall ye
celebrate your Sabbath, Lev. xxiil. 32.
~ Another thing to be obferv’d on this -head
1s, that they reckon’d (as indeed all nations do)
- any Part of a Day of 24 hours for a whole
Day : to this pﬂrpo’%e an eminent Fewifh Writer
(Aben-Ezra on Levit. xi1. 3.) fpeaking of the
L.aw for circumcifing an Infant on the 8th
Day, fays, that if the Infant was born but oze
_hour before the firft Day was ended, it was
counted for one Whole Day: And {o for the
fame reafon, was the Part of the Day that was |
pals’d, when 1t was Circumcis’d, if it was only
one hour of the Evening with which that Day
began. Reckoning then that the firft Day be-
gan on our Zhurfday at Sunfet, and.ended upon
friday at Sunlet; and (becaufe our Lord dyed
gbout . three. in the afternoon-of That Day.)
: - YGC=



- _E '
wt | :-1' ,{ *-:1 ) ' r -
} . a0 E‘ LY ;1 ) \ - § < . - :.r', U .l . ,,,:' .
" ESUS maicate ) |
| ° | y .

feckoning that part of a Day for a whole Day 4
by this means we have or¢ Day; and Saturday
is on all hands allowed to be another Day; and
as the third Day began on Sazerdsy at Sunfety

and our Saviour rofe on the imorning follow~
ing, that Part of a Day is fairly computed for
the third Day, and thus the PrediCtion was ful~
ly accomplithed. A
" Tt is no wonder indeed that the Gofpel
thould be contradited by fuch Cavillersasthefe 3
but there is one, who might have expelted
better Quarter from them, and that is Porphy-
7y, as great an Enemy to Chriftianity as the
Heart of an Unbeliever could with; and yet
this Objection of Theirs againft Sunday’s being
the third Day, gives the Lye to their Favou-
rite Porphyry, who in his Treatile call’d de Hg-
IHEVICLS %ﬁﬂhﬂi?ﬂ.{ fays, O )\pyégn; fptegs dmie
Mnuicas, & T TejTs T G, T TEjTH SM0dn=

4 2

péiv Neye®y uod o1 piay T piclhw SN iriNeoey. He
that is at bome in the Evening, and goes abroald
on the. Morning of the Third Dayy is [aid to be
from bome ow the Third Day s tho’ there be only
One Day complear, which is the Middle one (2).” But
we want neither Porphyry, nor any other Author
to prove the Propriety of this Expreffion ; for it
is a way of {peaking, which We and all other:

+
Ly -

Nations of the World ‘ufe : What I have faid
on this head, was chiefly to lead the way to
what follows. - ' - _

The Expreflion on zhe third Day 1s about ten
feveral times us’d in the New Zeftament on this
occafion, and therefore muft {erve-for explaining
the other Phrafes but once or twice at moft made
ufe of: fuch is that of Chriff’s rifing after three

@ me‘: 14, Edit, Argentor,
o ' Days s
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. Days; the meaning of which expreflion is fairly
fhewn by what we read in 2 Chrop. x.5. where
Rehoboam fays to the People, Come again unto me
after three Daysy, and yet ver. 12. we read that
the People came io Rehoboam on the third Doy,
as the King commanded faying, Come again to me
on the third Day: A plain Inftance, you feg, that
both Phrafes mean the fame thing. (z) -'

- As to the Expreflion of our Saviour’s being
three Days and three Nights in the beart of the
Earth, Matt. xi1. 40. from the foregoing Ob-
{fervations the Account of that is very Eafy;
for. the Fews (like Us) had no One word by
which to exprefs a Day of twenty four hours,
or a wydnuseqv as the Greeks called it, 7. e. a
Day-night. as W e might call it. They fometimes
ftiled it 2 Day, as We do, but at other times &
Day and a Night. So that we are to underftand
by the Expreflion of zhree Days and three Nights -
no more than that Fefus was tobe in the Grave
three Days (as We {hould exprefs it) reckoning
inclufively the firft and the laft for two Days,
and counting the pieces of Days for. Whole
ones. And of this way: of {peaking there is a
- remarkable Inftance in the book of Efther;. for
tho’ in ch. iv, 16. fhe declares that the would
faft with her People the Fews three Days Night
and Day: yet we find her in ch. v. 1, 4. #pon
the third Day at a Banquet. with the King and,
Haman her Adverfary. o
Notwithftanding therefore this Objection, it
appears that %efus rofe from the Grave at the
time foretold by him. ! -

