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Paine’s Ag2 of Reafon. 159

Padeg: ¢. 1. Sueton. in Vit. Auguft. 55. The adminiftration of publiz
and private worfhip was regulated by public authority. The funétions
of the pontifex maximus and his colleagunes, which were continued
through all the changes of the roman government, were of this kind.
Jiv. 1. 2. The profperity of the nation was fuppofed to depend vpon
the precife difcharge of it’s inflituted rites. Cic, Orat. de Harufp.
Refpon. On the whole, the juft and evident conclufion is, that the
ecclefiaftical laws of Rome guarded the religion of the ftate by the
jeversft prohibition againft every kind of deviation from it’s ancient
ordinances. It was not the emperor and the proconful, but the ancient
and eftablifhed laws of the land, that were oppreflive and cruel to the
Jdevoted and innocuous converts in that province, In fatt, Trajan
ordained no new edi¢t concerning them; and agreeably to that lenity
which diftinguithed his government in every part of his extenfive
empire, he forbad Pliny to receive anonymous informations, or
to moleft them by official profecutions. Benignity indeed was fo emi-
nently confpicuous among the more fplendid qualities of his princely
virtues, that it became an invariable cuftom during many fubfequent
centurics after his death, to add to the ufual votive acclamations on
the acceflion of a new emperor, fis melior Trajano! Eutrop. vili. s,

Mr. M., on account of his age, declines entering into any further
controverfy on this fubjetts and concludes with a happy application
of an ancient anecdote.

. 34. Poftfcript.—¢ Polemical writers are apt to carry on the de-
bate with fo much petulant intemperance, that the queftion feems ul-
timately to be, which of the difputants fhall have the honour of the
laff word. 'The author of the prefent defence difclaims all ambition
of that kind; and no reply, from whatever hand it may come, fhall
induce him to advance a ftep farther in the controverfy. It was, in-
deed, with the utmoit regret that he was corffrained, by a very un-
provoked attack, to enterinto it; and he could not but confider him-
2lf, upen that occafion, as in circamftances in {everal refpeéts fimilar
to thofc of a certain veteran aftor of ancient Rome *, who having in
his declining years retired from the theatre, and being compelled by
Cafar, in the laft period of his days, to re-appear upon the {tage, ads
dreffed the audience in a fuitable prologue, which concludes with thefe
clegant and very appofite lines : ‘ ‘

Ut hedera ferpens wires arboreas necat,
lta me wetnflas amplexu annorum enccat :
Sepulchvi fimilis nibil wifi nomen retinea,

ARrT. X, The Age of Reafon, being an Invefligation of True and Fabulous
Theolagy. ~ By Thomas Paine, Secretary for Foreign Affairs to
Congrefs in the American War, and Author of the Works entitled
Common Senfe and Rights of Man, &c. ‘§vo. 117 pages, Price
2s. 6d. Paris, Barrois. 1794. ’

Mr. Parne’s power of commanding public attention on important
fubjets has been more than once proved beyond all contradittion.
When he gives the world his thoughts on religion, it is in vain to
expeft, that either contemptuous filence, or coercive prohibition, will
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160 " THEOLOG.Y.

-prevent the work from being read. The ¢ age of reafon’ is certainly

fo far advanced, that men will no longer afk leave of their rulers to
think and inquire. Nor is it poflible, that freedom of thought, and
diligence of inquiry, whatever temporary inconvenience they may pro-

“duce, fhould be in the ifiue injurious to mankind. 'Truth and good
“are one; and it wul ever be the intereft of the world at Jarge to de-
"firoy the empire of errour and prejudice.  Nothing is theretore to be
~apprehended from giving Mr. Paine’s objections to revelation a candid

hearing. If his work contain any thing new it ought to be confi-
dered ; and no judicious or confiftent friend to chriftianity will thrink
back from the difcaflion. If it contain nothing new, the refutation of
his errours will be found in any of thofe able defences of revelation,

~ which the learning and talents of former times have {o abundantly fup-
plied. We judge it to be a part of our duty to the public, and to the
. caufe of truth, to give a report of the contents of Mr. P.’s work,

with the fame fidelity, with which we fhall report the replies of his

_ refpondents,

The pitce is written withont much regard to method ; but it’s mate-
p g

~ rials may all be reduced to two heads, the defence of natural religion,
~ and objettions to revelation.

With refpett to natural religion, Mr. P. makes this formal declara-

" tion of his faith: ¢ I believe in one God, and no more: and I hope

for bappinefs beyond this life. 1 believe the equality of man: and I
believe that religions duty confifts in doing juftice, loving mercy, and

~ endeavouring to make our fellow creatures happy.” And afterwards

~ P.116. ¢ Itrouble not myfelf about the manner of future exiftence.
I content myfelf with helieving, even to pofitive conviétion, that the
power that gave me exiftence is able to continue it, in any form and

~ manner he pleafes, either with or without this body ; and it appears

more probable to me that I fhall continue to exift hereafter, than that'
1 theuld have had exiftence, as I now bave, before that exiftence
began.’ : : _

The only word of God which he acknowledges is the creation which
we behold.

P. 47- ¢ The creation {peaketh an univerfal language, indepen-
dently of human {peech or human language, multiplied and various as
they be. It is an ever exifting original, which every man can read.
1t cannot be forged ; it cannot be counterfeited ; it cannot be loft ; it can-
oot be altered; it cannot be fuppreffed. It does not depend upon
the will of man whether it {hall be publithed or not; it publifhes itfelf
from one end of the earth to the other. It preaches to all nations and
to all worlds ; and this wword of God reveals to man all that is neceflary

* for man to know of Gad.

