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ADVERTISEMENT.

IN drawing up the following Analyfis, the
Editor had no other object in view, than to
obtzin a more general difcuffion of this moft
important of all queftions—/Zs C/’zr{/fz'mzfz‘_y
truc 2 For the event of the inquiry he is un-
der no apprehenfion-—The extenfive and ac-
curate view which Dr, PALEY has taken of
its evidences, merits the applaufe of every
friend to reve'ation, and, it is hoped, will
be the means of exciting that degree of at-

tention, among the friends to freedom of in- |

quiry, which the {ubjet {feems to demand.

JEREMIAH JOYCE.

Chevening, Kent, Fuly, 1797.



PREPARATORY CONSIDERATIONS.

" |

WITHOUT attemptmg to prove the neceffity of 2
feveldtion, it may be obferved, that in judging of
Chriftianity, the queﬁlon lies between this rehglom
and none i for if Chrlﬂmmty be not c1ed1ble, 1o one,
with whom we have to'do, will fupport the pretenﬁcns
of any other, Suppofe, then, there be a Creator, who,
in his works; has cml{'ulted the happmefs of Hhis fenfi-
tive credtion ,--fuppofe a part of his creation to have
received from their maker faculties capable of randermg
a moral obedience to his will; -fuppofe the Creator in«
tends for thefe ra_tlonal agents a fecond {tate of exiftence,
in which their firuation will be regulatea by their beha-
viourr in the ﬁr’*j};—fuppéfe the knowledge of it be con-
ducive to the happinéfs of the fpecies ; under thefe it
cumflances is it 1mp0ﬂ'1b1e that a revelation fhould bé
made to acquamt them wuh it? P. 13,

A revelatlon cannot be made, but by miracles; confe
quently in whatevér dEgl ee it is probable, that a reves
lation fhonld be made, in the {fame degree it 1s probable
miracles fhould be w rought. P. 1,

The ‘attributes of thie Delty, or the exiftence of 3
future fiate,” are not affumed, in order to prove tire’

réality of mnaclea, ‘That reality muft be proved by

B evidence,
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evidence, We aflert only, that in miracles adduced to
‘the fipport-of-revelation, there is not any fuch antece-
dent improbability as no teftimony can {urmount. In
maintaining which, we contend, that the incredibility
of miracles is not greater, than (r.) that a future ftate of
exiftence fhould be deftined, by God, tor the human
race: and, (2.) that, being {o deftined, he fhould ac-
qmmt them with it. T'he proof of thele propofitions is
_not neceﬂary; it is fufficient that they are not fo vio-
]ently Impr obable, o contr adl&ory to the divine power,
and chara&er, that either the propofitions themlelves,
or the faf‘ts conne&ed with them, ought to be rejeéted at
firft ﬁght. To this Iength does a modern objection to
mlracles go, vlz. _f‘ z‘fmt 10 bmnan z‘q/f:mony can in any-
cafe render HJem credzblf, vecaufe it is contrary. to
cxpﬂrzence tbm‘ a m:mc!f Should be true, !;m‘ n0t Con-

"il""-'q.

tra: Y 1o exper;cnce that tq/z’zmany f/)ozdd be falfe)?.
Struftly Ipeakmg, the narrative of a fact is then only con

trary to experience, when the falt: is 1elated to have ex-
lfted at a time and place at which tlme and place we,
bemg prefent, did not percewe it to emﬁ The 1mprob'1-_
blhty arifing from the want of experlence, 1S only equal
tothe probabzllty, that, if the thmg were true, fuch things
would be generally experlenced Admlttmg that mi-
racles were wrought upon the ﬁrﬁ promulgatlon of
Chllihamty, it 15 not certain, or a probablhty approach-

ing to cer tamty, that fuch mlracles would become ob-

Je&a of gfnc’m[ experlence The force of experience,

J

fuppofes the courfe of nature z:zwrmble, or its, varia--

fzom
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ti01s general : but the courfe of nature, may be called
the agency of an intelligent Peing; and then 1t is not
unreafonable to expelt that fuch a being Irl?ﬂy, upon ac-
cafions of peculiar importance, interrupt the order
which he had appointed, yet, that fuch occafions fhould
feldom return, and confequently be confined to the ex-
perience of a few. P.4w10, -

It has been faid, that miracles are effe@s without
caufcs ; as if the cure of the pally were afcribed to the
touch; or of blindnefs to the clay, Thefe are merely
_ﬁgw to connect the miracle with 1ts-end. The effect
we af_c_:l 1b*e limply to the volition of, the Deity, of whofe
exiftence, and power we have previous, and indepens-
dent proof. P, 1e, 11, |

Accordmg to Mr Hume, the quefhon 15, .Luf;ef!m zt
be mare zmprabable that the miracle ﬂau!d be true, or.
the tﬁﬁzmoﬁy fa{/?f ? -Upon thus ftate of the controverly,
fuppofe twelve men, whofe pr obity and good fenfe I Lad
long Lnown, fhounld fenou{ly and cncum{’cantlally 1e-
late an account-of a miracle, wrought:before their eyes;
and in which it was impotlible for them to be decerved;
that ra:her than acknowledge that there exifted any-im-
pofture in the cale, rthey fhould {uffer ‘tllemf;ﬂves; when
examined feparately, to be racked, burnt, or firangled,
and that I my{elf was witnefs to the flory and {ufferings;
by Mr. Hume’s rule I am not to believe them. Now [
undertake to fay, no man would difbelicve them.

P, 11==15. o

B Pa Pt'r_



PART:- I

OF THE DIRECT HISTORICAL EVIDENCE OF
CHRISTIANITY, AND WHEREIN IT IS DIS-
TINGUISHED FROM THE EVIDENCE AL-
LEDGED FOR OTHER MiRACLES,

CHAP. [,

pROPOSITION L. There is fatisfuclory evidence
that many, profeffing to be the-origiial witneffes of the
Chriftian miracles, paffed their lives in labours; dan-
gers, and fufferings, voluntarily undergone in atteftution
of the accounts which they delivered, and folely in confe-
quence of their ba/zef of thofe accoam.r ;3 and that they

alfo ﬁebm:ttea’ from the fanie moz‘zws, t+o new mle: of
conduct, P, 19 |

To fupport thls pmpoﬁtlon two pmnts muﬂ be. made
out: firft, that the founder of the 111ﬁltutmn,j hlS aﬂom—
ates, and immediate, followers, adfled the part Which the
pmpoﬁtlon imputes to them ¢ fecondly, that they did fo,
in atteftation of the miraculous hiftory recorded in our
fcriptures, and folely in confequence of their beliet of
the truth of this hiflory. ~ But previous to our pro-
ducmg any particular tefimony to thefe aflertions, we
‘oblerve, that the fadt of the exertions and voluntary
juiterings of the firft Chriftians, is probable from the
nature of the cafe. P. 19,

I, The Chriftian religion exifls, and was eﬂablﬁhed
It is, therefore probable, that its author and his difci-

ples exerted themfelves in pubhfhmg, and propagating
- this
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this religion;—in the profecution of which, they, like
other miilionaries of a new raith, muft hiave devoted
theinfelves to conilant and laborious preachmn‘ and
fubmitted to a {equeltration from the pleafures of the
world. In thete undertakings, perfons are not likely to,
engage, or, however, to pes/iff in them, from any other
nmoiive than conviction. Y, 20, -

II. It is probable, that the propagation of Chriftianity
was attended with dificulty and danger.

1. Asaddreffed to the Fews; it contradicted the popn-
lar expedation concerning the Mefliah, and their preju-
dices refpecting other nations: inftead of exalting their
nation above the reft of the world, Chriftianity was in-
tended to-advance thole, whom they delpifed, to an e~
quality with themfelves.—The jewifh religion laid great
ftrefs on ceremonies; the Chriftian {cheme prefcribed
in their ftead, moral reétitude, and inward purity :—the
Jews had crucified Chrift, which the preachers of his
religion would cpr efent as a cruel murder; they would
alfo raite jealouty in the Romai (ruuermnml by avovi-
ing” an unqualified ohedience to a new mailer, whom
thiey confiuered as the perion, foretold to the jews un-
der the title of King ;—they had, likewile, to oppole a
priefthvod poflefied of municipal authouty, and were
under a foreign government conitantly. furrounded with
encmies. P, 22—28. .

“2. From the Heatheny the preachers of Chriftianity
had but lutie favour to expect. For, (1.) The Chrif-
tian religion was exclufive ; it denied the truth cf
every article of the heathen mythology; if it prevailed,
it muft be by the overthrow of all their ftatues and
temples; 1t pronounced all thewr gods falfe, and their:
worthip vain.  (2.) The firft Chrithians did not merely-
propoie their doubts, or difbelies ; but they colletted pro-.
felytes, tormed focieties among the cominon people, and.
enjoined their followers to withdraw from the public

*worfhip
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worfhip of their country. (3.} This oppofition would
fubjeét them to the danger of private enmity,even where
no puvlic perfecution was denounced by the ftate ; nor
would they find p10te&ion, in that general difbelief of
the popular theology, which is, then, [uppoled to have
prevailed ; fince, unbelievers are not ufually tolerant;
of which, we have exanples in Pliny and Zrajan. Be-
fides, religion was confidered as an affair of the ftate ;—
it had the veneration of long eftablifhiment ;—it was
{plendid and gaudy ;~—and upon the eftablithment of its
rites, the profperity of the country was {uppoled to de-
pend. Neither could the Chrithian miflionaries expe&t
protetion or impunity from the pesplé, who confidered
all religions as equally true ;—nor from the philofopher,
who confidered them all as equally falfe ;—nor from.
the magifirate, who held them all to be equally ufeful.
P, 28—306. | - |

3. The furft pr eachers, muft, in confequence of their
new profeflion, have themfelves conformed to the in-
fticution they preached to others. “This muft have made'
an eflential change in their haoit of hfe, which is very
difficult to ettet. Men are br OUght al'moﬁ to any
thing, fooner than to change their habit of life, e{pecmlly?
when the change is attended with any confiderable de-
gree of felf-denial, Hence, from the nature and e'c;gency

of the cofe, the truth of the pr opofition may be inferr ed.
P 36"""40.

CHAPY,
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CHAP. 1.

Evidence of the Suffzrings of the firft Propagators of
Chriftianity, from Prorane TesTiMoNy, Pl 42.

TACITUS, who wrote feventy years after the death
of Chrift, fpeaking of the burning of Rome, in the reign
of Nero, relates, ¢ that this emperor, to do away the
“ fufnicions entertained againft him{eli of having order-
¢ ed the city to be fet on fire, laid the guilt, and inflicted
¢. the moft cruel punifhments, upon a fet of men called
Chriftians. The founder of that name, was Chrift,
who had been put to death in the reign of Tiberius,
He adds, that this fuperflition, thus checked for a-
while, broke out again and fpread over Judea, and
¢ through Rome, &c.”” The paflage proves, (1.) that
the founder of the inflitution was put to death;—(2.)
that, in the fame couniry in which he was put to death,
his religion, after a fhort check, broke out again and
fpread ;——(3.) that it fo fpread, as that, within thirty-
four years after his death, a great multitude of Chrif-
tians were found at Rome. Hence, the original teachers
could not have been idle ; nor could their exertions have
been without danger. P.43—~6. SurTonivs, contems-
porary with Tacitus, fays, ¢ the Chriftians, a fet of men
* of new, and mifchievous fuperltition, were punifhed.”’
Jovenar probably alludes to thele executions, Sat. 1.
v. 154. 1hele things, it is likely, took place in the
life-time of lome of the Apoliles, certainly ip the life-
time of fome of their converts. 1f then the founder, and
the firlt race of converts were put to death, itis hardly
credible, that his companions could elcape in fafery,
Y. 47~9.

The teflimony of Priny relates, (1.} to the great
number of Chriftians of both lexes, and to the progrels

of
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of Chriftianity,which extended to fmall towns, and even
to the open country, as well as to cities. {2.) To their
fufferings in conlequence of anonymous informations
without fovereign authority ; a clear proof that the pro-
feflion of Chriftianity was attended with danger. P, so.
Prinv’s account is confirmed by Apriawn, who enjoins,
that for the future, Chrifiians thould be /egally brought
to trial. MarTiar’s teflimony proves, that the fuffer-
ings of the firft Chriftians were vofuntary. EricteTUS
imputes their firmnefs in fuffering, to madnels, or fa-
thion; and M. Avurerivs afcribes it to obflinacy,
P. 5254, | -

LCHAP,
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CHAP. IIL
Indirect evidence of the fufferings of the firft propagators

of Chriflianity, from the Scriptures, and other antiecht
writings. Y. 55 |

WE have four hiftories of Chrift :—A hiftory taking
up the narratve at his death ; and a colleétion of letters
written by principal agents which atteft the fufferings
of the witnefles of the hiftory, direltly and in&ire&ly,
exprefsly and incidentally, by narratives of fats, and by
arguments and difcourfes founded upon thefe fads. P, 56.

I. Thele books relate that Chrift was, in confequence
of his undertaking, put to death at Jerufalem j~that his
religion. was, notwithftanding, {etforth in the fame city,
propagated throughout fudea, and preached in other
parts of the Homan Kmpire. Thefe points are alfo
fully confirmed by Tacitus, What then could the dif-
ciples of Chrift expect for themielves, when they faw
the:r mafter put to death? They could not hope to
elcape the dangers, in which he had perifhed. P. 57.

I1. All the hiftories reprefent Chrift as foretelling the
perfecution of his followers: See Mat, xxiv. 9. Mark
1v. 17. alfo x. 30. Luke xxi. 12—16, alfo xi. 49. John
Xvi. 4. alfo xv. 20. and xvi, 33. Either, then, the Evan-
gelilts have delivered the words of Chrifty and the event
~ correfponded with the prediCtion; or they put the pre-
dition into his mouth, becaufe, when they wrote their
hiftories, the event had altually happened. P, 58—6o.

