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28 : "THEOLOG Y.

Of fondnefs and of lote, crowd on'my memory,
Once my foul’s deareft joy, now its defpair,

And fill my breaft with woe unutterable, —

‘Thofe arms which oft around my neck were thrown
In playful tendernefs, are gall’d by chains ;
"That breaft, the foft abode of filial kindnefs,

Now pours, perhaps, the guthing tide of life.—

Yet you'rea parent,—Had I been a man,

1 would have rufth’d on fwords and pointed fpears—
This bofom thould have ftream’d one bleeding wound -
Ere thus abandon her,— - o
-« Dake,  Q dry thofe tears—

What could I do—hemm’d in by warring thounfands,
Compell’d by duty to confult the fafety

Of thofe given to my charge,—to guard thee too.

¢ Dach:  Perith fuch duty ! perith too my fafety!
Can I {urvive my daughter’s death, or, worfe,
Her foul difhonour—ior this public daty,

>Tis a fine word ambition has invented

To cheat mankind, to fkreen its felfith views
Beneath the {fpecious matk of ‘patriot zeal,
And blunt the feelings of humanity.
But he whofe ftubborn breaft is fteel’d againft
‘The focial charities of love and friendfhip,
Whatever knaves pretend, or fools believe,
Can never love his country.

¢ Dukte. Peace, and hear me.
¢ Duch. 1 will not, cannot.——

O, I am deaf to every {found but forrow’s !— :
Matilda! O, my child! wy bleeding daughter I’ D. M,

THEOLOGTY.

ArT. 1x. A View of the Evidences of Chriffianity in three Parts,
Part 1. OFf the diredt hiflorical Evideuce of Chriffianity, and
awberein it is diflinguifbed from the Ewidence alleged for other Mi-
racles.  Part 11, Of the suxiliary Evidences of Chriflianity.
Part 111, A bricf Confideration of fome popular Qbjeions. By
William Paley, ™. a. Archdeacon of Carlifle. In three Vo-
lumes. 12mo. price 10s. 6d. fewed. Faulder. 1%94. '

In the prefent awakened and agitated flate of fociety, in which
ancient inflitutions of every kind are canvafled with greater free-
dom than ever before ; in which people of all clafles, not except-
ing the loweft, feem difpofed to aflert the natural right of rational
beings, to judge for themfelves in all points which concern their
perional conduct, and affect their perfonal happinefs ;—it becomes
morg neceflary than ever to furnith men with the means of form-
ing a fair and faticfactory judgment, efpecially on {uch wterelting
fubjec’s as thofe of morals; policy, and religion. The two for-
mer of thefe fubjedts have been fo happily illufirated by DMr. Paley
in his ¢ Principles of Moral and Political Philofophy,” that the
. pub}ic




Paley’s View of the Evidences of Chriflitmity. 29

ublic will, of courfe, entertain high expe(tations from his exer-
tions in the caufe of religion, and will obferve with fatisfaétion fo
able an advocate flepping forward in defence of chriflianity.

Thouch many valuable works have been tvritten in proof of the
Jivine authority of the chriftian religion, there is till room for
other elementary treatifes upon the fubjet ; :t.nd we have no hefi-
tation in faying——-—for we are well affured qf being fupported in .the
opinion by the general volce of the p_ubhc-—-that no.popular view
of the evidences of chriftianity has hitherto been given, at once
fo judicious in the feleftion and arrangement qf xpatenals, fo
happy 1n illuftration, and fo well fupported by citations, as that
which now comes under our confideration. ~Without {pending
more time in general commenda’tion, we .ﬂlall immediately proceed
to give an analyfis of the reafoning of this work, in order that our
readers may be furnifhed with a concife view of the whole feries
of evidence for the truth of the chriftian religion. We fhall, at
prefent, ftate the dire&t hiftorical evidence, {'el’e‘rving the more
indireCt proofs, with the author’s replies to objections, to another
article. : .

Preparatory confideration.—Tt is urged as an argument fuflicient
to {uperfede all further inquiry concerning the truth of chriftia-
nity trom the evidence of miracles, thatno human teftimony can,
in any cafe, render miracles credible, becaufe it 1s contrary to €x-
perience that miracles fhould be true, but not contrary to expe-
Fience that teftimony fhould be falfe.—To this it is replied, 1. If
it be not improbable, that God fhould deftine men for a future
ftate of exiftence, and fhould acquaint them with this deftination,
it is not improbable, that he would authenticate this difcovery by
imiracles. 2. The improbability arifing from the want of expe-
: rience is only equal to the probability, that, if the thing were
true, {uch things wounld be generally experienced : but, fuppofing
' it to be true, that miracles were wrought at the firt pramulgation
of chriftianity, it is not certain, or a probability approaching to
certainty, that fuch miracles would be repeated fo often, as to
become obje@s of general experience. The cou r{e of nature may
not beinvariable ; and, neverthelefs, the variations may be fo few
s not to eftablith a general experience. 3. If we believe in God,
miracles are not incredible ; for there are fuficient power, and an
adequate motive. 4. Cafes may be put, in which united tefti<
mony to a miraculous falt, perfited in at the expence of life,
would be irrefiftible. . » : : '

Part I. Of the dircét hiftorical evidence of chriftianity.

" Propofition 1. That there is fatisfatlery evidence that many, pro-
Felfing to be original aitneffes of the chriftian miracles, paffed their
Lives in labours, dangers, and fufferings, voluntarily undergone in at-
teftation of the accounts abich they delivered, and folely in confequence
' of their belicf of thefe accounts; and that they alfo fubmitted from the
Jame motive to new rules of condult, )

Firj#t, The fatt of the ‘voluntary fuﬁ'erings of the firft chriftians

is probable from the nature of the cafe, or from circumftances on
all hands acknowledged. For. 1. Since the chriftian religion ex-
ifts and was eftablifhed, it 1s vprobable, that it’s author. and his
immediate
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immediate difciples after his death, exerted themfelves in firfe

publifhing, and afterwards fpreading this religion. 2. It is pro-

bable, that, in the profecution of this purpofe, they underwent
the labours and troubles, which the propagators of new fects are
obferved:to undergo. © 3. Itis probable, that the firft propagation
of chriftianity would be in a high degree dangerous ; becaufe it
contradiéted the popular expedtation concerning the Mefliah, and
thie jewifh prejudices againft other nations ; becaufe it difparaged
- thofe ceremonies which were in the higheft cftimation, and de-
cried the merit of ritual zeal ; becaufe the firlt mi%ionaries would
neceflarily offend the jewifh rulers, by reproaching them with the

murder of their mafler, and raife jealoufy in the roman gover-

nors, by their profeflion of unqualified obedience to a mafter,
foretold to the jews under the title of king; and becaufe they
had to oppofe a priefthood poffefled of municipal authority, and
were under a foreign government conftantly furrounded by their
enemies. 4. It is probable, that, when the preachers of chriftia-

‘nity turned themfelves to the heathen public, they would meet
with great oppofition, becaufe their religion was exclufive, and
would accept no compromife with idolatry, herein eflentially dif-
fering from the dorine of the philofophers ; that this oppolition’
would fubject them to great danger from private enmity,-even
where no public perfecution was denounced by the ftate; and
that they would find little protetion in that general ditbelief of
the popular theology, which is then fuppofed to have prevailed,
fince (befide that unbelievers are not ufually tolerant) the ma-
giltrates, who were alfo frequently officers of religion, were deeply
mterefted in the continuance of the eftablifhed {yftem; to which
may be added, that an ancient religion has always many votaries ¥,
and a fplendid and fumptuous religion would retain- great nume
bers partly by fafcination, and partly by interett. g. It is pro-
bable, that the ariginal teachers of ciariftianity conformed them-
felves to the inftitution which they preached to others, and con-
fequently made an eflential change in their habit of life, attended-
with a confiderable degree of felf-denial.
Secondly, The fact of the fufferings of the firlt chriftians is efta-
blifhed by direct teftimony, both heathen and chriftian. ‘
3. Heathen. Tacitus, who wrote about feventy years after
Chrift’s death, fpeaking of the fire which happened at Rome in’
the time of Nero, relates (Annal. 1. xv, c. 44) that this emperor,
to put an end to the report of his having ordered the city to be
fet on fire, laid the guilt, and infli¢ted the moft cryel punifhments,
upon a {et of men, who were held in abhorrence for their crimes,
and called by the vulgar chriffians. The founder of that name,
he adds, was Clriff, who fuffered death in the reign of Tiberius,
under his procurator Pontius Pilate. He goes on to relate, that
this pernicious fuperftition, thus checked for awhile, broke out
again, and fpread not only over Judea, where the evil originated,

but through Rome alfo—where a vaft multitude were appre--

hended, who were convited, not fo much cf the crime of burn-

* Hiritus, quoquo modo indudti, antiquitate defenduntur, Tac,
ing
9




Paley’s View of the Evidences of Chriftianity. 3t

ing Rome, as of hatred to mankind ;.-—'-that their {ufferings, at
their execution, were aggravated by infule and mockery ;—that
fome were difguifed in the fkins of wild beafts, and worried o
death by dogs, fome were crucified, and fome fet on fire, when
the day was clofed, that they might ferve as lights to illuminate
thie night ;—that Nero lsnt_lns own g:irde’ns for thefe executions,
and exhibited at the fame tume a mock cu‘cepﬁan entertainment,
being a {pectator of the whole j—and that th}s .cond,u& made the
fufferers pitied, fo that, though they were criminals, and d_eierv-
ing the feverelt punifhment, yet they were cppﬁdered as facrificed, -
not fo much for the public good, as to gratity the cruoelty o\f one
man.—This happened thirty-four years atter the death of Lhni_h
— Suectonius, a writer of the fame age, fays, (Nero, c. xvi)
¢ The chriftians, a fet of men, of a new and mifchievous (or ma-
gical) fuperftition, were punifhed.”— Juvenal probably refers to
thefe executions, fat. i, v. 155. A celebrated letter of Pliny to
Trajan fpeaks of many chriftians of every age, -and of both fexess
and fays, that the conragion of this fuperitition had not only
feized cities, bur fmaller towns, and the open country. ..I*rom
the fame letter it appears, that trials were and had been going on .
againft them in the provinces over which he prefided, and that
in confequence of anonymous informations, fentin writing, many -
had been apprehended, fome of whom had died in the caufe, while
others abandoned it. This letter, and alfo a refeript of Adrian
to the proconful of Afia, which ta!{c.s notice of tumults raifedv
againft the chriftiaus, thow, that chriftians vyere_e}fpofed to fuffer-
ings without any public profecution.—Martial ridicules the do/uz-
¢ary fufferings of the chriitians ; Epictetus (l.-iv, c¢. 7) imputes

their conftancy to madnefs, or a kind of fafhion or habit; M. .