¢ Do we want to conteniplate his power? We {ec it in the immen-
fity of the creation. Do we want to contemplate his wifdom? We fee
it in the unchangeable order by which the incomprehenfible whole is
governed, 1Jo we want to contemplate his munificence? We fee it
1n the abundance with which he fills the earth. Do we want to con-
template his mercy § We fee it in his not withholding that abundance
even from the unthankful, In fine, do we want to know what God
is? Search not the book called the feripture, which any human band

might make, but the feripture called the creation.’ iy
Z : vir,
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‘Mr, P. goes on to maintain the ncceflity of admitting a fitft intelli-
sent caufe of all things, and, in his energetic manner, to reprefent the
feveral ways in which God has revealed himfelt to man, by giving him
a power of difcovering the immaterial and eternal principles of {fcieace,
hy exhibiting before him the magnificent firatture of the univerle, and
by teaching them from the example of his munificence to all, to Le
kind to each other. The fupport which natural theology has derived
from aftronomical fcience is well reprefented ; and the {fublime notions
of deity which arife from contemplating the immenfity of fpuce as
filled with {yflems of ‘worlds, are exprefled in a familiar ftyle, very
well adapted to corre&t and enlarge the conceptions of the valgar
concerning the perfeétions and providence of the fupreme Being, A
confiderable part of the tract is filled with illuftrations of this fubjet,
of which no friend to religion will difapprove. : ‘

On the fubje&t of revelation Mr. P.’s arguments may be reduced to
the following heads. 1. Every national religion prerends to a divine
origin; every church profefles to have a revelation or word of God:
the only reafonable way' of treating them, is to reject them all.
2. Revelation is fomething communicated fmmediately from God to
man, Such fupernatural communication may be made to one indivi-
dual, but when he tells it to a fecond or third, it is to them nota
revelation, but a hearfay, which they are not obliged to believe. 3. The
account of the birth of Jefus is fimilar to mhany ftories in the heathen
mythology. - Co ) _

P. 10. ¢ Jefus Chrift wrote no account of himfelf, of his birth,
parentage, or any thing elfe. Not a line of what is called the New
Teftament is of his writing. The hiftory of him is altogether the work
of other people; and as to the account given of his refurreftion and
afcenfion, it was the neceffary counterpart to the ftory of his birth.
His hiftorians, having brought him into the world in a fupernatural

~mnner, were obliged to take him out again in the fame mamer, ar

the firlt part of the ftory muft have fallen to the ground.
¢ The wretched contrivance with which this Iatter part is told, ex-
ceeds every thing that went before it.. The firlt part, that of the mi-
riculous coriception, was not a thing that admitted of publicity ; and
therefore the tellers of this part of the ftory, had this advantage, - that
though they might not be credited, they could not be detetted. Tliey
could not be expedted to prove it, becaufe it was not .one of.-thofe
things that admiited of proof, and it was impoffible that the perfon of
whom it was told could prove it himfelf, :
¢ But the refurreftion of a dead perfon from the grave, and his
afcenfion through the 2ir, is a thing very different as to the evidence it
admits of, to the invifible conception of a child in the womb.: The
refurrection and afcenfion, fupppofing them to have taken’ place, ad-
mitted of public and ocular demonftration, like that of the afcenfion
of ‘a balloon, or the fun at noon day, to all Jerufalém at leaft, A
thing which every body is required to believe, requires that the proof
and evidence of it fhould be equal to all, and vniverfal; and as the

public vifibility of this laft related act was the only evidence that could
_give fah&tion to the former part; the whole of ir falls to the ground, .
becaufe that evidence never was given. Inftead of this, a fmall num-

ber of perfons, not more than eight or nine, are introduced as proxies
for the whole world, to fay, they faw if, and all the reft of the world
are called upon to believe it, But it appears that Thomas did not be-

¥OL. XIX. N : lLieve

e e



R

162 " THEOLOG Y.

lieve the refurre@ion; and, as they fay, would not believe, without
having ocular and manual demonftration himfelf.  So meither will 15
and the reafon is equally as geod for me and for every other perfon, as

for Thomas.

¢ It is in vain to attempt to palliate or difguife this matter, 'The
ftory, fo far as relates to the fupernatural part, has every mark of fraud
and impofition ftamped upon the face of ir. -Who were the authors
of it is as impoflible for us now to know, as it is for us to be aflured,
that the books in which the account is related, were written by the per-
fons whofe names they bear, The beft furviving evidence we now have
refpeting this affzir is the jews. They are regularly defcended from
the people who lived in the times this refurrection and afcenfion is faid
to have happened, and they fay, 7% ot true. 1t has long appeared to
me a ftrange inconfiftency to cite the jews as a proof of the truth. of
the ftory. It is juft the fame as if a man were to fay, 1 will prove the
truth ot whatIhave told you, by producing the people who fay it is falfe.