111. Thele books abound with exhortations to patience,
~and with topics of comfort under diftrefs. See Rom.
viil. 35, 37. 2 Cor. iv. 8, g, 10, 14, 16,17, James v. 10,
11. tleb. %, 32—36. 2 Thefll i 1—35. Rom.v. 3, 4.
1 Pet.iv. 12, 13, 19. Thele paflages would be deftitute
of meaning, unlefs the times called for patience and
eonftancy. P, 61—63,

C CHAD,
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CHAP. 1V,

Direct evidence of the fufferings of the firft propagators
of Chriftianity, from the Scripturesyand other antient
writings. P.6g.

THE fcripture account of the exertions and ftlﬂ'erings
of the firft preachers of Chriftianity (which being mixed
in the general hiftory, negatives the fuppofition of fraud)
is detailed. with the utmoft particularity of names and
circumftances. It ftates that Chrift, during his minifhry,
employed himfelf wholly in Judea and Galilee ;—that
he was aflifted in his labours, by twelve perfons, chofen
from.among his followers, who conftantly attended upon
him until his death, and who were commiflioned by him
when his own miniftry was concluded, to publifh his-
golpel, and collect difciples to. it from all countries;—
that they. began their work at Jerufalem, and made
many converts ; which-alarmed the Jewilh government,
and two of the twelve were apprehended and imprifon-
ed; who, being.examined and difmiffed, reported what
had pafled to.their companions, and apprized them of
the dangers. connefted with.their undertaking ;—that
in a thort .time - after, the twelve were thrown into
prifon, and being punifhed, were fulfered to depart ;—
that they neither -quitted Jerufalem, nor cealed from
preaching, but only excluded themf{elves from the fem-
poral affairs of the fociety, P:66—71. The people at
length joined their fuperiors, and a general perfecution
commenced -with ftoning one of the community. This
perlecution raged with fo much fury, as to drive moft
of the new converts from Jerufalem ; the twelve, how-
ever remained-in the city, and' continued to correfpond
with,.and confirm the labours of thofe {cattered abroad.
Precepts were, now iffued by the Jews, .to perfecute the
Chriftians in ‘every place where they had authority; "

- and
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and one of the 'pérfons employed n this bufinefs becarnie
a profelyte to the religion, which he was attempting to
-extirpate. He thus brought upon himfelf the enmity of
‘his party, and narrowly efcaped with his life. P. 72—y,
This perfecution, dfter a fhort intermiflion, the caufe of
which is not certainly known, was renewed uiider the
government of ‘Herod Agrippa, who beheaded one of
the original Apoftles; and attempted to put another to
death, who efcaped from prifon. The falts aré record-
‘ed with great particularity, and without any propenfity
to exaggerate. P, 758,

Our hiftory, leaving the other Apoitles, proceeds
with the memoirs of St. Paul; who, with a companion,
carried the new religion through the provinces of Lefler .
Afia; durmg this whole journey, their perfons were
infulted, and their lives endangered. P. 78—80. Thefe
two afterwards, owing to a difpute, {et out on different
routs. 1he hiftory goes on with St. Paul, whole enter-
prifes were attended with fimilar dangers. He crofled
the fhgean Sea, taking with him our hiftorian, and ar-
rived at Philippi, where he was whipped and imprifon-
ed. They then pafled on to Thellalonica, where the
populace were excited againft them, At Berea the Jews
excited {uch commotions among the people, as obliged
the Apoltle to efcape to Athens, He wasbroughtbefore
the Roman tribunal, at Corinth, whence he was difs
mifled, through the contempt which the magiftrate had
for the controverfies of the Jews, of which he aceount-
ed Chriftianity to be one. The fuccefs of his mi*niﬁry
at Ephefus had nearly coft him his life. He arrived
again at Corinth, whence he was driven by a confpi-
racy back to Philippt. At Jerufalem th} populace would
have killed him, had he not been refcued by an officer
of the.guard, who afterwards treated him with great
cruelty.  In his way to Rome he encountered the
perils of fhipwreck, neverthelefs, upon his arrival he

C2 W
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was not deterred from preaching the new religion,
The hiftorian, in thefe fadts, is fupported by the tefli-
mony of St. Paul’s own letters, which correfpouds
with the hiftory, in many circumftances, relative both
- to his own fufferings, and thofe of his fellow-labourers,
P. 8o—q.

CremeNT {peaks of the martyrdom of Peter, Paul,
and many others. Herwmas, Porveare, IenaTivs, at-
reft the fame. A circular letter from the church of
Smyrna, foon after the death of Polycarp, defcribes the
nature of a perfecution in thole days. P. 90=—4.

CHAP.
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CHAP. V.

Obfervations on the preceding Evidence. P. 95

I. THE feripture hiftory, though principally confined
to one Apoftle, thews the nature of the fervice. 'The
Apoftle, in his various letters, refers to the fufferings of
the others, .as well as tqhis own. The former part of
the hiftory gives a fhort {ketch of the {eizure and impri-
fonment of two; afterwards of the ftoning to death of
Stephen ; and the beheading of john. P.g5—7.

I1. No credit, at prefent, is taken for the miraculous
part of the hiftory, nor for the correCtnefs of fingle paf-
fages, butonly for the general falts, T. 97,

111. The reality of the Apoftolic hiftory, is only aflign-
ing adequate caufes for effedts produced ; and the details
are perfectly agreeable to what might reafonably be ex-
pedted from the nature of their undertaking, compared
with the charalter of the age and country in which it
was caitied on. P. g8.

IV, Thefe records fupply evidence to prove, that-
the primitive followers of Jef{us affumed a new, and pe-
culiar courfe of life; and became eminent for piety.
purity and benevolence. For, (1.) the injunctions of
their teachers were very {iri&, which, if not complete-
ly obeyed, would produce a difference in their con-
dudt, fee Alts 1. 14. alfoii. 46. and xi1. 12, (2.) Their
new charalter 1s perpetually referred to by the letters of
their teachers. Sec Eph. 1. 1=3. Tit iil. 3. 1 Pet.
Iv. 3, 4. 1Cor.vi. 2, Rom. vi. 21. (3.) This agrees
alfo with the charadter afterwards given of the Chriflians

by Pliny. P. 100104,

CHAP,
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CHAP., VI.
Thai the ftory, for which the firff propagaiors of Chriffi-

anity fuffered, was MmimacuLous. P. 1006.

(1.} THE prevalence of the religion; (2.} The adti-
vity of the founder; (3.} The oppofition which his
altivity excited ; (4.) His fate as attefted by heathen
writers; (5.) The {ame tefimony to the fufferings of
the firft Chriftians; (6.) The founder’s predittions of
the {ufferings of his followers; (7.) Letters written by
the principal agents, referring to their {ufferings ; (8.)
A hiftory, written by a companion of one of the new
teachers j-—prove, that a number of perfons, at that
time, advanced an extraordinary flory; and for the fake
of pmpuguting it, endured perfecution ; and from a Der-
fuafion of its truth, entered upon a new courfe of life,
P. 1068, They pretended allo to have miraculods
evidence for this flory ; for there could be nothing elie,
wpon which to relt their claim to attention. A Galilean
pea’ant was anncunced to the world, as a divine law-
giver. Vithout fome proots of his miflion, the pre-
tenfion could claim no credit, It could only be fupport-
ed by miraculons evidence, withont which he could not
wve exclied a doubt among the Jews, whether he was
the Methah 5 nor could his followers, without an appeal
to fuch a token, have had any ground to ftand upon, in
attempting to propagate his religion. That the flory
was wizracelies, may .alfo be inferred from the
powers laid cluim to by Chriflians in {ucceeding ages.
P. 1661z,

CHAP.
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CHAP, VIL.

That it was, in the main, the flory which we have Now,

is proved 0y ndirzll confideration, P, 114,

I, THERE exifts no trace or veftige of any other
ftory. The remote, and incidental notices of Chriitia-
nity, which are found in the heathen writers, are, that
it originated with Jefus, who was afterwards crucified
at jerufalem, and that 1t was propagated into diftant
countries, The manners of the Chriftians, they like-
wile defcribe in terms conformable with the accounts
of our books, P. 115~118. |

The Jewifh writers of that period advance no other
hiftory of the tranfation, than that which we acknow-
ledge. Jofephus mentions fohn the Baptift with cir-
cumitances agreeing with the Chriftian flory, In ano-
ther paflage, the authenticity of which is controverted,
he fpeaks of Jefus as the Mefliah. "This paflage was
genuine, or the filence of the hiftorian was defigned: if
defigned, it may be imputed to the difhiculty which he
found in reprefenting the bufinefs ; on a fimilar account
the principal circumitance in the life of Conftantine was
omitted by Eulebivs, P, 1:18—23.

I1. The whole feries of Chriltian writeys, from the
firft age of the inflitution down to the prefent, proceed
- upon. the general ftory which our lcriptures contain.
P. 123.

The letters of the Apoftles, tranfmit, incidentally,
the principal circumftances of the hiftory. I'. 124. Bar-
nabas relates the fufferings of Chrift, the choice of his
Apoftles, and refers to his miracles. P. 126, By Cle-.
ment we have the refurreétion of Chrift recorded, and
the miffion of his Apoftles. P. 127. Polycarp recognifes
the.virtues and fufterings of Chrift; and is faid to have:
received accounts of his miracles from eye witnefles.

D, 128,
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P. 128. Ignatius {requentiy alludes to the hiftory of
Chrift; and Cuadratus to his works, P. iz, From
die.writings of Jultin Martyr, a lite of Chrifty agreeing
with our {criptures, might be collected, P.1.0. Aflter
this time, the hiftory, as given by the Evangelifis, oc-
curs in antienf Chriftian writings, as familiarly as in
modern {ermons.

II1. The religious rites of the early Chriftians, {prung
out of the narrative #mow in our hands. P. 133, #

In our account Chrift direéts his difciples to be bap-
tized. The firft Chriftians were baptized. He diredts
them to hold religious aflembhies, They did hold reli-
gious aflemblies. Ouraccounts make the Apoltles aflems-
ble on a ftated day in the week : during the firft century,
ftated days for aflembling were obferved. Gur hiftories
record the inftitution of the Lord’s fupper. The early
Chriftians univerfally celebrated it. Thele rites were
obferved in Chriftian {ocieties of different nations and
languages. P. 134. |

IV. Our account bears proof that it is an account of
fatts known and believed at the tine; therefore the gof-
pels were not the caufe of the Chriftian hiftory, but the
confequence of belief init. This is exprelsly declared
oy Luke in his. preface. See Luke i 1—4. It is alio
inferred from St. John’s gofpel, as the hiftorian refers
to fadts which he does not relate ; an inftance of this kind-
1s the afcenfion, which is not mentioned in this place, but
is referred to—Chap. vi. 62, and xx. 17. Hence the noto-
xiety of the afcen{ion, among thole who were likely to
read his book. The general notoriety of the ftory, is
intimated by the manner in which the narrative is in.:
troduced, chap.i. 15. * John bare witnefs, &c.”” fuppofes,
that the reader knew who John was. The reference to
John’s imprifonment, chap, iii. 24. could only come from-
a writer who fuppofed the fa& well known, P, 135+0: - °

“CHAP, -
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CHAP. VI1iI.

dhe fame proved from the authority of our Hifforical
Scriptures. P.oisga, -

BEFORE this proof is ftated, it muft be premifed,

I. That if any one of the four Gofpels be proved ge-
nuine, this is fufficient to eftablifh the 1dent1tv of the
hiftory. P. 143.

The received author of “the firft, was an original
apoftle ;~of the fecond, an attendant upon one of the
apoftles j—of the third, the companion of the moft
ative teacher of this religion ;—of the fourth, an apof-
tle. They all lived at the time, and on the {pot, and
give circumftantial accounts of the miracles. If thc
Golpels of Matthew and John proceeded from them,
they muft be true in fubftance ; or wilful falfehoods. If
falfe, the authors were vlllams, without the profpe& of

advantage. P, 143—=6.

At prefent we only affert, that what the Gofpels con=
tain, is the fame as what the Apoftles preached. How
ftands the proof? A fet of men publifhed a miraculous
flory, upon the firength of which, they called upon,
mankind to embrace new rules of ation ; and in attefta-
tion of which, they voluntarily expofed theml'elves to
d:_mgers The particulars of this ftory, 1f our books be
genuine, are derived from the beft authority. For if
the firft golpel 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 John
alone were genuine, we have the fame degree of :evi-
dence. If both thefe were {purious, yetif the gofpel
of Luke, or Viark, were written by the perfon whofe
name-it bears, or by any other perfon in the fame {itua-

tion, we full have the account of a contemporary, and
D affociate’
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aflociate of the Apofiles, which authority {eems {ufficient,
when the queftion 1s {imply, what it was the Apotiles ad-
vanced, P. 147—351. Since the New Teftament coi-
tains four diftinct hiftories, the genuineneis of any one
of which is perfectly fufficient, we are at leaft intitled
to the advantage of fo many feparate probabilitics. But
if it thould appear, tharthe Evangelifts had {een each
others works; 1t may, perhaps, fubtralt from thewr
charaQers, as teftimonies f/7i¢Hy independent, but it di-
minithes very little from the authority of any cne that 1s
genuine, or their mutual confirmation. By the paralle-
lifms between Matthew and Luke, it may be fuppofed,
that Luke had confulted Matthew’s hiftory, or that
brief'memoirs of Chrift had been committed to writing,
which both' confulted ; either {uppofition will agree
with the profeflions of Luke, who declares that he had
dlhgently inveftigated the fubjeé. The gofpel by St. John
is admitted as independent teftimony ; therefore if any
one of the four be genuine, we have in that one, ftrong;
feafon to believe, that we poflefs the accounts W hich the
original pro])agatorsoftherehglon delivered. P. 151—5.
I1. The agprégate authority of the Scriptures is to be
confidered. P.15;. |

* In the evangelic hiftory there is an accumulation of

teftimony which "hardly belongs to any other. Each
gofpel is a confirmation of the others; the exiftence of

four feparate hiftories is a proof that the fubjedt had a
foundation, and the faéts common to all may be confi-
dered as fised in credit and publicity. The * Adls of
the Apoftles,” as a fupplement to thele hiftories, efta-
blifh the account; and the various epiftles written by
the prinéipal agents in the bufinefs, and upon the bui:-
niefs, fupport the conclufion. P. 156—8." The New
Teftament is often confidered as one bosk, as fingle cvi-.
dence, and its different parts not as diffiné? atteftations,
which
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which the difcrepancies among the feveral documents
prove they were. The hiftories were probably not im-
mediately written, but were the productions of émer-
gency, either to inftruct the converts, or to prevent the
circulation of erroneous narratives. P. 158—63.