Aurelius (Medit. 1. xi, ¢. 13) afcribes it to obftinacy. :

2. Chriftian. We have four hiltories of Jefus Chrift, a hiftory -
taking up the narrative from his death, for thirty years, and a
colleétion of letters written by principal agents, which atteft the.
fufferings of the witnefles of the hiftory, directly and indiredtly,
by recital, allufion, and Jdilcourfe.—Thefe books relate, that:

Jefus, the founder of the religion, wasin confequence of his un-

dertaking put to death as a malefaltor at Jerufalem ;—that this .
religion was, noritbflanding, continved and widely propagated,
by his difciples ; and that Chrift foretold the perfecution of his
followers, [fee Matt. xxiv, 9; Mark iv, 7; Luke xxi, r2; John
xvi, 4.] Thefe books abound with exhortations to patience, and -
with topics of comfort under diftrefs, [fee Rom. viil, 35—37;
2 Cor.iv, §~—17; James v, 10, 11; Heb. x, 32—36; 2 Theff 3,
1—5; Rom.v, 3, 4; 1Pet.iv, 12—19] which prove, that the
circumftances of the times required patience and conftancy.—Not
in a profefled hiftory of perfecutions, but in the courfe of a mixed
general hiftory, it is related in detail with the utmoit particularity
of names and circumftances, that Jefus commifiioned twelve per- -
fons, to publifh his gofpel, and collet difciples, in all countries ;
—that they began their work at Jerufalem, and made many con-
wverts, but met with oppofition from the jewifh magiftracy and-
priefthood, and fufiered imprifonment; that the peaple .at.lepgth.
: ' R joined *
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32 . THEOLOGY.

joined their fuperiours, and a general perfecution commenced with
ftoning one of the community ; that this perfecution, after a fhort
intermiffion, the caufe of which is not certainly known, was re-
newed under the government of Herod Agrippa; and that the
violence of this perfecution was particularly experienced by St.
Paul, who, neverthelefs, perfevered in the propagation of chrif-
tianity. ‘Thelatter partof this account is corroborated by letters,
written by St. Paul himfelf on the fubje@ of his miniftry, which
correfpond with the hiftory in many circumftances, relative both
to his own fufferings and thofe of his fellow-labourers.—The fuf-
fering ftate of the original teachers of chriftianity is further con-
firmed by the teftimony of the immediate followers of the apoftles.
Clement fpeaks of the martyrdom of Peter and Paul, and of many
others. Hermes, Polycarp, Ignatius, atteft the fame.—Thefe
writings, without at prefent regarding the miraculous part of the
narrative, afford abundant proof, that the original followers of
Chrift exerted great endeavours to propagate his religion, and un-
derwent great labours, dangers, and fufferings, in confequence
of their undertaking ; and the details which they give, on this
head, are perfeCtly agreeable to what might reafonably be ex-
pe@ed from the nature of their undertaking, compared with the
charalter of the age and country in which it was carried on,—
Thefe records alfo fupply evidence to prove another part of the
general propofition, that the primitive followers of Jefus aflumed
a new and peculiar courfe of private life, and became eminent
for piety, purity and benevolence,. See Als i, 4; i, 46; xii,
12; Eph. i1, 1—33 Tit. i, 35 1 Pet. iv, 3,43 1 Cor.vi, 115 Rom.
vi, 21. And this agrees with the charaéter afterwards given of
the chriftians by Pliny. ‘

Thirdly. There is fatisfaltory evidence to prove, that the origi-
nnl teachers of chriftianity voluntarily underwent. the fufferings
which they have been proved to have undergone, in atteftation of
the miraculous hiftory recorded in our fcriptures.

I. Itis very manifeft, that they underwent thefe {ufferings for
a miraculous ftory of fome kind or other; becaufe they could have
nothing elfe, upon which to reft their claim to attention. A ga-
lilean peafant was announced to the world as a divine lawgiver.
Without fome proofs of his miffion, the pretenfion could claim
no credit. It could only be fupported by miraculous evidence,
A young man, calling himfelf the fon ot God, could not have
excited fo much as a doubt among the jews, whether he was their
Mefliah, without miraculous tokens of his divine miffion: or
could his followers, without an appeal to fuch tokens, have had
any ground to ftand upon, in attempting to propagate his reli-
giona
1I. The miraculous hiflory, recorded in the feriptures now n
the hands of chriflians, is that which the original teachers of
chriflianity delivercd, and for which they alted and fuffered as
they did.

This appears, firft, from general confiderations, 1. There exifts
no veftige of any other ftory.. The remote, brief, and incidental
noticea of chriflianity, which arc found 1n heathen writers, agres.

in
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in {ubftance with our hiftory. The jewifl writers of that period
advance no other hiflory of the tranfaction, than. that which we
acknowledge. Jofephus mentions: John the Baptift, and Herod,
with circumftances agreeing with the _chnihan ftory ; am!, though
the genuinenefs of the paflage in which he fpeaks of Jefus as the
Melfiiah is much controverted, itis certain that he does not con-
tradi¢t the chriftian account.—z. The whole feries of chrithan
writers, from the firft age of the inftitution down to the prefent,
in their difcuffions, apologies, and controverfics, proceed upon
the general ftory which our feriptures contain, and no other.
The remaining letters of the apoftles, though written without
the remotelt defign of tranfmitting the hiltory of chriftianity to
future ages, incidentally mention many circumfitances recorded
by the evangelifts. The epiftles of B.arnabas, Clement, and Poly-
carp ;. the remaining worl.;s of Ignatius; a fragment 9f. anc!ra-
tus ; the writings of Juftin Martyr; all a‘tte{% the chriftian mira-
cles, and particularly the refurreétion of Chrift. After this time,
that is, after the middle of the {.'econd.centur)_f, the h}i’fory, as
given by the evangelifts, occurs in _ancient chriftian writings, as
tamiliatly as in modern {fermons. Even in the fpurious or doubt-
ful writings of the carly age of chriftianity, the leading falls are
preferved, though mixed with fable. 3. The religious rites and
ulages, that prevailed among the early chrilhians, were fuch as
belonged to, and fprang out of the narrative now 1n our hands.
4. It appears from the gofpcl.s themfelves, tl’fat when they were
written, the chriffian community was already in poffeflion of the
fubftance and principal parts of the narrativ?. Luke i, 1-=4;
John i, 40; iil, 13, 24 xvi, 285 xx, 175 xxi, 24.

That the hiftory of chriftianity now in our hands is that which
was delivered by the firft teachers, appears, fecondly, from
various proofs, prefumptive and dire&, of the genuinenefs of
the books in which this hiftory is recorded.—Before thefe proofs
" are ftated, it muft be premifed, (1.) That if any one of the four
gofpels be proved genuine, this is fuflicient to eftablifh the iden+
tity of the hiftory. If the firft gofpel were written by Matthew,
we have the narrative of an eye-witnefs and apoftle, to judge
what miracles were attributed to Jefus : if the gofpel of Johnalong
were genuifie, we have the fame degree of evidence: if both thefe
were {purious, yet if the gofpel of Luke, or that of Mark, wese
written by the perfon whofe name it bears, or by any other per-
{on in the fame fituation, we ftill have the account of a contem-
porary and affociate of the apoflles, on the loweft {fuppofition,
compiled from memoirs at that time in high efteem among them
and therefore have firong reafon, from the charater and fituation.
‘of the writer, to believe that we poffefs the report, which the’
original emiffaries delivered. " (2.) That the books of the New
Tettament are not a folitary teftimony, but a colleion of proofs, g
cumulation of telimony, with the value of which we may be ftrong-
by imprefled, by confidering them as communicated to us in fucgef~
fion : ‘and this written evidence 1s of fuch a kind, and comes to
us in fuch a ftate, as the natural order and progrefs of things, in
the infancy of the inflitution, might he expected to produce ; writ-

" VOL. XX, , D = ' ten
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ten evidence fucceeding verbal, and regular hiftorical details fucs
ceeding epiftolary exbortations and détached memoirs. (3.) That,
though it were not alcertained that the gofpels are the produc-
tions of the perfons whofe names they bear, if it be known that
they were received by early focieties, which the apoftles founded,
as containing authentic accounts of the facts upon which the reli-
gion refted, this reception would be a valid proof, that thefe books,
muft have accorded with what the apoftles taught,

The prefumptive proofs of the genuinenefs of the books of the
New Teftament are, 1. We are able to produce a great number
of ancient manufcripts, found in different and diftant countries,
all anteriour to the art of printing, fome from feven hundred to
above a thoufand years old ; together with verfions of great anti-
quity, which prove, that the fcriptures were not of modern con~
trivance, and were long ago much read and fought after, 2. The
language of the New Teftament is juft fuch as might be expeéted

from jewifh chriflians, greek, abounding with hebrew and fyriac
idioms: this is not the language of the fathers, but of the apof-
tolic age. 3. The miraculous relations contained in thefe books
do not directly affect the queflion of their genuinenefs. 4. Had
it been eafy to forge chriitian writings, it is probable, that fome
would have appeared under the fanflion of the name of Chrift
himfelf, as in the unfuccefsful attempt of the epiftle of Chrift to
Abgarus : fee Eufeb. Hift. Ec. 1.1, c. 13. ¢. If the afcription
of the gofpels to their refpective authors had been arbitrary, it is
probable they would have been ‘afcribed to more eminent men,
than the reputed authors of the firft three gofpels. 6. Chriftian
writers and churches appear to have foon arrived at a very ge-
neral agreement upon the f{ubjeét, without authority. The firt
council, that declared the canon of fcripture, was that of Lao-
dicea, in the year 363.