¢ That fuch a perfon as Jefus Chrift exifted, and that he was cruci-
fied, which was the mode of execution at that day, are hiftorical rela«
tions firitly within the limits of probability. He preached moft ex-
cellent morality, and the equality of man; but he preached alfo againft

~ the corruptions and avarice of the jewifh priefts; and this brought

upon him the hatred and vengeance of the whole order of prieft-hood.
The accufation which thofe priefts brought againft him, was that of
fedition and confpiracy againft the roman government, to which the
jews were then fubjet and tributary ; and it is not improbable that the
roman government might have fome fecret apprehenfion of the effeéts
of his doctrine as well as the jewifh priefts; neither is it improbable
that Jefus Chrilt had in contemplation the delivery of the jewith nation
from the bondage of the romans. Between the two, however, this
virtuous reformer and revolutionift loft his life.’ _

4. The external evidence for believing the books of the feriptures to
be the word of God is as tollows : .

F. 20. ¢ When the church mythologifts eftablithed their fyftem,
they collected all the writings they could find, and managed them as
they pleafed. It is a matter altogether of uncertainty to us whether
fuch of the writings as now appear, under the name of the Old and
the New Teftament, are in the {ame ftate'in which thofe collectors fay
they found them ; or whether they added, altered, abridged, or drefled
them up.

¢ Be thisas it may, they decided by wore which of the books out of
tiie collettion they had made, thould bz the worp oF cop, and which
fhould not.  They rejefted feveral; they voted others to be doubtful,
fuch as the books called the Apocrypha; and thefe books which had
2 majority of votes, were voted to be the word of God. Had they
voted otherwife, all the people, fince calling themfelves chriftians, had
believed otherwife ; for the belief of the one comes from the vote of
the other. Who the people were that did all this, we know nothing
of ; they called themfelves by the general name of the church; and this
is all we know of the matter.’

5. P. 22. ¢ Revelation cannat be applied to any thing done upon
earth of which man is himfelf the actor or the witnefs; and con-
fequently all the hiftorical and anecdotal part of the Bible, which is
almoft the whole of it, is not within the meaning and compafs of the
wword revelation, and therefore is not the word of God,’

' 6. The




Paine’s Age of Reafon. = 163

6. The account of the creation has all the appearance of being a
tradition which the Ifraelites had among them befor‘, they came into
Eeypt.  There is no proof that it was written by Mofes.  ‘The hif-
torical part of the Old Teftament is a hiftory of wicked n*‘fs The
Pfalms and Book of Job contain a great deal of elevated {ntiment,
reverentially exprefled, of the power and benigoity of the Almighty;
but not fuperiour to many other compolitions on fimilar fuby&a before.
The Proverbs are an inftrutive table of ethics, but infericur in keennefs
to the proverbs of the fpaniards, and not more wife and economical
than thofe of the american Franklin. All the remaining parts of the
Bible, generally known by the name of the Prophets, are the works of
the J"Wlﬂl poets and itincrant preachers, who wmixed poetry, anecdote,
and devotion togetber. The word prophet was the Bible word for
poet, and propliecying meant the art of making poetry.

7. The word of God cannot exift in any written language.

r. 32. ¢ The continually progreflive change to which the meaning
of words 1s fubject, the want of an univerfal language which renders
tranflations neceffary, the errors to which t:anﬂmons are again {ubject,

the miftakes of copyifts and printers, together with the poflibilify of
wilful alteration, are of themfelves ev 1dcncks, that human language,
whether in fpeech or in print, cannot be the vehicle of the word of God.”

8. p. 33. ¢ The firlt four books, called Matthew, Mark, Luke, and
John, do not give a hiftory of the life of Jefus Chrift, but only de-
tached anecdotes of him. It appears from thefe books, that the whola
time of his being a preacher was not more than eighteen months; and
it was only during this fhort tlme, that thofe men became acquainted
with him, 'lhey “make mention of him, at the age of twelve years,
fitting, they fay, among the jewith doftors, alking and anfwering
them queftions.  As this was feveral years beiore their acquaintance
with him began, it is moft pmbabl«‘ they had this anecdote from his
parents, From this time there is no account of him for about fixteen
years. Where he lived, or how he employed himfelf during this i n-
terval, is not known. Moft | rrobably he was working at his father
trade, which was that of a Carp enter. It does not appear that he had
any fehool education, and the probability is that he could not write,
for his parents were extremely poor, as appears from their not being
able to pay for a bed when he was born.’

9. How much or what pasts of the bocks called the New Teftament
were written by the pexions whofe names they bear, we can know no-
thing of, neither are we certain in what language they were originally
written. 10. The chriftian fyftem has been an enemy to learning. It’s
advocates, forefecing that the progrefs of knowledge would Iead men to
call in queftion the trath of their {yftem of ﬁmh have cut down Jearn-
ing to a fize lefs dangerous, 2nd have refl riét t‘le bufinefs of learning
to the frudy of the dead languages.

12." A miracle being i"omcthm;r centrary to the operation and effeét
of the fixed laws of nature, unl lefs we know the whole extent of thefe
laws, and of what are commonly called the powers of nature, we are
not able to judge whether any thing that may appear to us wonderful,
or miraculous, be within, or beyond, or contrary to our natural power
of afting. As we know not the extent to w hich either nature or art
can go, there is no pofitive criterion to determine what a miracle
35, and mankind in giving credit to appearances are fubjet to be con-
tinually impofed apon,

N z . 180.
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r. 108. £ If weare to mppofr a miracle to be fo*nethmg fo entirely
out of the ‘our(e ‘of what is called nature, that fhe muit go out of that
courfe to accomph{h it; and we fee an account ngen ot fuch miracle
by the perfon who {aid he faw it, it raifes a qucfhon in the mind very
eaﬁly decided, which is, Is it more probable that nature fhould go out
of her courle, or that a man fhould tell a lie ? We have never feen, in
our time, nature go out of her conrfe, but we have good reafon to

believe that millions of lies have been told in ‘the fame tlme it is there-

fore at leaft millions to one,’ that the reporter of a mmm]e tells a lie”