(@) 8o in Ciceron. Tufc. Difp. 1. 1. we read, Apolle fe 1d
daturum oftendit poft ejus diei diewp tertium ; qui ut 1Hhuxit, mor-
§# [unt reverti. | - s .

2.§. The
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- 2.§. The next Objeltion is, that his Difciples
“did not always Know him when he appeared to
them: or they Knew him by {uch Signs as
could not be Sure Marks of its beihg Him.
For the obviating of which it may be ob=
ferved,” that, tho’ our Lord more than once in
his Life time told them that he fhould be put
to Death, and thould rife again on the third Dayy
Zet they then wwderflood not thefe things; their
opes of a Temporal Deliverer were {o ftrong,
and they had built {0 much upon this falfe No-
tion, that, when they faw him Crucify’d, they
immediately loft all Heart and all Expectation
of ever {feeing him again: and in this Confter~
nation, under this Defpair of Mind, if he had
appear’d to them at Once, in {uch a manner
as to put his RefurreCtion out of all Doubt,- it
is Probable that their Joy would have been too
Exceflive and Tumultuous for them to bear:
He feems therefore to -have chofen rather to
difcover himfelf to them by Degrees.
- 'The firft Step towards any Notice of this Mi-
raculous' Faét was, that the Grave was found
open, and the Body gone.
- Next they received an Account of his being
rifen from two Perfons, who had the Shape of
Young men, but had at the {fame time the ap-
pearance of a Brightnefs like that of Lightning
in their Countenances 3 which gave reafon to thofe
who faw them, to {fuppofe that they were not
Men, but Angels. T |
~ After this efus appear’d to fome of his Dif-
ciples, but it being not yet Day-light (Mazz.
xxviil. 1.) they miftook him for the Gardiner of
the Place in which the Grave was, till upon
looking more narrowly at him, they faw him
L Lo
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to be their Mafter; but be prefently withdrew
bimfelf; leaving them little more than a Glimpfe
or bare View of his Perfon, as not defigning
yet fully to convince them of the Reality of
his Refurrection. - . -

- .. At another time he appear’d to Zawo of the
Difciples, as they were on their Journey to Em-
maus; but it was (as the Evangeliflt {fays) iz
another Form. Mark xvi. 12. 7. e. another than
what they had been uled to fee him in, probably
in the Drefs of a Traveller, for it is faid that
be went inte the Country with them. 'This Cir~
cumftance therefore, together with the Dusk
of she Evening, (at which time it happened)
and the Defpair they were in of ever fecing
him again, might contribute towards what is
{aid of thefe two Dilciples, that #heir Eyes
were holdeny that they fhould not kmow hbim, or
rather (as it may be rendered) /o as they did not .
know' him. Luke xxiv. 16. till upon entring
with him into an houfe, and fitting down
with him to Supper, zheir Eyes were open’dy
and they knew bim; which difcovery the bring-
ing in of Lighkis for their Meal may probably
have occafion’d; at leaft this is a better ac-
count of the matter than the Fanciful Suppo-
fition, which has been advanced, as if Fefus
was then difcover’d by an babitual Motion and
Aéction of his bhand in breaking of bread. At this
time, tho’ he gave the Dilciples a farther
proof of his being rifeny yet they were only
T'wo prefent, and he chofe to ftay a very littie
time with them after he was known to them;
for it7is faid that be flraitway wvanifbed out of
their Sight, or rather (as it 1s in the Mar-
gin of our Bibles:) be ceafed to be feen of them :
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by winch no more need -2 meéant than that hé
left  their Company ancf went ‘away; without
doing: ‘any“thing more- than is naturally i the
Power of . BOdlCS to do3 Jui’c as the  word difap=
pear (an: Equivalent one) 1s us’d by lez‘oﬂ, Boeh
VI 414. o A
Sﬂz’m wztb Z)zs Reéellzom dzﬁzppmr J '-
FM i z‘be Daﬂé dg/ladg’d I