HI. The genuinenefs of the hiltorical books of the
New Teltament is #ot effential to the fate of our argu-
ment. . 164. The queftion zow is—Whetherthe gof:
pels contain the ftory which the Apoftles publifhed.  If
it be ﬂranted that they were written-by fome of the
early difciples of Chriftianity, and-received by the foct
eties founded by-the Apoftles, as containing authentic
~accounts of the falls upon wliich.the_religiqn refted,
this reception-would be a valid proof, that thefe books
muft have accorded with- what the apoftles taughts
Their early exiftence, and reputation_is made out by
antient teftimony; befides,: two of -the. gofpels fix.
the time and -firvation of their authors; and the third
purports to,-have been- written -by) the author of. the,
“ A&ts,” who declares him{elf, to have, been ‘the com-
panmn of one of the origindl preachers ofthe -religion.
p. 164—-/.

. - 1 P - - . -
) F Xy 1
- + - - " a L . - - ! - i-.,

f
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CHAPD. IX.

Of the authenticity of the Hifforical Scriptures, ie
| eleven Seltions. P. 168,

PRELIMINARY OBSERVATIONS.

1. WE are able to produce a great number of antient
manufcripts found in different countries, all anterior to
the art of printing, together with verfions of great anti-
qmty, in. languages which have not been Ipoken for
many ages; which prove, that the {criptures were not
of modern contrivance, and were long ago much read
and fought after. P. 169. ' '

II. ‘The language -of the New Teftament is fuited to
the age, and the fituation of the Apoftles. It is Greek
cnmlng from Hebrew origin, and abounds thh Hebr ew,

and Syrlac Idioms. P.171.
" YI1. The miraculous relations contained in thefe books

do- not directly affect the queftion of their genuinenefs,
The works of Bede exhibit many wonderful relanons,
'yet no one doubts whether they were written by hun.
P. 172, :

IV. Had it been ealy to have forged the Chrlﬂlan
writings, it is probable, that fome would have appeared
under the {an&tion of the name of Chrift himfelf; asin
the unfuccefsful attempt to the epiftle of Chrift to Ab-
garus, which was not mentioned by any writer during
the three firft centuries. P. 174,

V. If the afcription of the gofpels, to their refpettive
authors, had been conjeftural, they would have been

afcribed to more eminent men, P. 175,
V1. Chriftian writers and churches {oon agreed on

this fubject. The diverfity of opinion in other points,
and concurrence in this, feem to {uppofe it to have been

the fefult of private and free inquiry. P, 146.
. ‘ SECT
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SECT. L

The hifforical books of the New Teftament are quoted,
or alluded to, by a feries of Chriftian writers, pro-
ceeding in regular fucceffion from the time of the
Apafiles to the prefent. P, 183.

- THE medium of proof, in this propofition, is unquef-
tibnable; Bithop Burnet, in his hiftory, inferts extrads
from ]_.ord Clarendon’s hiftory. One fuch infertion
‘iproves, that Llarendon s hiftory was extant when the
Bithop wrote, and had been read, and received oy him

asauthentic, . .. . . . ..

TESTIM-ONIE‘S;'

" L In the epiftle afcribed to Barnabas, we have this
pallage ; «“'Let usbeware Iel’t it come on us, s it is
written,* there are many called, few choleﬁ.”, Heme
we infeér, that the author lived, when there was a book
extant, and well known among the Lhrli’tlans, contain-
ing the words, “ ‘many are called, few cbc_;/&:z' in
Matthew’s gofpel they are twice found, and in no Jther
book now known. The phrafe, as it is written, de-
notes the amhm to have been a Jew ; it wasthe form
the jews ufed in quoting their fcriptures. In._this epif-
tle there aré fe» eral other paflages found in St Mat-

thew’s gofpe] P. 184—7.
lI. We have an e;nl’rle written by Clement a’ con-

temporary of St, Paul, in which the words of Chriffy as.
recorded by the -evangelifts, are quoted with great re-
Ipet, and veiieration, and without any doubt w hether’
they were the real words of Chrift.. P. 187—00. -
Objection, ‘As Clement hath not uied words of quota-
tion, it is not certain that he refers to any book what-

ever. Anfwer. (1.) He, without any reference, ules
| S



)
2 paflage manifeftly taken from the Epiftle to the Re-

muns, (2.} Thereare many {entences of St. Paul to the
Corinthians, ftanding in Clement’s epiitle, without any
A1ign of quotation. (3.) This method of adopting words
of {cripture, without acknowledgement, was in general
ufe. Dut admitring that Clement had thele words from
the apoftles, or firft teachers of (,hr:ﬂmnty, fill the
fcriptures contain what the apoftles taught. P, 191—3. .

I11. At'the conclufion: of the Epittle to the Ronmns
St. Paul fays, © Salute Hermas.”-&¢.- Probably the
author of the:Shepherd of Hermas, in which are. ftrik-
ing allufions to the golpels of Matthew,-Luke, and
John. P.193=—5.

IV. lgnatius: became’ Blfhop of Antioch 37 years after
Chrift’s afcenfion 5 in his epiltles are.undoubtedly allu-
fions to the gofpels of Matthew and jonn, but not mark-
ed as quotations, P. 195-*-‘ “ |

V. Polycarp,. ivho ha(] been taught by the apoﬂles,
and commfed with many who had feen  Chrift, has
neafly’ forty allufsons to_the New Telfament In one
fhort epifile’; Teveral of them quoted wnhout heﬁtatmn,
as the words of Chrift, P. 197—200.

" VI Papias, a hearer of John, afcribes the refpe&w
gofpels to Matthew and Mark, mentions the marenals
from which Mark colleted his account, and in what lan-
guige } Matthew wrote. Hence itis certain,. that thele
books, at that time, bore thefe names. P. 200,

VIL. Juftin Martyr, who came twenty years after,
has {everal diftin& and copious extracts from the gofpels
and A&s. In all his works there are but two inftances,in
which he refers to any-thing, as {aid or done by Chrift,
which is not related in our gofpels. All his references
fuppofe the books notorious, and that there were no
other accounts of Chrift received and credited..
P. 202,=(, |

VIII.
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VII. Hegefippus, who came 30 years after Juftin,
fays, that, in his journey from Paleltine to Rome, * in
« every city the fame doftrine was taught, WhICh the
“ law, and the prophets, and the Lord teacheth.”
P. 207,

IX. about the year 170, the churches of Lyons, and
Vienne, fent an account of their {ufferings to Afia.
Pothinus their Bithop, being at that time ge years old,
his early life muft have joined on with the times of the
apoftles. In this epiftle there are exall references
to the sofpels of Luxe and John, and to the Adts of the
Apoftles. P.208.

- X, Irenzus, fncceflor to Pothlnus, gives pofitive tel-
timony to the books of the New Teftament. He allerts
that the ftory which the gofpels exhibir, is the flory
which the apoftles told; and that the gofpels were writ-
ten, ‘ asthe fozmdarzon and pillar of our faith ;7 he
then defcribes the authors, and the origin of their
. hiftories. By another paflage it appears, that in his
time, there were four, and only four goipels; which by
his references were thofe which we have ; his teftimony
to the Alts is generally explicit. P. 209—13.

Remark. Theteftimony of thefe perfons, is the con-
curring teftimony of writers, who lived 1n countries re-
mote from one another . Clement tlourifhed at Rome;
Isnativs at Antioch ; Polycarp at Smyrna; Juftin Mar-
tyr indSyria ; and Irenzus n France. P.214.

- 1. Inthe works of Athenagoras are clear references
to Mark and Luke. And in thofe of Theoplilus evideut
allufions to Matthew and John. Clement of Alexan-
dria, who folloewed Irenzus, at thediflance of 16 years,
gives an account of the order in which the four gofpels
were:written, mentions the names of their refpective

authors,and afcribes the défs to St. Luke, P. 214—17.
he3
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All. Tertullian, joins on with Clement, -who fays,
‘“ among the Apsftles, John and Matthew teach the
“ faith ; among apoffelical men, Luke and Mark refrefh
“ it.””" Hence the number of the golpels,and the names
of the evangelifts. He afiords alfoa complete attefta-
tion to the authority of our books, by enumerating the
churches which received them; the Aéts of the Apofiles
he calls Luke’s commentary, P, 218—20.

XII. During an interval of 30 years, we have the
fragments of {everal writers, in all of which there is
{ome reference to the gofpels ; and in Hippolytus, there:
1s an abftract of the gofpel hiftory. Afterwards we come.
to Origen, whofe declaration is peremptory, he fays
“ the four gofpels are received, without difpute, by thé
“ whole church of God under heaven :” he {ubjoins

aifo a hiftory of the refpetive authors, and cenfures the
Apochryphal gefpel. P. 221—3.

XIV. Gregory and Dionyfius were {cholars of OI‘I-
gen, their teftimony is but a repetition of his.. In the
writings of Cyprian, who flourithed 20 years after Ori-
gen, there are copious citations from the {criptures.
P. 224, ‘

' XV. In the next 40 years, the remains of a crowd of
writers are to be met with, in which the hiftorical ferip-
tures are always cited with profound refpett. The tefs
timony of Viltorin is pofitive. P. 225.

XVI. Arnobius and La&antius, about the year 300,
in defending Chriftianity, derive their arguments from
our gofpel. P, 226.

XVI1I. Eufebius, who flourifhed about the year 315,
compofed a_ hiflory of Chriftianity, in which he gives
quotatioris from each evangelift, and makes remarks
\ipon their writings. Y¥rom this time the‘works of Chri-
ftian writers are full of references to the New Teftas.

ament. P, 2270

SECT.
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SECT. IL

The Scriptures are quoted <with pzculiar  respect, as
books poffeffing an authority belonging to na others, and
asconcluftve in all matters of contioverfy. P, 230,

'TESTIMON'IES.-

o

(1) TH]LODHILUS Blfhou OFAa*mch Ipeakmg of

--r:the pmphets, and gofpels, {ays, all being 1n{p1red {poke

by .one, and the fame {pirit of God. (.._) A writer,
. about 148 years after the publication of the icrlptmes,

calls them divine . P, 231, ( 3) Hlppfﬂhllb, in quoting

‘the books of the New Teflament, profeffes “ to draw
“ out of the fucred fozmtam. (4.) Our aﬂeltmns,

faith Origen, are unworthy of cr edit, we ng} receive

the fer iptures as witnefles, P, (5) Cyprian ex-

 horts the Chriftian teachers to go. back to the foum‘a::; ;

Ll

L0 recur to the gcﬁel.r, and apoﬁellc wutlngs. P. 2an.
{6.) Novatus fays the feripture detedts and confutes
fraud; but never decewes. (7.) Anatohus calls the

_icrlptures divine, - P. 234 (8 ) The Anans rqe&ed

eertain phrafes, becaufe they were not 1n Icrlpture, and
one of them fays to Auguftine, “if you alledge any

# thing from the divine fcriptures, L muft hear.”” And
Athanafius calls the {criptures the fountains of fulvation.

P.235. (9.) Cyril fays, ¢ concerning the faith, not the
* leaftartcle ought to be delivered withoutthe divine

KL fcr:ptu-re.r P. 230. Ep!phamus, Ph'vebfidms Bafil,

Ephraim, and Jerome, all teftify to the fame purpou.
Y. 2368,

h SECT.
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SECT. IlI.

The Scriptures were, invery early times collected inte
a diftinct volume. P. 230,

(1.) THYE term gofpel is probably uled by Ignatius,
for a collection of writings, as oppofed to the prophets.
Clement of Alexandria commonly expreifed the writings
of the New Teftament by thele two names, ¢ the gof-
“ pels,and apoftles.”” P. 239—41. (2.) Eufebius fays,
that Q_u'adratus and others, the immediate fucceffors of
“the apoftles, in their travels, carried the gofpels with
them. P, 242, (3.) Irenzus refers to a colleftion of
Chriftian facred writings. (4.) Melito fpeaks of the 0/d
| Teﬁament hence 1t is deduced, that there was then a
| col!eé'z‘zon of writings called the _N ew Teftament, P, 24a.
(5) Clement’s telimony has been mentioned, (6.)
Tertullian divides the Chriftian {criptures into the gof-
pels and apoftles, and calls the whole volumne, the New
Teftament. (7.) The fame divifion is referred to, by
many writers of the third century. (8.) Eufebius took
fome pains to fhew, that' John’s gofpel had been juftly
'placed fourth i order. Hence the four gofpels nad

been colle&ed P, 24,

SECT. 1V,

OQur .Scrzptm es were foon diftinguifhed by apprapnate
sitles of refpect. P.247 |

POLYCARP calls them the boly feriptures ;~Juftin
Martyr, the gofpels ;—Dionyfius the feripture of the
Lord ;=Irenzus fiyles them the divine [eriptures, di-
vine oracles ;—Matthew’s gofpel is called by Theophi-

lus,
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Jus, “ the evangelic voice;”’ —Clement fiyles the New
Teftament, “ the divinely fpired [criptures;”’—=Qri-
gen {peaks of the * Ouo and New feriptures;’—By
Cyprian they are called the books of the fpirit. Hence
the peculiar refpect paid to the feriptures. P, 247—51.

SECT., V.

Qur Scriptures were ufed in the public religions affem-
blies of the early Chriftians. P. 252,

(r.) Juftin fpeaking of the Chrifian worfhip, fays,
i the memoirs of the Apaofiles are read, &c. which elfe-
where he calls the gofpels. (2.) Tertulhan, on the fame
~ fubje&, fays, we come together ¢ fo recollect the diving
«“ feriptures”’ P.2s3. (3.) At Paleitine, Origen was
defired to expound the {criptures publicly. {4.) Cyprian
fays, “ the go/pel of Chrift thouldberead in the church.”
'P 254.. (5) Auguitine mentions the reading of the
{criptures, as the advantage of the Chriftian religion,

P. 255

SECT. VI.