The dircct proofs of the genuinenefs of thefe books may be re-
duced to the following heads of teflimony :

I. The hiftorical books of the New Teftament, namely, the
four-goipels, and the Acts of the Apoltles, are quoted or alluded
to by a feries of chriftian writers, beginning with thofe who were
contemporary with the apoftles, or who immediately followed
them, and proceeding, in clofe and regular fucceflion, from their
time to the prefent. :

In the epgftles of Barnubas, Clement, Ignatius, and Polycarp,
and in the Shepherd of Hermas, fhort pieces which bear marks

of having been written very foon after the time of the apottles,
and which are mentioned by other writeis before the clofe of
the fecond century, various allufions to the gofpels, or to the
words of Chritl, are preferved ; and though feldom accompani-

~ ed with marks of quotation, yet, from the manner in which

many of them are introduced, and from the method of adopting
the words of Scripture in general ufe among the moft ancient
chriftian writers, they may be fairly fuppofed to have been common-
ly borrowed from the places of Scripture in which we now find
them.—Papias, a hearer of John, and companjon of Polycarp, as
Irenazus attells, and of that age, as all agree, in a paflage quoted

| -' 7 - by
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by Eufebius, exprefsly afcribes the refpective gofpels to Matthew
and Mark, and fays, that Matthew wrote in hebrqv, and th_at
Mark gathered his materials from Pe.ter’s preaching. ]u_ﬂm
Martyr (a. p. 148) has frequent quotations from the evangelifis,
2nd though he does not mention the authors by name,.he calls rh_e
books, ¢ Memoirs compofed by the .appﬁlcs and their compani-
ons.” In all his works, from which might be extracted almoft a
complete life of Chrift, there are but two mﬁa.nces', in which he
refers to any thing faid or done by phx'xﬁ, which is not related
concerning him in our gofpels ; which thows, that thefe gofpc}s,
and thefe we may fay alone, were the fources frox_n which the
chriftians of that day drew the information upon w!nch they de-
pended. The principal remaining teflimonies within thc.fecond
century are Hegefippus, Irenzus, Clement of Alexandria, and
Tertullian. Of thefe Irenzus (A. p. 178) is the moft important.
His explicit teftimony to the gofpels is as follows : vor. 1, p. 248.
¢ We have not received the knowledge of the way of our falva-
tion by any others than thofe by whom the gofpel has been
brought to us. Which gofpel they firft preached, and afterwards,
by the will of God, committed to writing, that it might be for
time to come the foundation and pillar of our faith.—For after
that our Lord rofe from the dead, and they (the apofiles) were
endowed from above with the power of the Holy Ghott coming
down upon them, they received a perfet knowledge of all things.
‘They then went forth to all the ends of the earth, declaring to
men the blefling of heavenly peace, having all of them, and every
one alike, the gofpel of God. Matthew then, among the jews,
writ a gofpel in their own language, while Peter and Paul were
preaching the gofpel at Rome, and founding a church there.
And after their exit, Mark alfo, the difciple and interpreter of
Peter, delivered to us in writing the things that had been preach-
ed by Peter. - And Luke, the companion of Paul, put down in a
book the gofpel preached by him (Paul). Afterwards John, the
difciple of the Lord, who alfo leaned upon his breatt, he likewife
publifhed a gofpel while he dwelt at Ephefus in Afia.’ _
In other places, Irenzus limits the number of gofpels to four;
mentions how Matthew begins his gofpel, and how Mark begins
and ends his; enumerates the paflages in Luke, not found in the
other gofpels; ftates the particular” defign of John’s golpel ; he
fpeaks of the author of the Aéts of the Apottles, as a writer of cre-
dit, who has relared the truth with the greateft exa@inefs. His works,
as well as thofe of the other fathers laft mentioned, abound with
references to the New Teftament. Irenzus refers to no apocry-
phal chriftian writing.  Clement of Alexandria, as quoted by
Eufebius, defcribes the order in which the golpels were written
— Matthew’s and Luke’s firft, Mark’s next, and John's latt; and
this account he tells us he had received from morc ancient times : °
he appeals with confidence to the four gofpels, and diftinguithes
them from that of the egyptians.—Tertullian, after enumerating
many apoftolic churches, fays, that ¢ with them, and with all
who have fellowfhip in the fame faich, is that gofpel of Luke re-
cewed"f(mm its firft publication, which we f{o zealoudly inaintain ;?
- D2 ‘ and




26 . THEOLOGHY.

and adds, ¢ the fame authority of the apoftolical churches will
fupport the other gofpels, which we have from them, and accords
ing to them, I mean John’s and Matthew’s, although that like«
wife, which Mark publifhed, may be faid to be Peter’s, whofe in-
terpreter Mark was . he eHewhere affirms, that the three other

ofpels were in the hands of the churches, from the beginning,
2 well as Luke’s.—Origen (A. D. 230) is cqually decifive in his
teftimony to the four gotpels and Acts, and cenfures certain apo-
cryphal gofpels.—From this time the works of chriftian writers
are full of references to the New Teftament, as Lardner has
‘fhown at large. ‘

11. When the fcriptures are quoted or alluded to, it is with
peculiar refpect, as poffeding an authority belonging to no other
books, and as conclufive in all quettions and controverlies among.
chriltians.—Befide the general ftrain of reference, which indicates
this diftinétion, many ipecific teltimonies occur, from the middle
of the fccond century downwards, in which the gofpels are {poken
of, as written by infpired men—as divine feriptures—the facred
fountain—the heavenly feriptures, withaut which no article of
faith ought to be delivered—the facred volume, which is a per-
fe& rule, &ec.

I11I. The feriptures were, in very early times, colleCted into a
ditin& volume. The term gofpel is probably ufed by Ignatius
for a collettion of writings, as oppoled to the prophets.  Cle-
ment of Alexandria, Tertullian, &c. {pecak of the chritian ferip-
tures under the general ftle of the gofpel and apoltles. Eufe-
bius {peaks of the order in which the books were arranged.

IV. Our profent chriftian feriptures were foon diftinguithed by
appropriate names, and titles of refpect. Polycarp calls them the
noly fcriptures ; Clement, the true evangelical canon ; Qrigen,
che New Teftament. ' g

V. Our fcriptures were publicly read and expounded in the
religious affemblies of the early chriftians, ¢ The memoirs of the
apoitles, or the writings, of the prophets, are read according as
¢he time allows, and when the reader has ended, the prefident
makes a difcourfe exhorfing to the imitation of fo excellent
things.” Fuffe Mart—* We come together to recollect the divine
fcriptures ; we nourifit our faith, ralfe our hope, confirm our
truit, by the fiered word.” Tortall.—NMany homilies of Origen
upon the New Teftament, delivered in the aflfemblies of the.
church, are extant.