13. P. 113, ¢ If by a prophet we are to fuppefe a man, to whom
the Almwhty communicated forne event that would take place in
future, euhel there were fuch men, or there were not.  If there were,
it is conuﬁuxt to. believe that the event, {o communicated, would be
told in terms'that could be underftood ; 'md nct related in (uc.h a loofe

and obfcure manner as to be out of 'the comprebenficn of thofe that

heard it, and fo equivocal as to fit almoft any circumftance that might
huppen afterwards. It is conceiving very irreverently of the Almlnhty
to fuppofe he would deal in this Jeﬁmg manner with mankind: yet alf
the things called prophecies, .in the bosk called the Bible, come under
this dmcrxptlon.
¢ But it is with prophecy, as it is with miracle. It could not anfwer
the purpofe éven if it were real. ‘Thofe to whom a prophecy f‘lould
be told, could not tell whether the man prophefied or lied, or whether
it had been revealed to him, or whether he conceited it: and if the
thing that he’ pxopbeﬁed or yrctcndcd to prophecy, fhould happen,
or fomething like 1t among the multitude of things that are daily I ap-
pening, nobody could again know whether he forcknew it, or gucfled
at it, or- whether it was accidental. A prephet, therefere, 1s a cha-
ralter ufelefs and unneceflary ; and the fdfe fice of the cafe is, to guard
againft being impofed vpen by not giving cr redit to fuch relations.’
“Befide thefe general firitures upon “Tthe evidence for revelation,
Mr. P. firenuouily oppofes many of. thofe tenets which almoft all reli-
gious cftablifhments have aoreed to receive as doCrines of dmuumm s
}‘amcul:uly the dotrine of the fall of man, cf r«,uen‘ptxon by the vica-
rious facrifice of Chrift, and of the trinity. But thefe objeCtions are
only to be confidered in the light of argmmenre ad bomines ; for Mr. P.
can {carcely be fo ignorant of ‘the fate of rel igious opinions, as not to
know, that a large body of chrifiians regard thele, and many otbf’r
doditrines com'rox*ly called chriftian, as cm.cfcenas which thofe who
are defirous of preferving the main trunk mutt haflen to lep offd
With refpett to otker more general obfcfiom refpe@ing the authen-
ticity of the books of feripture, the credibility of the | hinteriang, pro-
}““’ tes, and miracles, Mr. P.’s affertions are {o ill fupported by parti-
cular mftances and authormes, that till he choofes to engage more 1m-
mediately in hiflerical and critical difcuflien, withcut wh ich it is impof-
fible that any hifterical queftion concerning ancient books can be deter-
mined, a general reference to the long catalogue of able writers in
defeace of the chriftian faith which this COJ!:'.I‘/ has produced, may be
deemed abundantly fufficient, Or if a more dillinét reply fhould be
thought neceffary, able champions, from different churches and feéts,
mU, we doubt not, be ready to appear in defence of the common caufe,
Cne of thefe we fhall have the pleafure to anncunce to our readers in
the next article.
We
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Wakefield’s Examination of * Paine’s Age of Reafon. 163

We cannot difmifs the prefent work without remarking, that what-
ever natural firength of m.ta tedt Mr. P. may difcover, he appears ill
qualified to do Jux‘uuv to the {ubject of revelution from his want of
crudition, Ar"m'* other firiking proofs of ht»’rar 7 deficiency, which
this tract affords, we find th 1:)vx‘m: '+ p. 25, The book of job and
the Plilms are ’rrr\uv‘** o compariion “with other comyofitions on

¢it before that zime, as well as fince, P, 30. The

hlnllaf {Ubj\.c)(a Wi w ren @
1dea of greater and Ljfer proplhets i3 ridiculed as if the diftiadtion refer-

rad to tlh, degree of tueir power of pmnhcfymw and not to the fize of
their books. P, 33. 'The term New Toflament 15 derided for want of

knowing, that the univerfally recetved interpretation of the title of the
¢

Lhnhmn Scriprures, H ¥ a,.?; Aialixn, is the Neaw Covenait.
ArT. x1.—An Examinatios of the Age of Reafon, or an Invefligation of
Trne and Fabiloys 777[0/95‘), by ff/ mas Paize: By Gilbert Wake-
field, B.a. late Fellow of Je fus Coliege, Cambridge. 8vo. 58
pages. Lrice 1s. 6d. Kearlley. 1794
~Turs reply to Mr. Paine commenc s with very handfome expref-
fions of rupt& for hls talents, and with vet; ¥ 3"\0{&1 conceflions 1n re-
gard to the {ubject of the controverfly. Wir. . Is allowed to pofizfs
ormmalzt} of conucpuon and yrofun ity of thought, with compre-
henlion, and fagacity, far beyond the vigour of xuh"n minds, ; ‘i'he
poﬁtxve articles of th taith are adu“ttw, and iifue Is joised with
him on the fubjects of natonal inftitutions of religion,

- ¢ National churches,” fays Mr.W. p.7., < arc that hay and ftubbl=which

might be removed v sithout dx‘hculty or confuiton, from the fabric of
religion, by the gxntle hand of reformatien, but which the infatuation
of ecc!fﬁJ/fzcs will leave to be deftroyed by fire.  National chusrches are
that incruftation, which has inveloped, by gradual concretion, the dia-
mond of chriffianity ; nor can, 1 fear, the genumc Juftre be reftored, but
by fuch violent efforts as the fcp&rauon of fubttances fo long and clofc-
1) conneéted muft inevitably require.’