Commentarieswere antiently written upon the feripturess
harmonies formed out of them ; copies collated, and

verfions made into different languages. Y. 25y.

( 2 TATIAN about the year 170, compofed a har-

anony of the gofpels, entitled « of the fou: (2.) and
(3.), Pantznus, and Clement wrote explications of the

;Old and New Teftament. P. 258. (4.) Tertullian ap-

-peals from a later verfion to the mthenuc Greek, (5.)
E 2 - An
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An anonymous author appeals to the antient copics of
the fcriptures. (6.) Eulebius refers to {everal writers
as the interpreters of 1he feriptures. P. 259. (7.) Ju-
lius Africanus wrote upon the genealogies in Matthew:
and Luke. . Ammonius compofed a harmony. of the four
golpels; and Origen wrote commentaries on molt of the

books in the New Teftament, P. 260, (5.} Dionyfius
harmonized the accounts.of .the. rgfurre&ion. Liucius,,
and Hefychius put-forth editions of the New Teftament.

P. 261. . (¢.):The fourth century fupplies fourteen
writers on the books of the New Teftament. At the be-
ginning of this century, Eufébius wrote upon the difcre-
pancies of the gofpels, Damalus correfponded with
Jerome on the difficult paffages.of fcripture; Gregory
of Nyflen undertook to reconcile the accounts of the re-
{urre&ion. Numerous other commentators {ucceeded.
A Syriac verfion is now extant, which, as Syriac was
the language of Paleftine, when Chriftianity was firft
eftablifhed, is probably very antient; it wants the 2d of
Peter, 2d and 3d of John, and the hook of Revelation’s
in other refpects it differs little from our text. P, 262~

SECT. VII.

The feriptures were received, and appealed to, by diffs-
rent fecks of Chriftians. P, 268.

(1.) BASILIDES, who lived about the year 120, re-
jected the Jewith inflitution, and oppofed the general

doftrine of the Chriftian church; yet admitted the gof-

pel by Matthew. P. 26¢. (2.) The Valentinians, about
the {ame time, appealed to the cvangelic, and apoftolic

writings. P. 270. (3.) The Carpocratians are charged

with pervemng a pafiage m Matthew, which proves,
that
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that they received that golpel. P.271. (4.) Several
other {efs of heretics, between the years 150 and 200,
admitted the fcriptures of the New Teftament. (5.)
Tatian, a founder of a {e&, made a harmony of the
gofpels. (6.) Thole who eontended for the mere hu-
manity of Chrift, argued from the fcriptures. P. 272.
(7.) The advocates, and adverfaries of Grigen’s opi-
nions, acknowledged-the authority of the fcriptures.
(8.) Paul of Samofata is not charged with rejecting
any book of the New Teftament. P.273. (9.) The
Sabellians, in an oppofite extreme to Paul, received 4//
the {criptures. P. 274.  (10.) ;The teftimony of a Bifhop
of Carthage, is, that the heretics, who pervert the
[criptures, ought to be execrated. (11.) The Millenium,
&c. divided the opinions of Chriftians, yet every one
appealed to the feriptures. P.275. {12.) The Donatifts
ufed the fame fcriptures as we do. (13.) In the Arian
controveriy both fides appealed to the fame {criptures,
P. 277. (14.) The Prifcillianifts, and Pelagians received
our fcriptures. (15) The teftimony of Chryfoftom, is,
“ that though many hereflies have arifen, yetall have
«“ received the golpels, either entire or in part.”; P. 278,
Marcion reje&ted the Old Teftament, and every paflage
in the New, which recognized the Jewifh feriptures;

but he publithed a chaftifed edition of St. Luke’s gofpel.
P. 280,

SECT
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SECT, VIIIL

The four Gofpels, the Alls, thirteen Lpiftles of St. Paul,
the 1/ of Jobn, and the 1ft of Peter, were received by

thofe who doubted concerning other parts of our canons

P. 283.

(1.) JEROME relates, thatthe Epiftle to the Hebrews
was not received as St. Paul’s, by thé Romans. (2.)
Origen fpeaks doubtfully of the Epiftle to the Hebrews,
and the 2d of Peter, and the 2d dnd 3d of John, and
then he quotes thofe parts which were undoubted. P.284.
(3.) Dionyfius has his doubts cohcerning the book of
the Revelation, but entertains no fuipu:mn of the au-
thenticity of the four gofpels.” P. 285, (4.) Eufebius
treats of the fcriptures which are univerfully ackrow-
ledged, and of thofe which are no# fo. Among the for-
mer, he ranks the Gofpels, Alts, the Epiftles of Sr.
Paul, the 1ft of John, and the 1ft of Peter. This opi-
nion appears to have been founded upon the teﬂnnony
of writers whom FEufebius, and his contemporaries,
ealled Antients, P, 286~01.

SECT. 1A

Qur hiftorical Scriptures were confidered, by the early
adverfuries of Chriftianity, as containing the accounts
upon which the religion was founded. Y. 292,

(1.) CELSUS, in the {econd century, writing againft
Chriftianity, alludes to books, written by the difciples
of Jelus. He accufes the Chriftians of altering the
gofpel, which refers to fome variations; but various

goedings do pot occur in modern publications; he fays,
his

b
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his arguments were irom their own writings, evidently
referring to the gofpels. Cellus refers to no fpurious
gofpels. P, 292—7. (2.) Porphyry, in the third century,
gave a large treatile againft Chriftianity. He thought,
by overthrowing the Golpels, and the Aéts, that he
fhould overthrow the religion itfelf. * Speaking of
Matthew he calls him your evangelift. P, 298, (3.)
‘Julian, in the fourth century, mentions Matthew and
Luke by name j—recites the fayings of Chrift.in the
very words of the Kvangelifts ;—ftates: the early
dates of thefe records ;—and calls :them ‘by. the names
they now bear, W1thout queﬂ;mmng theu genuinenels,
P, 300—3. B

SECT. X.” -

- Formal mtalogues of éutbenf;c Scripturs were pub-

lifbed, in all which our. prcﬁnt ﬁ:crcd H{/forzcs wWere
mduded P 304,

ENUMERATIONS of this kind are given by Origen,
“Athanafius, and Cyril. - In the latter the book of Reve-
‘lation is omitted ; as it is alfo in an authoritative cata-
logue of canonical {criptures delivered by the council of
‘Laodicea. Other catalogues are given by other writers
about the fame period, in which no books are admitted
vefldes thofe which we now receive, P. 305—7.

SECT.
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SECT. XI.

Tée above pmpﬂ/zz‘zom camnot be-predicated of the dpo-—
' crypbal .Boo!:s of z‘bﬁ' Ne'w 1q/!:zmmr P. 309.

(I )y NO Chu{han Htﬁory, beﬁdes our Gofpels, and
the Adls,.claiming to be . written by an Apofile, "or
Apoftalic Man, is_quoted- within 300 years after the
birth of Chrift. An Hebrew Gofpel may feem to form
an exception 3 1t:is once mentioned by Clement, and fwice
by Origen, with marks of difcredit, P.zo9—11. (2.)
Of apocryphal writings only fwos are mentioned in the
three firlt centuries, without exprefs terms of condemna-
tion, P.312. Wemay alfo add, (1,) That there is no
evidence, thatany apocryphal buaﬂ: exifled in the firlt
gentury, in which century @/l our hiftorical books are
proved to have been extant, (2.) Thefe apocryphal
writings were nof read in the churches. (3) Were not
.admitted into their volume. (4.) They do not appear in
their catalogues. (5.) Were not noticed by their adver-
faries. (6.) Nor referred to by different parties (7.)
They were not the {ubjeéts of commentaries, &c. (8.)
And they were rejected by Chriftian writers in fucceed-
ing ages. But all thefe books go upon the fame funda-
“mental hiftory of Chrift, as that of our Scriptures ; they
are not contradlé’tmns, but unauthorized addltmns te

ur hiftories, P. g14—~17..

CHAP.
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CHAP. IX.
RECAPITULATION

- THERE are two points which form the fubjeé of
our difcuflion.

- Firft, The founder of Chrﬂhamty, his affociates, and
fc»llowers, pafled their lives in labours, and {ufferings.

Secondly, - They did fo in atteftation of the miraculous
hiftory récorded in our fcriptures.

The former is rendered highly pmbable, from the
nature of the undertaking ;—thecharacters employed ;—
the oppofition of their tenets to the doétrine of the
country ;—their condemnation of all other religions ;-
and their want' of authority, The probability is en-
creafed, by the fate of the founder, and the firft con-
~verts attefted by Heathen writers ; and is advanced to
hiftgrical certainty by the evidence of our own books.
P, 320.

That it was for a miraculous flory is manifeft :—be-
- caufe the defignation of Jefus, as Mefliah, could have
nothing but miracles to fland on. That the exertionsof
the appftles were for the ftory which we have now, is
proved, by the flory being tranfmitted to us by #wo of

their own number ; and by fwo others perfonally con-
‘ne&ed with them ; therefore, if any one of thefle ac-
counts be genuine it is {ufficient ; and their genuinenefs
is made out, by the general arguments which evince the
~ genuinenefs of other antient writings, viz. by the cita-
tions from them in writings belonging to a period conti-
guous to that in which they were publithed;—by the
regard paid to them by the early Chriftians j—=by an
‘univerfal agreement with refpe to thefe books ;—by
contending {ets appealing to them j=—and by a defecf °

¥ of
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of this evidence to other hiftories on the fame fubje.
P. 323.

But the [frict genuinenefs of thefe books is nof, per-
haps, necetlary to the fupport of the propofition. If we
did #o¢ know who were the authors of the four golpels;
—vyet, if they were received as authentic accounts at,
or near the time of the apoftles ;—i1f they corroborated
each other’s teftimony ;—if they are corroborated by a
contemporary hiftory ;—confirmed by the Epiftles irom
the Apoftles ; and this conneted with the refletion,
that if the apoftles delivered any. other flory it is loft ;
it is {ufficient to prove, that this is the ftory told by the
apoftles, for which they ated and {uifered, Y. 325 If
it be fo, the religion muft be frue. Thele men could
not be deceivers. By an oppofite conduct they might
have lived guietly. In fuch circumftances men would
not pretend to have feen, what they never faw, nor
affert fa&s of which they had no knowledge, when they
were aware the confequences would be-danger and
death P, 327. |

PROP.
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PROPOSITION 1. That there is nov futisfultory
evidence, that perfons pretending to be the original wit-
neffes of any other fimilar miracles, have alted in the
Sfame manner, 11 az‘z‘c’/z‘m‘wn of the accounts which they
delivered, and folely in co;zﬁ*guence of their belief of the
truth of thefe accounts. P. 330.

In comparing our evidence, with that ot our adverfa-
ries, the diftinltions are of two kinds; thofe which re-
late to proofs ;—and thofe which relate to miracles.
Under the former héad, we may lay ot of the cafe,

I. Such accounts of lupernatural events, as are found
only in hiftories by fome agespoflterior to the tranfaction.
Ours is contemporary hiftory. This difference removes
the miraculous hiftory of Pythagoras ;—the prodigies of
Livy’s hiftory ;—the fables of heroic ages ;—the Greek,
Roman, and Gothic Mythology ;—and the legendary
hiftory of Popith faints. It applies to the miracles of
Apollonius T'yaneus ; and to fome of the third century.
P. 333 '

II. Accounts publithed in one country of what hap-
pened in a diftant country, In the cafe of Chriftianity,
the flory was publithed in the place in which it was
ated. ‘This diftinétion difpofes of the miracles of Apol-
* lonius Tyaneus, faid to have been performed in India;
thofe of Francis Xavier, and many others. P. 336.

11I. We may lay out of the cafe franfient rumours.
Future confirmation, permanency, increafmng in noto-
riety, and {ubfequent independent accounts, are prin-
ciples which muft diftinguith f{olid truth, from fugitive
lies. P. 337.

1V. Naked hiftory'may be laid out of the cafe. If we

had no vifible effe@ts connefted with the hiftory, no
fubfequent
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fubfequent or collateral teftimony to confirm it, it
would not be delerving of credit. This is not our cafe
The books are combined. with the inftitution ; with the
religion of 5:s day ; with the ‘time and place of its ori-
gin ; and with the circumftances of its rile ana progrefs.
P. 338..

V. A mark of 111(’(01'1031 truth is pmtzcu!a; n‘y in
names dates, places, &c. fuch is, the delcription.-of St.
Paul’s voyage and fhipwreck j—the cure and examina-
tion of the blind-man in John’s gofpel ; and many other
examples,in the four gofpels. . P. 340,

VI. We may Iay out of the cafe, flories upon which
nothing depends ; in which no intereft is involved ; and
nothing to be done, or changed in confequence of be-
lieving them. Nothing depends upon the truth,or falfe-
hood -of moit vulgar errors and: popular fuperflitions.
But the miracles of Chriftclaimed toregulate the opinions
of mankind, and to decide the moft important-queftion
that can agitate the human mind. It didnot flop at
opinions, but they who believed Chllihamty acted upon
it. P. 342, - .

VII. We have laid out of the cafe, accounts Wthh
merely come 1n aﬁmamzce of-opinions already. formed
Popifh miracles happen in Popﬂh countries, :and make
no converts. lhey, hke uthm arguments, confirm what
was believed before. "VIen are gafliy fortiﬁed in then'
old opinions; driven from .them with dlﬂiculty The
Chriftian miracles were wrought in the mtdﬁ of ene-
mies ; they made converts, who gave up to the teﬁnno-
ny their moft favourite pre_|ud1ces. Thele Was no
anterior perfuafion to lay. hold of, The mll acles of
Jefus gave birth to the fedt. Fﬁuds might mlx them-
felves with the progrefs, but could not take place in the
commencement of the religion, P. 3458

of
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Of 1he d{/}zmmm which relate tv the miracles thema

_/elws, the fa[!a'wzng Should 1}8 car efully . retained.
Pl oasr

L Itis not neceﬂary to admit asa miracle, what c;m‘
be refolved into a falfe per ception, Of this nature, was
the demon of Sucrates ; the vifions of St. Anthony,and
Col Gar diner, which may be accounted for by a mo-
mentaly mhmty, thefe : qppmrancm; are folitary, mo-
mentary, and withourt per manent effects. But the reftora-
tlon of the blind to fight, or of a dead man to life, leaves
an abiding effe ; the miracle may be fudden, buL the
prq@f remains, P. 35i. There are others of a mixcd nas
ture, in which the principal miracle is momentary, but
fome circumftance combined with it is permanent, as
Peter’s vifion preparatory to the call of Cornelius. The
vifion might be a dream, the meflage fentby Cornelius,
could not. KEither taken feparately might be a delufion;
the concurrence of the two was impofﬁble without a {u-
pernatural caufe. Y. 355.