| Where it is net meant that he made hlm-
felf InV1ﬁble, but that he W1thdreW out of
.ﬁght. o ~ o

o allf thefd Appearances of our Saviom to
his Difciples;, there is no .Chriftian who pre-
tends thiat he gave them a-Full--and. Satisfaéto-
ry Proof of his Refurretion: They wei¢ but
fo many -Steps to lead them onj; they were on-
ly the Degrees by which he chofe to -prepare
| ﬂlem for -a farther Difcovery, and are thercfore
(I think) a good Reafon why more thdn once
gley were not awdre of - h1s bemg thell" Ma-~

er‘ | .
- And if; after all th133 at “another: Appearanee
of his t/oey Suppofed ihar théy bad feen a Spirits
ver. 37. he .went -4 gteater Length towards
convincing them, by /éewmg them bis Hiandsg
ind. bis Feety and Zm‘ Side ; and appealing to
them -whéthér . Spiri bad Flefb and Bowesy as
they- [aw bim bave.:

The laft SatisfaCtion Whlch he gave them.
“in this particular, and which’ (as the Story re-
lates) put  an entire end to All Deiibt among
them, was his allowing theé Apoftle Thomas
not only te féey, but to " bandle hlm, and feel
ihe marks in his Side, his Hands; and his

C. E CClLlay
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. Feet, which the Nails and the Spear had made;
when he was on the Cr ofs: UPOI.I. 'This th‘e‘y,:'
were All fully convinced; and every time .af-
. terwards, when they faw: Him, they made no
Scruple to own and: receive him as Fefas rifen
from the Dead. T
If it can be made appear, that, after this
ample Difcovery, any of the Difciples did #o#
know him, when he was Prefent with them,
there will be fome weight in the Objeétion
but at prelent every :Inftance that -has been
given of fuch Behaviour m the Difciples towards
their Mafter, is taken from thofe” Appearances
of his which were prior to the above men«
tioned one, when Zhomas (the laft-of the A«
poftles who ftood out) received fuch *itrong
Conviction. L T
And is 1t fair Dealing to pafs over thofe La«
ter appearances in which the Apoftles declare
that they had full evidence, and to objet his
Former [mperfett appearances as not Satisfaéto-
ry? Why, the Apoftles acknewledge: that at
Firft they believ’d not, but the fame Wfriters
fay that they believed Afterwards, and give us
their Reafons for it: and fhall the One Sto-
ry of the Apofitles be credited, and the Other
not ¢ | - B .
I can fee no Reaforr why thefe Objectors
thould like their Teftimony in the Firft cafe
better than that in the Laft, except. that they
were then Unbelievers 3- That perhaps They may
look on as Merit, and reckon that the lefs Faith
they had, they delerv’d the more Credit. But
1s it not firange that in fuch a Cafe a man’s E~
vidence fhould be turn’d -again{t himielf >

L]
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1 fnet an_ old Acquamta.nce t’other day in
W efiminfler-Hall, whom I did not know at
firft ; I was talking with him for fome time,
’¢ill at laft recolleéting my felf I called him by
his name, and we 1mmed1ately knew each o-
ther, and fell to difcourfing upon feveral things
that. had formerly pafled between us, and up-
on the Circumftances and Welfare of feveral
of our Common Friends. Shall any one tell
me now, that this man was #o# the old Ac-
quaintance that I took him to be, and ule for
his Argument, That I did not know him art
Firft? What’s that to the purpofe? I knew
- him before we parted, and knew him by {uch

Sure. Marks, as I could not be Decejved in.
There are few men of fo cool Tempers as not
to be provok’d at {uch an Arguer as This; and
what He might call a Conclufion of his own.
Realon, They would look upon as an Affront
to T'heirs. But I have done with this Ob_]e&:mn,
and proceed to

3. §. The Third whu.h I mentioned to have
been made againft the Truth of Fe/us’s Refur
re¢tion, and which was, that He did not per-
fonally appear to the Chief Priefts and Elders,
as fome fay he ought to have done for their
Confutation.