In fubfequent parts of this examination N‘r,'\?‘v concedes, in all their -
force, the difliculiies concerning the biftory of the miraculous concep-
tion of Jefus, and the objections raifed by Mr. Paine againft the peculiar
fyftem of do€irines deduced in the creed of the efta 1blithed church from
the feriptures; which he calls € wretched materials, heapf‘d up for the
fecurity of ufurped dominion, and fecular mthre{’f by the hands of
priefts and devotees.” - The commonly received dotrine of the deviland
his angels, upon whi ch Mr.- Paine beftows much declamation, Mr. W~
allows to have beena fable gratnitoufly fabricated by the fons of fuper-
ftition, from paffages of {crxpture, in which thefe allegorical perfonages
are emblemarically iatroduced,

Difmifting the phantoimns of fyperftition, and the fitions of fcholafe
tic fubtlety, Mr. W, firft meets his antagonift on the queftion of the
fuperiority of the jewifh and chriflian fyi’tems to all others, . ‘This ar-
gument is very forcibly frated in the following palaoraph i—

P. 10— What the jews and chriftians maintain in behalf of their
refpeftive {yftems, is: that their founders delivered to mankind ra.
tional fentiments of the divine nature, of his exxﬁencc, and his pro-
vidential government of the wosld, at a time when ignorance and de-
pravation with refpect to thefe fundamental canons of religious recti-
tude were almoft univerfally predominant. With relation to the

wntmﬁs of thej jews, itis altogether undeniable, and isa trath of the
N3 _ utnoft
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“utmoft weight and magnitude, that our- accumulated difcoveries In
fcience and philofophy, and all our progrefs in other parts of know-
Iedge, has not enabled the wifeft of the moderns to excel the noble fen-
timents conveyed in the “dida¢tics and devotional compofitions of the
Old Teftament ;- compoﬁnons many of which exifted, without difpute,

before the earlicft writings of heathen antiquity, and at a péricd, when
even thofc illuftrious inftructors of mankind, the greeks and romans,

were barbarous and unknowa. It would gratify me much, I confefs,

to be informed in what manner the contemners of the jews and of the
mofaic {yftem account for this fingular phesomenon; which indeed
might be ftated with abundantly more fullnefs and cogency, if it were

neceflary on this oceafion. ' Will Thomas Paine the dezf, or any of our

modern atheifls, undertake the folution of this difficulty Befides, let
any man compare the fimple morality and the noble precepts of the gof-
p-l, as they relate to the attributes of God, and the duties of humanity,
thh the monftrous theology, with the fuotletlcs, and the contradl@cory
fchemes of contemporary motalifts, among the greeks and romans, (who
neverthelefs had, in all probability, profited mediately or immediately
by the jewith {yftem, which could not exift without diffufing fome in-
fluence through the neighbourhood) and refleét at the fame time, that a
perfect manual of morality may be colletted from a few pages in the
gofpel, but muft be picked in pagan writers from a multitude of dif-
cordant volumes, and a mals of incoherency and abfurdity ; and then
condefcend to furnifh us with an explanation of what muft be allowed
on all hands a {urprifing fact; namely, the emﬁcnce of fuch fuperior
intelligence in a jewifh carpenter at Nazareth.’

To the afferrion that revelation muft be immediate, and cannot be

tranf{mitted either vu.)a.ly or in writing, it is rep :ed that when the
perfon to whom a revelation has in the firft inftance been made com-
n unicates it to a {fecond party, he does not expect him to believe this
meflage on a mere aflertion, but delivers his credentials with the me{Tage,
and. Lmthons his pr@ien!“ons by fome difplay of fupernatural agency.
. The declaration, that Ged vifits the fins of the father upon the chil-
* dren, which is {aid by Mr. Paine to be contrary toevery principle of moral
Juﬁzce is vindicated by remarking, that it is confonant to the regular
plan of divine providence, and ma«ter of cxperxenct’ that commumues
are chaftized for crimes not merely their own, but the aggregate wick-
ednefs of themfelves and their progenitors.

Mr. Paine’s objecttion, that Jefus Chrift wrote no account of himfelf,
and that the account of hisre{urre¢tionand afeenfion wasa neceflary toun-
terpart to the flory of his birth, Mr, W. coniiders as the moft impor-
tant parr of the work, and adds, < If I’hoald prove unable to vindicate
my fiith in ch rI’Lamr) upon principles truly rational, and unambi-
puonfly expiiiit, I will relinquith it altogether, and Jook for an afylum
in the deifm of Thownas Paine, aad the cali phlofophy of Hume.’
From the various anfwers which might be inftituted to this objection,
he fele€is one, which appears to his mind inczpable of confutation upon
any prin cxplks of pm‘ohp iy or experience, and will indeéd admit of
no difpute, but upon pofitions fubverfive of all hiftorical teftimony
what{oever, and introduétory of univerfal fcepticifm, Itisasfollows:—

p. 21.~—~° The numerous citcumnftances interfperfed through the
gofpel narratives and in the Aés of the Apofiles, appertaining to the
geography of countries, the pofitions of rivers, towus, and cities, public
fraufa(hona of much notonety in thofe da) $; the drefs, cuftoms, man=