V1. Commentaries were anciently written upon the {eriptures ;
huarmonies formed vut of them ; difterent copies carefully collated,
2nd verfions made of themn into different languases.—Tatian (A. D.
150) compofed a collation of the four golpels, catitled, Diatef~
- von.  Pantznus, and Clement of Alexandila, wrote many ex-
plications of the feriptures. Tertullian appeals to the ¢ authen-
tic greek.” “An anonymous writer mentioned by Eufcbius, and
who appears to have written about the vear 212, appeals to the
« ancient copies’ of the feriptures in refutation of corrupt read-
ings. In the third century, J. Africunus wrote upon the genea-
logies in Matthew and Luke ; Ammonius wrote a hurmony offthc
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forr gofpels ; Origen wrote numerous commentaries only on the
“books of the New Teftament ; Dionyfius harmonized the ac-
counts of the refurreCtion, At the beginning of the third cen-
tury, Eufebius wrote upon the difcrepancies in the gofpels, and
fays, that the writings of the apoltles were tranflated into every
language, both of greeks and barbarians. Gregory of Nytlen
undertook to reconcile the accounts of the refurrection given by
the four evangelifts. N'u_mcrous other commentators fuc:Ceeded.
]erbme put forth an edition of the New Teftament 1n l%_mn,, cor=
reted, at leaft as to the gofpels, by ¢ ancient greek copies. The
fathers comment upon no other books than thofe of the New
r['eftament, except Clement of Alexandria, on the revelation of
Peter. A fyriac verfion is now extant, which, as fyriac was
¢he language of Paleftine when chriftianity was firft eftablifhed,
is probably very ancient; it wants the 2d of Peter, 2d and 3d of
ohn, and the book of Revelation ; in other refpefts it differs
little from our text. :

VII. Our feriptures were received by ancient chriftians of
different fe€ts and perfuafions, by many heretics as well as catho-
lics, and were nfually appealed to by both fides in the controver-
fies which arcfe in thofe days.—Bafilides (A. . 120) rejected the
jewifh inflitution, but received the gofpel of Matthew, and com-
mented upon it.  The valentinian gnoltics, in the fecond century,
fetched arguments from the evangelifts and apoftles. Heracleon,
one of their fe (a.D. 125), wrote upon Luke, John, and Matw-
thew. ‘The carpocratians are accufed by lrenzus of perverting
a paffage in Matthew 3 which fhows, that they received that gof-

cl. Several other fects of heretics, between the years 150 and
200, in their controverfies appealed to the New Teftament ; and
fome are accufed by Eufebius of altering their copies. Origen,
whofc opinions excited great controverfies, ‘teftifies, that the four
gofpels were received without difpute by the whole church.
Paul of Samofata, in his controverfies on the perfon of Chrift
urged the teftimony of feripture.  Sabellius, too, who taught a
contrary {yftem, received all the fcriptures. ‘The cafe was the
fame with refpeé to fubfequent herefies. Among the early he-
retics, indeed, Cerinthus received only the gofpel of Matthew,
and that not entire : but he taught, that Jefus wrought miracles,
and appeared after his death ; he therefore retained the eflential
parts of the hiftory. Marcion alfo (a. . 130) rejeted the Old
Teftament as proceeding from an inferiour deity, and erafed from
the New every paflage which recognized the jewifh fcriptures ;
but he publifhed a chaflifed edition of Luke's gofpel, containing
the leading facls, and all that is neceflary to authenticate the
religion. -

VIIL. The four gofpels, the Acts of the apoftles, thirteen epif-
tles of St. Paul, the firlt epifile of John, and the firft of Peter
were received without doubt, by thofe who doubted concerning
the other books which are included in our prefent canon. Je-
rom .relates, that the epiftle to the hebrews was not received as
St. Paul’s by the romans. ~ Origen fpeaks doubtfully of the epify
‘tle -to the Licbrews, the 2d of Peter, and the 2d and 3d of John,
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but teflifies, that the four gofpels were univerfally received, and
mentions the Adts, and fome of the epiftles, as of undoubted au-
thority. Dionyfius of Alexandria (A.p. 247) doubts, whether
the book of Revelation was written by St. John, but collates the
- four gofpels, and refers to them as authentic hiftories. Eufebius
fpeaks of John’s gofpel as acknowledged without contradice
tion; and of the four, as parallel in their authority and cer-
tainty : he alfo reckons among the books to be rankedin the firft
place the Alts of the apoftles, and St. RPayl’s epiftles; the firft of
Peter, and the firit of John, he mentions as next to be efteemed
authentic; after this, if it be thought fit, the Revelation of
John, on which there are different opinions: the epiftles of
James, Jude, 2d of Peter, and 2d of John he defcribes as con-
troverted, yet well known and approved by moft; he then reckons -
up five others not in our canon, which he calls in one place
fpurious, and in another controverted.

IX. Our hiftorical feriptures were attacked by the early adver-
faries of chriftianity, as containing the accounts upon which the
teligion was founded.—1. Celfus a heathen philofopher, gbout
the middle of ‘thé fgcond century, wrote a treatife againt chrif:
tianity, to which Origen publifhed an anfwer. The work of
Celfus is' loft; but Origen’s remains, and recites largely the ad-
werfary’s words.. The notice which Celfus takes of the books of
the New Teftament proves, that their reception, credit, and no-
toriety, muit have béen at that time well eftablithed among chrifs
tians. He fpeaks of accounts of Jefus written by his difciples z
he accufes the chriftians of altering the gofpel, which proves
that the hiftories were then extant, and of fome ftanding, and
admits their genuinenefs while it queftions their integrity ; he
appeals to their own avritings as of acknowledged authorit among
themfelves.  Several references fhow the books to have been our
prefent gofpels, Celfus refers to no fpurious gofpels. 2. Por-
phyry, in the third century, wrote a large and formal treatif¢
againtt the chriftian religion, now loft. From chriftian writers
who have replied to his objetions, itappears, that his animadver-
lions were direCted againft the contents of our hiftorical books,
and thow that he regarded them as the depofitaries of the ¢hriftian
religion. 3. The emperor Julian, in the f(’)urth' century, in wri
ting againit chriftianity (as appears by long extraéts tranfcribed
from his.work by Cyril and ferom) noticed by hame Matthew
and Luke, and recited various paflages from the gofpels and the
Alls, and from no other books ; he ftates the early date of thefe

records, and never queftions their genuinenefs. This conceflion,
from all thefe learned antagonifts, of the authenticity of 'thefi
books, is extremcly valuable. ’
~ X. Formal catalogues of authentic fcriptures were publifhed,
in all which our prefent facred hiftories were included.—Enume-
rations of this kind are found in the writings of Origen, Eufe-
bius, Athanafius, and Cyril. In the latter the book of Revela-
tion is omitred ; ‘as’ alfo in an authoritative catalogue of canoni-
cal feriptures delivered (A.p. 364) by the council of Laodicexr,
: ' SRR : , ' - Other
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Other catalogues are given by writers about the fame period, in
which no books are admitted befide thofe we now receive.

XI. The fame things cannot be predicated of any of thofe books,
which are commonly called apocryphal books of the New Telta-
ment.—Beflide our gofpels and the A&s of the apoftles, no chr'i.{"_-
tian hiftory, claiming to be written by an apoftle, or apoftoli¢
man, is quoted ufithin three hundred years after the birth of
Chiift, by any writer now extant or known ; or if quoted, not
without marks of cenfure and rejection.  T'he gofpel according
to the Hebrews 1s, indeed, once cited by Clement o Alexandriz,
it 3s alfo twice mentioned by Origen, but with marks of difcredit.
Of other chriftian writings, denominated apocryphal, only two
are noticed by any author.of the firlt three centuries, without
exprefs terms of condemnation ; thefe are, the; Preaching of Pe-
ter, quoted repeatedly by Clement of Alexandria (a.D. 196), and
the Revelation of Peter, twice cited by the fame wiiter, and upon
which he is faid by Eufebius to have written notes. {&dd to this,
¢hat there is no evidence, that any fpurious books exifted in_the
firft century ; that thefe apocryphal writings. were not read in
the churches of chriftians, were not admitted into their vol.umes,
do not appear in their catalogues, were not noticed by their ad-
verfaries, were not alleged by difierent parties as of authority
in controverfies, were not the fubjeéts, amongft them, of com-

mentaries and verfions, and finally, befide the filence of three

centuries, or evidence within that time of their reje&tion, that

they were, with 2 confent nearly univerfal, reprobated by chrif.
dan writers of fucceeding ages. All thefe books proceed upon
'the fame fundamental hiftory of Chrift, and contain, not contra-
dictions of qur hiftories, but unauthorifed additions. '
Conclufipn.—1f it be admitted, that the feveral parts of our firf -
general propofition are, by the preceding ftgtement of arguments
and fa&s, fatisfaCtorily eftablithed, it muft follow, that the chrif-
tian religion is true. ¢ Thefe men could not be deceivers. By
only not bearing teftimony, they might have avoided all their
fufferings, and have lived quietly. Would men in fuch circum-
ftances pretend to have feen what they never faw ; affert fats
1 which they had no knowledge of ; bring upon themfelves, for
: nothing, enmity and hatred, danger and death?? ‘
The remainder of this apalyfis will be given in a future article.

Art. xo  The Univerfal Refroration of Mankind, examined and proved
to be a Doftrine inconfifient with itfelf, contrary to the Scriptures, and

Subverfive of the Gofpel of Fefus Chrift.  In dufwer to Dr. Chauncy of"

l New England, and Mr. Winchefler's Dialégues. By John Marfom,
' In two Volumes. Sm. 8vo, 416 pages. Price §s fewed. Marfom,
1994 : : : ,

SeviraL theological writers have maintained it to be the doftrine
of Scripture, that the wicked, after a temporary punifhment, fhall be
reftored to happinefs, and that final falvation fhall be the univerfal lot
of all mankind, Among the advocates for this opinion, two writers
have particularly diftinguifhed themfelves; Dr. Chauncy, late of New

England, in his work eititled, ¢ The Myftery hid from Ages and
Dy 7 Generg




a02 . ) THEOLOG Y.

introduced into the ritual fyftemn of Mofs; and is exprefly condemned
by the fpirit and declarations of chriftianity. If Mr. J.’s argnments
againft voluntary abftinence from food, which are ingenioully drawn
up, and forcibly urged, fhould be thought conclufive, it #ill remains
a queftion, whether publie days of humiltation for national fin, and
of prayer for national bleflings, may not be juftified on general prounds
of public utility. With refpet to this queftion, much may be faid
on both fides; and . it is, we apprehend, on this general ground,
much more than upon the particular point of fafting, that the propriety
of complying with the common pratice turns. However, there can
be no doube, that, as this compliance is with refpett to individuals
voluntary, no one ought to fall under cenfure for declining it from
confcientious motives. o :

ARrT. xXV11. 4 revealed Kuowledge of fome Things that «will [peedily
e fulfilled in the World, Communicated t7.a Number of Chriftiqus
Cronght ragether at Avignor, by the Power of the Spirit of God, from
all Natisns : now publifbed by Fis Divine Command jor the Good of alf
Men. By John Wright, his Servant, and one of the Brethren,
8vo. 64 pages. Price 1s. 1794. S
Exvrustasy is a prolific plant, "T%e feed fown in the New Je-

rufalem church has already produced a pretiy plentiful crop: and

now, if we be to believe John Wright, carpenter, of ‘Leeds, the
fpiritual reign of Swedenborg is cleofing, and 2 great and wonderful
hight is fpringing up in the perfon of ivrciarp Brorhers, of
whom the baron was the forerunmer, as john the Baptift was of

Chrift.  This fervant and prophet of the Lord God appointeth John

Wright to publifh, for the benefit of all nations, the revelation com-
municated to the fociety of Avignon, And this revelution, contain-
ing remarkable prophecies of fome things relative to the profent times,
and approaching latter days, is here, through the faid John Wright,
publithed &y divine command, . We will not, gentle reader, bid thee
read and underftand; but, if thy powers of averderment be not
already exhaufted by the wonderful things thar are daily happening in
this firange world, we conjure thee to read and wonder.