But if I fhew that This was not only 10%
neceffary to be dowe, but that there are good Rea-
fons aflignable why it thould woz have been done,
a {uflicient Anfwer will be given to this Qb-

jection.
Lt was not weceffary to be done, becaule the

Chief Priefts and Rulers had feen enough to

convince them fully that Fefus came from Gad,
C 2 lt




if they had not been blinded with the moft ob-
ftinate Prejudices: They had been Eye-Witnef=
fes to many of his Miracles, and had but véery
lately (at his Death ) {een tbe Veil of the Temple
yent in-twainy and Darknefs over the whole Land:
This would®have been a full Proof to Them,
if they had not been refolutely -bent againft ad=
mitting any.. - N
~ But -fuppofing that Chriff had appearld: to
them, and that they had believed upon {feeing
him alive after his Refurreétion, what would
have been the Confequence? Why, all the
‘Proof of this Faét which they could have gi-
ven to others, would have been - their Tefti-
mony only; and. Teftimony We have. Now
for it, That of the Apofltles, Twelve in: num-
ber, who faid that they All faw him, and hot
only faid this, but wrought Miracles;, and laid
down their Lives in Atteftation to:the Truth
of their Report.  And could the Chief Priefts
and Elders ( if they had been convinced) have
done more than This for the convincing ef O-
thers? *~ o | ]
- Let us farther {uppofe, that Their being con«
vinced would have carry’d fuch Weight ' along
with itythat not only all the Priefts and Rulers,
but the Body of the Fewsfh People would have
béen converted upon Their Teftimony: And
let us {fuppofe that' upon this the Apoftles or a<
ny other Fews had {fet out for foreign Coun-
trigs, preaching the great -Doltrine of Fefus’s
Refurrection, infifting upon This Proof of it,
that not only They themfelves, but the Chief
Priefts and Elders had {een him, and that the
whole Nation was fully perfwaded of the Trutl}
L TEIER . of
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of it 5 and producing Certificates to that pury
pofe ‘under the Hands and Seals -of the great
“Council “or Sanbedrim. 1f This had been the
Cafe, can we think that thole who now make
Obje&tions to the Teftimony of the Apoitles,
would not have made much ‘Greater and
Stronger Objeftions to the -united ‘Teltimony
of the Nation? Would not they have found
iore room to {ufpet an Impoiture than they
can Now ? Would not they have called it a
State Trick, a Political Craft, a National Con-
trivance of the Fews, to patch up their Credit
after they had {o long talk’d of their Aefiatkr
that was to come ? Would not That have beea
objected (which Now cannot), that a Fraud
-might eafily have been carried on under the
Shelter of the Fewifh Magiftracy ? If all the
Power of Authority in Religion had been on the
{ide of this FFact, might it not be {fufpected that
-fuch as were Curiousand Inquifitive to examine
things to the Bottom, were intimidated and
difcourag’d from the Attempt ? Would not {uch
a general Union in Belief have pafled with
Thele Objeétors for a General Confpiracy ¢ and
would they not have cry’d down the Fact, be-
caufe it bad T his Circumitance attending it, huch
more juftly than they now cry it down becaufe
it wanted 1t2 =~ T .
- Providence takes it own Meafures; we are
not to prelcribe to it, which way was beft
or ‘wileft ! whatever ‘'method it fhould have
pleas’d Heaven to take, it would not have fail’d
to put its Defigns in Execution; but in the
View wherein 1 have plac’d things above, there
would have been ample .Scope for Cavil, a
large Field to fow the Tares of Doubtis) 1éd