ners,
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ners, and languages of nations and individuals; political charafters of
eminence, and their condu@®, with' a valt‘multiplicity of detached oc-
currences and fa@s not neceffary to be fpecified at large, challenge (to
{peak with moderation) aslarge<a },ortion of credibility to thefe books,
confidered in the light of ﬁﬁica teftimonials, as can be claimed for
any writings whatever, received as genvine, and equally ancient and’
multifarious. Now no mean prefumption arifes in favour of the moft
extraordinary tranfaltions alfo, blended in the fame texture of narrative’
by hiftorians of fo credible a charater with refpect to the reft of their
relations ; but, when thefe extraordinasy faéts are found to have fo inti-
mate an incorporation with the common and unfufpicious occurrences of
thefe hiftories fo as to ad mit of no detachment, but to ftand or fall with-
the main body of the compofitions; I cannot fee how any hiftorical’

robability of the authenticity of thefe extraordinary events can rife’
ﬁigher than in fuch an inftance. But it will be proper to unfold the
purport of this reafoning (which admits abundant illuftration) more ex.
plicitly by a particular example. . ‘ o

¢ The apoftles Peter and John, after the death of their mafter, being

fammoned before the pricfts and elders of the jews, boldly affert in’
their prefence, that ¢ God had raifed Jefus Chrift, of Nazareth, whom .
the jews had crucified, from the dead.” After fome examination and’
debate, the two apoftles are commanded by thofe magiftrates and rulers’
of the jewifh nation to teach no more in the name of Jefus, But thefe.
intrepid followers of Jefus replied in precifely the words of Socrates to
the athenians : ¢ We ought to obey God rather than men; for we can-
not but fpeak the things which we have feex and beard.” And what was
their profpect aud expe@ation from this determination to perfeverance?
Nothing lefs than  ridicule, contempt, perfecution, poverty, bodily
chaftifements, imprifonment, and death :—

« Starving their gains, and martyrdom their price.”

¢ Now, if we recolle& in union with all this, what indeed thould never -
be forgotten, that thefe apoftles,the firft teachers of chrifiianity, the compa-
nions andd friends of Jefus, did not endure thefe accumulated inconve-
niencics from a mere obftinate attachment to jpecwlarive opinions, in
which, in my opinion, they were fallible as other men; but for ferting |
the palpable, unqueftionable evidence of their extermal femfes, what
“ they had beard, and feen, and baxdled;” no altcraati-e of delufion
or fallacy can be fuppofed, but their cafe ftands clearly diftinguifhed
from that of every future vi@tim to religious perfuafions ; liable, as they
,were, to no mifconftruction, no precipitate and prejudiced judgments,
no conceivable impofture. The falthoods thereiore or Chrilt’s refur-
rection in conne®ion with this fingle faét, and all the train of collateral
circumftances dependant from it, would, | am perfuaded, upon any
mathematical calculation of the fum of moral and hiftorical prefump-
tion, amount to an improbability of the greateft magnitude, indefinite-
ly approximating to a miraculousevent.’ . : |
To this direct and forcible reafoning the author adds, that the de-
monftration of the refurrcttion may have been (ufficicntly pubhc_.. to
demand affent, in conjunction with {uch a variety of corroboratin,
coincidences, though it were not atterided by the ocular o})&rntlon ;
all Jerufalem ; that ¢ ocular and manual dcmonﬂratiqu‘ is not necele
fary to full belief; that inftead of cereainty. for our guide, We arecomla .
pelled to truft, on moft occafions, to degrees of probability infinitely
N4 | - diver.
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diverfified; and that difputable evyidencc‘i'sw'beﬂ; calculated to 'pr(‘)duse’ k
diffidetice and "docility, and to afford that exercife for the mental pow:"

ers, which cor tributes effentially to their vigour and perfe@tion. To
the hardy affertion, that fraud and impefition‘are ftamped upon the face
of the flory of the refurrection, it'is judged unneceflary to reply, till

a dedu@lion of particulars is prefented irmit’s"fupporr. Qur -belief of

the truth of the faéls related in the gofpels does not depend upon our
knowledge of the authors of the books, but apon collateral and inde-
pendent evidence; The incredulity of the jews may be fatisfattorily
accounted for, from their expectation of a conquering Meffiah ;- from
-the depravity of manners which prevailed among their fulérs, confidered
1n contraft with our Saviour’s doé@rine and life; and from the ¢ircum-
ftance that the jews believed the pofibility of working miracles by a
confederacy with evil fpirits.. The very denial of {uch a people s the
jews is no mean prefumption in favour of the charaéter of Jefus,
Upon the important queftion concerning the authenticity and ge-
nuinenefs of the beoks of feripture, in reply to Mr. Paine’s objeétion,
Mr. W, makes the following obfervations :— S ‘