II. It 1s not neceffary to bring into the comparifon,
tentutive miracles, 1-e. where, out of a great number
of trials, fome fucceed. This obfervation applies to
antient oracles, to cuics wroughtby relics, at the tombs
of faints 5 to the efiicacy of the King’s touch ; but not to
the miracles of the golpel. P. 258,

1II. We may difmifs all accounts, in which, allowing
the fall to be true, it remains doubtful whether a miracle
were wrougflt. duch as the extraordinary obftrutions
tothe rebuilding of Jernfalem by Julian ; the liquefac-
tion of St. Januarius’s blood at Naples, &c. This diftinc-
tion applies to all narratives of cures in nervous com-
plaints, and of all difeafes aftected by the imagination.
P. 361.

' IV, To
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1V. To the fume head of objection may be referred
flories which can be refolved into exaggeration. The
miracles of the gofpel cannot be explained away in this
manner. The feeding 5000 with a few loaves and
fithes furpafles all bounds of exaggeration. The raifing
of Lazarus from the dead comes not within the compafs
of mify eprefentation, P. 363. Removing from the
comparifon the cafes fairly dlfpoied of by thefe obferva-
tlons, many will not remain. To thofe which do re-
main, we apply this diftinttion : ¢ That there is not fa-
« fatisfatory evidence, that perfons pretending to be
“ original witnefles of the miracles, pafled their lives in
¢ labours, dangers, and fufterings, voluntarily under-
¢« taken and undergone, in atteftation of the accounts
¢ which they delivered, and properly in confequence
“ of their belief of the truth of thofe accounts.”” P. 367,

CHAP.
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CHAP. 1L

Confideration of fome fpecific inftances related oy Mr,
* Hume, P. 369,

L. THE cure of the blind,and lame man at Alexandria,
by Velpafian, as related by Tacitus, who wrote his ac-
count 27 years after the miracle is faid to have been
performed. He wrote at Rome of what pafled at Alex-
andria ; and he doesnotappear to have examined, or to
havebelieved it. It labours under the fufpicion of hav-
ing been concerted between the patient, the phyfician,
and the emperor ; it was calculated to confer honour
upon the emperor, and the god Serapis; it was atchieved
in the midft of the emperor’s followers, and flatterers;
and in a city devoted to his intereft, and that of the God.
P, 37o0. |

IT, The reftoration of the Iimb of an attendant in the
Spanifh church, astold by Cardinal de Retz ; but it ap-
pears that the Cardinal did not believe the ftory; he
feems not to have examined into the fact; and it is eafy
to conceive that fuch a flory, managed by the priefts,
and backed by their authority, would obtain credit with
the ignorant populace. ¥. 375.

ITI. The miracles faid to have been wrought at the
tomb of the Abbé Paris. The patients were fo affeéted
by their devotion, their expeltation, the place, and
the fympathy of the multitude, that many were thrown
into convulfions, which, in certain circumitances, might
produce a removal of diforders depending upon obftruc-
tion. Similar effeéts have been experienced by the ope-
rations of animal magnetifm———And the circumftances
which indicate this explication, in the cafe of the Pari-
{ian miracles,are,(1.) Thefe miracles were fentative ;
out of many thoufands, the hiftory contains but #ine

cures.
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cures. (2.) The convulfions at the tomb are admitted.
(3.) The difeafes chiefly depended upon inalion, and
obftruction. (4.) The cures were gradual. (5.) They
were incomplete. (6.) Others were temporary: and
fome of the cafes do-not require this folution.——The
caule for which thefe miracles were wrought did not
rife, but {ink. Innone of thefe inftances, was the mi-
racle unequivocal ;—by none, were eftablifhed preju-
dices overthrown j-—of none of them, did the credit
make its way in oppofition to authority, and power; and
by none of them, were many induced to a life of labour
and fufferings. P. 377—85.

1 LI.-I"'
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®F TRE AUXILIARY EVIDENCES OF CHRISTIANITY.

' CHAP. L,

-1

PROPHECY.. Ifaiah . 13. liit. Thefe words are
cxtant in.a book, purporting to contain the predictions
of a writer who lived {even centurieshefore_the.-Chri{i‘
tian /Era. * Itis certain, that they were either written,
or {poken before the fact took place, to which they are
applied. P. 1~-4.. The quetation is from a writing
declaredly prophetic ; profefling to defcribe fuch future
-changes In the world as were connelted with the fate
and interefls of the Jewifh nation, ltisintermixed with
no other fubje&. Its application to the evangelic hiftory
is plain and appropriate, P.4—7. The antient Rab-
bins explained it of their expefted Mefliah, but the mgs
dern expofitors refer it to the calamitous ftate of the
Jewith nation. The defcription in the feventh verfe,
t he was opprefled, yet he opened not his mouth, &c.”?
an{wers to no part of the Jewifh hiftory., The mention
of the Grave, and the Zomb, is not applicable to the

£ toriunes
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fortunes of a nation; ftill lefs, that part of the prophecy
which reprefents the {ufferings as voluntary, P, 7—11.
1I. Another argument is founded upon our Lord’s
prediftion concerning the deftruction of Jerufalem, re-
corded by three of the evangelifts. See Luke xxi. 5-—23.
Mat. xxiv, and Mark xiii, Thefe paffages are dire,
and explicit predictions. The general agreement of the
defcription, with the event, has been fhewn by many
writers, Thg only queftion is, whether the prophecy
was delivered before the event. P.13—17. And, (r1.)
The judgment of "antiquity concirs-in afligning the three
gofpels a date prior to the deftruction of Jerufalem. (2.)
The evangelils who wrote them mui} have been far ad-
vanced in life, when _]eruialem was taken, and no rea-
fon has been given why they fhould defer writing their
hiftories fo long. (3.) Had the,eyent been accomplifhed
when the predictions were recorded, fome hints about
the completion, would probably have been dropped.
P, .18, .(4) The admonitions whick Chrift is faid 10
have .given - his followers, to:{ave themdelves by flight,
is notieafily. accounted: for, iaf. 'adief.apifﬁphecy “had :been
fabricated . afterthe evént. P.oo.. - (5.) If it had been
compofed ‘after the eveént, there wonld have beea more
$pecification of perfons:and éncidents. . P. 217 . 0

- r ]
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CHAP. 1L
The morality of the Gofpél.

TWO points are to be concéded. . Fisff; that the
teaching of morality was not the primary defipn of
Chrift’s miflion, but the eflablifhing a proof of a future
~ ftate. Secondly, that morality being the refult of the
experience of the effects produced by certain actions,
cannot be a fubje® of difzovery. Still the morality " of
the golpel is extraordinary, canﬁdermg from whdm it

came, P, 248,
The fubje& divides itfelf into tbmg.f mugbt and the

manner of tea-::hlng

"
oo " .

engaged the admiration of mankind, fuch as fnendfhlp,
patriotifm, and a&ive courage. oo

IL. It has brought forward fome virtues, comhmonly
overlooked and contemned ;—as paflive courage,patlmce
under injuries, &c, P.29. The ¢hard&ers which pol-
fels the former qualities have ¢vér been the favourites
of mankind : with Chrift thofe who paﬂeﬂ%d the /attér
were fubjects of commendation. P. :'z'g“-i-‘-f'g'i (1.) If the
latter difpofition were univerfal, ‘the world would be'a
fociety of friends. 1If the former, it would prdduce’a
{cene of univerfal confufion. (2.) 1f the difpofition be
partial, in the fame proportion, it prevents the gréhe
fources of human mifery. Without this difpofition, en,
mities once begun, muft be eternal. P. g3=6. The
preference of the patient, to the heroic charadter, is pe-

culiar to the Chriftian inftitution. P, 37.

II. A fecond argument drawn from the morality of:
the New Teﬁament is the firefs laid upon the reEula-
- tion of the thoughts. This confideration is connected

with the other: +t_!mr‘related to the malicivar, this to
- G2 the
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the voluptuous paflions. Together they comprehend the
whole character. . A moral fyftem which prohibits
aélions, but not thoughts, muft be inefetual. P. 37-—40.
111, By the Chriftian fyftem we are taught to refer
our adtions to the will of the Creitor ; and conftantly
to have in view the happinefs of thofe about us. The
firft direftion fuggefls a motive which ads fteadily and
uniformly. By the fzcond, all felfifhnefs in the human
character is correfted. P. 40. The fame fpirit appears
in the writings of the apoftles; and in the Epiftle of
Clement, and other apofolical fathers. P. 45—8.
. IV. The morality of the gofpel is diftinguifhed by an
exclufion of regard to fame and reputation. Mat. vi. 1, 6,
Oftentation, not publicity, is prohibited-——not the mode,
‘but the motive of the action which is regarded. P. 48.
We next confider the manner of our Saviour’ 5 teach-
ing. .51 |
,Hls leﬂons did not confift of dlfqulﬁtlons His precepts
_were not accompamed w1th proof.r, or argumerts; but
. were fententlous, and ﬁnted to the character he aflumed
.35 a meﬂengex from“God H1s teaching aimed at im-
' :prc_ﬁ" o, - Conv:ﬂ:on was to “arife from a refpe to his
authorlty P. 52 ThlS mode of inftruction was the
moft proper, conildermg the fhortnefs of his minifiry,
and the d1ﬂiculues attending it. P.53. By this mode
of mﬂru&lon rul es.are conceived ] in'general terms ; the
applicatlon 1s left to the reafon of the hearer. A fpecific
~ compliance with the precepts ‘would be of little value;
the Jifpofition which they mculnate 1s of the hlgheﬂ
P, 55.
~ Objection, Put this d1fp0ﬁtlon is unattalnab]e. An-
fwer :—So is all perfeé”cmn. Should lmperfe&mn,there-
fore, be recommended ? Qur Saviouir’s rules can never
e fo miftaken as to do harm.' P, 56." The parab]es of

the New Teflament wauld do hondur to 3n)p book.:Pi 7.
The
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The Lord’s prayer is without an equal or a rival,
Whence had this man this wildom? P. 5y,

The negative charalter of our Lord’s difcourfes de-
lerves to be confidered. (1.) They exhibit no particular
defcrlptlon of the invifible world; this repels the fufpi-
cion of enthufiafm. The teacher, whofe principal pur-
pofe is to draw attention to him/felf, is full of it ; witnels
the Koran, P, 6o. (2.) Our Lord enjoined noaufte-
rities. P.62. (3.) Heuttered no impailioned devotion,
‘The Lord’s prayer is a model of calm devotion. His
words in the garden are unaffected expreflions of deep,
. -but fober piety. P.63. (4.) He does not {ubftitute fer-
vency, in the place of regular morality. P. 64. (5.) He
did not fall in with the fafhions of his country, or the
natural bias of his own education. P.65. (6.) In our
Saviour’s apothegms, there is no example of {ophiftry,
and falfe fubtity. (7.) The national temper of the
Jews was narrow-minded : the leflons of Jefus enforce
the moft enlarged benevolence. P. 67. (8.) His religion
‘was abftracted from all views of ecclefiaftical or civil
policy. Chriftianity declines all quefhions upon govern-
ment ; it is applicable to all forms; as it tends to make
men virtuous ;=—as it flates obedience to government, in -
erdinary cafes, to be a duty of confcience;—as it in-
duces a {pirit favourable to public tranquillity ;—and as
it incunicates prayer for communities, and their gover-
nors, of all denominations. P. 638. A religion, with fuch
qualities, would have been thought extraordinary com-
ing from any perfon; exceedingly fo from him, from
whom it did come. Suppofe the miffion to be real, all is
accounted for. But without reality it is very difficult to
explain, Chrift was not like any other cavpenter ; the
apoitles were not like any other fithermen. P, 73

The



The character of Chrift is part of the morality of the
gofpel. (1.) Heis charged with no vice by friends, or
~ enemies. Some ftain or other attaches to almoft all other
 teachers of morals. P.75 (2 ) In evei‘y narrative of
Jefus, we perceive traces of devotion, humility, patience,
&c. which qualities are to be collefed from incidents,
His devoutne/s, from his frequent retirement to folitity
prayer ;—his sumility, from his endeamurs to check
contentions among his difciples for fuperiority jhis be-
nignity, from his kindnefs to children, from the teats
which he fhed over his country, and upon the death of
his friend, &c.;—hismildnefs, 1n his rebuke to his difci-
ples 4t the Samaritan village ; and in his praver for hiis
eneniies ;—his prudence in his conduét upon trifling
queftions. P. 78. The beft defcriptionis of virtue are to
be found in the New Teftament, P. 82. The whole vo-
lume is replete with piety, and with devotional virtues,
which were fcarcely known to Hedthen moralifts,
P, 83. '

CHAP,
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CHAP 1.

The mﬂdour 0 f the writers af f}:e New :Z'eﬂaqu..