Z 1 iffi-
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Difficulties in. But will 2 Rational Man admig
that for an Objection which is. liable to morg
and greater Objections? Fie upon fuch Free~
thinking! which Marrs inftead of Mending, and
like the New piece put into an Qld Garment,
makes the Rent worfe. Mat. 1x. 1§, -
- So that all things confider’d,, it was {o far
from being Neceflary, that Chiif# {fhould have
appear’d upon his RefurreCtion to the Chief
Priefts and Rulers of the Fews, as has been
fuggefted ; that (according to all the ways of
'Fhinking which thefe Cevillers are us’d to)
he ought #o¢ to have appear’d to them.  And
God muit be allow’d to have taken a more Un-
exceptionable Method in making this Fat evi-
dent to a Few Men only, and thofe of no Fi-
gure, Character or Reputation in Life, except
(as the Event thew’d) for their Courage and
Sincerity. | A | -

4. §. The laft Objettion which T mentioned
runs thus: the Stone at the Mouth of the
Grave being Sealed by the Chief Priefts, and
the Seal being broken open, when They were
not Prefent, here (fay {ome) 15 room to {ufpect
a-Fraud and Impofture. =~ . :

But to make this Objection of any Weight,
they muit fuppofe that the Apoftles, who were
the Cholen Witnefles of the Refurrettion, as
well as the Chief Priefts, who were the Denyers
of it, were concerned in the Sealing; and that
both Parties confénted to this method as a Sure
way to difcover whether Fefus would rife or
not :-and that both likewile had engag’d to be
- at the Opening of the Grave on fome Dayand
Hour apporrited. ' -

But
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. But all this Suppofal is not only without
foundation, but is directly contrary to the His
ftory ; for the Apoftles all fled for their Lives
when their Mafter was Crucified; and when
they met afterwdrds; ‘they did it with the Doors
fbut for fear of :tsz""" .Ie_ws I N ay fq‘ _fa‘.;j were they
from agreeing with the Chief Prielts uponThis
or any other Teft of his Rifing. again, that we
are told in Scripture, that they did not expect
him to rife again, and that for feveral days after
his Refurréétion they were flow of heart to bes
lieve 72. And could This Sealing then be a Co=
venant enter’d into by the Apoitles? Or could
their Confent be regfonably prefum’d to any

Teft of a Faét which they never expected to
happen? L :
 Befides, what Right had the Chief Priefts to
prefcribe any Method for the Divine Power to
act in? they Sealed the Grave, ’tis true; but
the Treafure in 1t was none of Theirs: it was
God’s, and might: not he open thé Door of
it, and take out his Own when ever he pleas’d ?
‘Where then is the Mark of Fraud, when God,
the ‘only Propfietor, was prelent at the open-
ing of it? There may be Cavil in this, but
there i1s no Argument, till it be made out that
a Fact fully prov’d to Some Men is Falfe, be-
caufe other men have not received all the Proof
which they defire. But according to this way
of reafoning, it feems to be out of the Power
>f God himfelf to make any Fact appear.to be
T'rue; becaule while he leaves men Free-will,
hey may (under the Colour of Free-thinking)
nake Objections, and infift upon unreafonable
erms of Satisfaction: but Thele don’t influence
he nature of Facts, and therefore without any

regard
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regard to the Seal.or the Sealers, 'we muft affere
that Fefus did truly Rife from the Dead on:the.
#hird Day according o the Scriptares. ..
I hdve now gone thro’ every part of what'
was at firft propos’d, having thew’d by direct
Proof that Fefzs did rife, and having anfwer'd.
the {feveral Objeétions againft .this Faét, which
fome have drawn from the Writings of the E<
Vangeliﬂ_:s. - B . T N 'I - SN
‘The Evidence then of this Gredt and Mira-
culous Action lies fairly before the Reader. I
have plac’d it in the Cleareft LightthatI could,
and have brought the Proofs of it into-a Shor="
ter Compafs than Ufual: Both thefe are great
Helps to any Sincere, Unprejudiced man, who
would {ee the Reafon of the Chriftian’s Faith
and Hope: It appears Abfolutely Impoflible
(according to' the Scripture Story) that- the
Apoftles thould have been Deceived in this Point
of Fefus’s Refurrectiony which is no lefs than
a2 Demontitration in their Favour: and 1t appears
- to have been Morally Impoffible that they thould
bave willfully Deceived Mankind in this Par-
“ttcular : the Circumftances of their’ Cafe will
not admit of {fuch a Suppofition, and the whole
Weight of Improbability lies againft it, which
is the ftrongeft Proof that fuch a Diftant Fack