P. 37. ¢ It is moft certain, and ought not to be diffembled,
that afl the books of the C/d and New Teflamenss have not come
confirmed to us by the fame degree of evidence. They may
be properly diftributed into two clafies, books of faf?, and books of
opinion.  Under the former clafs I would comprife trom Gezefis to the
book of Fob, with the Gofpels and A&s of the Apofiles; and under the
latter, to make the largeft conceflion to this argument, the Hagiographa
and Prophets, 1.e. all'the remainder of the Ol Teffament, with the
Epiftles and Apecalypfe of the Neaw, Now, that we may wave all dif~
cuffion of the evidences and importance of the latter cclleftion, the
chriftian and jeawiyp {yftems need no fupport beyond the authenticity
of the hifforic clafs: and I affert in the fulleft confidence, and appeal
to a multitude of' publications in behalf of this affertion, that no hil-
tory whatever, taking it’s antiquity into confideration, has more claims
to be received as genuine, than the hiftories in queftion. And what
need of circumitantial detail in repelling the objeions of men, wha
really know juft nothing of the fubject, and fatisfy their reafon and
philofophy by peremptory afleveration only, unilluminated by one fingle
ray of information on the topic in difpute? To contravene pofitions,
that have been’ difcufled again and again by writers of the firft genius
and erudition, and to difparage the genuinenels of the éible Fiffories
wholly and indifcriminately, without fome precifion of inveftigation,
fome {pecific allegations, founded on the report of authentic docu-
ments, is intolerable arrogance, and the confummation of literary
- profligacy.  With refpett to the internal evidences of thefe hiffsries, I
am perfuaded, and would engage to prove in detail, that they are ex-
ceedingly fuperior to thofe of any ancient rccords whatever, whofe
authendicity 1s admitted ; evidences, of which no man will devbt, who
does not infift on marhematical demonflration in cafes only {ufeeptible
of varying probakilities, However this be, it is my fcttled perfuafion,
deduced from experience and the manners of mankind, that, if no
woritten memorials of the jeavifb and chriftian difpenfations were at this
moment 1n exiftence, the prefent condition of the profeffors of thefe
fyflems, as 2 tradnétion of believers in a certain {yflem, compofing
vaft aggregates of men through a fucceflion of ages, in a variety ot
pftances perfecuted, diftreffed, and deftroyed for their belief, cana{;t

, oL 2 be
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he accounted for, but on a fuppofition of the original reafonablenefs
of thefe difpenfations, in the apprehenfions of the firf# profeflors; and
confequently of their probable authenticity: unlefs indeed we are
refolved to exempt the men of thofe @ras from the common benefits of
rationality. It were moft eafy to enlarge on this fubje¢t; but more
has been faid already, than fuch defultory and unfubftantiated allega-
tions have any reafon to expet: and I fhail only add, from a mulu-
icity of cogent inftances, with reference to oze branch of evidence
of the firft moment, that a comparifon of the xxviiith chapter of Dex-
reronomy only, with the fubfequent and prefent ftate of the ifraeliti/s
nation, muft flath conviion, I fhould think, upon any mind, not
totally prejudiced and perverted, in favour of the prophetical preten-
fions of the jiriptures: for that the book of Deuteronomy was compofed
offerior to thele events, what effrontery even of learned deifm, if it
hazard the aflertion, will undertake to prove ¥’

Mr. W. goes on to ridicule the weaknefs and abfurdity of Mr. Paine’s
definition of a revelation as ¢ the communication of things unknown
before.”  With refpect to the hifterical parts of the Old Teflament, he
admits, that they are to be confidered in the fame light as all other hifto-
1y, namely, as aggravated and difguifed in a thoufand inflances, by
patling through tlie medium of nauonal partiality.

p. 41.—¢ The hiftory of Sampfon,” he adds, ¢ is, on this account,
to be credited in proportien only to that degree of probabilitv, mea-
fured by the common expericnce of mankind, and the ftate of the world
in thofe days, which the hiftory itfelf fhall claim in the eftimation of
reafonable judges, under fuch qualifications and deduétions, as will by
no means 1invalidate the main body and the leading falts of the narra-
tive in the light of a national regifter of perfons and events.’

The majettic fimplicity of the mofaic account of the creation is next
admired ; and it is denied, that the egyptians were a learned and {cien-
tific people. In reply to Mr. Paine’s remark, that the word of God,
being immutable, cannot exiftinany written or human language, Mr.
W. fays—

P. 45.—< What can be more frivolous and more unworthy of a man
of fenfe? A revelation, we {uppofe, is firlt conveyed toa particular
perfon; he propofes it, with the proofs of his mifiion, to others; they
tranfmit the fame by tradition and written records to their pofterity. It
is acknowledged, that no fucceeding evidence to future generations can
ftrictly authorize that moft indubitable convi&ion of the firft imme-
diate profeffor; but even their evidence may approximate to certainty
beyond any aflignable limits, fo as to amonnt to a fpecies of perfuafion,
from a concurrence of corroborating particulars, which is morally irres
filible. Who, even at this day, can be aflured, that Michael Angelo
planned the fabric of St. Peter’s at Rome, or fir Chriftopher Wren,
St. Paul’s in London, with a fafisfa¢tion equal to that of the contempo-
raries of thefe tranfactions? And yet, what man in his fenfes entertaing
the lealt doubt of thefe refpeétive falts ? And {0 it may be with refpet
to the jewifh and chriftian revelations; and {o it &5, notwithftanding
any arguments of Mr. Paine. A few miftakes of copyifts and printers
make no more alteration in the general effelt of thjs argument, than a
new ftone, or a pinnacle repaired, will be deemed to abolifh the pre~
tenfions of | the primary architect to his ftructure.’