ArT. xxviir.  Paine’s Age of Reafor meafured by the Standurd of

- Trmb. Wakefeld’s Examinaiion of, and a Layman’s dnfaver ro, the
Age of Reafins, both aveighed in the Balance, and found aanting, By
Michael Nafh, Author of Gideon’s Cake of Barlgy Meal, &vo.
83 pages. Price 1s. 64, Marthews. 1794

"The balance in which this writer weighs Mr. P., and two of his
anfwerers, is not that of reafon, bat of pafion. Difpleafed both
with Mr. W, and the lavman, for refling the evidence of Guod's
word on the writings of men and human realon, he appeals to what
he efteenss a fure teftimony, the inward witnefs of the fpirit. The
ground of his faith he feclingly deferibes; and fpeaking of the mo-
ment when divine light was fielt communicaied to his foul, he
fays, p. 51, '

¢ From that inflant (which fometimes I call my new birth; at leaft
it muft be the moment that I quickened in the womb of God’s
eternal love) new light, new litg daily increafed upon me, B%hﬁ
o . - 31D,
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Bilsle, which before was like a cloud of great darknefs, feemed not
only full of light but full of love: now it- was no more a wearifome-
nefs to read it, but was molt delightful, and more effentiul to me
than my neceflary food. Now when I read the words of Peter, Paul,
John, &c. I fweetly felt the fpirit in the word fealing its divine
authority on my heart, and bearing witnefs in my conicience, that
of a truth, This is the aword of God.’ : ‘
From this paflage the intelligent reader will readily infer, that
Mer. N. is not the kind of writer to whom he is to look for a rational
reply to ¢ The Age of Reafon.” Such enthufiaftic rant, as that with
which this pamphlet is filled, will contribute very little towards ac-
complifhing the writer’s protfefied objett, of ¢ ftopping the way againft
deifts, arians, focinians, armenians, and hypocrites, whofe words, in
carhal minds, do eat as doth a canker.’ ‘ M. D.

POL1ITICS

ArT. xX1X. Thoughts on the Sufpenfion of the Habeas Corpus A,
8vo, 28 pages. Price 15. Debrett. 1704,

Tris little pamphlet is replete with the praife of the prefent war,
and it’s inftigators. o

In it we are aflured, that our liberties are in no danger from the fuf~

enfion of the habeas corpus aét, for if our conflitution wanted fuch

a fecurity and ornament, ¢ it would be much lefs eftimable, and forely
defeftive.” After much declamation about the treatment experienced
¢ by the king and queen of the greateft and oldeft european monarchy,?
the author recurs to the dorines lately propagated in this country.

¢ "This cold climate of moral politics,” {fays he, ¢ was the very air in
which the new metaphyfics were fure to blow. 'There are certain
plants deftined for certain regions, 'The new metaphyfics are indige«
nous to an icy and treacherous heart. ‘They grew and fprouted in
this chilling feafon, and imparted their deadly damps to that atmof~:
phere of night, which at once furrounded, and was created by them.
Many wife and good men in this country could not fee through this

loom. One man alone faw ; faw all; the caufes and the confequences,

Had they been feen univerfally, there might either have been no war,
or a war of a very fhort duration. Now that it has been gone into,
lately, yet the more neceffarily that [it] is lately, we muft now per-
fevere, as we mighr then have conquered.’ .

When the o/d expedients, adopted by government, have been ex+
haufted and have failed, we are threatened with zeww omes, and
fhould that melancholy period come, ¢ it will be owing much to the
oppofers of the war,” ‘ - 0.

ArT. XXX, Confiderations addreffed #s thofe awho have [ubferibed
towards the I ncreafe of the Military, awd illuminated for the ¥ ictory of
Lord Howe. In two Letters to - —. 8vo. 2o pages.
Unpzr the appellation of an Obferver, this letter-writer pretty.
feverely probes the confciences of ‘fuch perfons as foffer their fenfe of
rstitnde to give way to confiderations of a perfonal nature, .T‘hf{c
v ’ P : , - who,
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ing inftruments, micrometers are on that account adapted to
microfcopes or telefcopes; ¢ in the former,” fays the author,
¢ being ufed for meafuring lineal extenfions, as the diamcter of
a hair, the length of au infe&, &c. and in the latter for meafuring
{mall angles.’ ,

A great variety of micrometers have been invented at different
times ; that which claims our attention in the pamphlet befoye
us, is defcribed in the foilowing manner. p. 3.

¢ The mother-of-pearl micrometer is”a very fimple, and, at
the fame time, a very accurate inftrument of the kind. It con-
fifts of a fmall femitran{parcnt feale or flip of mother-of pearl,
about the 2oth part of an inch broad, and of the thicknefs of
common writing paper, divided into a number of equal parts by

arallel lines, every fifth and tenth of which is a little lopger
than the reft, =

¢ The value of the divifions of the micrometer muft be afcer-
tained in every telefcope to which this inftrument is adapted.
This fhould be done by the opticians ; and the afcertained value
ought to be marked in the infide of the cap of the telefcope, or in
fome other convenient part about it. When the value of the
divifions has been once afcertained, the meafurement of any re-
quired angle is not attended with any difliculty. Suppofe, for
example, that the divifions of a micrometer in a teleicope have
been found to be each equal to an angle of two minutes and three
{econds, and that you want toafcertain the angle fubtended by the
moon. Looking through the telefcope, obferve how many divis
fions of the micrometer meafure the difk of. the pioun exadily,
multiply this number by the value of one divifon . wiz 2757,
and the produ& is the angle required. “tts, ¥ 12- moon be
meafured by 1g divifions, multiply * 37 by r5 2nd the produd,
30" 457 1s the angle fubtended by the moon .

After this defcription, the avthor powes cur, 9 a clzar and
accurate manner, the different advancages refvizing Srom e ufe
of this micrometer. For thefe, however, we mutt reies the reader
ta the work itfelf. A R

ArT. xX.  Rufiments of Architelure, containing an biforical Ace
count of the Five Orders, avith their Proportions, and Lxamples of
each from Antigues; alfo Extrads from Fitruvivs, Piiny, &c,
relative to the Buildings of the dncicnts.  Calculared for the e
of thofe avho avifb to attain a fummary Knowledge of the Science af
Architedture.  With a Didionary -of Terms.  {lufirated avith
Fleven Plates.  The Second Edition, much enlarged. Royal 8vo,
117 pages. Price 6s. in boards. Taylor. 1794.

We notice a new edition of this elegant publication, becaufe

we find it materially improved. For a more particular account

qf it we muit refer our readers to our Rev. Vol. v, p. 46.

" In this edition, the hiftory of the progrefs of architedture, and

of the five orders, is confiderably augmented. A defcription is

given of the greek and roman houfes, and wvillas, never before
collected into one point of view. Ta the diCtionary, befide many
pther articles, is added an accurate ichnographical defcription {)i‘
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vie molt celebrated greek and roman ftruétures.  Thefe additions
appear to have been drawn up with great accuracy, and after a
diligent examination of ancient authorities on the fubjett.

earem————

THEOLOGY.