1s capable of. S S
- And will a Wife man think a few Cavils {uf-
ficient to determine the Point againft fuch Evi-
dence ! When the Proofs are fo much Stronger
on the One fide than the Objeftions on the
Other, are there not greater Difhculties to be
met with n Disbelieving .than in Believing?
When the weight is {o great in Favour of the
Refurrection, muft not He that can réally
3 ) ' Iemove
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remove it, have a great deal of Credulity, and
(in this Senle too) @ Faith able to remove Moun-

L

Zains 2 _ _ ; | | o
Here then a Rational Man will take his

Stand, and being once convinced that Fefzs did
truly rife from the Dead; from hence he will -
fet out in his Enquiries, and taking this Clue -
along with him will eafily fee what Judgment
is to be made of {fome other Particulars in the -
Gofpel, againft which Exceptions have been
taken : With this Evidence in- his hand, he
will eafily admit all the Miracles wrought by
“fefus, when Alive, to have been T'rue and Real
ones: For the Divine Power (we may be fure)
would never have exerted it {elf in his favour to -
Raife him again, if during his Abode on Earth
he had counterfeited Miracles and impefed on-a
Credulous Multitude : "And if he wrought Un-
doubted Miracles, will not this Conclufion ne-
ceflarily follow, That he came from God, teach- .
ing the Divine Will, becaufe he made wufe of =
his Miracles as fo many Proofs of his having a .
Commiflion from Heaven?

And the fame muft be faid of the Application’
of the Prophefies of the Old T¢ffament, which
7efus and his Apoftles declar’d to have been ful-
fill’d in Him: For however fome of them may
appear to Us, at this diftance of timey not to
be exprefly determin’d and tyed down to His
Perfon, yet no Senfe of them can be clearer -
han what is given them by one who wrought
indoubted Miracles, and thereby prov’d him-,
elf to come from that God, who [pake by the
Prophetss and therefore Fefus’s Explication of
hem is no other than God’s Own; ahd can we
lefire a better Interpr_ctat_ieﬁ y (o

- n
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T all Enquiries the only way to conve
Truth is'to fet out right at firft. 'Fhere is' no
Propofition in Euclid or Newton, tho’ neveér fo .
{tri¢tly Premontitrable, bur will lofe alk ftsForée
of Conviftiony if a@ mram begins  at the wrong:
endy disjoints the feveral parts of the Proof,: or
places thém in' a wrong and unnatural Ofdes.
It is the fimte thing in' Chriftianity’; if @ man
{ingles out a- Mliracle or a Prophefy, and hi<
vimg: expos’d as Artfully as ke cary ehe Libreial
Story of eithery if from' theéncé Le form$ an
Argument that Fhefe don’t prove Féfus tohdve:
comé from God-or to have beén the MefFibs:
hé may to wezk Underftandings feémi to: fagy
fomething. Maverial; and may triomphls (if e
pleafes) 1n the Quaintnels of his Objeétiots:
Fory no doubty every Niiracle of Chit SiAgly
cofifiler’d: does not Infallibly prove his Divie.
Mithot;. nor doés every Prophefy Sitigly coéfie
der’'d’ point hiur oar. for the tiue Mifial: Bz
céptions may be drawin ffom thé’ Circun BHcES
of {tiie of thenr by men-difjos’d o cavily andl’
they may fay that at beft (wheti tdken: 18 this-
Sepitate view) théy cint only make as W otder,
net Believe,. T T