THIS candour confifts in notlcmg many cnrcumﬂances
which no writer wou/d have forged or would have in-
{erted, had he thought himfelf at hberty to mould thc
p&rtlculars of that flory according’ to his choice, For
example, (1. ) Re]atmg unammouﬂy, that Chrift’s ép-
pearances, after ‘his refurretion, were to his dlfc1ples
alone, and not, attpmpting to conceal thls, at firft fight;
unfavourable c1rcumﬁapce P. 85=7. (2 )_]ohn the
BaPplﬂ’s meﬂpge ﬂatmg his dquts,i CfﬂIlCEl nin g the cha—
racter of Chl‘lﬂ: muﬁ have afkorded handle to cavil and

BN

pbje&mn. | The fame obfewatmn holds concernmg thc
apoftacy of Judas P.'88. -—John vii 66, From rbat
“ time many. of his d{ﬁ?zplqs wem‘ back, and walked nd
“ more rwzt}: b,nﬁ.” Was itthe part of a writer who dealt
10 dlfgulfga 10 put down thib anecdcst'e:p or th1s—“ H:
 did not many ngbty 'wark; tbere, }ecaﬁfe of their in-
« belief.” Seeallo, Mat.v. 17,18, Ads xxv. 19. and Ade
viii, 14. P.go. Lalfily, where do we find lefs difpofi-
tion to magnify, than where Paul is {aid to have preach-
ed from morning to night; and adds, and lome helieved
the things {poken, and fome believed not? Mat, xxi. 21,
carries with it a difficulty, which no writer would
have brought upon himfelf officially. P. g2. 'The
anfwer of Chrift, to him who wilhed firft to go and
bury his father, though very expreffive of the import-
ance of religion, was harfh, repulfive, and fuch as would
not have been made for Chrift. P, 93. The anfwer to
Mary, ¢ Touch me not, &c.”” probably referred to a
former converfation, for want of knowing which, the
meaning is hidden from us; the obfcurity is a proof of

genumenefs‘ P. 94. John vi. labours under obfcurity,
which
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which renders it unlikely to have been fabricated. P, ¢;;
The account of the inftitution of the eucharift bears in-
ternal marks of genuinenefs, had it been feigned, it
would have been more full and formal. P. ¢6. The
writers of the golpel difcover no deceit, or cunning ;
ufe no precaution to obviate objedtions ; they appear to
tell the truth, and attend to nothing elfe.” P.¢8. Add
alfo the extreme naturalnefs of fome thmgs related in
the New Teftament.. Mark ix. 24. . The ftruggle in the
father’s breaft between folicitude for his child, and anl
involuntary difiruft : in the power of Chrift, is expreﬂed
with an air. of reahty which' could hardly be countes fe:z‘-
ed. Mat. xxi. 9. The eagernels of the people to in-
troduce Chrift into _]eru{'alem ; and their demand, in a
fhort time after, to eruc1fy him, reprefents pupu!ar fa-
vour, and agrees with nature and experience. The
rulers reje&mg Chrlﬁ, while many of the common
people received hun, was the natural effet of pregudlce.
The converfation of our Lard with the Samaritdn wo-
man, at the well, was of the fame’ kmd See feveral
other mﬁanccs._ P mo—-m4. |  .- . |
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1dentity of Chriff's Characlter,

THIS argument applies punmpally ta the co*npanl’en
of the three firft Gofpels, with that of John. John
wrote after the other Evangehﬁs and {upplies omiflions
in their narratives; but in relatmg different a&mns,
ahd dlfcourfes, Yie“preferves a fimilarity of - manner
which indicates, that the a&wns, and dlﬁ:ourfes p:oceed
from the fime perfon - | _

* I. This agreement 1s moft ﬁrongm our Saviowr’ smode
of teachmg, .and in that property of it ‘which cenrﬂs In
his drawing of the doctrine from the occaﬁon 3 OF ralﬁng
réfle@tions from the obje&s, and incidents béfore him.
P. 105-=7. [The author here points out this manner, in
the three ficlt evangehﬁs, and fhews its agreement with
the examples of Chrift’s dlfcomies preferved by ]ohn.
Thefe examples cannot be abrldged the 1e;1der mulft,
therefore, be referred to the book itfelt, P.ro8—15 5]
There is nothing " of this manner percepuble in the
fpeeches recorded in the A&s, nor in any other, but
thofe which are attrlbuted to Chridl,

1L Thele_feems an affinity betw ‘cen the. hiftory of
Chrif’s placing the little child'in the midft of his difci-
ples, in the #hiee Evangehﬂs, and the hlﬁoly of Chrift’s
wafhing the feet of his difciples, recorded by Jonn.
P. né.

II1. The phrafe, « the Son of Man’® 1s found, as ap-
plied, by Chrift, to himfelf, in a// the Golpels, but is
never ufed of him by any other perfon. P. 7.

I1V. Chrift is reprefented by the different hiftorians as
withdrawing himfelf out of the way, whenever the muls
titude indicated a difpofition to tumult. See Mat. xiv.
22, Luke v, 15, 16, with which compare John v. 13. and
vi. 1. P, 118,

. H V. The
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V. The referve, which, for fome time, Chrilt ufed
in announcing his own charadter, is recorded by all the
Evangelifts. Mat. xvi. 20. Mark 111, 4. Luke 1v. 41. and
John xxiv. 35 P.119. oL

VI. The di culty which the dlfaples had 1n under-
ﬂandmg Chrift When he fpoke of his paﬂlon, and refur-
rection, and their anxiety in deﬁlmg an explanatlon
are noticed in LUI\.G ix, 45. Mark ix. 32. and in john
XVi. 16 &ec. P. 12.1.‘ ,

VIL IOur Lord’s meeknefs durmg hls laﬁ fuﬂermga
which.is confplcuous in the three firlt evangelifts, is
preferved by John under ﬁpar ate examples.: john
xviil. 20. Is very fimilar to Mark xiv. 43 Luke xxii. 52,
Tn both, /there is the Idme tranq_ullhty, and tht.. iame re-

ference to his public teachlng P, 123.. Mau:hew and
Mark make the charrre upon which our Lmd was con-

démned to be 2 threat of defhoymg the temple 3 but
they do not fay upon what circumftance this calumny
was founded. John, ] in the early part of his hlﬂory,
fupplies the defet. See Mark xiv, 5. and John ii. 5q.
P. 126, The appomtmcnt of the twelve Apoftles is men-
tioned by the three firft Lvangellﬂs who have given
their names. . John, through. his whole narrative, fup-

pofes Chrift to be accompanled by twelve dlﬁ:lples and
whenever he notices any one of them, 1t is one included

in the catalogue of the othel Evangchﬁs. All this be-
{peaks reality. P, 137,

- " CHAP.
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CHAP, V.

Originality of our Saviour’s Characfer.

THE Jews were expefting a perfon who fhould ad-
vance their nation to independence and proiperity. Had
Jefus been an enthufiaft, he would have fallen in with
the popular delufion. P, 129. Had he been an mpo/-
ter, he would have flattered the prevailing hopes.
All the pretended Mefliahs did fo, of whom Jofephus
mentions many. P.130. A miflion, the operation of
which was to take place in another life, was a thing
unthought of as a {ubject of thefe prophecies. Hence
Jelus came in a charaéter, inconfiftent with enthufiaim
and impofture, both of which have ever fallowed pre-
vailing opinions. P, 131,

1 2 CHAP.
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CHAP. VI,

Conformty of falls mentioned or referred to in Scrip-
ture, with the flate of things in thofe times, as re-
prﬁﬁnfed by foreign and independent accounts.

IF this conformity be made out, it proves, that the
writers poflefled a fpecies of knowledge, which could
only b‘elbhg to an inhabitant of that country, and to one
living in that ape. Hence the genuinenefs of their
\ rmngs. P. 133.

- The authors by their fituation mult have known the
facts which they relate ;—the argument is ftronger from
the mzxcd nature of the allufions in this book j—the
fcene of aftion is difplayed in the greateft cities of the
Roman empire ; allufions are made to the manners, and
principles of the Greeks, Romans, and the Jews, which
renders forgery very difficult. A Greek or a Roman in
the fecond, or third century, would have been wanting;
in Jewifh literature; a Jewith convert would have been
deficient in the knowledge of Greece and Rome. P.134.

[T'his argument depending, entirely, upon an induc-
tion of particulars,. the author has colleted a great va-
riety of examples, which he has fo far abridged and
contratted, as to render any farther abridgement of
them unintelligible, the reader muft therefore confult
the examples themfelves, P. 136—181.]

The refult of the detail is, that (1.) thefe agreements
appear not only in articles of public hiftory; but in mi-
nute and peculiar circumflances. (2.) The deftrudtion
of Jerufalem produced fuch a change in the ftate of the
country, that a writer who was unacquainted with the
circumftances of the nation before that eveat, would
find it difficult to avoid miftakes in endeavouring to give

detailed accounts of tranfaétions connefled with thofe
circumitances.
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sircumftances. (3.} There appears, in the writers of
the New Teltament, a knowledge of the affairs of thofe
times, which we do not find in authors of later ages.
P.182. '

There have, however, been fome difficulties ftarted ;
and it has been' objedted, (1) That the taxing during
which Jefus was born, “was fir/t made whilft Cyrenius
“ was governor of Syria,’”” Luke ii, 2. Now Cyrenius
was not governor of Syria until ten years after the
‘birth of Chrift, and a taxing was made in the beginning
of his government. t

Anfwer, The fentence in Luke may be tranflated,
“ this was the firft affeffment of Cyrentus, governar of
“ Syria;”’ the words governor of Syria, being ufed af-
ter the name of Cyrenius, as his title ; and this title, be-
longing to him at the time of writing the account, was
naturally fubjoined to his name, although acquired
after the tranfadion which the account defcribes.
P, 185,

Objettion {2.) Luke in his 3d chap. fays—** Now in
« the fifteenth year of Tiberius Czlar, Jefus began to
¢ be abont thirty years of age.”” At this period, ac-
cording to Jofephus, he muft have been at lealt 31, per-
haps 33 years old. Anfwer. This difficulty is folved by
attending to the Greek, which fignifies, ¢ that he was
“ ghout thirty years of age,” and the adverb about,
gives all the latitude that is wanted, P, 187, |
- Obje&ion (3.) . Ads v. 36. ¢ For about thele days rofe
“ yp one Theudas, &c. Jolephus’s account of Theu-
das referred to a tranfalion feven years after Gamaliel’s
{peech, of which this text is a part. Anfwer. There
might be fwo impoftors of the fame name; for there
were four perfons of the name of Simon within forty
years, .and three of Judas within ten years, who were
al] leaders of infurreétion. P. 180,

Objection
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Objetion (4.} Mat. xxitl, 3. ¢ Unto the blood of
 Zacharias fonof Barachias, whom ye {lew between
‘“ the temple and the altar.”” There 1sa Zacharias,
whole death is related in the 2d book of Chronicles,
which fupports the aliufion ; but he was the fon of }e-
hoiada, There is aifo Zacharias the prophet, who was
for to Barachiah, but of whofe death we have no ac-
count. Anfwer. The firft Zacharias was probably the
perfon, and the name of the father has been added
fince, by fome tranfcriber, who took it from the title of
the prophecy. P. gt
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"CHAP. VIL

Undefigned Coincidences.

'BETWEEN the letters of St, Paul, and the hihﬂ_ory of
the A&s of the Apoftles, there exift many notes ot un-
defigned correfpondency ; a perufal of which is {ufficient
to prove, that neither the hiftory was taken froni the
letters, nor the letters from the hiftory ; and - the coin-
cidences are too clofe and numerous to be acc6UQted for
by the accidental concurrences of fiction, P. 195. [In
{upport of this argument, Mr. Paley refers to his Hire
Pauline, and fhews how it bears upon the general
queftion of the Chriftian hiftory. P. 1¢6.]

" 1. St. Paul, in thefe letters, affirms his own pehfform-
ance of miracles; and that miracles were the fipns.of an
Apoftle. R

IL. It fhews that the feries of action reprefented by
St., Paul was real; which proves, that the original wit-
nefles of the Chrifhian hiflory, devoted themiclves to
lives of toil and fuffering in confequence of the truth of
that hiftory. P. 197, |

1L Tt proves that the author of the ¢ A&s”” was well
acquainted with St. Paul’s hiltory, and a companion of
his travels,” which eftablifhes the credit of Luke’s gol-
pel.—The fimilitude between John’s gofpel and the firft
Epiftle of St. John, 1s remarkable ; it is allo valuable; as
the Epiftle aflerts the writer’s perfonal knowledge of
Chrift’shiftory, Chap, 1. 1—3. P, 199,

CHAP,
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C HAP. VIIIL

Of the Hiftory of the Refurreltion.

- THE ftrength of this part of the evidence of Chriftia-
nity, doesnot arife from its being a moré decifive proof
of {upernatural agency than other miraclés, but from
the certainty we have, that the apoftles and firft teach-
ers gffertzd the fa@; which would have been known if -
the gofpels had never been writ:en. Every piece of
Scripture recognizes the refurretion. Every writing
from that time'to the prefent, for, or againft Chriftia-
nity, fpeaks of this article” as received without doubt by
all Chriftians, P.201.

Queftion. Did the Apoftles knowingly ﬁublifh a falfe-
hood ; or were they themfelves deceived » The firftis
generally given np ; the nature of the undertaking, and
of the men, exempt their memory from the fufplcmn of
impofture.” The folutien more defervmg of . natlce, 1s
that which would refolve the conduét of the Apoftles
into enthufiafm ; and would clafs the refurre&ion with
ftories  of apparitions. This comparifon will not ftand ;
for Chrift was feen by many perfons, {eparately, and
together ; by day, as well as by night ; who converfed
and ate with him,and who examined his perfon. P. zo3,

Objection I, But thele accounts are upon the credit of
ur recorda 1

Anfwer. The refurrection was aflerted ; s it was, theres
fore incumbent on the enemy to have produced the
dead body. P. 204,

Ubjection II. The difciples had flolen the body.

Aunfwer. This fuppofes fraud. Belides itis loaded -
with improbabilities; fuch as the fituation and fears of
tie difeiples ; the impoflibility of fucceeding is fuch an

| attempt,
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attempt, both from the guard {et over the tomb, and
from the lightnefs of the night, it being the time of full
moon; and the inevitable confequences of detection -

P.205.%

It is evident allo, that, if the body had been ftolen,
the Jews would have produced it, as the completeft an-
fwer to the ftory of the refurrection. P. 207,

#* It has alfo been rightly obferved by Dr. Townfendathat the
{tory of the guards carried collufion upon the face of it :—t¢ fJis
€< drfcfp/ﬂ canic by night, and flole him away, while we flept,”?  Men in
fuch circumftances would not have made fuch an acknowledpes
ment, without previous affurances of protection and impunity.