AR, xxt.  Chriflianity the ouly true Theolsgy; or, an Anfwer to M.
Faine’s dge of Reafon. By a Churchman. 8vo. 73 pages. Price
1s. 6d. Rivingtons,

Somr of the molt zealous advocates of chriftianity have thought,
¢hat thofe dofrines, which ure commonly called it’s myfteries, are
corrupt appendages to the original fyftem which muft be entirely
Zifearded, before it will be poffible to defend the chriftian religion upoit
nal principles.  Others, and thofe by far the moft numerous body
viftians, are willing to maintain it with all thefe fuppofed en-
;anbrances ; and are of opinion, that chriftianity without it’s myfteties
- be of little value. To the latter clafs belongs the author of
the pamphlet now before us, At the onfet, indeed, he fpeaks of the
eanrroverties, which arofe in the early ages of the chriftian church, in
terms, that feem to imply a difapprobation of the metaphyfical
fyfteins, which thefe controverfies produced, ¢ Creeds,” fays he,
< and confefiions, framed of words without fenfe, and fubfcribed
with zeal without meaning, in the idea of thofe turbulent fons of the
clergy, fupplanted that ¢¢ pure and undefiled religion which is before.
God and the Father:> the fcholaftic jargon of philofophy was fubfti-
tuted in their difcourfes, in room of the mild fimplicity of the gofpel.”
Bat in the fequel, when he combats Mr. Paine’s objettions to the re-
ceived do@rines of chriftianity, he maintains the very tenets, which
are by many underftood to be thofe ¢ words without fenfe,” that
¢ {cholattic jargon of philofophy,” of which he had complained,
namely, the dodtrines of the trinity and the atonement. The author
therefore undertakes a more difficult tafk, than thofe wha define
chriftianity fimply as a divine revelation of a future ftate of rewards
and punithments. He executes his undertaking, however, with con-
fiderable ability; and has, on the whole, writtena very fenfible and
elegant reply to Mr. Paine’s Age of Reafon. ,

The author, before he enters upon the refutation of Mr. Paine’s
objections, exprefles no fmall contempt for his adverfary. ¢ The
redoubtable here of the Rights of Man, having inglorioudly termi-
nated his political career in the fecret recefs of a Parifian dungeon,
grafps the cudgels of infi‘elity, and forms the hardy defign of demo-
lithing the pillars of our religion: reafon is ¢onjured to his aid, and
by it’s incantations, Jefus of Nazareth is called to bow, and the fabric
of chriftianity to difappear.” ~After the repeated victories, which have
been already obtained over the opponents of the chriftian religion,
¢ the fallacy of whofe principles, notwithftanding their ingenuity and
fubtilty, has been clearly detefted, and their arguments completely
overturned -in the mafterly apologies of fome of our divines,” this
‘writer entertains no apprehenfion, that Mr, Paine will make many con-’
verts. Neverthelefs, he thinks him entitled to a candid' hearing, and’
afferts, perhaps fomewhat too ftrongly, that, £ in this age of reafon, free
and caindid inquiry is never difcountenanced, ftatements of difficulties

‘ 6 are
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are patiently heatd, objeCtions are never repelled till they are anfwered,
mmplicit, faith is no longer recommended, and truth, from whatever

quarter it comes, will ind a warm and general reception.” .

- Mr. Panre’s inveftigation having been conducted without mucli
regard to ‘method, his refpondent has taken the pains to reduce his
arguments into different clafles,  All his objections, he remarks, are -
direted either againft the authenticity and genuinenefs of the books
of Scripture, the' teftimony of the apoftles as hiftorians of fadls, or
the importance of revelution, : :

Of the duthenticity of thc\Scriptures, it 1s remarkad, we have much
greater evidence than of any equally ancient compofition. ‘They are
trequently quoted by contemporary hiftorians, enemies as well as
‘riends to chriftianity, as the writings of the men to whom they are
afcribed. ~ The rejection of fpurious gofpels and epiftles affords a
tirong prefumption, that thofe which compofe the canon of Scripture
were received with the greateft eaution, and only upon the beft autho-
rity.  'This'is further confirmed by the known learning and Integrity
of the fathers of the church, their ample opportunities of information,
and the reafous which they have affigned forithe difcriminations which
were made. "That the books of Scripture are genuine, appears from the
agreement of the chriftian verfion of the Cld Teftament with the jewith,
dnd from a comparifon of the early verfions made of the New Tefta
ment, among which there Is an univerfal coincidence of fentiments; and
almoft an exadt agreement of expreffion.—To argue, that though a re-
velation may poflibly be cominunicated to an individual, it cannot be’
credibly attefted by him to others,+is ablurd ; for the atteftation of
miraculous operations, fuch as evidently imply the interpofition of
fupernatural power, and of cleat prediGions of future contingent events,
alfords an aggregate of moral evidence, more fatisfattory than if God
himfelt’ were ro appear in the fplendour of divinity, to atteft the truth
which his meffenger had declared ; the latter is calculated to overpower
the fenfes, the former to fatisfy the mind. That Mofes confirmed hie
miffion by fplendid miracles, we have the moft fatisfattory teftimony.
That Jefns Chnft both wrought miracles and predicted future events,
we are aflured by perfons, who kad been his conftant and intimate
cempanions from the commencement of his miniflry to his afcenfion ;

vho, if they had the exercife of their fenfes, couald not be deceived
in what they daily heard, taught, and faw performed ; whofe writings
bear no internal marks of artifice, but afford many, proofs of in-
tegrity ; who courageoufly encountered the greatett difficulties and the
fevereft perfecations, in propagating a religion which depended upon.
the truth of thefe fupernatural fats ; and who were themlelves endued
with miracalous powers. - ‘

Prior to the chriftian revelation, natural religion taught men abfurd
- and contradictory norions of Deity ; gave them indeterminate ideas of
duty, was defeftive in the motive to obedience, which fhe propofed
to her difciples; and left them in total obfcurity, with refpet to the
method of obtaining the forgivenefs of fins. It was the chicfintention
of revelation to fupply the defe¢ts of natural religion. It canvot in-
deed contradi@ the clear decifion of reafon; but it may difcover
- things, which cannot be difcovered by the mind of man in a ftate of
nature, and which are sbove our reafon fuilyto underftand. Of
this nature are the doltrines of divine revelation concerning a dif-
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sin@ion of perfons in the godhead, and an union of the divine and
huiman nature. ‘

'I'he moral tendency of the Scripture is evident in it’s hiftorical as
well as in it’s preceptive parts.  ‘The crimes of individuals, or the
corruptions of {tates, are related @ but they never efcape eirher the
(afliction of an immediate punifhment, or 2 threat of approacking
calamity. -

Mr. Paine’s contemptuous reprefentation of the jewifh prophets, as
aband of fraggling pocts, and itinerant preachers, our aathor remarks,
is grounded upon a bafe quibble. It is vain to fay the prophets were
only poets; for their prophecies are written precifely in that mode of
exprefiion, which it is natural to ufe in foretelling the events of, fntu-
rity ; and, after the lapfe of feveralages, events haveoccurred, which have
exaétly correfponded with what the prophets declared woull come fo
pafs.  The prediction of future events is the ordinary, though not the
only fignification of the term prophecy.

The humiliation and fuffering of our Saviour furnith no objetions
againdt his divine authority ; for it wasone effential part of his miflion
16 make facrifice to divine juftice for the fins of men, by dying vpon
the crofs. The demands of the Taw of God muft be fatisfied, inorder
to maintain it’s authority ; and the divine lawgiver gives the ftrongeft
teltimeny of his good will to men, by devifing a plan, which, while it
offered fatisfaction to the law, extended pardon to the guilty. For
human guilt, human fuffering was neceflary 3 and to redeem from the
curfe of the law, innocence was required as the ranfom. And fince
Chrift voluntarily undertook the tafk of our redemption, there was
nothing unjuft or cruelin his vicarious {ufferings.—There are myfteries
in morals and natural religion; it is reafonable therciore to expet,
chat there fhould alfo be myfteries in revelation,

In reply to Mr. Paine’s objeltions againft the evidence from pro-

phecy, the author appeals to the attual accomplifhment of the pre- .

Qictions of the jewifh prophets in the perfon of Chrift, and of his
own predictions of events {ubfequent to his death.

. On the whole, though we are of opinion, that this writer -has en-
cumbered his reply to Mr, P. with unneceffary difficulties; and though
we could have wifhed, that he had been lefs fluent in expreflions of
contempt for his adverfary, and lefs fparing of authorities in corrobo-
eation of his affertions ; we think his reply well worthy the attentive
perufal of thofe, upon whofe minds Mr. Paine’s pamphlet may have
imprefled any fentiments unfriendly to chriftianity.” -

Arr, xxit, Age du Diferdre pris paur celui ds la Raifon pa‘r My, Paire,
¢Se. The Age of Confufion taken far that of Reafon, by Mr. Paine ;

“or @ Defence of the Chrifiian Religion againf} the Attacks of this Thomas,

containing an Abridgment of the Proofs avhich determine all reafonable

Men to ackmawledge Fefus Chrift as the promifed Meffiab, By a

Layman. 8vo, 36 pages. Price 1s. Wingrave. 1794,

Tuis refpondent to Mr. Paine, begins, as Mr, P. himfelf doi€s§

with a confeffion of faith; from which 1t appears, that in the contro-
verfy concerning the perfon of Chrift he takes the arian ground.
T'he athanafian creed he denominates an abfurd and unintelligible
jargon, but he conceives Jefus to have heen the firft born of all creatures,

‘ Cta




to whom all power has been giver.  On the great queftion concerning
the divine origin of the chriftian religion, though this layman does
not bring forward any new arguments, he difplays, with popular
eloquence, feveral of thofe which are already well known. The
abfurdity of fuppofing; that the Almighty cannot atteft the divine
authority of his meflengers by miracles ; the evidence of the truth of
chriftianity arifing from the feparate exiftence of the Jewifh people;
the cifcumftances which authenticate their hiftory ; it’s agreement
with their ancient prophecies ; the accomplifhment of many of the
predictions of the jewifh prophets in the perfon of Chirift ; and the
evidence for his refurre@ion; are the topics on which the author prin-
cipally enlarges, The feply is well adapted to counteratt the influénce-
of l\/{Vr Paine’s work among that bufy clafs 'of readers, who have not
leifure to extend their tefearches on theological queftions, beyond the

~ limits of a few fmall pamphlets.