Bt all' thie whilé Freth 18 Triithi dh@ would:
appéir {oy- if the Pi}o'tif"sfi weie pur{ugdin’ theit
Natgrdl Oidér: Do but begin aright dhd-fols
low irr the Chain'of thifig; dfid- you hivie Pex
mictiffratibn : whereas: if your Start Wrongy-er-
lofe’ the Track, then Doubts dnd Diffictilfies
meet you at every Turhiiigy atid you will-{BBH:
have Stock enough to {eé-up withyas d' Moders |
Free-thinker. ) R

'Fhis- Queftion  thay fairly be askedy I We-
~ give up Chriftianityy what- Relidioit: wilF iz'l?{é“j’ri “'

- T give
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give us. in the Room of it? Chriffianity is
{urely avorth fomething, and a Man would not
part’ with it except to Advantage. Why, zZe
Golden Religion of Nature (z) i1s.ofter’d us in Ex-
change : but all 1s not Gold that glifters; it
has. been prov’d a thoufand times, .that Na-
- tural Religion 1s not {ufficient for all onr
- Wants, that it had one great Defelt ‘at leaft,
 ywhich ¢he = Goflpel remedies by promifing
Pardon and Forgivenefs of Sins. But are
they in earneft when they talk of {etting up
Morality for the Standard ? If they weré,
one would think that their Writings, while
they recommend it, thould practife it, and the
Example fhould go along with the Dao-
Strine. But 1s not the Contrary wvifible in
moft of their Works? I will inftance only
in the Author of zhe Difcounrfes on the Mira-
cles of our Saviour: one Specimen of his Ho-
nefty in Quotations I have given before iIn
Page 10, which I hope will be referr’d to upon
this accafion. And thus in Parr 1. Pag. 25,
he {ays that 87. Hilary is plain that there twas wo
fuch Market kept in the Temple of Fernfalem,
1. €. for buying and {elling Sheep, Oxen and
Daves : and dor this purpofe ‘he quotes thefe
words of .that Father, Noz babebant “Fudei
guod ewixe poffent, -ueque erat quod emere quis
poffés. ~'This is -but a part of a Sentence, the
whole suns thus:. Sed neque cwmere Fudeos in
. Sywagegd, neque. wvendeve Spivitum Saunétum  exifis-
mandune eff 5 wuon enim habebant nr vendere paf=
fent, veque erat quod quis emere poffer : e muft
wot think that the Fews were able to lay and
Jell the Holy Ghoft in the Synagogue ;5 for they bad