~—~—f¢ Efpecially at the full moon the city full of people, ma-
¢ ny probably pafling the whole night, as Jefus and his difciples
¢ had done, in the open air, the fepulchre fo near tlle city as to Lé
¢ ¢nclofed within the Walls.”

Prieftley on the Refur,

I CHAY,
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CHAP IX

SECTION. L

The Propagation of Chriffianity. -

WE are to confider in what degree,within what time,
and to what extent, Chriftianity was actually propa; |
gated.

A few days after the alcenfion, about rzo difciples
met together, probably perfons conneéted with the
apoftles, and with one another. (A&tsi. 5.) It does not
appear that they were aware that a new religion was to
be eftablithed. On the day of Pentecoft three thoufand
were added to the fociety, {Acdts 11. 41.) many of whom
probably had before been believersin Chrift, and now
openly avowed their attachment to his caufe. In the
fourth chapter, it is faid their numbers were 5000 ; and
in the next, we read, that believeers were added to the
Lord, multitudes both of men and women. The fixth
chapter {peaks of the difciples being greatly multiplied
in Jerufalem, and that a great company of priefts were
obedient to the faith. It appe:ars, farther, that the
preaching of Chriftianity was confined for more than
a year to the city of Jerufalem. I’. 209-~-15.

A perfecution difperfed the coinverts throughout Ju-
dea,and Samaria, and during this fecond period, of four
years, Chriftianity was propagat ed among Jews, Jewifh
profelytes, and Samaritans. Tlie apoftles did not know
that they were at liberty to propiofe the religion to man-
kind at large, until it was reveal:zd to Peter by a miracle.
The third period commences, about feven years after
Chrift’s afcenfion, with the prizaching of the gofpel to
the Gentiles of Celarea; and before the clofe of this
period, or within thirty years after the death of Chrift

his
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his religion had {pread itfelf through almoft all the
diftrits of Afia Minor, through Greece and the Iflands
of the Aigean Sea, the fea coaft of Africa, and had ex-
tended to Rome ; Jerufalem continuing the centre of
the miffton. P. 215—22. Hence the following obferva-
tions. (1.) The account comes from a perfon who was
concerned in a portion of what he relates, and was con-
temporary with the whole of it. P. 222. (2.) The ac-
count 1s an incomplete account of the propagating of
Chriftianity ; therefore, if what we read in the hiftory
be true, much more then what the hiftory contains muft
be true alfo. P. 223. (3.) That the account is, for this
reafon, more credible, Had it been the author’s defign
to have difplayed the early progrefs of Chriftianity, he
would have collefted accounts of the other apoftles.
P. 224. (4.) The intimations of the number of converts,
and the fuccefs of the apoftle’s preaching, come out, for
the molt part,incidentally ; which removes the fufpicion
of a defign to exaggerate or deceive, P, 225. Theaccount
is confirmed by parallel teftimonies, in the letters of the
apoftles ; thofe af St. Paul are addrefled to the churches
of Corinth, Phillippi, &c. at which places his minifiry
1s recorded. P, 220,

It1s now to be confidered, how far thefe accounts are
confirmed by other evidence.

- Tacitus fpeaks of a vaft multitude of- Chriftians at
Romein the tenthyear of Nero, P, 228. Pliny’slet-
ters to Trajan, written not quite eighty y'ears after the
- alcenfion, proves that the Chriftians in Pontus and Bi-
thynia were very numerous, and had {ubfifted there fome
confiderable time ; now there is no evidence that Chri-
ftians were more numerous, in thofe places,than inother
parts of the Roman empire ; hence the #ruth of the re-
prefentations given of the general ftate of Chriftianity
m the world, by Chriftian writers. P, 2304, Juftin

| Martyr,
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Martyr, who wrote thirty years after Pliny, {ays, there
is not a nation, either Greek or Barbarian amongfi
whom prayers are not oftered to the Father by the name
of Jefus. P. 235, The rapid and general diffufion of
Chriftianity is noticed by fucceeding writers to the
time of Conflantine, who probably deciared himielf on
the {ide of the Chriftians, becaufe they were the power-

ful party. Jerome, in the year 392 reckons up 120
Coriftian writers. P, 236—4s.

S ECT. IL

Reflections on the preceding Account.

IN viewing the progrels of Chriftianity, our firft at
tention is Jue to the number of converts at Jerufalem,
after the founder’s death ;—then, to attendto the efta-
blithment of Chriftian focieties in Judea and Galilee ;—
afterwards, to recollect the {uccefs of the apoftles in. their
travels ;—finally, to ‘confider the fubfequent fpread of
the religion. ” In all thefe ftages the hiftory is without a
parallel, inafmuch, as it was the prevalency of a doftrine
depending on a matter of faét, in oppofition to the pre-
judices of education, falbion, and worldly policy,
P.246—g9.

1f the widely dlfpl oportionate effeéts which attend the
preaching of modern miflionaries of Chriftianity, in com-
parifon with what followed the miniftry of Chrift and
his apoftles, under circumflances either alike; or not fo
nnlike as to accounts for thedifference, be duly confider-
ed, it will appear reafonable to conclude, that they pof
felled means of convi&tion, which we have not; that they
had proofs to appeal to, which we want. P, 250—01.

SECT.
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SECT. lil

Of the Religion of Mahomet. |

MAHOMETANISM refembles Chriftianity, in the
rapidity of its progrefs ; the recency of its hiftory ; and
the prophetic character aflumed by its author. But there
are points of difterence, which feparate the two cales
entirely. J

I, Mahomet did not found his pretenfions upon mi-
racles, capable of being known, and atitefted by others ; he
exprelsly difclaims the power. P. 261. Hence no cre-
dit is due to the miraculous f{tories related of Mahomet
by Abulfeda, who wrote the account 6oo years after his
death; or which are found in the legend of Al. Janabi,
who came 200 years later. P, 264. Admitting the
whole of Mahomet’s authentic hiftory as far as was
witnelled by others, to be true, he migh: fiill be an im-
polter, or enthufiaft, or an union of beth : but admit
almoft any part of Chrift’s public hiftory to be true, and
he muft have come from God. P. 266. h

Obje&tion. If one religion could make its way with-
out miracles, why might not another ?

Anfwer, This is not the queftion. The proper quel-
tion is, whether a religion, founding itfelf on miracles,
could {ucceed without any reality torefton? As Ma-
homet did not take this courfe, it may be prefumed very
difficult, if not impoflible. He knew the importance of
miracles by inceflantly referring to thofe of preceding
prophets. P. 267. .

II The eftablifhment of Mahomet’s religion was al-
fe@ted by caufes, which in no degree, appertained to
the origin of Chriftianity.

During the firft fen years, when Mahomet ufed only

perfuafion, and confined his exertions to Meccaj it ap-
pears,
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péars, that he could reckon upon no more converts than
83 men and 18 women, yet this progrefs was aided by
the following 1mportant advantages: 1. He was the
grandion of the moft honourable and powerful family in
Mecca. 2. Heconduétéd his defign with great art and
prudence, 3. The Arabs probably acknowledged one
{fupreme deity, which, at firft, was the leading doétrine
of Mahomet, 4. Mahomet feems to have had thefe two
purpofesin view, o make converts, and thofe converis
[oldiers,as the following particulars will fhew. (1,)He
affures the Jews, Chriftians, and Arabs, that 4is religion
had been originally their own. (2.) He never ceafed
from defcribing the future anguifh of unbelievers. (3.)
His voluptuous paradife. (4.) The highelt heavens for
thofe who fought his battles, or expended their fortune
in his canfe, (5.) He applied the doftrine of predeftina~
tion to fortify the courage ofhis adherents. (06.) He als
lowed a plurality of wives, in compliance with the ch-
mate of the country. P, 268—o.

When Mahomet was received inte the city of Medina,
he changed his condud, pretending that he had received
a commiflion to deffroy infidels, and to fet up the true
faith by the fword. An early victory over a very {upe-
rior force eftablifhed his renown; we have, therefore
from this time nothing left to account for, but, that he
fhould be able to collett an army, and that his army
jhould conquer. P, 280—3.

The fuccels of Mahometanifin during this and every
future period cannot be ftated in-prejudice of the Chri-
ftian argument; nor does it ftand in the way of this im-
portant conclufion, that the propagation of Chriftianity,
in the manner, and under the circumftances in which it
was propagated, is an unique, in the hiflory of the {pe-

cles. A Jewith peafant overthrew the religion of the
world, P, 285—7. -
_— PART
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" A BRILF CONSIDERATION @F SOME POPULAR ORJECTIONS,

CHAP. L
The difcrepancies between the feveral Gofpels,

A STORY f{hould not be rejected, by reafon of fome
diverfity of circumftances with which it is related ; for
the charalter of human teftimony 1s, lubftaniial truth
under circumf{tantial variety ; but a clole agreement in-
duces {ufpicion of confederacy, and fraud. Important
variations, and evea coniradictions, are not always
deemed {ufficient to fhake the credibility of the fa&t, The
embafly of the Jews to Claudian, Phifoplacesin sarveff,
Jolephus in fzed time. Lord Clarendon flates, that the
Marquis of Argyle was condemned to be sanged, which
was performed on the fame day. [Four other hiftorians
{ay, that he was beheaded upon the Monday, having
been condemned on the Saturday. This contradition
never led a perfon to doubt, whether the Marquis was
executed or not, Dr. Middleton thought the ditferent
hours of the day afligned ro the crucifixion, by John,

and
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and the other Evangelifts, did not admit of reconcile-
ment. DBut this does not injure the hiftory of the prin-
cipal falt. P. 28¢9—02.

A poreat deal of the difcrepancy ariles from omiffion,
which is always an uncertain ground of objection, Sue-
tontus, Tacitus, and Dio Cafitus, have all written of
the reign of Tiberius, and each has omitted many things
mentioned by the reft. Thefe difcrepancies will be
more numerous, when men do not write hiftortes, but
memoirs, which, perhaps, 1s the true name of the gof- -
pels, (1. e.) when they do not undertake to deliver, in
the order of time, a regular account of 4// things of im-
portance, which the fubjet of the hiftory did and {aid,
but only fuch paflages as were fuggefted by their parti-
cular defign, at the time of writing, P, 2923,

CHAP,
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CHAP. II.

Erroneous opinions iiniputed t the ApofHes.

-

OB]ECTIOI\S have been raifed cancer—ning the qup-
tations of the Old Teftament, found in the Nnv ; they_
are faid to be apphed contrary to the fenfe of thr., origi-
nal. ltis an{wered, that many of thefe quotatiens were
only ultel;lded as accommodations, conynon to writers of
all countries. P.298, Anpther error 1mputed to the
firft Chr dhans, was the e:;pec'ted approach of the day of
judgment, Similar to this, was their affurance that
John would nof dlE, Wthh arole from a mi{interpreta-
tion of our Saviour’s words ; hence it is objected, that
adnutumg the fa[lzmln‘y of the apoflolic judgment,
on what can we rely? Anfwer. Give me the apofiles’
teftimony, and I do not {tand in need of their judgment;
give me facts, and I have all that I want, P. 299—301,
The two following cautions will exclude all uncertainty
on this head.

I. To feparate what was the objedt of the apoftolic
miflion, and declared by them to be fo; from what was
extraneous. Of points clearly exIraneous nothing need
be faid. Of points incidentally connected with it, de-
moniacal pofleffion is one. The doctrine Chrift did not
bring into the world, The malady was real, the cure
was teal; the matter of fact was in either cafe the {ame,
P, 301.

II. In reading the apoftolic writings, we are to diftin-
ouifh between their docltrines, and their arcuments.
The former came to them by revelation, but they were
wont to fupport them by fuch confiderations as their
own thoughts fuggefted. P. 303,

K CHAP,
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CHAP, 11IL
The conneltion of Chriffianity with the fewifh Hiffos.

CHRIST aflumes the divine origin of the Mofaic ine
ftitution, and recognizes the prophetic charaéter of many
of the antient Jewifh writers.

Thus far we are bound to go: but we are not to make
Chriftianity anfiverable for the circumftantial truth of
each feparate paffage in the Old Teftament, In our
Saviour’s time, the books were unlverfally read by the
Jews; he and his apof}les ufed them, and reterred to
them. Yet except where he exprefsly afcribes a divine
alithority to particular predictions, we carnot, {trictly,

draw any conclufions from the books being fo uled,
P- 806—1 I,

CHAP,
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CHAP., 1V.

Rejection of Chrifbianity.

It is acknowledged, that the Chriftian religion did
not produce an univerfal, or even a general conviction
in the minds of men, of the age and country in which ig
appeared : and this has been called the rejelZion of the
Chriftian hiftory and miracles, This objﬁ&wn divides
itfelf into two parts. P. 312. .

I. Astothe few. With us there is but one queﬂlon ;
were the miyacles really wrought ? Admitting this, we
acknowledge the whole, . This does not appear to have
been the cale with the Jews. John vii, 2131 exhibits
the reafoning of -different {orts of perfons, upon the oc-
cafion of areal miracle, The account.of. Lazarus’s re-
furredtion is obfervable for the fame purpofe. The
fpe&ators did not perceive, that the works of Jefus bore
witnefs to'the truth of his pretenfions. P. 313=-18.

In the ninth chap. of john’s gofpel, we have a full ac-
-count of the cure of the blind man 3 a miracle {fubmitted
to dll the fcrutiny which a {ceptic could propofe; yet
the rulers rejected its force ; but on the mind of the man
reftored, it had its proper and natural operation. P. 314.

Qpefhon. How could {uch a turn of thought obtain
with the antient Jews?.