ART. XXI11. Sesmont on Jeveral Subjeizs. By the Right Rev. Beilby
Porteus, p.p. Bifhop of London. Volume the “Second. 8vo.
382 pages, Price 65, in boards. Cadell, 1794,

Ir the turgid* pomp, the flafhy frippery, or the finjcal (martnefs,
with which pretenders to pulpit oratory often captivate the ears and
eyes of -a gaping multitude, were the only means by which preachers
could acquire popularity, the charalter of 2 popular preacher would
defervedly fall into contempt, and the true point of ambition, to a
clergyman of -good fenfe and correct tafte, would be to become, in.
Shakfpeare’s phrafe, < caviare to the general.” - But happily for the
credit and for the ufefulnefs of the profeflion, preachers have from
time to- time appeared, who have fuccefsf‘nl]y exhibited, from the
pulpit, examples of chafte and manly cloquence, The church of
England has had her Tillotfons and her Seckers, who, by the fimple
dignity of truth, without the aid of any oratorical craft, have been
able to. command attentive and delighted audiences. Seétaries, too,
can boaft of their Fofter; who, without any adventitious attraCtions,
merely by means of ftrong reafoning powers, and that unaffected
energy which fincerity infpires, acquired a degree of popularity,
which drew from the pen of Pope the well known panegyric,

¢ Let modeft Fofter, if he will, excel
Ten metropolitans in preaching well,’

In this refpe@able clafs of gexuixe pulpit orators, the general voice
has afligned a diftinguifhed place to the worthy prelate, who prefents
the public with the volume of fermons now before us 5 and the yni-
form charaer of his lordfhip’s printed difcourfes confirns his title
to this diftinQion. Though his former volume made it’s appearance
before the commencement of our journal, we cannot deny ourfelves
the fatisfa@ion of exprefling our hearty concurrence in the general
approbation, with which it has been received. The prefent volume ig
written in the fame fiyle, and with the fame fpirit, Together, they
form, as far as concerns the compofition of fermons, a model of pulpic
oratory highly worthy of the diligent fludy of ajj young preachers,
In faying this, we thail not be underftood as approving all the fy ftematic
tenets, which are either cafually aflumed, or exprefly ' maintained,,
in thefe volumes. It is not he bithop afferting the peculiar dogma;‘j
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of his church, but the religious preceptos inculcating the general prin-
ciples and duties of chriftian morality, that we mean to point out as
a pattern for imitation.. The diftinguithing excellence, which has
coinmanded our admiration, and towards which we wifh principally
to direct our reader’s attention, 1s the unaffeGted yet energetic manncr,
with which weighty truths are taught, and jmportant duties are in-
culcated ; always plainly indicating, that the preacher is more intent
wpon inftruting and improving his hearers, than upon difplaying his
own talents; and always powetfully fixing the attention of the hearer,
rather upon the {ubject of the difcourfe, than upon the fisill of the oratore
[n thefe fermons it €very where plainly appears, that the author has
formed a corret and elegant tafte in writing, and is capable of em-
bellithing his difcourfes with rhetorical ornainents; but, at the fame
time, it 18 DO lefs manifeft, that the literary merit of the difcourfg
is rather the effect of general tafte and habit, than of particu]ai' ftudy,
and that the preacher s fuperiour to that « pitifyl ambition’ of fhining,
which fo often tempts preachers t0 facrifice the hearer’s profit at the
{hrine of vanity. ! ‘

Of the fermons in this yolume four were preached on parti-
cular public occafions, and have been already publifhed. With refpect
to thefe, it may be {ufficient mercly to mention the fubjects; which are
as follows: On the claims of the inferiour clergy to kind attention and
affiftance 3 preached at the anniverfary meeting of the fons of the
clergy, 1776 .—On a national providence § preached before the houfe

of lords, 1778:—On the inftrucion of the poors; preached at the

yearly mecting of the charity fchools in the cathedral church of St..

Paul’s :—On truft in God; preached at St, Paul’s on the thank{giving
day for his majefty’s recovery, 1789. . ,

Several of the difcourfes, mow firft ublifhed, are of the doétrinal,
or argumemative kind., Thefe are; 1wO fermons on -the chriftian
do@trine of redemption of which the chief object i$ to fhow, that
repentance is not of itfelf fufficient tO obtain divine forgivenefs, and
that the doétrine is not inconfiftent with reafon .—=A fermon on the
charater of David originally written and preached before the uni-
verfity of Cambridge, 17613 in which it is maintained, that it was
not on account of his private virtues, but his public condpét; that he
was ‘called ¢ the man after God’s own hearr,” and that neither the
:ewifh nation in general, nor David in parsicular, is juftly charged

with diftinguifhed cruelty :—A difcourfe intended to illuftrate the -

fuperior excellence of Chrift’s preaching, and to explain the caufe of
the furprifing eFe@s which it produced «——And, a fermon on the evi-
dence for tlie divine authority of Chrift, from his peculia’r cl}ara&er

as delineated in the gofpels-. , ‘ , )
‘The reft of the fermons in this volume are of the practical kind

The topics are; The obligations of chriftians to cultivate a cheerful -

temper, from the peculiar affitance and confolation which chriftianity
affords ;—The benefit of retirement and re'coll_e&ion, in correting
erroneous, judgments concerning life and manners, and in producin

f1f-knowledge and felf-command .—=Purity of manncrs no lefs n‘ecclg-

fary to a chititian charater, than benevolence :—Early piety enforced

from the confideration of it's feafonablenefs, and it’s peculiar advan-

tages —Pariial faith and partal obedience not;/permi’tted,by‘"‘the
chriftian religion ; recommending uniformity and confifténcy of prine
VOLs XX Y - ciple
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ciple and conduét, as the only means to preferve dignity of charater,
and fecure permanent felicity :—~The goverament of the paflions an
indifpenfable duty; and the folly of expecting great attainments
without fubmitting to virtuous difcipline and reftraint :e—"f he hiu-
drances to the- practice ‘of religion, which arife from the too eager
purfuit of bufinels :—~The various opportunitics of doing good, which
lie open to men in every ftation of life. . ;

In many of thefe difcourfes, the preacher applies his general doc-
trine to the peculiar chara@er of the prefent times.  This he has done
very happily in the difcourfe on purity of manncrs,. from which, as a

s dpecimen of the whole, we fhall make an extrat or two.

. p. 138.— To our praife it muft be owned, that it will not be eafy
to find any age or nation in which both private and public benevo-
lence was ever carried to' fo high a pitch, or difiributed in {o many
different channels, as it is amongfl ourfelves at this day. INumerous
as the evils are to which man is naturally {ubje@, and induftrious as
He is in creating others by his own follies and indifcretions, modern
charity is ftill equal and prefent to them all, and accommodates itfelf
to the many various fhapes in which human mifery appears. It feeds
the hungry, clothes the naked, vifits the fick, protects’ the widow,
relieves the franger, educates the orphan, inftrufls the ignorant, re-
claims the finner, receives the penitent, So far, then, vou have done
well; you have difcharged, perhaps, one branch of your duty, but
how have you performed the others? What regard, more efpecially,
have you paid to that virtue which is linked with charity, in the very
words of the text? Whilft you ¢ vifit the fatherlefs and widows in
their afli®ion, do you keep yourfelves unfpotted from the world
Are you plain and fimple in your diet and your attire ? Are you {ober,
chafle, and modeft ¢ Are you temperate in your pleafures, and dif-
ereet in your amufements? Do you mingle folitude and reflexica with
bufinefs ‘and with fociety ? Do you bridle your tongues, and mode-
rate your defires? Do you keep your bodies under and bring them
into “fubjedtion ? Do you crucity the fleth with all its affe@ions and
Iufls Do youcarefully avoid every thing that may inflame and ftimu-
Jate your paffions? Are you, in fhort, as rigorous to yourfelves as
you are benevolent to others ? If to thefe queflions your confciences
can anfwer, with truth, in the afirmative ; and if to all this you have
added the fincereft fentiments of love and gratitude to your Maker,
vour Redeemer, your San{tifier, then, indeed, you have been good
and faithful fervants to your heavenly maiter; then may you fafely
call yourfelves difciples of Chritt; and, with humble reliance - on his
merits, not your own, may expect to enter into the joy of your
Lord. :

¢ Butif, on the contrary, there are but teo evident marks among

certain claffes of men of an inextinguifbable thirft for pleafure and

“ amufement, and thofe too not always of the moit innocent and repu-

table nature; if luxury not only prevails as a fathion,.but is ftudied
as a {cience; if charity is in {fome perfons nothing more than a cloak
for voluptuoufnefs ; if bencvolen;:e is induftriouily and oficioufly, I
had almoft faid invidioufly, cried up, and magnified as the only duty
of a man, nay, even of a chriftian; whilft purity is ridiculed and fet
at nought, as a four, unfocial, unhumanized virtue; is called_auﬂ_erity,
orecifenefs, puritanifim, or any thing but what it really 1s; if th?
' oo e o natura
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qatural confequences of this licentious deftrine are but t00 vifible in
that rapid growth of diffolurenefs amongft us, which feems to threaten
the extiniion of every moral and religious principle : if, in fine, the
groﬂef’t violations of decency, pay, even of connubial fdelity, ar¢
Ziren treated with levity and gaiety, as fubjedts rather of pleafantry
than of reproach; and are not only committed without fcruple, but
avowed, and fometimes detended too, without a bluth; if this be a
faichfol portrait of our manners, what infinite caufe have we, amidft all

our boafled charities, to tremble at the danger of ocur fituation! It is
1

incredible, it is impathible, that the righteous governor of the uni<"

verfe can be an unconcerned fpeétator of fuch wickednefs as this!