| D 2 " i
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(4) Waolfton’s Dife, Part. 6. Pag, 28,
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-3t not to [elly mor was there any ome to buy if.
~Here he deceives his Reader, concealing from
_him: that the baying and felling mention’d by
St. Hilary was that of the Holy Ghof, not of
Sheep and Oxen, and the Place {poken of was
not the Zemple but the Synagogne.  Is this Mo-
rality ? T '
Again, he makes Erafmus {ay, that Fefus
could not be zealous againft the Profanation of
thar Temple of the Fews, which was foon to be
deftroy’d, p. 30. But the words of Erafmus
have a quite different meaning, and run thus;
- Nec enim illum tantopere commovebat Templum il-
- Iud mercimoniis. Boum, Ovinmy Hircorum €5 Co-
Jumbarumm profanatum :. Sed oftendere wvoluit Ava-
ritiam &F Queflum fore capitalem Peflem Ec-
clefie [uwy quam Templum illudy cujus Religio
mox erat abolenda, figurabat. fefus was not fo
- nuch mov’d at the Profanation of the Temple by
the merchandife of Owxen, Sheepy, Goats and
- Dowvesy but be meant to f[fhew that Advarice and
- Luxury wounld be a fatal Calamity to his Charchy
which . was figur'd out by that Temple whofe
Worfhip was foon after to be abolifoed. 'The
Author abovemention’d makes Erafinus aflign |
the Temple’s being {foon to. be deftroy’d, as
a2 Reafon why he fays that Fefus could not be
-Lealous againft the Profanation of it: where-
-as Erafmus does not f/Zz,y this, much lefs does
he affign a Reafon for it: he only mentions
the Temple’s being foon to be deftroy’d, as '
-a Circumfitance to fhew that the Temple was
a Figure of the Chriftian Church, which was
 to fucceed it.———— Was there a ‘greater Dif-
ference between Erafmus and the Monks of His
| time,
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- JEsus Vindicated.” . 29
time, than there is between -the T'rue Senfe of - -
Erafmus, and what this Unfair Author would
fix upon him 7. S
- Some other opportunity will be taken to
add more Inftances of the ‘like - Behaviour, but
thefe are {uflicient to fhew that this great Re-
commender of zbhe Golden Religion of: Nature,
'in his attacks upon Chriftianity, violates the
firft principles of Natural Religion, and makes
a Sacrifice of Common Honefty to his Zeal
againft Revelation. If his Morality teaches
him no better things, I would advife him not
to offer it to the World; it 1s beit in his Own
keeping, it may be of great ule to Him in
raifing Objections againit the Bible; nay it may
be a Golden Religion to him, if by the help ofir
he can furnith his Difcourfes with fuch bold
Falfchoods as fhall make them Sell the better.
But to all Serious Men, to all who enquire
and examine Into every Hardy Affertion, his
Book is their Antidote; by feeing what He i3,
‘they - learn what {uch men as have caft off the
:Gofpel are likely to be: He is the ftrongeft
Proof againft Him{elf that Chriftianity 1s Ne~
ceflary to reftrain men; and there is nothing
-in his Writings of {o much Weight to in-
cline men to %e Unbelievers, as there 1is in
his Example to thew them the Neceflity ot
Believing. ‘ -

A Man muft be much in Love with Va-
riety, and wear his Religion, like his Cloaths,
{ubjet to every Change of the Fathion, if
he will quit the Chriftian Faith, and renounce
his Creed for an uncertain Something, fo ill
{upported and fo ill recommended as the Re-
ligion of thefe Difputers. When they have

© demons
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demonftrated the F a}fefhoad of Chnfhamqr, or
fhewn us that the O'bJC&IOIlS agamﬁ it are of
more Force than the Proofs for it, then we
may allow them (after great Examples in other
 cafes) to fpend their whole :Stock of Wit and
Drollery upon the Subject. Butr if they mufk
be under a Reftraint till then, it will all dye
with them, and the World will lofe the Praaf

of their Abilities in the Great Art of Ridi-

cule: For as yet the Article of Fe/zs’s Refir-

reftion (that Foundation-Stone of Chriftianity)
remains unmoy’d by any thing that They hawe
- offer’d: They have done their Beft, it mudt be
- owned, and have faid all perhaps that the Wit

or Mahce of man can devife : But ftill it can

no more prevail againft this Truth, than
Death and the Grave could againft aur Sa-
wviour; it rdes like him, and mlumphs over all
-Objecttions. | *

- It 18 hoped' thereforje, that what has been
daid on -this: Qccafion, will have fome Ef-
feé to check. the increafing Infidelity .of the
Agc ; and that men 'will confider -and ngh
matters , - before - they form any Judgment to
the Prejudice of that Eaith, :WI?:J,Ch can plead
Prefcription, and (by fhewing its Reafanable-
nefs) can make that Prefcription appear a
Good one. If the Proofs that i have brought
in 1ts favour are {o convincing, as 1 am per-
fuaded they are, let fuch men examine their
own hearts carefully , and {ee whether other
Motives than. thofe of Reafon do not deter~
mine them to Unbelief. I pretend mnot to
charge it upon their VlCES or -their Vanity
and Love of Novelty; they Themfelves are

the beft Judges of What that Principle is ...whlch
10,
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- Jesus Vmdicated. 31
influences them : But they muft give up the Pre~
tence of Reafon (1 mean of Right Reafon) in
this Cafe; for This lyes direCtly againft them,
it blows full in their Facey and that which

is the Demonftration of our Faith, can never
be the Foundation of Their Infidelity, -

FINTIS