- Anfwer (1.} Their expetation of 2 Mefliah, was of a.
nature totally different, from what the appearance of
Jefus befpoke him to be. (2.) Their perfuafion of the
‘agency of demons in the production of {upernatural
effects. - The firft would put them to feeking for an ex-
“cufe, why they fhould not receive Jefus in the charac-
ter he claimed. The other fupplied fuch an excufe.
Let Chrift work his miracles, the anfwer wasready, le

~wrought them by the afliltagce of demons, P. 320.
K 2 . 11, The
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II. The infidelity of the Gentile world is to be refolv-

ed, into the contempt they had for Chri‘ﬂianity, prior to
examination. FP. 323. ] -
' Theftate of réligion among the Greeks, and Romans,
had a tendency. to induce this difpofition ; Chriftianity
hid nothing to.attract their notice; it mixed with no
politiess==it prodircéd mno - fing .writels ;—the nature,
office, and._minifti'y of Jelus svould be alien to their
conceptions. Its conneltion with Judaiim would injure
it with the learned Heathen, who reparded. Jefbovah
hlmlelf as the'7dp/ of the Jewifl hation; and thls would
P eclude-all i inguiry dmong men of edhcatmn which
accouﬂtsxgllo, for’ their filence on the fubjed. In this
mannder-Chrijftranity was tréated by Pliny the younger,
and by Tacitus.. Without ihquiry Tacitus difpoles of
the whole queftion, by calling it a ¢ pernicious fisperfii-
“ tion,”" a.prodf how little he knew, or-concerned him-
felf about the'maiter.  Read the inftruétions of Paul to
the Roman conveits: ch.Xil. ¢~=xiii. 13. 4nd then judge
‘of this perniciéus fuperftition. Qr take Pliny’s defcrip-
sion of the conduét and principles of this fe&, and then
call Chriftianity a pernicious ﬁ,rpcrﬂzfm;: P, 323—34-

Ugon the words of Tacitus we may build thefe -obfer-
vations. (1.) Thelearned men of that age beheld Chri-
fuanity in a diftant and obfcure view. P. g25.; (2.) But
little reliance can be placed upon'the moft-agute judg-
ments 1n fubjedts which they are pleafed to defpife;, Had
not Chriftianity {urvived to tell its own ftory, it muft
have gone down to pofterity.as a “ pernicious ﬁfpe;:/z‘:f-
210 (3,) This contempt prior to examinafion, is an
- intellectual - vice, from which the greafeﬁ faculties-of
mind are not free. P.g36. (4) We need not be fur-
-prifed that many writers of .that age did not mentionn
Chriftianity, when thofe who did, appear to have mif-
conceived its nature and charatter. P. 337.

'i‘he
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The Heathen public were probably divided into twa
clafles ; thofe /who defpifed Chriftianity bafore hand;
and thofe who received it. Therefore the writers would
be, thofe who were filent about Chnﬂlamty, and thofe
who were Chriffians. The notion of #agic was refort-
ed to, by the heathen adveriaries, as that of diabulicaf
agency was.by the Jews. P. g37——40.

o | - L CHAY



CHAP, V,

.;T hat the Chriftian miracles are ot recited, or appealed
to, by early Chriftan writers themfelves, fi fu!{y of
frequently as might have been expected.

- 1. THIS objedtion applies to the letters of the Apoftles,
which are either bortatory, or argumentative. In the
former there appears no place for more references than
we find ;—the nature of the argumentative epiftles ac.
counts for the infrequency of the allufions, They were
not written to prove the truth of Chriflianity, but to
fhew its defign and effedts; and of thole-effeéts the value
and extent. Miraculous evidence muft be the ground of
all the epiftles. Y. 342. The apoftolic epifiles, refemble
the apoftolic [peeches. Y. 344. Peter, in fix fpeeches,
refers but fwice to the miracles of Chrift; and ence to the
miraculous powers which he himlelf poflefled. Stephen’s
long {peech contains no reference to miracles. *St. Paul,
before Feftus, appeals to Chrift’s refurrection, and his
own converfion, to which there are references in his
epiftles, and 7/ree indubitable references to the miracles
which he himlelf wrought. Hence the agreement be-
tween his {peeches and letters.

The miraculous hiftory was prefuppofed, and there-
fore the point which occupied the writer’s thoughts
was this; allowing the hiftory to be true, ought Jefus
to be received as the Meffiah ; if fo, what was the obje&,
and benefit of his mifion. P, 345=9. -

11, The fame oblervations will apply to the writings
of the Fathers; the {ubject of which they treated, did
not lead them to any dire@ recital of the Chriftian hif-
torv. P. 349. The mnext clafs of writers is that of the
Apologifis, the avowed defenders of Chriffianity. Qua-
dratus, the molt antient, appealed to the miracles of

Chyift,



{ 77 ]

Chrift, in terms as exprefs as we could defire. P. 153.
Juftin Martyr aflerts the performance of miracles by
Chrift, in words as firong as language will admit; and
alfo afligns the reafon why he had recourfe to the argu-
ment from prophecy, rather than from miracles, viz.
that his opponents would alcribe the latter to magice
P. 352. Irenzus, and Ladtantius notice the fame evafion:
in the adverfaries of Chriftianity. Y. 353. Similar ob-
fervations may be made refpefting Tertullian, Origen,
and Jerome; which prove that the ‘miracles of. Chrift
were appealed to, in their literal {enle, by the early

Apalogifts for Chriftianity, whlch Is an anfwer to the
sbjection. Y. 3548,

CHAP,
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CHAP, VL

Want of univerfulify i ' the kito wledze. and reception of-
Cbr z/z‘mmfy, a;rd of g: eater clear .-zéﬁ in the evidence.

- OBJECTIO\I If re:vel*ltmn came from.CG od no part:
6f -the human {peciés would remain ignorant of it, no
underflanding conld failof being convinced by it.

. Anfwer. The.advecates. of Chriftianity do net pre:
terid‘that their religion polfelles thefe qualities, nor ‘do
they-deny it to Have baen within the compafs of divine
nower to have:communicated to the world,. a ftronger
and more exten{ive influence. P..360:  The nothaving
more evidence is not, however, a {ufficient reafon for
rejecting that which we have. If this difpenfation la-
bour under no defelts, but what are commion to others,
we are not juftified in rejetting it. Throughout nature,
which is a {yftem of beneficence, we are {eldon able to
make out a {yftem of optimifin. To inguire what the
Deity might have done, is 2 mode of reafoning which
will not do in natural hiffory, nor in natural religion,
and therefore cannot, with {afety, be applied to revels-
tion. The general charalter of the works of nature, is,
on the one hand, goodnefs in defign and effe®, ahd on
the other a liability to difficulty and objeétions, Chrif-
tianity participates in the fame charalter ; neverthelefs
the real {yftem in both cafes, may be a fyftem of fhrit
eptimifm, although the proof be hidden from us.P.361m3.
1f Chriftianity be compared with the ftate and prﬂgrefs
of natural religion, the objettor will gain nothing by the
comparifon. Natural religion is not univerfal: the ex-
iftence of the Deity is not known to all, but it cannot
be argued, that therefore, he does not exift. P. 366, If
Chriftianity be regarded as an infirument for the melio-
ration of mankind; its progrefs refembles that of other

cauies
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caules by which human life is improved ; it hasput
things into a #ra4in; it may become univerfal ; and the
world may continue in that ftate fo long, as that its du-
ration may bear a vait proportion to the time of its par-
tial influence. Y. 367. Befides,

1. Irrefiftable evidence would reftrain the voluntary
powers too much to anfwer the purpofe of trial, or
probation. P. 368

2. It would leave no place for the admiffion of internal
evidence, which applies itfelf to the knowledge, love,
and pradtice of virtue,and which operates in proportion
to the degree of thofe qualities, which it finds in the
perfon whom it addrefles. P. 369.

3. It may be queftioned, whether the perfect difplay
of a future flate, would not make a degree of impreflion
upon the mind, incompatible with the dutles of life,
P. 372,
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CHAP. VII. .

The fuppofed Lifects of Chriftianity.
- IT has been contended, that Chriftianity has h"f.d a
bad eifet upon public happinels. P. 375.

I. The influence of religion is fought in a wrong
place. It is not to be l'o_ol-:.ed for in the councils of
princes; in the refulutions of popular aflemblies ; in the
condut of governments towards their {ubjects, of {ove-
reigns to one another, of conquerors at the head of ar-
mies; topics which fill the page of hiftery: but it muit
be perceived in the {ilent courfe of private life. The
fubftance of rcligion is neceflarily nvifible. Much of
the influence of Chriftianity may be felt in times of pub-
lic diftrefs. The Chrifhian religion «¢fs upon public
ﬁi'ages and inﬂitutibné, refpedting war, government,
mariiage, public amufements, and the ftate of the poor.‘
P. 976—81.

But the argument depended on is, the benefit of reli-
gion in private fations. It hasbeen the author of virtue
and happinefs to millions; it hath had a fenfrble influence
on the public judgment of morals; hence many may be
kept in order by Chriftianity who are nof Chriftians.
But it is not to be appreciated by its temporal effecis; its
influence upon the whale of human exiftence muft be
eftimated. P. 381—4.

1. Chriftianity is charged with many confequences
for which 1t 1s not anfwerable.

Religion has nof made perfecuting laws ; it is an{wer-
able for no part of the milchiefs of periccution. Had
there been in the New Teftament, what there arein the
Koran, precepts authoriing coercion,in the propagation
of religion, the cale would have been different, If”
Chriflianity be charged with every milchief, of which
it has bcen the ocecafion, though not the motive; the
anfwer is, that if malevolent pallions be there, the
world will never want occafions, P, 3847,

CHAP,
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CHAP, VIIL

THE CONCLUSION.

*a

IN religion much depends on the order of our inqui-
ries, He who takes up a fyftem of divinity, believing
every part maft be true, or the whole talle, approaches
the dlfcu[ﬁon with great difadvantage. Under this pre-
judice we are all, in fome meafure, introduced to our
religious ﬁudles- the doctrines of rehglon come to us
before the prodfs, hence. perfans of hafty tempers have
rejedted the 'whole, We ought firft to ekamine the ge-
neral truth of its principles, and then enqune into its
do&rmes. What is clear in Chriftianity is {ufficiently
valuable ; what is dubigus,—unnece ['ary, and of fubor-
dinate i 1113p01 tance, P, q90—3.

The 'truth of Chriftianity depends upon its leading
falts, anid upon them alone. Of thefe we have fufficient
evidence. We have uncontelted and inconteftible points
to which the hiftory of the human {pecies hath nothing
{imlar to offer. A JEWifh peafant without force, or
‘influence, changed the religion of the world. After ke
had been put to death, his companions afferted his fu-
pernatural character, founded on fupernatural opera-
tions, and in teflimony of thefe aflertions they fuffered
perfecution and death. A very few days after this per-
fon had been publicly executed, and in the very city
in which he was buried, thefe his companidns‘declare,_
with one voice, that his body was reftored to life; in
this fa& they perfifted, in the face of thofe who had
killed him, and who were armed with the whole power
of the country. Asto thefe facts, the’ Chriftian ftory
hath never varied ; nor has any other ever been fet up
in its room. All feds,in all ages, have concurred in
repre{'entmﬁ' thefe fats in this manner. P, g94=7.

L2 Thefe
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Thefe propofitions prove the exiftence of the tranfas-
tion, The particulars we have from the perfons them-
felves, and their companions, in four books, the au-
thenticity of which 1s eftablifhed by {tronger proofs, than
belong to almoft any other antient book. They alfo
bear ftrong infernal evidence of their truth, inafmuch
as the writers underftood the hiftory, and ufages of the
times to which they refer. In comparing them with one
another, we find them varying, {o as to repel fufpicion
of confederacy, and {o agreeing under this varjety, as to
thew they had one real tranfation for their common
foundation. P. 308—=400,

The four narratives are confined to the hiftory of the -
founder, and end with bis miniftry. The flory is car-
ried on by a perfon conne&ed with the bufinefs, and the
fubftance is confirmed by a number of or :gz;m[ letters,
‘written by a perfon who is the principal Iuble& of the
hiftory, P. go1.

The Miracles were not Jfecret, nor momentary, nor
tentat:ve, nor ambiguous, nor performed under the
fancion of author ity, with the {petators on their fide,
mnor in affirmance of tenets already eftablithed. The
evidence of thefe miracles was contemporary ,—P’slbllﬂl-
ed on the ipot j——involved queftions of the greateﬁ ma,g
nitude ;—contradifted fised prejudices j—and i Ltrequu ed
rfrom thofe who accepted it, principles and condu& ex-
POiEd {0 outy dge and perfecution P. 403, |

The event, as mightbe expeéted, was mz‘zced in the
prophetic writings of the Jews; had the confequences
been more diftinétly revealed, it would have cooled
their ardour for an inftitution, which was eventually to
give place to ope more perfect. P. 40s.

‘The great importance of revelation is to be eftimated
from the doéirine of a relurrection from the dead; the

othe
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other articles of the Chriftian faith are ‘but adjunéls-to
this ;-its morality is wile, and pure, neither adapted ‘to
vulgar prejudices, nor flattering popular notiofs, mnor
excufing eftablifhed practices, but calculated to promote
human happinefs, P. 406. :

The Deity to fix theinftitution, vouchf{afed a miracu.
lousatteftation ; he then committed its future progrefs to
the natural means of human communication. In this,
Chriftianity is analogous to moft other proviiiéns for
human happinefs, The provifion is made, and left to
act according to the laws of a more general fyftem,
P. 408. |

Let the conftant recurrence to our obfervation, of
contrivance, defign, and wifdom in the works of na-
ture, fix upon our minds the belief of a God, and ail
is eafy. In the counfels of fuch a being, it is not impro-
bable that there fhould be a future ftate, or that we
fhould be acquainted with it. A future ftate reftihes eve-
ry thing; becaufe if moral agents be eventually happy,
or miferable, according to their conduct, in the flations
afligned them here, it feems not very material by what
rules thefe ftations are afligned ; it theretore folves all
objedtions tothe divine goodnefs. Neverthelels, a higher
degree of aflurance was neccilary than that drawn from
the light of nature, to overcome the fhock which the
fenfes receive by the appearances of death. Abftratedly
confidered, perhaps, there is no more difficuley in ap-
prehending the refurre@ion of adead man, than the
conception of a child.

Since, however, a future {iate, and the revelation of
a future flate, are not only perfectly confiftent with the
attributesof God ; but alio remove many difliculties ;-
fince there is fuch a firong body of hiflorical evidence
that fuch a revelation hasbeen communicated, we may

! fft



[ 34 ]
fet our minds at‘reﬂ \i‘.?lth the allurance, that in the re-
fources of creative wifdom, expedients cannot be want-

ed to carry mto effect what the Deity hath propofed, .
P. 409. to the end. 5 | +
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