¢ But is our PENEVOLENCE then, you will fay, of no avail ? Will
not that fhelter us from punifhment ? For charity, we are told, « fhall
cover the multitude of fins *:”” and, accordingly, we take effeGtual
care that it fhall have a multitude to cover. But whofe fins does St.
Peter fay that charity fhall cover? Our own, or thofe of others ? He
may only mean, that a charitable man will not wantonly dizulge, but
will cover, will throw a veil over, the failings of his neighbour. But
{fuppofing, what is moft probable, that our own fins arc meant, what
fort of fins do you think that charity fhall cover? Not, furely, thofe

grofs, prefumptuous, habitual ones, which we would gladly fhelter
under it; but thofe cafual flips and inadvertencies, ‘thofe almoft una-
voidable errors, weaknefles and imperfettions, to which the very beft
of men are fubjet, and which are almoft the only fins that a truly
charitable man can have to cover. For what is this charity, at laft,
of which {uch great things arc faid in feripture? Read over that well-
known, and moft eloquent defcription of it by St. Paul, and you will
find it to be fomething very different from that falfe image of it which
the philofopby of this world has fet up to worfhip. . From thence,
from the whole tenor of fcripture, you will find it to be not merely
an ealy, undiftinguithing good nature, oOr a thoughtlefs, profufe,
pernicions Jiberality ; but an inward principle of univerfal kind affec~
tion, founded in nature, improved by reafon, and perfeCted by grace;
reftraining us, in the firft place, from doing harm; then prompting
us, on every occafion, and toward every perfon, to do all the good
we poflibly can.” ,

p. 146.—* Licentious wits have taught great numbers. to believe
that purity of ‘manners is a vulgar and a contemptible virtue, and
that all pretence to it is in general nothing mose than hypocrify and
grimace. But let us not be friglitened by a few hard words, and &
Yittle witlefs buffoonery, from purfuing fteadily the invariable rule of
moral retitude, As fure as God himfelf is all purity and perfé&ion,
there is fuch a thing as real purity of heart and life; and it is one of
the moft exalted virtues that can dignify human pature. . It gives that
ftrength and vigour, and mafculine firmnefs to the mind, which is the
foundation of every thing great and excellent, It has produced fome
of the nobleft ftruggles, and moft heroical exertions of foul that the
world ever faw, and is, perhaps, a more convincing, more un\equilvocal
proof of out fincerity in religion, than even benevolence itfelf.  When

§ % Pet. 1v. 8. ,
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1t 15 confidered how many inducements, how many temprations, there
are to alts of humanity, to which nhature prompts, to which fathion

draws, to, which vanity, intereft, popularity, ambition, fometinecs.

Iead us, one cannot always be fure that they proceed from a truly
chriftian rinciple,  But he who combats his dacling paflions, and
gives up the fondeft withes of his foul; who keeps a conftant guard
upon all his thoughts, words, and aions; intrepidly withitands the
moft alluring temptations, and tates wp his crofs to follow Chrift ;
this man canvot well be influeticed by any thing but a ftrong fenfe of
duty, and an undiffembled conviction that he is bound to obey even
the feveref precepts of ghe gofpel.  His good ations are neither feeiy
nor applauded of men. They are performed in fecrecy and in filence,
withoue oftentation, withous reward, fave only the approbation of
that all-feeing God, who js witnefs to the bitrer eonfliéts of his foul,
and will one day make him ample amends in. the fight of angels and

of men. - ‘
¢ Let it not, however, be fuppofed, that any thing here faid fs
meant to depreciate that moft heavenly virtue, charity, or to rob
thofe that exercife it of that fair fame, thae heartfelt fatisfaction, and
thofe glorious rewards hereafter, which cannot fail to recompents
their generous labouss, May every branch and fpecics of benevolence
for ever flourith and aboung. May its divine and blefled influence
fpread continually wider and wider, till it takes in every creatare under
heaven, and leaves ot ene mifery unaileviated, one grievance unre-
dreffed. But all excellens as it Is, let not this, let not any fingle
virtue, engrofs our whole attention. Let ns not confine ourfelves to
the cafy, the deﬁghtfu , the reputable works of beneficence, and
neglect the other great branch of moral duty, Sey, F-DENIAL; no lefs
neceflary and important, bye much mose difficult, and which, there-
fore, flands in need of cevery poflible argument in g favour to recom-
mend and fupport it, Le¢ us no longer make invidious aud unjuft
diftinCtions between thefe two kindred virtues, In nature, in reafon,
in the fight of God, in the gofpel of Chrift, felt-government is of
cqual value with focial dyties, They equally tend o the perfetion
of our own minds, and the comfort of eyr fellow-creatuses. The
fame rewards are in Seripture promifed 1o hock ; the fame penalties are
dencunced again the violation of both; and there is fo ftrict and
intimate a unfon between them, that the cultivation of neglect of the
one, muft necearily fead, and has, in fact, always ultimately led, to
the improvement of depravation of the other, What then ‘God and
nature, a3 well as Chri apg his apofiles, have Joined together, let
no man dzre to put afunder, et ot any one flatter himfelf with
the hope of obtaining the rewards, or even efcaping the punifhments
of the Gofpel, by performing only sne branch of his duty,  Let him
not.imagine, that the moft rigorous feverity of manners can excufe
bim from the exercife of urdiffembled Iove to God and to manking 3
Ror, on the other hund, Jer him fuppofe, that under the thelter either
of devotion oy of bcncmfence, he may fecurely indu]ge his favoorite
- paflions; may compound, as it were, with God for his'fenfaality by
acts of generofity, and purchafe by his wealth 3 genesal licence to fin,
Let him not, in fhore, content himfelf with being only half a chrife
tian.  Let him Vilit, as often gs he pleafes, the fatherlefs and the
widows in their afliGion, Let his picey be fervent, and his faith
fincere,
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frcere. But let him, at the fame time, take care, as he values '
{alvation, that he keep himfclf nnfponed from the world.”

Ji gives us concern to obferve the enlightem‘d, liberal, and, on other
occalions, candid author of thefe difcourfes, foftering the populaz
rejudices of the day, fo farasto {peak contemptuoufly of philofophy,
nd to reprefent it’s fpirit as oppofed to the {pirit of chriftianity.
Genuine philofophy and genuine chriftiamity can furely never be at
variance : 0%, without a total perverﬁon of the meaning of terms,
can it everbe the duty of the pious chriftian ¢ devoutly t0 thank God

that he is not 2 philofopher.’

ArT. XXIV. Subord’nation con tleved on the Grounds of Reafon and
Religion. A Sermon preached in she Univerfity Church of Great
St. Mary’s, brfore the Right Hon. Sir Fames Eyres Knt. Chief

Fuflice of the Common Pleas, and the Hon. Sir W Afbhurfl, Knte

o the 5ib of Augufts 1794 being the Day of Afize. By the

Rev. John Owen, A.M- Fellow of Corpus-Chri\,{’d College,

ambridge. 8vo. 30 pages: Price 1s. Cambridge, Merrillsg

London, Cadell. 1794 _ ‘
In this difcourfe the neceflity of {ubordination in fociety 18
eftablifhed, from the confideration that the conflitution of powers
and inequality of property and rank, are the natural confequences
of that focial union, :nio which men naturally form themfelves
for their commph proteétion and fecurity. The advantages arifing
from this {ubordination are fhown to be more than an equivalent
for that reftraint, which 1s in the eflence of civil government.
The paffions of men, the princi sle of felf-importance, and narrow
views of fociety, are pointed out s the principal caufes, which
obftruét in fociety ¢he mfuence of fubordination. '

As effectual means of affifting and firengthening. the impreflion
of fubordination upon the minds of men, it 1s propofed, that
civil government be fludied as the means of happinefs; with a due
attention to the real good refulting from our civil condition,
to the end of government rather than the means, and to the uni-
verf{al imperfettion of human inititutions ;—that revealed religion
be ftudied, as atfording peculiar fiftances and inducements to the
difcharge of every cvil and focial duty ; —and that regard be
paid 1o thofe lcflons, which the examples of other ftates hold out.
As a fpecimen of the ingenious manner, in which this preacher
vindicates, upon general principles, the exifting inftitutions of
fociety, and at the {ame time carefully avoids the difcuffion of
particu}ar queﬁions of local policy, we fhall copy his obferva-
tions on the third obftruttion to fubordination from narrow
views of fociety. : 4

p.19. ¢ Civil government is, in its biftory, the work of ne-
ceffity 3 and the ftrength it offeffes is in fa derived from the
refpeétive imbecillities 2¢ 1ts individual members. - Hence it is not
in all cafes eafy- to trace the origin of principles, which appear
to depart from the fimplicity of nature; ory t0 fhew, by what
progrefs of civil refinement, - nititutions of a complex and artificial
“nature have acquired their regular cfablifhment. Yet fuch is
however, tQ & certain degree, 2 neceflary tafk for thefe, whe

Y 3 ~ would
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The fubjes of the effays are: 1. On the true acknowledgment of
the divine unity, which, agrecably to the fcripture pro hecies and
promifes, is now given in the church: 11. On the divine trinity:
117. On man’s felf-deferved intelligence : IV, On the true pcrception
of the gloriﬁed perfon of the Lord: v. On not being offended ia
Jefus Chrift: VI Divine things the principal objects of concern:

vii. Oa the {piritual liberty of man, and the all-{ufficiency of the

Lord.

ArT. xs1v. Dogmatifm expofed, and Sophifiry detected: o1y a Con-~
futation of Paine's ¢ Age of Reafon.”> o avhich is prefixed,
a Bricf Account of the Replies already publ