In the remainder of Mr. W.s anfwer, he is for the moft part

T ' o T occupied
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‘occupied in correcting Mr. Paine’s notions of redemptxon, and ngmg a
more rational idea of the nature of the chriftian’ religion, and of the
reafon why Chuift died upon the crofs’; in exprefling his contemipt for
'I'homas Paine’s judgment comcerning the value of ancient learning ;-
and in appealing from his opinion concerning, revelation, to the moft
diftinguithed mathematicians of our own country, Bacon, Boy lc, Nev
ton, Locke, Barrow, and’ Hartley, who were firm believers in thc
chriftian revelation. Of Newton he relates, from the hfe of Emlyn,
she following pointed reply to Dr, Halley :—

r. 54.—¢ Dr. Halley,’ fays he, « I am always glad to hear you when
you fpeak about aftronamy, or other parts of mathematics, becaufe that is
a fubjeét you have ftudied,” and well underftand ; but you fhould not
talk of chriftianity, for you- have net ftudied it ; I have, and knowyou
know nothing of the matter.’

Mr. W, mxoht have fpared his conceffion to Mr. Paine of the ftory of']o-
sah and the wbale, and his addition to Mr. Paine’s merriment on the
fubject, of his little black- boy, who eat his bread and cheefe in perfett
fecurity within the belly of a thark. There is a difference between a
miracle and an 1mpoh1b1hty the whale (or fhark) might fwallow Jonah,
but Jonah could not {wallow the whale. .

Mr. W, has wrmen, as ufual, with ability nd fpmt~ and has cer- i g
tainly done much towards the refutation ot Mr. P.: fomething, how- B
ever, he has left to be dene by his fucceflors in this controverfy A
more particular fatement of the evidence for the genuinenefs of the hooks
of feripture, and a more diftin€t notice of Mr. Paine’s general obfer-
vations on prophecy and miracles, would have rendered the rcply more 5
complete. | _ .y

Faft Sermons.

ARrT, XIT, ngmfnjy a Sermon. To awhich is added, a Sermon prmclmf
ot Friday, February 28, 1794, the Day appoiuted for a General Fafi.
By the Rev. James Hurdis, B.D. Profeffor of Pcetry in ‘the Uni-

- verfity of Oxford. 8vo. 63 pages. Price is 6d. Johnfon. 1794.

In the firft of thefe difcourfes, the bugbear e]zm/z'nv which has of late
occafioned fo much needlefs alarm, is attacked by the weapons of
rhetoric. 'The profeflor of poetry preferring, as might be expetted,
the light fkirmifhing of oratory, to.the clofe hghting of logic, fetches
his argumerits from analogical topics ; he fhows that, as the members
of the body cannot fubfiff without the head; a fhip of war without
1t’s captain and fubordinate officers; a ficet without it’s admiral;
an army without it’s general and inferiour commanders ; a family
without 1it’s lord and mafter; a hive of bees without their queen;
the folar fyftem without a ruling fun and planets of different mag-
nitudes; or even the invifible heavens without various orders of
angels and archangels, cherubim and {feraphim; fo neither can
human fociety {ubfift without diffrrent ranks of men, and degrees of
power, held together and direéted by one fupreme ruler. The prefent
fate of Great Rritain is compared with thofe times in which the
country was diftracted by civil commotions; and it is on the whole
concluded, that there has been no peried in which the condition of
thefe kingdoms has been prymrab to that of the prefent; and confe-
quently, that it isenreafonakle to indulge chimerical notions of national

reform,
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‘Three chaptcra are added- of anecdotes to illuftrate thc cha«%

rafters of Lewis xv, Lewis xvi, and the late queen ; but we |
have already extended our extralts to a confiderable length : and

wifh to excite rather than to exhauft our readers curiofity with
refpet to this amufing and interefling work.

THEOLOGY.
ART. xxviir. The ﬂge of dnfidelity : in Anfawer to Thomas Paine’s

Age of Reafon. By a Layman. 8vo. 76 Pages. Price 1s. 6d.

Button. 1794

THIs reply to Mr. Paine is lelded into two parts; the firfk
containing a fketch of the evidences of chri ftianity ; the fecond a
review of Mr. Paine’s objections. Of the former it is unneceffary
to give an abftra®. It contains a general view of the evidence
of revelation drawn from the charafler of the writers of the {erip-
ture, from the pxophecxes, moral chara&er, do&rines, and mi-
racles of Jefus, and -from the rapid progrefs, and the moral in-
fluence “of chriftianity ; but ftated rather in a loofe and popular,
than in a {iritly argumentative way.

To Mr. Paine’s ObJC&lODS againit azy revelation, it is replied,
that revelation may be communicated through the medium of a

fecond perfon of eftablifhed ver acity, provided he produces fatif-

faltory credentials of prophecies and miracles, as was done by
Mofes, and by Jefus Chrift. In anfwer to Mr. Paine’s objections
againft the chrifian revelation, this writer diftinétly examines
his* remarks on the Old and New Teftament. 'T'hé account of
the creation, &c. is fuppofed to have been received by Mofes
from heaven, during his refidence for foxty days upon the mount,
The mofatc coin*cgony is afferted to be, in comparifon with the
wretched and unintelligible reveries of the heathen philofophers,
~as light to chaes.. 'The author underftands this account of the
origin of the world, to be only a defcription of the formation of
the folar fyflem, and thus underftood, he conceives it to be per-
fetly confittent with modern difcoveries in aftronomy.

The h1ﬁory of the fall our author judges it unpeccﬁ"qry and
dangerous to interpret allegorically ; and he maintains, that no-
thmg can be more probable or ratloml than this accommt. He
overlooks, however, many (iszcultles, which confefledly hang
upon the literal interpretation of this ftory, and refers to former
writers for